
NATURAL HISTORY.

of esteem and friendship he has honoured me

with, published in 1744, a Natural History of

the Rhinoceros, of which I shall givcan extract

with more willingness, because whatever Mr.

Parsons has written deserves credit arid at

tention.

Though the rhinoceros was often seen at

the.spectacles at Rome, from the time ofPorn-

pcy to that of i1eliogabahs, though many, have

been transported into Europe in these last ages,

and though Bontius, Chardin, and Kolbe, have

drawn this figure, both in the Iridks and Afri

ca, yet lie was so badly represented, and his de

scription was so incorrect, that lie was

very imperftctly, until those which arrived in

London in J.7J9 and 1741, were inspected,

when the errors or caprices of those vbo had

published figures of him. became very visible.

That of Albert Durer, ivhich was the first, is

the least conformable to Nature; it has, ne

vcrtheless, been copied by most naturalists ;

and some' of them have loaded it with false

drapery, and foreign ornaments. That of

Bont ins is more simple and more true; but

the inferior part of the legs is badly delineated.

On the contrary, that of Chardin rC)rCentS

iatnralIy the foldings of the skin and feet,

but in other respects does not resemble the ani

rnal
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