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continued the original name of Civet,
(fig".

111.) and the second, for the sake of dis(jiic

iion, I have called Zihet (fIg. 113.) The civet

seems to be the same as that described by the

Academy of Sciences; by Caiu, in Gesner,

page 837, and by lal)ius Columna, wI;o ba

given both the male an:l female figures in the

publication of Faber, which follows that of

Ilernandes. The :Thet appears to be the same

animal as NT. de la Peyronnic has described

under the name of Musk Animal, in thcIM

nioirs of the Academy of Sciences for the year

1731. Both differ from the civet in the very

5anlc characters ; both want the mane, or th

long hair, on the back-bone, and both have

the tail marked with strong annular streaks.

The civet, on the contrary, has a mane, but

no rings on the tail. It must, however be

acknowledged that our zibet, and the musk

nirnal of M. de la Peronnie, are not so per-

fectly similar as to leave no doubt of the jde

lity of their species. The rings on the tail of

the zibet are larger than those of the musk an i-

mand thelength of hia] , is tail is shorter in pro.

portion to that of his body ; but these differ

ences are slight, and appear to he mere acci.

dental varieties, to v'hich the civet must be

more subject than any other wild anima), as

they
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