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that thus a doubt wight oxist ag to its nssumed antiquity.  After
heaving this romark, T exposed o minuto feagment to the flame of a
cmldlo, whon it gave oub the odour of burnt animal matter; und on
imwersing another fragment in hydvochlorie neid, aftor offorvescenco,
a soft gelatinous substance, nearly tho sizo of tho original fragment,
was left.  Wuowing full well that M. Delesso and M. Lnrtot would
cordinlly agree on tho nnportanw of the most serupulous investiga-
tion of cvery et produced in evidence on this recently-ngitatad
question of the autiquity of Man, I communiented to both of thom
what I havo stated above respeeting this bone. I receivod immedi-
etely answers from them; and theso, with their leave, I now give,

.6 only beeause of their confirmation of the opinions they formerly
expressed, but as conbaining some additional rvemarks of much
interest.

M. Delesse, in his letter dated the 19th instaut, snys :—

“The specimen of the rib wlnch I gavo you was incontestibly
found in a sand-pit (sablonicre), wliore it was associnted with the
bones of animals no longer existing in the country—as, for example,
tho Beaver. I would observe that the presence of gelatine ean in
no way be opposed to thoe antiquity of that xib. I have only just
now brought to a conclusion & long series of rescarches by which I
have shown that bones even of a high antiquity still retain a notable
proportion of organie matter. If you take the bones of an Zekthyo-
saurus from the Lias, or of reptiles from the Muschelkalk, you will
easily satisfy yourself that.in spite of their great antiquity, they still
coutain a very notable proportion of organic matter. Coprolites from
the oldest formation contain it. On the other hand bones compa-
ratively recent, such, for instance, as those found in caverns or in
travelled materials, have no great amount of organic matter. In
brief, the preservation of organic matter in bones is very irregular;
it depends on the nature of the rock in which they are found, at
least quite as much as on their antiquity.

<1 pronounce no opinion as to the nature of the instrumeunt that
had been employed in sawing that rib, for I made no experiments on
the subject ; but M. Lartet, whose caution and sagacity are known to
you, made a special examinvation of the question along with eminent
physiologists ; and they had no doubt that the rib had been cut by a
sharp flint.”

M. Lartet, in his letter dated the 22nd instant, states as follows:—



