
52 JIUFFON'S

and genera, which are nothing more than

props to serve the memory in the recollection

of plants, which are so very numerous, and

often so very similar. But instead of a list of

200 quadrupeds we have volumes heaped upon

volumes full of intricate names and phrases.

Why introduce an unintelligible jargon, when

we may be understood by pronouncing a sim

ple name? Why change terms merely to form

classes? When a dozen animals are included

under the name, for example, of the Rabbit,

why is the Rabbit itself omitted, and must be

sought for tinder the genus of the Hare? Is

it not absurd and ridiculous to form classes in

which the most remote genera are assembled

together; to put in the first, for example, mart

and the bat; the elephant and scaly lizard in

the second; the lion and ferret in the third;

the hog and the mole in the fourth; and the

rhinoceros and the rat in the fifth? Ideas so

vague and ill-conceived can never maintain

their ground These works are destroyed by
their own authors, one edition contradicting
another, and neither of them approved but by
children, or by such as are always the dupes
of mystery, mistaking the appearance of me

thod for the reality of science. By comparing
the fourth edition of Linnus's Systema Na

tune with the tenth, we. find man is no longer

classed
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