
OUR BODILY FRAME

elaborate science which we now call comparative anat

orny was born in the year 1803, when the great French

zoologist Georges Cuvier (a native of Mömpelgard, in

Alsace) published his profound Leçons SUT l'anatomie

cornparee, and endeavored to formulate, for the first

t1ME,~ definite laws as to the organism of man and the

beasts. While his predecessors-among whom was

Goethe in. 1790-had mainly contented themselves with

comparing the skeleton of man with those of other ani

mals, Cuvier's broader vision took in the whole of the

animal organization. He distinguished therein four

great and mutually independent types: Vertebrata, Ar

ticulata, Mollusca, and Radiata. This advance was

of extreme consequence for our "question of all ques
tions," since it clearly brought out the fact that man

belonged to the vertebral type, and differed fundamen

tally from all the other types. It is true that the keen

sighted Linné had already, in his Systerna Naturae,

made a great step in advance by assigning man a defi

nite place in the class of mammals; he had even drawn

up the three groups of half-apes, apes, and men (Leinur,
sinvia, and horno) in the order of primates. But his

keen, systematic mind was not furnished with that pro
found empirical foundation, supplied by comparative
anatomy, which Cuvier was the first to attain. Fur

ther developments were added by the great comparative
anatomists of our own century-Friedrich Meckel

(Halle), Johannes Müller (Berlin), Richard Owen, T.

Huxley, and Karl Gegenbaur (Jena, subsequently Hei

delberg). The last-named, in applying the evolution

ary theory, which Darwin had just established, to com

parative anatomy, raised his science to the front rank
of biological studies. The numerous comparative an
atomical works of Gegenbaur are, like his well-known
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