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188 ESSAY ON CLASSIFIOCATION. Parr 1.

ncceptable, I hope, since few of our libraries contain even the leading works of
our ecience, and many zealous students are thus prevented from attempting to study
what has thus far been done.

Science has begun, in the introduction of names, to designate natural groups
of different value with the same vagueness which still prevails in ordinary lan-
guage in the use of class, order, genus, family, species; taking them either as
synonyms or substituting one for the otber at random. Linnmus was the first
to urge upon noturalists precision in the use of four kinds of groups in natural
history, which he calls classes, orders, genera, and species.

Aristotle, and the ancient philosophers generally, distinguished only two kinds
of groups among animals, yéros and eldos, (genus ond species.) But the term genus
had a most unequal meaning, applying at times indiscriminately to any extensive
group of species, and designating even what we now call classes as well as any
other minor group. In the sense of class, it is taken in the following case:
Xyo 8i ylvos, oloy Spmba, xai f9vy, (Arist. Hist. Anim., Lib. I, Chap. 1,) while edos is
generally used for species, as the following sentence shows: x«i oy eidy mleiw iydey
xei 6pi0or, though it has occasionally also a wider meaning. The sixth chapter of
the same book, is the most important in the whole work of Aristotle upon this
subject, as it shows to how many different kinds of groups the term yéros is applied.
Here, he dist.inguishes between yép pipore and yir peyade and yérog short.ly_ L 8
pipore 1oy Loow, el @ Mawgeitw 1@l {Ga, el Lotive & piv opridav, & 8 lyddwr, @lo 3 xjTovs.
..... Tar 8 lomcr foor ovx fom T yivy peydde: ot yae
-1 & fyur v, d deoivpe. This is further insisted upon anew:
00 ¥ yévous Tov rerounddow fowy xwi [owrdxwy eidy piv eioe moldd, dreipe 3.  Here eldos has
evidently a wider menuing than our term species, and the accurate Scaliger translates
it by genus medium, in contradistinction to yisos, which he renders by genus summun.
Eldos, however, is gencrally used in the same sense as now, and Aristotle already
f:on.siders fecundity as o specific charncter, when he says, of the Hemionos, that
1t 13 called so from its likeness to the Ass, and not because it is of the same

species, for he adds, they copulate and propngate among themselves: uf suloistat
uplovs 3¢ opoimyre, ovx oo dmley T& avrd eldog* xai ydo Syedortas xal yervarzar &5 @djlor. In

nepuiyee modhee i3y & €idog, . . .

another passage it applies, however, to a group exactly identical with our modern
gen\m Equus: émei lour & 7 yivos xul ini voi Fova xeiTyy, dogovpors Xeedovudyols, ooy LAAY xal
Oy xai Opel xai yivvg xal frre xai Toiy &y Svpin xadovpdvrag puoror.

Aristotle cannot be said to have proposed any regular classification. e speaks
constantly of more or less extensive groups, under s common appellation, evidently
considering them as natural divisions; but he nowhere expresses n conviction that
these Broups may be arranged methodically so as to exhibit the natural affinities
of animals. Yet he frequently introduces his remarks respecting different enimal8
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