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pemaons, by this enstom, beiag wisely tanght not to
consider blindness oc any olhiec toilily misfortaness o
reprvach or disgraes, bul Yo answver to appellotions of
that kind as theix proper nansea,”’

What way gooil enough for the ancien$
Romans te bestow on the most admived of
their heroes is good euough for the nomen-
clature of our peners of animals. We have
also examples of names of adjoctive form
used substantively for animals moong clas-
sic writers, Buch, for example, arc the
Aculeatus {pipe-fish), and Deulate (laa-
Prey or ning-eyes), wentionad by I'liny.

Lionmns himzolf, Iater, colned many
numnes hivving an adjective form ; and three
-of his gencrn of plants of one small family,
g0 degipmatsd, ocenr in this region—Sape-
naria, drearmie sud Stelleria.  Yet even at
the present day we have evidences of the
lingering of the old idea emwbodied in the
canon in gnoestion,

We have also hud (drawn up for ns cor-
tain rules for the conwersion of Greek
words into Latin, which are tinetneed with
wore than Boman severity, Thus, we are
told that Greok names ending in .63 should
alwaye be turned into -us; that the final
-en is inadmissible in the new Latin, and
shonld invariably be rendered by -um.

In accordance with such rules, fihsnoceros
has been torned into Hhinnesrus, and Khinoe-
erotide iuto RKhmorersdu, Bubt Khinoceros
was admitted into classieal Tutinity, and
with it the correspounding obligue cses,
Rhinpcerolis, otc.; in fact, the word was
current in the Innguage of deseription, sat-
ire, and proverb—as when used by Joveanl
for u vessel made of the horn, or by La-
dliug for » loug-nosed man, or by Martial
in the proverbial expression, ‘ Nosam vhin.
ocerotis habere’; 1. £, to tarn the nose up,
as we would say. These nuthorities are
good enongh for me.

The termuivation -on was alse fawiliar to
the Remuus of classic times, and numarons
words with thiat ending may be found in the
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bonks of Plivy. ¥al our modern pursts
will iive none of them; the Greck - in
the new Latin must always become -wa.
For gxample, Ophidion was the name given
to u small cenger-like eol, according to
Pliny, and was (withont resson) supposed
to have been applied to the genus now
ealled Ophidiim; and this last form wus
given by Linnmugs, who eventoally*® refnsed
to follew Pliny inm such barburic nse of
Tatin, Eot Pliny i5 good enongh for me—
at least ay a Latiuist,

Aunother role prohibits the use of such
worde ns AFgir, Gindul, oko, Muu, Pudu
und the like, wnd provides that they should
bave other terminalions in aceordance with
clagsical uweage. But why shounld thess
words be changed and surcharged with new
ondings? Az they are, they are all uniform
with classieal woeds. Zgir has ke justifi-
ontion in Fir, Govdud in consal, Mohs in domo
{of which if is an acridentul anagram) and
3t and Prdu are no more cacophonous or
irregmlar thun eornu. T therefore see no
raison why we should not aceept the words
criticised and corrorted by some naturalists
in their orginal form, even il we ronsider
the guestion involved as grammatical rathier
thun one of seientific convemienco.,

I have thus defended some of the names.
of our old nomenciators, and really think
the rules laid down for name-muking wore
too severs. Bat those rules were on the
whole jodieious, and should not he deviated
drom by ftare nomenclators without goed
and subetaniinl rsuson ; even if too severe,
they ‘learn to virtoe’s side.” On the other
hand, let old nanes be respocted in the in-
terests of stalility, even if shightly mis-
formad.

MISAPFLIED NAMES,
While Linnweus was 20 exacting ‘iu his
rulez of nomenclatore in the eases cited, in

“ At fiest {in thr trath edition) Linweuw allowed
Ophidion.



