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guage* is a proof that ii has been considered as

a species of wood, and no! as a horn, a bone, a

tusk, a tooth, &c. In addition to these argu

ments, wemay add a ftcl recorded by Aristoile,

Thcophrastus, and Pliny; who all assert that

ivy has been seen to grow round the horns of

stags while they were in a tender state. If

this be true and it would be easy to make the

experiment, it would still more fully cstabltsh

the analogy between the wood of the stag and

that of trees. The horns and tusks of other

animals are not only of a substance diffireut

from the branches of a stag, but also in their

growth, texture, and form, bosh exterior anti

interior, there is nothing which bears any

analogy to wood : these and the nails, claws,

hair, fealiers, scales, &c. grow, it is true, by a

kind of vegetation, but a vegetation widely

different from tiat of trees. The horns of

oxen, goats, antelopes, &c. are hollow within,

whereas those of the stag are entirely sold ;

the substance of the former is the same ' ilk

that of nails, claws, scales, &c. but the horns

of the stag resemble wood more thiin any
other substance. All these hollow horns are

covered on the inside by a peviosleuin, and

contain

The French word is ois, a forest, a wood, likewise used

for the substance, or branch of a tree,


	LinkTextBox: http://www.geology.19thcenturyscience.org/books/1808-Buffon/README.htm


