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rendered justice to Zerenghi, who, notwi1h

standing, is the only person who deserves

eulogiurns on this subject. On the contrary,

every naturalist, for this hundred and sixty

years, have attributed to Fabius Colunina

what they should have given to Zerenghi ;

and instead of searching for the work of the

last they have set down contented with copy

ing and applauding that of Columna's, who,

however deserving of praise in other respects
is, upon this, neither original, exact, nor even

honest.

The description and figures of the

hippopo-tamusthat Prosper Mpnius published more

than a hurd red years after, are still worse than

those of Columna, ba% ing been drawn front

skins but badly preserved ; and III. de Jussiou,

who wrote of the hippopotanius in 1.79-1, has

only described the skeleton the head an

feet.

By comparing these descriptions, and espe

cially that of Zerenghi, with the information

we have drawn from travellers, the hippopo
tarn us appears to be an animal whose body is

nger and as thick as that ofthe rhinoceros;

that his logs are much shorter; that his head

is not so long, but larger in proportion to his

body that he ha no horns, either on the

nose like the rhinoceros, or on the head like

th
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