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AssTrRACT. The pioneering encyclopaedias of Brisson (1756, 1760) and Buffon (1749-1767,
1770-1783, and supplements) were the first to be solidly based on specimens examined by
the authors. Collectors in the Mascarenes assembled substantial material for these works, but
only a part ended up in the published encyclopaedias. Part of this was due to loss in transit,
but more was apparently simply overlooked amidst the mass of material the writers were deal-
ing with. As a result, several species collected &/or illustrated in the mid-18" century and
apparently available to the encyclopaedists were not formally described for several decades
or even a century later, notably Pseudobulweria aterrima, Coracina newtoni and Taphozous
mauritianus from Réunion, Alectroenas nitidissima, Nesoenas mayeri, Mascarenotus sauzieri,
Mormopterus acetabulosus and Phelsuma ornata from Mauritius, and Psittacula exsul and
Cylindraspis peltastes from Rodrigues. The colonial collector-correspondents also sent much
useful life history data that also did not make it into print at the time.

Kev worps. Brisson, Buffon, Réaumur, Lanux, Cossigny, Commerson, Jossigny, de Querhoént,
Mauritius, Réunion, Rodrigues, birds, mammals, reptiles.

INTRODUCTION

In the mid-18" century, French scientific writers published extensive natural history encyclo-
paedias of world fauna based for the first time on actual specimens and travel literature instead
of being largely or partly informed by myth and legend (Newton & Gadow 1896, Farber 1982).
Of land vertebrates, birds and mammals were covered by Brisson (1756, 1760) and Buffon
(1749-1767 & supplements, 1770-1783), reptiles and amphibia by Lacépede (1788-1789). In
general we have little information on the database used for these works apart from the internal
inference that the authors were attempting to incorporate a// the information they had access
to: they were explicitly attempting to be comprehensive in their coverage: Brisson’s largely
taxonomic, Buffon’s also including life-history data. However in relation to the Mascarene
Islands in the Indian Ocean, then French colonies, manuscript material exists to show that the
amount of data potentially available to the encyclopaedists was substantially greater than what
they actually used. This paper examines the pioneering 18" century collections, and the way the
information became attenuated between the islands and the published encyclopaedias.
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THE EARLY HISTORY OF NATURAL HISTORY
COLLECTING IN THE MASCARENES

Far out in the Indian Ocean east of Madagascar, the three islands that comprise the Mas-
carenes, Mauritius, Réunion and Rodrigues, had pristine ecosystems when discovered
by Portuguese navigators in the 16" century, and the anthropogenic degradation of their
biota has been documented in detail from surviving travellers’ accounts from 1598 on-
wards (Cheke & Hume 2008). The Portuguese barely landed, but the first Dutch visits
in 1598-1601 resulted in three endemic species being brought back to Europe to be de-
scribed and/or illustrated. Two, the Dodo Raphus cucullatus (Linnaeus, 1758) and the
Black-spined Flying-fox Pteropus niger (Kerr, 1792) were described and crudely illus-
trated by Charles I’Ecluse working in Leiden (Clusius 1605). Specimens of these two
species, plus the Red Hen Aphanapteryx bonasia (Selys-Longchamps, 1848) reached the
emperor Rudolf II’s collection in Prague and were enumerated in Daniel Froschl’s inven-
tory (Bauer & Haupt 1976) and also painted for the famous manuscript folio ‘Museum’ or
‘Bestiaire’ (Haupt et al. 1990, Cheke 2007). Several further Dodos reached Europe before
1640 (Hume 2006, Cheke & Hume 2008), and remains of some of these still exist, or
existed until recently, in collections in Oxford, London (NHM), Prague and Copenhagen
(all illustrated by Kallio 2004). However none of these specimens directly informed the
encyclopaedists, and in the rest of the century no more animals from Mauritius reached
Europe, and only one from Réunion, a giant tortoise Cylindraspis indica (Schneider,
1783) described by Perrault (1676, Bour 2004). Several later 17% century compilations
included the Dodo (e.g. Piso 1658, Ray 1678, Nieuhoff 1682), but only Ray explicitly
stated described seeing a specimen — the one in Tradescant’s collection, part of which still
survives in the Oxford University Museum of Zoology (McGregor 1983, Ovenell 1992).

Apart from another Réunion tortoise in the 1730s (Petit 1741, Bour 1978), it was
not until the 1750s that any further specimens were collected in the Mascarenes, and as
the islands were by then all under French control, these new collections, together with
accompanying field notes, fed directly into the encyclopaedias, and form the material
discussed here. In addition to the specimens and information sent to France, a Mauritius
Fody Foudia rubra (Gmelin, 1788) reached England (alive!) in the 1770s (Brown 1776),
as also (Latham 1781-1785) did a Mascarin Parrot Mascarinus mascarinus (Linnaeus,
1771); a Mauritian tortoise Cylindraspis triserrata (Giinther, 1873) also reached England
at an unknown date before 1788 (Arnold 2004; all discussed in Cheke & Hume 2008").
After about 1790 a new impetus for collecting began, feeding into the monographs and
revised encyclopaedias that appeared in the early 1800s, but outside the scope of this

paper.

1 The Fody was acquired by Marmaduke Tunstall for his aviary, illustrated, once stuffed, by Brown (1776); it
was later preserved in the Hancock Museum, Newcastle (Fox 1827) but has vanished since (pers. obs. 1978,
Jessop 1999). The parrot and the tortoise were in Sir Ashton Lever’s collection. The tortoise which probably
came from offshore Round Island as the mainland animals were extinct by 1722 (Cheke & Hume 2008); the
carapace, the type of Testudo schweigeri Gray 1831 is now in the NHM, London (Austin & Arnold 2001,
Arnold 2004). The parrot specimen is now in Vienna (Hume 2007).
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THE ENCYCLOPAEDISTS AND THEIR SOURCES

Unlike their predecessors, Jacques Mathurin Brisson (1723-1806) and Georges LeClerc,
Comte de Buffon (1707-1788), compiled their books more from specimens and details
supplied by correspondents than from the literature, though contemporary regional books
similarly based (e.g. Catesby 1731-1743) were freely plundered by Buffon. Brisson
worked with specimens acquired by Réné-Antoine Réaumur (1683-1757), Buffon with
the royal collection (Farber 1982, Roger 1997). Most of their collectors and correspon-
dents were in Europe, but some were in far-flung settlements or colonies, including the
French island colonies of Bourbon and Isle de France in the Indian Ocean, now Réunion
and Mauritius, which also included the smaller and more remote island of Rodrigues
(now part of the Republic of Mauritius).

As part of studies over many years on the ecological history of these islands, it has
become clear that the compilers in Paris received substantially more material than they
included in their publications. The purpose of this paper is to examine from archival
records the material actually sent from the islands in relation to what actually appeared
in print. As the compilers, especially Buffon, laid claim to an unprecedented degree of
completeness, it is of some historical and biological interest to discover how much they
left out, including species that were not formally described until many decades thereafter.
Brisson’s and Buffon’s books were confined to birds and mammals, and it is these groups
I will concentrate on, with some reference also to reptiles.

The pertinent archival material is correspondence from Jean-Baptiste de Lanux and
Jean-Francois Charpentier de Cossigny with Réaumur, Philibert Commerson’s notes,
supplemented by drawings by Paul Jossigny and Pierre Sonnerat, and a short manuscript
from the Viscount de Querhoént addressed to Buffon. The Lanux correspondence is un-
published, apart from brief extracts in Torlais (1936), whereas the Cossigny letters were
printed in the 1930s in a low circulation historical journal in Réunion. Commerson’s
vertebrate material, also largely unpublished, has had some airing in print: Oustalet (1897)
extracted some bird data, Vaillant (1898; North-Coombes 1994) the tortoise material, and
Hermann (1804; Moutou 1982) described Mascarene bats from the drawings®. Some data
from the Cossigny letters and Querhoént’s piece was extracted for Cheke (1987a,b), and
Stresemann (1952), largely using internal evidence in the encyclopaedias themselves,
commented briefly on some of the birds discussed below, including 5 of Lanux’s speci-
mens. My recent examination of Lanux’s letters and Commerson’s manuscripts has re-
vealed a much fuller picture of these men’s contributions. In addition to these surviving
materials, Buffon commissioned specimens from the Transit of Venus expedition of 1761
to Rodrigues, led by astronomer Abbé Guy Pingré (1711-1796) — the commission was
specifically to Pingré’s assistant Thuillier (Woolf 1959) — however all specimens were
lost when the travellers were intercepted and robbed of their collections by the British
navy on the return journey (Lacroix 1936). Nonetheless not only did Pingré himself sur-

2 Hermann (1804) correctly described ‘Vespertilio’ (now Mormopterus) acetabulosus as new, and also un-
knowingly re-described Pteropus niger from Jossigny’s drawing for Commerson (Moutou, 1982). The vast
bulk of Commerson’s MSS concern plants (Laissus 1974).
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vive, but also his diary and edited account of the expedition, full of natural history mater-
ial - but there is no indication that Buffon even remembered his commission, let alone
attempted to consult Pingré himself or his manuscripts, preserved in his subsequent place
of work, the Ste. Geneviéve library in Paris. The edited account has only recently been
published in full (Pingré 1763); of Thuillier, nothing more is heard.

Lanux’s letters and specimens sent to Réaumur, and correspondence with Buffon

Brisson’s books (1756, 1760) were largely based on Réaumur’s extensive collections
(Farber 1982). Although the Dodo and a flying-fox from Mauritius had been described
150 years earlier (above), Brisson’s books included the first formal descriptions of bats
and birds from Réunion, and the first passerine birds from the Mascarenes: six species,
five of them endemic, sent to Réaumur by Lanux, a senior official in the French East India
company (Lacroix 1936, Couteau et al. 2000). To judge from his letters, Lanux was inter-
ested in all aspects of natural history, and was also actively experimenting with farming
silkworms. Brisson included several local names under which Lanux had supplied the
specimens, but no other details beyond the locality and brief plumage/pelage diagnosis,
and, for the birds, the key information that Lanux was the source. However Lanux’s
letters to Réaumur in the 1750s (Lanux 1753-1756, Torlais 1936, 1962) survive in the
archives of the Institut de France in Paris (formerly the Académie des Sciences), and re-
veal many details that do not appear in Brisson’s books, including mention of additional
species, and details of the birds’ nests and (generally correct) clutch sizes (summarised in
Table 1). The way the material is presented in Brisson strongly suggests that he only had
access to the specimens and their labels, but not any ancillary material. After Réaumur’s
death in 1757 (Farber 1982), Lanux corresponded with Buffon (Lacroix 1936, below).

The details on birds sent by Lanux appear in several letters written in 1754, gener-
ally describing contents of cases of specimens sent alongside — in one case the consign-
ment was evidently lost en route. In the collection that included all six passerines listed
by Brisson (1760), Lanux also included nests and eggs of these species and also two
specimens of the ‘tuit-tuit’. In the absence of a description this last would be unidentified,
except that the local onomatopoeic name (Cheke 1982) has survived to this day for the
now endangered endemic Réunion Cuckoo-shrike Coracina newtoni, a bird not formally
described until 110 years later by Pollen (1866), still using the same local name. Another
bird Lanux sent, the ‘oyseau rouge’, he fortunately did describe®, allowing us to identify it
as the Mascarene Paradise Flycatcher Terpsiphone bourbonnensis (Miiller, 1776); Brisson
(1760) described this specimen, but without its local name. At the same time Lanux also
sent an insectivorous bat, also missing from Brisson (1756), but identifiable from his

3 “the male is distinguished by its head of which the feathers are dark blue” (ASC’s translation) - a ‘red’ bird
with a dark blue head can only be Terpsiphone bourbonnensis - in fact bright rusty brown with a black head
with blue reflections (illustration in Probst 1997, Sinclair & Langrand 1998).
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description* as the Grey Tomb Bat Tuphozous mauritianus Geoffroy, 1818, which he dis-
tinguished from a smaller species, presumably the endemic free-tailed bat Mormopterus
Sfrancoismoutoui Goodman et al., 2008. The tomb bat was not formally described until
1818 (Geoffroy 1818, Moutou 1982), and the free-tailed bat not distinguished from its
Mauritian counterpart until 2008 (Goodman et al. 2008%).

One species that Lanux sent under the name jacobin, and Brisson (1760) described,
has caused some confusion and controversy. This bird is the White-rumped Munia
Lonchura striata (Linneaus, 1766), of which Réunion is, due to Brisson’s description,
the type locality. As the species is a native of Asia, not Réunion, it has been considered
that the locality was an error (e.g. Mayr et al. 1968, Ali & Ripley 1983), but the letters
demonstrate otherwise. Not only did Lanux send specimens®, but also a nest and eggs,
with a comment on its clutch size. Furthermore he also remarked that this bird was also
called in common parlance [‘vulgairement’] ‘oiseau de malgache’, a name used for an
otherwise unidentifiable granivore stigmatised in pest control legislation in 1769 (Delaleu
1826, Cheke & Hume 2008). Hence, as Stresemann (1952) correctly surmised, this Indian
estrildine was an established exotic in Réunion, probably for at least 25 years, although
it later disappeared, most likely through competition with other seed-eaters introduced
subsequently (Cheke & Hume 2008).

Curiously both Lanux in Réunion and Querhoént in Mauritius (in Buffon 1770-1783;
below) recorded broods or clutches of two for the White-tailed Tropic-bird Phaethon
lepturus Daudin, 1802, contrary to standard information that accords the genus, including
this species, a clutch of invariably one (e.g. Tuck & Heinzel 1978, Skerrett et al. 2001,
Nelson 20067). Given that their information was almost certainly independent (as Lanux’s
was unpublished), and both claimed to have first-hand information of nests, it seems
possible that 250 years ago this species did in fact sometimes lay two eggs, though the
egg Lanux actually sent was single®. Querhoént additionally contrasted the White-tail’s
two with the single egg laid by the Red-tailed Tropic-bird P. rubricauda Boddaert, 1783.

4 “alittle whitish bat bigger than the little grey ones” (ASC’s translation) — Taphozous mauritianus is grey with
whitish underparts, larger than the sympatric Mormopterus which is dark grey-brown all over (illustrated
in Probst 1997); however this ‘whitish bat’ could refer to the enigmatic Bory’s White Bat ‘Boryptera alba’
(Cheke & Hume 2008), though since Bory implied it was smaller than Taphozous, this is unlikely..

5 M. francoismoutoui was long considered part of M. acetabulosus, itself not described until 1804 from an
original manuscript description and a drawing of a Mauritian specimen in Commerson’s MSS (Hermann
1804, Moutou 1982, Cheke & Hume 2008, Cheke 2009, see below). Goodman et al. (2008) designated a
recently collected specimen as a neotype for this species, the type being lost, but failed to note that Jossigny’s
drawing, upon which Hermann (1804) based this species, survives in the Commerson archive in Paris (MS
282; pers. obs. 2006; Cheke 2009). It remains for a fuller phylogenetic study of Mormopterus to confirm
whether francoismoutoui should be treated as a valid full species or as a well-marked race of acetabulosus.

6 It is not always clear from his letters whether Lanux sent one or several specimens, though he referred to
Jjacobins in the plural.

~

Most tropic-bird studies fail to mention the clutch/brood size, assuming it is a ‘given’!

o]

He was evidently given by his shepherds a single tropic-bird egg, but commented that “this bird makes its
nest in tree-hollows; one normally finds two young, never more” (ASC’s translation). He kept another egg
(from a different nest) in a ‘Chinese-style furnace’ (“furneau a la chinoise”) to discover the incubation period,
but the letters do not reveal the result, if any.
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However their accounts imply that they did not personally climb the nest-trees, so min-
ions could have provided inaccurate data, or the nests regularly contained unhatched eggs
from previous attempts - though the fact that Lanux stated that “one normally finds two
young” (my italics —i.e. not old infertile eggs!) argues for the birds laying clutches of two.
In fact occasional clutches of two have recently been recorded in Red-tails in Australia
(Tarburton 1977°), so in the right conditions tropic-birds may possibly lay or have laid
double clutches more regularly. An analogous case is the report by Leguat (1707) of twin
births in the Golden Bat or Rodrigues Flying-fox Pteropus rodricensis Dobson, 1879 —
this was regarded as fanciful as twins were unknown in flying-foxes — until produced in
captivity at Chester Zoo, and in the wild in Rodrigues, in 2003 (Powell 2004, Cheke &
Hume 2008'%).

Cossigny’s letters and specimens sent to Réaumur

Réaumur also received specimens and information from Jean-Frangois Charpentier de
Cossigny, the French East India Company’s chief engineer on the islands (Crépin 1922,
Torlais 1936). In 1755 he sent from Mauritius a Pigeon Hollandais Alectroenas nitidis-
sima (Scopoli, 1786), now extinct, its stomach contents (seeds of native trees) and com-
ments on its progressive rarefaction. He also sent the stomach contents of an endem-
ic Pink Pigeon Nesoenas mayeri (Prévost, 1843), but possibly not the bird itself (the
text is ambiguous), specimens of introduced Grey-headed Lovebirds Agapornis canus
(Gmelin, 1788), and a nestling White-tailed Tropic-bird Phaethon lepturus (Charpentier
1732-1755"). However these specimens may not have survived long, as neither pigeon
featured in Brisson’s Ornithologie, and the lovebird and tropic-bird only as examples
from Madagascar. The Alectroenas was formally described from different material by
Sonnerat (1782, below), but the Pink Pigeon had to wait until 1843 (Temminck et al.
1838-1843)! Cossigny also tried in 1755 to obtain a Rodrigues Solitaire Pezophaps soli-
taria Strickland, 1848, then undescribed, but was unsuccessful. In addition to the birds,
Cossigny reported on the habits and sent Réaumur a specimen of the endemic Mauritian
day-gecko Phelsuma ornata Gray, 1827, eventually described 70 years later (Gray 1827;
Commerson also collected this species, below).

Cossigny also mentioned numerous other animals in his letters, but none specifically
enough for an eighteenth century European naturalist to identify or describe, though much
of his material is recognisable to species in retrospect and can be used to date introduct-
ions and extinctions of birds (Cheke 1987a, Cheke & Hume 2008).

9 Nelson (2006) assumed the two-egg clutches had been laid by two females, but neither he nor Tarburton
(1977) presented positive evidence as to how many females had contributed. Vikash Tatayah (e-mail 11 July
2007), who has worked for several years on the seabirds of Round Island (off Mauritius), where both tropic-
birds are abundant, has found tropic-bird nests with two eggs, but like Nelson, considers them the product of
either two females or an earlier infertile laying.

10 Apparently twins were born to captive bats in Jersey and Mauritius well before the 2003 observations, but the
details were not published (Carl Jones & Vikash Tatayah, pers. comm.)

11 Cheke & Hume (2008) gave further details; Cheke (1987a) discussed the identity of Cossigny’s ‘boeuf’,
a name normally applied at that time to Abbott’s Booby Papasula abbotti (Ridgway, 1893), but used by
Cossigny for the nestling tropic-bird.
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Mascarene animals from other sources featured in Brisson’s encyclopaedias

Brisson described two further birds from Réunion without further details — a perruche a
double collier (= Echo Parakeet Psittacula eques (Boddaert, 1783); Planches Enluminées
215, hereafter ‘PE’) from Aubry’s cabinet [collection] and a living mascarin (= Mascarin
Parrot Mascarinus mascarinus PE 35) the origin of which was unknown to him. Strese-
mann (1952) assumed the Echo was a locality error for Mauritius, but there is ample ad-
ditional evidence that a green parakeet of this general size and description also occurred
originally in Réunion (Cheke 1987a, Jones 1987, Barré et al. 1996, Hume 2007, Cheke
& Hume 2008)!2, so there is no reason to doubt the provenance of Aubry’s bird — it later
passed into the royal collection and was re-described by Buffon (1770-1783), as was
the Mascarin. It may however have been the only Echo Parakeet specimen collected on
Réunion (Hume 2007).

Specimens and drawings from Commerson, Jossigny and Sonnerat

Réaumur’s collection was bequeathed on his death in 1757 to the French Academy of Sci-
ences, but Buffon, in charge of the Cabinet du Roi, the French royal collection, arranged
for the King to acquire it so that he could control and study it (Stresemann 1952, Farber
1982). Hence the same specimens feature, re-described, in his encyclopaedias, but they
were supplemented by material pouring in from the expanding French colonial empire.
This included some new species, but Buffon also added Vicomte de Querhoént’s life
history comments to several of the Brisson specimens (below), although other material
available to him was largely ignored.

Prominent amongst traveller-naturalists was Philibert Commerson (1727-1773), who
was diverted in 1768 from Bougainville’s circumnavigatory expedition by Pierre Poivre,
intendant (civil governor) of Mauritius, to study the natural history of Madagascar and
the Mascarene Islands (Oliver 1909; Monnier et al. 1993). Commerson died in Mauritius
in 1773 having accumulated an enormous archive of specimens and notes, but having
published nothing on the islands (Laissus 1974). The materials were taken back to Paris
in 1774 by his collaborator and artist Paul Jossigny (Ly-Tio-Fane 1978).

While the plant specimens, many of which survive (e.g. Monnier et al. 1993), have
been extensively studied, the zoological material remains underexplored. It was very
haphazardly dipped into by Buffon and his co-author Guéneau de Montbeillard for the
Histoire naturelle des oiseaux (Buffon 1770-1783), the associated Planches Enluminées,
and the supplements to the Histoire Naturelle (Buffon 1776, 1789). Some was borrowed
by Commerson’s other artist Pierre Sonnerat (1782), and the archive has been sporadically
looked at since, notably by Oustalet (1897) and Vaillant (1898) for unpublished bird and
tortoise notes and drawings. However Oustalet did not discover all the Mascarene bird
data, and much will probably never surface, as the notebooks and papers as currently pre-
served have many pages torn or cut out which evidently once contained further comments

12 The Psittacula parakeets on Réunion (‘eques’) and Mauritius (‘echo’) are often treated as separate species in
the absence of surviving specimens from Réunion, but the coloured illustrations of the specimen described
by Brisson and Buffon (PE 215 and Levaillant 1805) are indistinguishable from extant Mauritian birds.
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and descriptions (pers. obs. 2006'%). In the Mascarenes, Commerson himself collected in
Réunion (in 1771) and Mauritius (Ly-Tio-Fane 1978), but also acquired specimens from
Rodrigues (Oustalet 1897, Vaillant 1898), presumably via personnel in the tortoise col-
lecting station there (Cheke & Hume 2008). Only once in his Ornithologie did Buffon
or Montbeillard (Buffon 1770-1783) mention the Commerson drawings, for the intro-
duced Yellow-fronted Canary Serinus mozambicus (Miiller, 1776). They acknowledged
Commerson’s Mascarene specimens for only three species, and his descriptions for only
two — in both cases the notes on those species are no longer present in the Commerson
archive, although two canary illustrations by Sonnerat (a rough sketch and a finished
aquarelle) are still there (pers. obs. 2006). Buffon (1776, supplement vol. 3; Moutou
1982) used further lost notes from Commerson to comment on flying-foxes in Réunion'?,
though the bulk of the section is a long letter written to Buffon in 1772 by Lanux in re-
sponse to a request from the author to correct errors in his original descriptions of these
bats. This letter provided the first ever serious ecological data on flying foxes, refuting
the then prevalent idea, subscribed to earlier by Buffon (1749-1767; vol. 10, 1763), that
these large fruit-bats were carnivorous. Buffon (1770-1783) based his long article on
the Common Mynah Acridotheres tristis (Linnaeus, 1766), and its use in the control of
locusts in the Mascarenes, on information from Lanux and Sonnerat, though in combin-
ing the sources he generated errors in the history of this famous early use of biological
control (Cheke & Hume 2008); the Commerson MSS additionally include drawings of
mynahs by Sonnerat and a brief mention of the locust story from Commerson himself
(Oustalet 1897, pers.obs., Table 2). Buffon failed to pick up on Commerson’s description
and accompanying drawing'® of a microchiropteran bat, used later by Herman (1804) to
describe the endemic Mormopterus acetabulosus (Moutou 1982, Cheke 2009).

Although the Cabinet du Roi in Buffon’s time was extensive, few 18" century spec-
imens survive in the MNHN in Paris, most having been destroyed by c¢1810 through
excessive sulphur fumigation (Stresemann 1952; Jouanin 1962: 274, footnote), and no
inventory of Commerson’s bird or mammal specimens seems to have survived. Amongst
Mascarene specimens still extant are three extinct species (Milne-Edwards & Oustalet
1893, Jouanin 1962): A Mascarin Parrot Mascarinus mascarinus and a Hoopoe Starling
Fregilupus varius (Boddaert, 1783) from Réunion (collectors unknown), and a Pigeon
Hollandais Alectroenas nitidissima from Mauritius collected by, or at least presented by,
Sonnerat, who was also the first to formally describe it (Sonnerat 1782). It is probable
that the Hoopoe Starling is Commerson’s specimen (below), and it is likely that Sonnerat
used some Mascarene specimens originally collected for Commerson in compiling his

13 For instance MS 2127 (mammals, birds, plants; No. 57 of Laissus 1974) is missing pages 36-40 and 77-93,
though some removed pages (‘75 & 77-80) are included with MS 887, III (pers. obs. 2006). Oustalet (1897)
also noted that the descriptions of Aerodramus francicus and Lonchura oryzivora used by Buffon were miss-
ing from the archive.

14 The Commerson archive retains in MS 282 a life-size drawing by Jossigny of a Pteropus niger from Mauri-
tius (pers. obs. 2006).

15 The description is in MS 887(Ill) and the drawing in MS 282(Il) (respectively Nos. 41 & 73 of Laissus
1974).
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Figure 1. Jossigny’s drawing, ca. 1771, of a Réunion Black Petrel Pseudobulweria aterrima
(Bonaparte, 1857), annotated by Commerson in Latin on the reverse: “Procellaria tota vesti-
ta ater; tibius plantisque pedum pallidibus. nobis. Hist. nat. de Bourbon” [Petrel with entire
plumage black; tibia {= tibiotarsus} and webs of the feet pale. New. Nat. hist. of Réunion].
From MS 282 in the Commerson papers (No. 73 of Laissus 1974). © Bibliothéque centrale
Muséum national d’histoire naturelle Paris 2009, reproduced with permission.

book. Three species he described as from China, Malaysia and Madagascar were al-
ready naturalised in Mauritius (Stigmatopelia chinensis (Scopoli, 1786), Geopelia striata
(Linnaeus, 1766), Margaroperdix striatus (Scopoli, 1786) (Ly-Tio-Fane 1978, Cheke &
Hume 2008'¢). His published Seychelles and Malagasy novelties definitely originated in
material collected for Commerson (Ly-Tio-Fane 1978)".

Oustalet (1897) drew attention to the extinct Mascarene species featured amongst
Jossigny’s drawings for Commerson!® (Hoopoe Starling, Commerson’s Lizard-owl
Mascarenotus sauzieri (Newton & Gadow, 1893), Rodrigues Parakeet Psittacula exsul
(A. Newton, 1872)), and quoted Commerson’s notes on several more mundane species

16 Sonnerat did not use binomial nomenclature; his names for the birds were: Tourterelle grise de la Chine,
Petite tourterelle de Quéda [= Kedah] and Grande caille de Madagascar. In the same work he (wrongly)
described as new the Francolin de I'lle de France (= Francolinus pintadeanus (Scopoli, 1786)), introduced
to Mauritius, but claimed it was native to Madagascar. Sonnerat is notorious for having frequently assigned
animals to wrong localities (even, in his previous book, describing penguins as from New Guinea); see
discussion in Alexander (1924), and especially Ly-Tio-Fane (1983).

17 Cuvier [ca.1795] commented that “Sonnerat’s two books contain many drawings originating in the papers
left by Commerson” (unreferenced quote in Ly-Tio-Fane 1983; ASC’s translation).

18 All the drawings are in MS 282 (No.73 of Laissus 1974).
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(Table 2), but missed an excellent drawing of the now endangered Réunion Black Petrel
Pseudobulweria aterrima (Fig. 1), a species not formally described until over 80 years
later (Bonaparte 1856, Jouanin 1970). He also missed several further species amongst
Commerson’s written Latin diagnoses, notably good descriptions of a Mauritius Fody
Foudia rubra (Gmelin, 1788) and the introduced Spice Finch Lonchura punctulata
(Linnaeus, 1766)'. Of the fody he wrote ‘said to be new[ly introduced]’?, indicating
a confusion (shared by Querhoént, below) with the Cardinal Fody F. madagascariensis
(Linnaeus, 1766), which really was a recent introduction. The unpublished description
however, clearly indicates the endemic species: “Sparrow with [-?-] abdomen [-?-] &
olive, wings greenish black, head, neck and rump red”. The Spice Finch he accurately
defined as a “Sparrow with reddish-brown back, belly white, breast and flanks with over-
lapping black-ringed spots?!. His use of the name moineau de Chine for this bird has
finally allowed identification of a previously enigmatic cereal pest referred to in books
and legislation from the mid-late 18" century (Cheke & Hume 2008). Montbeillard (in
Buffon 1770-1783) included, under the name grand traquet, another bird collected by
Commerson. The specimen apparently lacked locality, but the text is a good descript-
ion of a female Mauritius Cuckoo-shrike Coracina typica (Hartlaub, 1865), identified
as such only in the 1980s (Cheke 1983). The Hoopoe Starling, first formally described
by Montbeillard in 1779 (in Buffon 1770-1783 & PE 697) is likely, as Oustalet (1897)
suggested, to have been the one drawn by Jossigny and hence amongst Commerson’s
collection; the unattributed remarks by Montbeillard on the bird’s diet may well also have
been from Commerson??. Given the dates of publication (see Stresemann 1952), it seems
likely that the following also originated from Commerson?:

m Mascarene Grey White-eyes in PE 681:2 (Zosterops (b.) borbonicus (Boddaert, 1783))

and 705:1 (Z. (b.) mauritianus (Gmelin, 1788); see Cheke (1983), Boddaert (1783)).
m Mascarene Swallow Phedina borbonica (Gmelin, 1788) (PE 544:2).

m Red-tailed Tropic-bird (PE 979).
m Purple Swamphen Porphyrio porphyrio Linnaeus, 1758 imported to Mauritius from

Madagascar (PE 810); also commented on by Querhoént (below).

Commerson’s specimen of a bird he called the serevan was assimilated by Montbeillard
(Buffon 1770-1783) with an earlier specimen depicted in PE 230:3 as a petit moineau du
Sénégal and a ‘Sonnerat’ specimen of a bengali from Mauritius. The latter is clearly
a female Red Avadavat Amandava amandava (Linnaeus, 1758), and the serevan and
‘Senegal sparrow’ appear to be juveniles of the same species®*. Finally Commerson’s sur-

19 Both from MS 886 (No. 55 of Laissus 1974).

20 ‘neophyta dicitur’; the Latin diagnosis being: “Passer [dono] abdomine [illeg.] [&] olivaribus alis nigris
viriduli cap[ete] collo & uropygio coccineas”; square brackets indicate where I had difficulty in reading
Commerson’s handwriting.

21 “Passer dorso fusco-rufescente ventro exalbido pectore laterisbusque maculi annulis nigris concatent[is]”.

22 No notes on Fregilupus survive in the Commerson manuscripts.

23 Grey White-eye PE 705:2 and the Réunion Olive White-eye in PE 575 being from Réaumur’s collection.

24 Sonnerat’s name ‘bengali’ was the standard Mascarene name for Avadavats before it transferred to the
Common Waxbill Estrilda astrild, introduced several decades later (below & Cheke 1982). The conspecific
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viving Latin diagnoses contain several birds with neither French name nor locality, which
include some from Madagascar (e.g. Alectroenas madagascariensis (Linnaeus, 1766)
& Nesoenas picturata (Temminck, 1813)), but none recognisably from the Mascarenes.
However a thorough investigation of these by someone well versed in handwritten Latin
could prove interesting - for instance Oustalet (1897), who was also primarily concerned
with Mascarene species, noted that Commerson had made detailed diagnoses of spoon-
bills Platalea alba (Scopoli, 1786) and comb ducks Sarkidiornis melanotus (Pennant,
1869) from Madagascar decades before they were formally recorded from there.

It is generally hard to fault Commerson on accuracy of his notes or his annotations
on drawings, but two birds drawn by Jossigny, a Red-footed Booby Sula sula (Linnaeus,
1766) and a Red-tailed tropic-bird are labelled by Commerson as from Réunion, an island
where the booby has never been seen (Probst 1997, Cheke 2001) and the tropic-bird was
not reliably recorded before 2001 (Le Corre 2004%). The former is annotated ‘Hist.nat de
Bourbon’, the latter actually named ‘le pail-en-cul de Bourbon’. Since in the Mascarenes
the booby bred only in Rodrigues (Cheke 2001), and the tropic-bird only there and on
hard-to-access Mauritian offshore islets it seems likely that both specimens actually came
from Rodrigues with the tortoise, turtle and parakeet (Cheke & Hume 2008), although
they could have originated in the Seychelles. Two drawings of White-tailed Tropic-birds
are labelled from there, and there is also Common Noddy, Anous stolidus (Linnacus,
1758) without locality, that could have come from any of the islands (Oustalet 1897
found 3 Common Noddy drawings, I noted only one!). Oustalet disingenuously ignored
Commerson’s name on the Red-tailed Tropic-bird, suggesting it originated in Mauritius;
he did not mention the booby drawing at all. Buffon’s Oiseaux is plagued by specimens
labelled with wrong localities (see below) — clearly not all due to mislabelling by museum
staff!

Brisson and Buffon did not treat reptiles, the task falling to Lacépede (1788-1789)
who continued Buffon’s unfinished work. Lacépéde’s herpetological text is decidedly
skimpy, and he largely failed to tease out valid species from the specimen collection as
had Brisson and Buffon, subsuming various Mascarene tortoise specimens (collectors
unknown) under his European species ‘La Ronde’ and ‘La Greque’ (see discussion in
Gerlach 2004), and made no use of Commerson’s material. It is unclear what reptile spec-
imens actually reached Paris from Commerson’s collections, but Jossigny not only drew
the extinct Rodrigues Domed Tortoise Cylindraspis peltastes (Dumeril & Bibron, 1835),
as Vaillant (1898) revealed long ago, but also made excellent renderings of a Green Turtle
Chelonia mydas (Linnaeus, 1758) from Rodrigues, and two Mauritian lizards (pers. obs.),
the endemic day-gecko Phelsuma ornata and the introduced house gecko or Cheechak

serevan is thus likely also to have come from Mauritius, although the name is not recorded from any other
local source (though used by Buffon’s successors and revisers). PE 230 was published in 1767 (Stresemann
1952) from specimens clearly anterior to anything from Commerson or Sonnerat.

25Barré & Barau (1982) said ‘it has been noted for Réunion’ without detail, perhaps based on 2 specimens of
unknown provenance (see Milon 1951) in the St-Denis museum; Probst (2005) considered it a vagrant and
(1997) noted a record (undated) of a juvenile - the first fully documented record appears to be a ringed bird
from Australia found in 2001 (Le Corre et al. 2003).
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Hemidactylus frenatus (Schlegel in Dumeril & Bibron, 1836), neither of which were
described until well into the 19" century (Gray 1827, Dumeril & Bibron 1834-1854),
from different material. Although described in 1827, the day-gecko was generally not dis-
tinguished from another endemic, P. cepediana (Milbert, 1812), until the 1960s (Mertens
1963a,b, Vinson & Vinson 1969).

De Querhoént’s contributions to Buffon

Although Buffon had access to Commerson’s specimens and notes, he made, as we have
seen, little use of them, relying more for Mascarene information on notes contributed
by the Vicomte de Querhoént, a naval officer about whom nothing is known apart from
his contributions to Buffon?; there is no evidence that he collected specimens. In his
published work Buffon (1770-1783, 1776) cited Querhoént’s notes for 8 Mascarene bird
species and two mammals?’. In addition the MNHN library holds a short manuscript,
a fair copy of notes dated 1773 from Querhoént on seven further species from Mauritius
(Querhoént 1773), on which Buffon wrote “to be held over to the supplement” on each
species sheet. None of these species would have been new to the encyclopaedia, but
provided data additional to the Histoire naturelle des oiseaux. In the published series
Buffon and Montbeillard had added nothing to Brisson’s descriptions of the Mascarene
Paradise Flycatcher, had not recognised in the ‘serevan’ a female Avadavat Amandava
amandava, and had sunk a pair of Mauritius Fodies, correctly labelled in Martinet’s PE
665 as from Mauritius (hence probably from Commerson), as a mere variety of the Red-
billed Quelea Quelea quelea (Linnacus 1758). Querhoént’s manuscript notes amply rem-
edy these shortcomings, supplying descriptions and basic biological data for these species
and also additional material on the Common Mynah Acridotheres tristis, the Yellow-
fronted Canary Serinus mozambicus and two sorts of calfat, the Java Sparrow Lonchura
oryzivora and another smaller one, undescribed, probably the Spice Finch. As had Com-
merson a year or two earlier, Querhoént confused Cardinal and Mauritius Fodies, describ-
ing the ‘foude de l’isle de France’ as originating in Madagascar, recently introduced and
a pest in wheat fields, and contrasting it with the (implied) native ‘cardinal’ (that name
switching later to the introduced madagascariensis, Cheke 1982). However his plumage
description is that of rubra®®. He cited only hearsay information on the breeding of the
introduced bird whereas he was clearly more familiar himself with the native species.
Table 3 includes both data from Querhoént’s manuscript and as published by Buffon/
Montebeillard, to contrast the detail Querhoént sent with that actually used by Buffon.

26 The de Querhoénts/Kerhoants were an extensive Breton family, but biographical details are meagre. The best
candidate for Buffon’s correspondent is Joseph Marie de Querhoént [1746-1822], who was a military officer
and married into a family connected to the French East India Company (see www.chez.com/kerhoant.html).

27 Querhoént is also cited for several additional oceanic seabirds and species from Ascension & South Africa.

28 Given that he was confusing two similar species, it is not surprising that his fody description had some
anomalies. He gave the bird madagascariensis’s stouter bill, and stated that the female was ‘greyer than the
cardinal’ — in fact native rubra females are markedly greyer than introduced madagascariensis (R. Newton
1959; pers. obs.). Foude is from the Malagasy name for F. madagascariensis, and was adopted by Buffon as
his ‘French’ name.
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Where Buffon quotes Querhoént for Mascarene birds it is always dated 1773, the same
date as on the manuscript, so it is reasonable to assume that Querhoént sent equivalent
data for all species.

Querhoént’s description of the ‘rat musquée’ (‘musky rat’, in fact the House Shrew
Suncus murinus (Linnaeus, 1766) is undated (Buffon 1776). Buffon did not realise it was
a shrew rather than a rodent (despite citing several other indicative travellers’ accounts),
and when Sonnerat later sent him from India a ‘musaraigne musquée de I’'Inde’ he did
not recognise it (Buffon 1789) as the same species (he also failed to equate either with
Linné’s Sorex murinus!). Similarly he failed to recognise Querhoént’s good description®
of the introduced Black-naped Hare Lepus nigricollis F. Cuvier, 1823 as an undescribed
species different from the European L. capensis Linnaeus, 1758.

Querhoént’s life-history data is usually accurate, but he clearly mistook some other
bird’s nest for the Mascarene Paradise Flycatcher Terpsiphone bourbonnensis (Miiller,
1776)*°. He claimed to find two eggs in White-tailed Tropic-bird nests (see above). The
Yellow-fronted Canary has white eggs speckled pink or brown (McLachlan & Liversidge
1970), not tinged green as Querhoént claimed?!. Probably selective use of data by Buffon
explains Querhoént’s apparent failure to see the abundant Grey White-eye in Mauritius.
Although both Commerson and Querhoént recorded them, and the latter even commented
on its habits (in Buffon 1770-1783), it remains extraordinary that no eighteenth century
observer realised that the Mascarene Swiflet Aerodramus francica (Gmelin, 1789) nested
in caves, although some visitors, like Bernardin de St. Pierre (1773) explored caves that
are known from later information (e.g. Middleton 1996) to have sheltered thousands of
nests.

Other birds in Buffon from the Mascarenes

Buffon (1770-1783) also included a bird he called the mordoré, captioned ‘Bruant de I’ile
de Bourbon’ in PE 321, and acquiring the Latin name Foudia bruante (Miiller, 1776); the
plate was published in May 1768 (Stresemann 1952), thus too early to have come from
Commerson. There is nothing to indicate the collector of this bird, considered by some an
extinct endemic Réunion fody, but more probably a colour variant of the Cardinal Fody
(see discussion in Cheke 1983, Cheke & Hume 20083?). Several other species in Buffon
supposedly from the Mascarenes have either been identified as from elsewhere or remain
unidentified (Cheke 1983).

29,,The hares are no larger than French rabbits; they have white flesh, and make no burrows; their fur is softer
than ours and they have a big black patch on the back of the head and neck™ (ASC’s translation).

30 The flycatcher never lays four eggs; neither are they greenish, but white spotted with brown (Cheke 1987b).
The description of the nest itself is rather equivocal, but appears to be roofed, ruling out the flycatcher (green-
ish eggs with a roofed nest suggests a fody, Foudia sp.).

31 Querhoént’s colour vision may have been faulty, as he described as green the eggs of birds most people see
(& record) as turquoise or blue — the fodies and the Common Mynah, though he did use ‘blue’ to (correctly)
describe the eggs of Grey White-eyes.

32 There was a Réunion Fody, but it became extinct in the 1670s — long without a scientific name, it is now
called Foudia delloni Cheke & Hume, 2008.
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CONCLUSION

Not only did the encyclopaedists not make full use of the information available to them,
but, unlike some pioneer visitors in the previous century (notably Dubois in 1674; Barré
et al. 1996 and Leguat 1707 in the 1690s), it is clear from the data presented here that
none of these collectors/observers attempted to make a complete inventory of the land
vertebrate fauna of the islands they visited. For the amateurs Lanux, Cossigny and de
Querhoént this is perhaps not surprising, but even Commerson, who was employed as a
botanist and collector, seems to have collected quite haphazardly, apart from apparently
trying to get all the agricultural pest species. At the time these were a big headache to the
authorities and had a price on their heads, double for Java Sparrows and Spice Finches
(Delaleu 1826, Cheke & Hume 2008); however he missed the Cape Canary Serinus cani-
collis (Swainson, 1838), which at the time was not clearly distinguished, in Mauritius,
from S. mozambicus (Cheke & Hume 2008)**. While Sonnerat (1782), by then Buffon’s
protégé (Ly-Tio-Fane 1978), picked up on several species (game-birds & pigeons) that he
had collected for Commerson but that Buffon (1770-1783) overlooked**, it remains odd
that conspicuous large Mauritian species such as the Echo Parakeet and Mauritius Kestrel
Falco punctatus Temminck, 1823, although featuring in some contemporary travelogues
(e.g. Bernardin de St. Pierre 1773), were missed. Seabirds breeding abundantly on Mau-
ritian offshore islets are also almost absent®®, though Jossigny drawings exist for some of
the same species collected in the Seychelles (e.g. Anous stolidus, Phaethon lepturus; pers.
obs. 2006). In Réunion Commerson managed to find the rare Black Petrel but not Barau’s
Petrel Pterodroma baraui Jouanin, 1964, which we know from Bory (1804) to have been
still common, and also missed two common mainland-nesting shearwaters (Puffinus bail-
loni (Bonaparte, 1853) & P. pacificus (Gmelin, 1788)), the Réunion Harrier Circus mail-
lardi Verreaux, 1863, and on both islands possibly the Malagasy Turtle Dove Nesoenas
picturata (Temminck, 1813), the type of which was collected in Mauritius around 1805
(Cheke & Hume 2008), although it is not clear what its status was in Commerson’s time
(Cheke & Hume 2008)°°.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I am most grateful to Mme Evelyne Couteau for photocopies and transcripts of Lanux’s
correspondence with Réaumur, to Jeannine Monnier for partial transcripts of Commerson’s
MSS, and respectively to Yves Laissus and Pascale Heurtel of the Bibliothéque du Mu-

33 Le Gentil (1779-81, Cheke & Hume 2008) described “yellow & grey’ canaries which were probably S. cani-
ciollis, seen in Mauritius sometime during 1761-1769.

34 Sonnerat’s drawings for Commerson include the then undescribed Madagascar Partridge Margaroperdix
striatus (Gmelin, 1789) = Margaroperdix madagarensis (Scopoli, 1786) annotated by Commerson as in-
troduced to Mauritius (Oustalet 1897, pers. obs. 2006), but not (at least amongst surviving material) the
francolins or the pigeons also described by Sonnerat (1782), nor do any Commerson notes survive on these
species — it is not now possible to be sure what Sonnerat collected on his own behalf and what he ‘pirated’
from his work with Commerson. As Ly-Tio-Fane (1978) pointed out, he may have felt entitled to use this
material after Commerson’s death.

35 The only exception is the Red-tailed Tropic-bird mentioned by Querhoént as breeding on Gunner’s Quoin.

36 It remains possible that Commerson did find some of these species but that his notes (and any specimens) are
lost.

104



séum in Paris for access to Querhoént’s MS in 1976 and to Commerson’s MSS in 2006;
Julian Hume worked through the latter with me and commented on a draft of the pa-
per. Stephane Schmitt of the CNRS helpfully clarified some issues around the Planches
Enluminées. 1 would also like to appreciate Edward Dickinson’s Howard & Moore (2003)
as a great help in finding authorities of scientific names of birds, and the editor for his
careful checking of these.

REFERENCES

Alexander W.B., 1924: Sonnerat’s voyage to New Guinea. — Emu 23: 299-305.

Ali S. & Ripley S.D., 1983: Handbook of the birds of India and Pakistan. Compact edition. — Delhi:
Oxford University Press, xlii + 737 pp.

Arnold E.N., 2004: Are islands a gateway to extinctions? [Video of talk given at the NHM, London
on 29/3/2004, on line at www.nhm.ac.uk under ‘Darwin Centre Live’.]

Austin J.J. & Arnold E.N., 2001: Ancient mitochondrial DNA and morphology elucidate an ex-
tinct island radiation of Indian Ocean giant tortoises (Cylindraspis). — Proceedings of the Royal
Society (London) (B) 268: 2515-2523.

Barré N. & Barau [C.] A., 1982: Oiseaux de la Réunion. — Saint-Denis: [authors], 196 pp.

Barré N., Barau [C.] A. & Jouanin C., 1996: Oiseaux de la Réunion. 2™ rev. ed. — Paris: Editions
du Pacifique, 208 pp.

Bauer R. & Haupt H., 1976: Das Kunstkammerinventar Kaiser Rudolf II, 1607-1611. — Jahrbuch
der Kunsthistorischen Sammlungen in Wien 72: i-xlv, 1-191.

Bernardin de St.Pierre J-H., 1773: Voyage a I’Isle de France, a I’Isle de Bourbon, au Cap de Bonne
Espérance; &c. par un officier du Roi. Vol. 1-2. — Neuchatel: Société Typographique. [Reprinted
1983 — Paris: Editions la Découverte, 262 pp.; English translation 1800 — London: Vernon &
Hood; reprinted 1999 — New Delhi: Asian Educational Services. Also new translation & intro-
duction by Jason Wilson as Journey to Mauritius, Oxford: Signal Books, 2002, 290 pp.]

Boddaert P., 1783: Table des Planches Enluminéez d’Histoire Naturelle de M. d’ Aubenton. Avec les
dénominations de M.M. de Buffon, Brisson, Edwards, Linnaeus et Latham, précédé d’une notice
des principaux ouvrages zoologiques enlumings. Utrecht: [author], [3] + 9 + 58 pp. [Reprinted
1874, ed. by W.B. Tegetmeier, London: The Field, 58 pp.]

Bonaparte C., 1856: Espéces nouvelles d’oiseaux d’Asie et d’Amérique et tableaux paralléliques
des Pelagiens ou Gaviae. Comptes Rendues de I’ Académie des Sciences (Paris) 42: 764-776.
Bory de Saint-Vincent J.-B.G.M., 1804: Voyage dans les quatre principales iles des mers d’ Afrique,
fait par order du gouvernement pendant les années neuf et dix de la République (1801 et, 1802).

Vol. 1-2. — Paris: F. Buisson, 430 pp. + plates. [Reprinted 1980 — Marseille: Lafitte Reprints. ]

Bour R., 1978: Les tortues des Mascareignes: description d’une nouvelle espéce d’aprés un docum-
ent (Mémoires de 1’Académie) de 1737 dans lequel le crane est figuré. — Comptes-Rendus
Hebdomadaires des Séances de 1’ Académie des Sciences (Paris) (D) 287: 491-493.

Bour R., 2004: Holotype of “La grande tortue des Indes” in Perrault, 1676 — Cylindraspis indica
(Schneider, 1783). — Emys 11: 33-35.

Brisson M.J., 1756: Regnum animale in classes IX distributum. — Paris: J-B. Bauche, vi + 382 pp.

Brisson M.J., 1760: Ornithologie. Vol. 1-6. — Paris: J-B. Bauche.

Brown P., 1776: New illustrations of zoology. — London: B. White, 136 pp.

Buffon G.L.L., Comte de,1749-1767: Histoire naturelle générale et particuliere. Vol. 1-15. — Paris:
Imprimerie Royale.

Buffon G.L.L., Comte de,1770-1783: Histoire naturelle des oiseaux. — Paris Imprimerie Royale.
[3 original editions with variable numbers of volumes, published over more or less the same

105



dates; one, in 10 vols., includes the Planches Enluminées by Martinet. Numerous later reprints;
see E. Genet-Varcin & J. Roger, 1954, Bibliographie de Buffon. Paris: Presses Universitaires de
France, and N. Mayaud, Alauda 9: 18-32 (1939).]

Buffon G.L.L., Comte de, 1776: Histoire naturelle générale et particuliére, servant de suite a
I’histoire des animaux quadrupedes. Supplément. Vol. 3. — Paris: Imprimerie Royale.

Buffon G.L.L., Comte de, 1789: Histoire naturelle générale et particuliére, servant de suite a
I’histoire des animaux quadrupedes. Supplément. Vol. 7. — Paris: Imprimerie Royale.

Catesby M., 1731-1743: The natural history of Carolina, Florida and the Bahama Islands. Vol. 1-2.
— London: [author].

Charpentier de Cossigny J.F., 1732-1755: [Treize lettres de Cossigny a Réaumur, ed. A. LaCroix]. —
Receuil Trimestriel de Documents et Travaux Inédits pour Servir a I’Histoire des Mascareignes
Francaises 4: 168-196, 205-282, 305-316 (1939-40).

Cheke A.S., 1982: Les noms créoles des oiseaux dans les iles francophones de I’Océan Indien. —
Paris: Institut International d’Ethnosciences (Collection I’Homme et son milieu), 64 pp.

Cheke A.S., 1983: The identity of Buffon’s Grand Traquet and other nomenclatural problems in
eighteenth century descriptions of endemic Mascarene birds. — Bulletin of the British Ornitholo-
gists’ Club 103: 95-100.

Cheke A.S., 1987a: An ecological history of the Mascarene Islands, with particular reference to
extinctions and introductions of land vertebrates. — In: Diamond A.W. (ed.) Studies of Mas-
carene Island birds: 5-89. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Cheke A.S., 1987b: The ecology of the smaller land-birds of Mauritius. — In: Diamond A.W. (ed.):
Studies of Mascarene Island birds: 151-207. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Cheke A.[S.], 2001: Booby Sula colonies in the Mascarene area (Indian Ocean): extinctions, myths
and colour morphs. — Bulletin of the British Ornithologists’ Club 121: 71-80.

Cheke A.[S.], 2007: The identity of a flying-fox in Emperor Rudolf II’s Bestiaire. — Journal of the
National Museum (Prague), Natural History Series 176: 13-14.

Cheke A.S., 2009: Not lost but hiding — type of the endemic Mauritian bat Mormopterus acetabu-
losus (Hermann, 1804) [Chiroptera: Molossidae]. — Journal of the National Museum (Prague),
Natural History Series 178: in press.

Cheke A.[S.] & Hume J.[P.], 2008: Lost land of the Dodo. An ecological history of the Mascarene
Islands. — London: A&C Black, 464 pp.

Clusius C., 1605: Exoticorum libri decem. — Leyden: Ex Officina Plantiniana Raphalengii, [16] + 388 pp.

Couteau E., Lanux P.D.de & Murat G., 2000: D’argent au noyer de sinople. Jean-Baptiste-Frangois
de Lanux. — Hommes et Plantes 35: 27-32.

Crépin P., 1922: Charpentier de Cossigny, fonctionnaire colonial, d’apres ses écrits et ceux de
quelques-uns de ses contemporains. — Thesis, Université de Paris, Faculté des Lettres, 107 pp.

Delaleu JB.E., 1826: Code des iles de France et de Bourbon. 2 ed. Vol. 1-2. — Port Louis: Tristan Mallac.

Dickinson E.C., ed., 2003: The Howard & Moore complete checklist of the birds of the world. 3%
rev. and enlarged ed. — London: A&C Black/Croom Helm, 1039 pp.

Duméril A.M.C. & Bibron G., 1834-1854: Erpetologie générale ou histoire naturelle compléte des
reptiles. Vol. 1-9 + “Atlas’. — Paris: Librairie Roret.

Farber P.L., 1982: Discovering birds. The emergence of ornithology as a scientific discipline,
1760-1850. — New York: D.Reidel, xxi + 191 pp. [Reprinted 1997 with new preface — Baltimore:
Johns Hopkins University Press, xxiii + 191 pp.]

Fox G.T., 1827: Synopsis of the Newcastle Museum, late the Allan, formerly the Tunstall or
Wycliffe Museum. — Newcastle: T. & J. Hodgson, 312 pp.

Geoffroy-Saint-Hilaire E., 1818: Description des mammiféres qui se trouvent en Egypte. — Paris:
Imprimerie Impériale, 46 pp.

106



Gerlach J., 2004: Giant tortoises of the Indian Ocean. The genus Dipsochelys inhabiting the Sey-
chelles Islands and the extinct giants of Madgascar and the Mascarenes. — Frankfurt am Main:
Edition Chimaira, 207 pp.

Goodman S.M., Jansen van Vuuren B., Ratrimomanarivo F., Bowie R.C.K. & Probst J-M., 2008: Specif-
ic status of populations in the Mascarene Islands referred to Mormopterus acetabulosus (Chiroptera:
Molossidae), with description of a new species. — Journal of Mammalogy 89: 1316-1327.

Gray J.E., 1827: Appendix B. containing a list and description of the subjects of natural history col-
lected during Captain King’s survey of the intertropical and western coasts of Australia: Reptil-
ia. — In King P.P. (ed.): Narrative of a survey of the intertropical and western coasts of Australia
performed between the years, 1818 and 1822. Vol. 2: 424-434. London: John Murray.

Haupt H., Vignau-Wilberg T., Irblich E. & Staudinger M., 1990: Le bestiaire de Rodolphe II. Cod.
min.129 et 130 de la Bibliothéque nationale d’ Autriche. — Paris: Editions Citadelles, 495 pp.
Hermann J., 1804: Observationes zoologicae, quibus novae complures, aliaeque animalium species
describuntur et illustrantur. Opus posthumum edidit Fridericus Ludovicus Hammer. — Strasbourg:

A. Koenig & Paris: [author], viii + 332 pp.

Hoyo J. del, Elliott A. & Christie D., eds., 2005: Handbook of birds of the world. Vol. 10. Cuckoo-
shrikes — Thrushes. — Barcelona: Lynx Editions, 895 pp.

Hume J.P., 2006: The history of the Dodo Raphus cucullatus and the penguin of Mauritius. —
Historical Biology 18: 65-89.

Hume J.P., 2007: Reappraisal of the parrots (Aves: Psittacidae) from the Mascarene Islands, with
comments on their ecology, morphology and affinities. — Zootaxa 1513: 1-76.

Jessop L., 1999: The fate of Marmaduke Tunstall’s collections. — Archives of Natural History 26: 33-49.

Jones C.G., 1987: The larger landbirds of Mauritius. — In: Diamond A.W. (ed.): Studies of Mas-
carene island birds: 208-300. — Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Jouanin C., 1962: Inventaire des oiseaux €teints ou en voie d’extinction conservés au Muséum de
Paris. — Terre et Vie 109: 257-301.

Jouanin C., 1970: Le petrel noir de Bourbon, Pterodroma aterrima Bonaparte. — Oiseau et Revue
Frangaise d’Ornithologie 40: 48-68.

Kallio H., 2004: The Dodo and Mauritius Island — imaginary encounters. — Stockport, UK: Dewi
Lewis Publishing, 120 pp.

Lacepede B.G.E. de La Ville-sur-Illon, Comte de, 1788-1789: Histoire naturelle des quadrupedes
ovipares et des serpents. Vol. 1-2. — Paris: Furne & Cie.

Lacroix A. 1936: Notice historique sur les membres et correspondents de I’ Académie des Sciences
ayant travaillé dans les colonies francaises des Mascareignes et de Madagascar au XVIII® siécle
et au début du XIXe. — Mémoires de 1’Académie des Sciences de I’Institute de France (2) 62:
1-119. [Also published in book form — Paris: Gauthier Villars; usually cited as ‘1934’ the date
of Lacroix’s lecture.]

Laissus Y., 1974: Catalogue des manuscrits de Philibert Commerson conservés a la bibiotheque
centrale du Muséum nationale d’Histoire Naturelle (Paris). — Cahiers du Centre Universitaire de
la Réunion, Numero Spécial Colloque Commerson: 76-101. [Reprinted 1978 in Rev. Hist. Sci.
(Paris) 31: 131-162.]

Lanux J-B. F. de, 1753-1756: [Correspondances de Jean-Baptiste de Lanux a ses correspondants a
I’Institut de France.] — MSS in Archives de L’Institut de France, Paris. [Photocopies in ASC’s
possession, Oxford.]

Latham J., 1781-1785: A general synopsis of birds. Vol. 1-3. — London: Sotheby & Son.

Le Corre M., Salamolard M. & Portier M.C., 2003: Transoceanic dispersion of the Red-tailed
Tropicbird in the Indian Ocean. — Emu 103: 183-184.

Le Gentil de la Galaisiére G.J.H.J-B., 1779-1781: Voyage dans les mers de I’Inde fait par ordre du

107



roi a I’occasion du passage de Venus sur le disque du soleil, le 6 juin 1761 et le 3 du méme mois
1769. Vol. 1-2. — Paris: Imprimerie Royale.

Leguat de la Fougere F., 1707 [1708’]: Voyage et avantures de Frangois Leguat & de ses com-
pagnons en deux iles désertes des Indes Orientales. Vol. 1-2. — Amsterdam: J. J. de Lorme.
[Reprinted 1984 with a long introduction by J-M. Racault — Paris: Editions la Découverte, 244
pp.; and again, in 1995, with expanded introduction — Paris: Editions de Paris, 269 pp.; English
translation reprinted and edited in 1891 by S.P. Oliver (London: Hakluyt Society).]

Levaillant F., 1805: Histoire naturelle des perroquets. Vol. 1-2. — Paris: Levrault, Schoell & Cie.

Ly-Tio-Fane M., 1978 [1976’]: Pierre Sonnerat, 1748-1814. An account of his life and work. —
Mauritius: [Author], xvi + 157 pp.

Mayr E., Paynter R.A. & Traylor M.A., 1968: Estrildidae. — Paynter R.A., Jr. (ed.) Check-list of
birds of the world. Vol. 14: 306-390. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

McGregor A., ed., 1983: Tradescant’s rarities. Essays on the foundation of the Ashmolean Museum
1683, with a catalogue of the surviving collections. — Oxford: Clarendon Press. xiii + 382 pp.

McLachlan G.R. & Liversidge R., 1970: Roberts Birds of South Africa. 3™ rev. ed. — Cape Town:
John Voelcker Bird Book Fund, 643 pp.

Mertens R., 1963a: Studien iiber die Reptilienfauna Madagaskars. IV. Zwei neue Arten der Gecko-
nengattung Phelsuma. — Senckenbergiana Biologica 44: 349-356.

Mertens R., 1963b: The geckos of the genus Phelsuma on Mauritius and adjacent islands. — Mauri-
tius Institute Bulletin 5: 299-305.

Middleton G., 1996: Early accounts of caves in Mauritius. — Proceedings of the Royal Society of
Arts and Sciences of Mauritius 6: 49-87.

Milne-Edwards A. & Oustalet E., 1893: Notice sur quelques espéces d’oiseaux actuellement éteintes
qui se trouvent representées dans les collections du Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle. — In: Centenaire
de la fondation du Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle: 190-252. Paris: Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle.

Milon P., 1951: Notes sur I’avifaune actuelle de 1’ile de la Réunion. — Terre et Vie 98: 129-178.

Monnier J., Lavonde A., Jolinon J-C. & Elouard P., 1993: Philibert Commerson, le découvreur du
bougainvillier. — Chatillon-sur-Chalaronne: Association Saint-Guignefort, 191 pp.

Moutou F., 1982: Note sur les chiroptéres de I’ile de la Réunion (Océan Indien). —- Mammalia 46: 35-51.

Nelson J.B., 2006: Pelicans, Cormorants and their relatives. Pelicanidae, Sulidae, Phalacrocorac-
idae, Ahingidae, Fregatidae, Phaethontidae. — Oxford: Oxford University Press, 680 pp.

Newton A. & Gadow H., 1896: A dictionary of birds. — London: A. & C. Black, 1088 pp.

Newton R., 1959: Notes on the two species of Foudia in Mauritius. — Ibis 101: 240-243.

Nieuhoff J., 1682: [As John Nieuhoff’s voyages]. — In: Churchill’s voyages and travels. 2™ ed.,
1752, Vol. 2: 1-305. London: Thomas Osborne. [Reprinted 1988 — Singapore: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 326 pp., and 2001 as Voyages and travels into Brasil and the East Indies, New Delhi:
Asian Educational Services, viii + 370 pp.]

North-Coombes [G.] A., 1994: Histoire des tortues de terre de Rodrigues. 2™ ed. — Port Louis:
[Author], x + 100 pp.

Oliver S.P., 1909: The life of Philibert Commerson, D.M., Naturaliste de Roi. An old-world story
of French travel and science in the days of Linnaeus. [Edited by G. F. Scott Elliott.] — London:
John Murray, xvii + 242 pp.

Oustalet E., 1897 [*1896°]: Notice sur la faune ornithologique ancienne et moderne des Iles Mascarei-
gnes, et en particulier de I’Ile Maurice. — Annales des Sciences Naturelles, Zoologie (8) 3: 1-128.

Ovenell R.F., 1992: The Tradescant dodo. — Archives of Natural History 19: 145-152.

Perrault C., 1676: Description anatomique d’une grande tortue des Indies. — Suite des Mémoires
pour servir a ’histoire naturelle des animaux [Paris: Imprimerie Royale] 2: 192-205.

108



Petit F.P. du, 1741: Description anatomique des yeux de la grenouille et de la tortue. — Mémoires de
I’Académie Royale des Sciences (Paris) ‘1737’ 142-169.

Pingré [A.-] G., 1763: Voyage a I’isle Rodrigue. MS 1804, Bibliothéque Ste.Genevieve, Paris.
[Edited & re-arranged version of his diary, MS 1803 (1760-62). Published 2004 with introduc-
tion by S. Hoarau, M.-P. Janigon & J.-M. Racault, Paris: Le Publieur, 373 pp.]

Piso G., 1658: Medici Amstelacdamensis de Indiae utruisque Re Naturali et Medica Libri. [Includ-
ing an edition of & commentary on: Bontius, J.: Historia naturalis et medicae libri sex.]

Pollen F.P.L., 1866: On the genus Oxynotus of Mauritius and Réunion. — Ibis 8: 275-280.

Powell V.J., 2004: The ecology and conservation of the Rodrigues fruit bat Pteropus rodricensis. —
Ph.D. Thesis, Manchester Metropolitan University. 170 pp.

Probst J.-M., 1997: Animaux de la Réunion. Guide des oiseaux, mammifeéres, reptiles et amphibi-
ens. — Sainte-Marie, Réunion: Azalées Editions, 167 pp.

Querhoént, [Vicomte] de, 1773: [MS 369, Bibliothéeque Centrale, Muséum Nationale d’Histoire
Naturelle, Paris. Copies, in Buffon’s hand, of notes made in 1773 on birds of Mauritius, intended
for a supplementary volume on birds of the Histoire Naturelle, never published; photocopy in
ASC’s papers.]

Ray J., 1678: The ornithology of Francis Willughby ... wherein all the birds hitherto known ... are
accurately described. Vol. 1-3. — London: John Martin. [Translated & enlarged from Latin edi-
tion of 1676; reprinted 1972, Newport Pagnell, UK: P. B. Minet.]

Restall R., 1996: Munias and mannikins. — Robertsbridge, UK: Pica Press, 264 pp.

Roger J., 1997: Buffon. A life in natural history. — Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 492 pp.
[Translated by S. L. Bonnefoi from the French original of 1989.]

Sinclair I. & Langrand O., 1998: Birds of the Indian Ocean Islands. — Cape Town: Struik, 184 pp.

Skerrett A., Bullock I. & Disley T., 2001: Birds of Seychelles. — London: A. & C. Black (Croom
Helm), 320 pp.

Sonnerat P., 1782: Voyage aux Indes Orientales et a la Chine. Vol. 1-2. — Paris: Froulé.

Stresemann E., 1952: On the birds collected by Pierre Poivre in Canton, Manila, India and Mada-
gascar (1751-1756). — Ibis 94: 499-523.

Tarburton M.K., 1977: Nesting of the Red-tailed Tropicbird at Sugarloaf Rock, Western Australia.
—Emu 77: 122-126.

Temminck C.J., Prevost F. & Knip P., 1838-1843: Les Pigeons par Madam Knip. 2" rev. ed. Vol.
1-2. [Vol. 1. revised from 1811 edition, Vol. 2 entirely new with text by Prevost.]

Thiollay J.-M. & Probst J.-M., 1999: Ecology & conservation of a small insular bird population, the
Réunion cuckoo-shrike Coracina newtoni. — Biological Conservation 87: 191-200.

Torlais J., 1936: Réaumur. Un esprit encyclopédique en dehors de “I’Encyclopédie”, d’apres des
documents inédits. — Paris: Desclée de Brouwer & Cie, 448 pp.

Torlais J., 1962: Inventaire de la correspondence et des papiers de Réaumur conservés aux archives
de I’Académie des Sciences a Paris. — In P.-P. Grassé (ed.): La vie et I’ocuvre de Réaumur (1683-
1757): 13-24. Paris: Presses Universitaires de France.

Tuck G.S. & Heinzel H., 1978: A field guide to the seabirds of Britain and the world. — London:
Collins, 292 pp.

Vaillant L., 1898: Dessins inédits de chéloniens tirés des manuscrits de Commerson. — Bulletin du
Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle (Paris) 4: 133-139.

Vinson J. & Vinson J-M., 1969: The saurian fauna of the Mascarene Islands. — Mauritius Institute
Bulletin 6: 203-320.

Woolf H., 1959: The transits of Venus: a study of eighteenth century science. — Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 258 pp.

109



Table 1. Lanux’s & Cossigny’s data from 1754-1755 sent to Réaumur, and what was pub-
lished by Brisson (1756, 1760). Notes: 1: M = Mauritius, Ré = Réunion; C = Cossigny, L =
Lanux; s = specimens sent, w = written description & details. 2: from Cheke (1982) & Probst
(1997) 3: + = published, ++ = published and Lanux’s name cited; [+] indicates species in-
cluded in Brisson but from other source. 4: PE = serial number in the Planches Enluminées
of Martinet, made later from these specimens. 5: current clutch size information in square

Scientific name Island & collector! Lanux/Cossigny’s Current local name?
name

Reptiles

Phelsuma ornata M/C sw gobe—mouche lézard vert

Birds (Brisson 1760)

Phaethon lepturus Ré¢/Lw paille-en-cul (L), boeuf paille-en-queue,
M/C sw ©) payank

Alectroenas nitidissima M/C sw pigeon hollandais [extinct]

Nesoenas mayeri M/Cw pigeon ramier pigeon des mares

Agapornis canus M/C sw petit péroquet perruche [died out]

Hypsipetes borbonicus Ré/L sw merle merle

Coracina newtoni Ré¢/L sw tuit-tuit tuit-tuit

Saxicola tectes Ré/L sw tec-tec tec-tec

Terpsiphone bourbon- Ré/L sw oyseau rouge chakoit, sakwat, oiseau

nensis de la vierge

Zosterops olivaceus RéE/L sw oyseau vert oiseau/zwazo vert

Zosterops (b.) bor- Ré/L sw petit simon oiseau/zwazo blanc

bonicus

Lonchura striata Ré/L sw jacobin [died out]

Mammals

(Brisson 1756)

Taphozous mauritianus Ré/L sw ‘petite chauve-souris chauve-souris/sosuri-

blanchatre’®

Mormopterus francois— Ré/L w ‘petite chauve-souris chauve-souris/sosuri

moutoui grise’®

Pteropus niger’ Ré/L's roussette [extinct in Ré]

Pteropus subniger’ Ré/Ls [rougette]® [extinct]
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brackets (Barré et al. 1996, Restall 1996, Thiollay & Probst 1999, Hoyo et al. 2005, Skerrett
et al. 2001). 6: This was simply a description, not a local name. 7: The date Lanux sent the
flying-foxes is not recorded; they are not mentioned in his surviving letters (but the source
is given by Buffon 1749-1767, in vol. 10, 1763). 8: Lanux (in Buffon 1776) used the term
‘rougette’, but may by then have back-borrowed from Buffon (1749-1767, vol. 10, 1763)
whose inaccurate ecological information he was disputing.

Published by Brisson?

Brisson’s French

Nest & eggs sent by

Clutch size given by

name & [PE. No.|* Lanux Lanux®
[+] paille-en-cul blanc [egg only] 2[1]
[369]
[+] - - -
++ Merle de I’Isle de + 2-3[2-3]
Bourbon [—]
- - - —[2-3]
++ Gobe-mouche de I’Isle + up to 4 [2-4]
de Bourbon [572:3]
+ Gobe-mouche huppé de + up to 4 [2-3]
I’Isle de Bourbon [573]
+ Grimpereau olive de + 3 [2-3]
Madagascar [575:1]
++ Figuier de I’Isle de + 2-3 [2-4]
Bourbon [705:2]
++ Gros-bec de I'Isle de + 6 [3-8, av. 5]
Bourbon [153:1]
++ Roussette - -
+ Roussette a col rouge - -
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Table 2. Commerson’s data and its use by Buffon (1770-1783) and Oustalet (1897). Notes:
1: M = Mauritius, Ré = Réunion, Ro = Rodrigues (as recorded by Commerson/Sonnerat, in
square brackets where not explicit). 2: Commerson’s specimen, drawing description or com-
ment - Jd: drawing by Jossigny, Sd: drawing or painting by Sonnerat, *: Latin diagnosis
(date in brackets), [#] indicating notes alluded to by Buffon/Montbeillard but now lost; +:
brief annotation on drawing or passing remark; =: specimen mentioned by Buffon, [=] if
Commerson not acknowledged, but probable source; [S=]: specimen claimed by Sonnerat.
3: Mostly in French, some only as Latin diagnoses (in ¢’). ‘4’ indicates the non-standard
French/creole name is still current in the islands (Cheke 1982, Probst 1997); in some cases
the PE name is added, as this appears to be from the specimen label (hence derived from
the collector), whereas Buffon often invented names arbitrarily (column 6); Sonnerat’s

Scientific name Island’ Commerson* Commerson’s name?

Reptiles

Phelsuma ornata M Jd (unnamed)

Hemidactylus frenatus M Jd Lézard domestique de 1'le de
France

Cylindraspis peltastes Ro Jd Tortue de terre de Rodrigue

Chelonia mydas Ro Jd Tortue de mer de Rodrigue

Birds

Pseudobulweria aterrima Ré Jd+ ‘Procellaria tota vestita ater...”

Sula sula ‘R¢&’ Jd+ Fou

Phaethon rubricauda ‘R¢’ Jd+ [=] Paille-en-cul # de Bourbon [PE:

Paille-en-queue de 1’ile de France]

Francolinus pintadeanus [M] - [S=] — [Francolin de 1'lle de France ]
Francolinus pondicerianus M —[S=] — [Perdrix commune]
Margaroperdix madagascariensis M Sd+ * [n.d.] Perdrix de Madagascar [Grande
[S=] caille de Madagascar]
Numenius phaeopus M Ré Jd+ Corbijeau #
Alectroenas nitidissima [M] -[S=] — [Pigeon hollandais]
Stigmatopelia chinensis [M] —[S=] — [Tourterelle grise de la Chine]
Geopelia striata [M] -[S=] — [Petite tourterelle de Quéda]
Psittacula exsul Ro Jd+ Perruche de Rodrigue
Agapornis canus M Sd *(1770) Petite perruche de I’Isle de France
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names also added in square brackets. 4: Species noted by Buffon (1770-1783, 1776)* & PE No.
where featured. — + cited from Commerson’s data, [+] cited for the Mascarenes, but without
Commerson input. 5: Status data from Cheke & Hume (2008). 6: Sonnerat revisited Mauri-
tius a number of times after his training with Commerson in 1768-1770 (Ly-Tio-Fane 1978),
so his contributions may date from later occasions, although he is known to have borrowed
from the deceased Commerson’s manuscripts and drawings (ibid.) and may be responsible
for some of the missing pages etc. already mentioned. 7: In square brackets are Buffon‘s
names from other entries in his Oiseaux, where he did not recognise the Mascarene species
as the same as birds described elsewhere. 8: Drawing &/or description noted by Oustalet or
Vaillant. — See Note 4 for explanation.

Buffon & PE*

Buffon's name’

Oustalet or
Vaillant®

drawing annotated ‘fauna of Mauritius’, without
further detail

drawing annotated ‘fauna of Mauritius’, without
further detail

3 sketches; see Vaillant (1898), North-Coombes
(1994)

2 sketches, no detail apart from noted as from
Rodrigues

See text & fig.1.

[+]

Does not occur in Réunion: probably collected in
Rodrigues & cited for Réunion in error.

[+]
[PE 979]

Paille-en-queue a
brins rouges

Does not occur in Réunion: probably collected
in Rodrigues & cited for Réunion in error for
P. lepturus

[+]4

Introduced, died out ¢1956; not in MSS; illus-
trated & described by Sonnerat (1782)

-2[+]

Introduced; mentioned by Sonnerat only in con-
trast to above species

Introduced; died out early 19thC (later unsuccess-
fully reintroduced)

[Petit corlieu]

common migrant to the islands

[+]

Extinct since ¢1826; not in MSS; illustrated &
described by Sonnerat (1782)

[+]

Introduced; not in MSS; illustrated & described by
Sonnerat (1782)

[Tourterelle rayée
des Indes]

[+]

Introduced; not in MSS; illustrated & described by
Sonnerat (1782)

Extinct since ¢1875.

[PE 791:2]

Perruche a téte
grise

Introduced, cereal crop pest, died out ¢1950. Buf-
fon simply redescribed Brisson’s specimen.
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Scientific name Island’ Commerson’ Commerson’s name?

Mascarenotus sauzieri M Jd+ Hibou cornu ou Petit-Duc de I’isle
de France

Aerodramus francicus M =[#] ?

Phedina borbonica Ré [=] [PE: Hirondelle de I’ile Bourbon]

Coracina typica M] =[S+] — [Serrurier]

Hypsipetes spp. MR¢ Jd+ merle #

Terpsphone bourbonnensis M Sd+ (unnamed) [PE: Gobe-mouche

huppé de I'ile de Bourbon]

Zosterops (b.) borbonicus [Ré] [=] [PE: Figuier de I’ile de Bourbon,
Grimpereau de 1’ile de Bourbon ]

Zosterops (b.) mauritianus [M] [=] [PE: Figuier de I'1le de France
Serinus mozambicus M Sd+ Canari du Cap, Oiseau du Cap
Amandava amandava M -[S=] Serevan [Bengali]
Foudia rubra M *(n.d.) [=] Cardinal de I’isle de France [PE:

Moineau de I’ile de France]

Fregilupus varius Ré Jd+ [=] Huppe de Bourbon [PE: Huppe du
cap de Bonne-Espérance]

Acridotheres tristis M Sd+ Martin # de I’isle de France
Mammals
Mormopterus acetabulosus [M] Jd+ *(1769) “Vespertilio caudatus fuscus mem-

brana acetabulosus...”

Pteropus niger [M,R¢é] Jd [#] (unnamed)

Macaca fascicularis M Jd Singe a toupet

[i] Montbeillard cited a Latin diagnosis from Commerson, now lost, and did not recognise his calfat as the
same species Buffon had described & illustrated (PE 152:1) earlier as the padda.
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Buffon & PE*

Buffon's name’

Oustalet or

Vaillant?
- - + Extinct since ¢1836.
+ Petite hirondelle - Buffon used specimen & (now lost) description
noire a croupion from Commerson
gris
[+] [PE 544] Grande hirondelle - [no source acknowledged for specimen]
brune a ventre
tacheté, Hirondelle
des blés
+ Grand traquet [+] See Cheke (1983); name and presence in
Mauritius only from Sonnerat (Oustalet 1897:56
footnote)6.
[+] Merle de 1'le de [+] Jossigny drew a Malagasy H. madagascariensis;
Bourbon [ex Bris- Buffon relied only on Brisson’s Réunion specimen
son] from Lanux.
[+] Gobe-mouche [+] Buffon relied only on Brisson’s Réunion specimen
[PE 573:3] huppé du Sénégal from Lanux
[+] Petit Simon, + [no source acknowledged for specimens]
[PE: 681:2 Soui-manga de 1'ile
705:2] Bourbon
[PE: 705:1] Figuier bleu [no source acknowledged for specimens]
+ Serin de Mozam- Introduced; a cereal crop pest in the later 18thC
[PE 364] bique (Cheke & Hume 2008); Buffon cited Sonnerat
drawing for Commerson
+ Serevan [Bengali - Introduced, died out c1896; see text.
piqueté]
[+] Moineau du [+] See text; Buffon confused it with Quelea quelea
[PE 665] Sénégal and considered all conspecific with Passer
domesticus!
[+] Huppe noire et + Extinct ¢1860. First described in Buffon, but
[PE 697] blanche du Cap de Commerson not acknowledged
Bonne Espérance
[+] Martin + Introduced; Buffon cited information from Lanux
[PE 219] and Sonnerat
- - - Jossigny’s drawing used by Hermann to describe
species in 1804 (Moutou 1982), and is thus the
lectotype of the species (see footnote 6)
+ Roussette — Flock like crows at dusk in Réunion; eat 'vaccoun'

(= vacoa, Pandanus) fruit (Buffon 1776, citing
Commerson's notes, now missing); Buffon also
used Lanux’s letter.

Introduced
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Table 3. Vicomte de Querhoént’s life-history data supplied to Buffon. Notes: 1. Illustration
in the Planches Enluminées in square brackets. 2. Current data on clutch size in square

Scientific name Island Querhoént’s name(s) Querhoént data in Buffon
(1770-83, 1776)"
Birds
Phaethon rubricauda M paille-en-queue # a filet +[PE 979]
rouge
Phaethon lepturus M paille-en-queue # +[PE 369]
Porphyrio porphyrio [M] poule bleue de Madagascar + [PE 810]
Mascarinus mascarinus Ré - + [PE 35]
Aerodramus francicus M — +
Phedina borbonica MRé hirondelle # des blés + [PE 544:2]
Hypsipetes olivaceus M merle # —
Terpsiphone bourbonnensis M coq maron; colin — [PE 573:3, R¢]
Zosterops chloronothus M oeil blanc +
Zosterops borbonicus Ré petit simon +[PE 705:2, M]
[PE 681, 705:1 R¢]

?Lonchura punctulata M calfat [2™ variety] -
Lonchura oryzivora M calfat # -

[PE 152:1, not Mascarene]
Amandava amandava M bengali -

[PE 115:3, not Mascarene]
Foudia spp. (see text) M foude + cardinal # —[PE 665]

[PE 134:2, not Mascarene]
Serinus mozambicus M oiseau du Cap -
Acridotheres tristis M martin # -

[PE 219, not Mascarene]

Mammals
Suncus murinus M rat musqué # +
Lepus nigricollis M lievre +
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brackets (from Ali & Ripley 1983, Barré et al. 1996, Cheke 1987, McLachlan & Liversidge
1970, Skerrett et al. 2001).

Nest described Clutch size, egg Breeding season Comment by Querhoént
colour?
+ 1[1] - only nests in on offshore islets
+ 2, yellowish white Sept.-Oct. described nest-site competition for
spotted rusty [1] tree-holes with Common Mynahs
- - - ‘have bred at the Isle de France’
[=Mauritius], captive implied.
- - - lives in Bourbon island [=Réunion]
- - - often seen along forest edge in the
evening, so possibly roosts there
+ 2 [2-(3)] Sept.-Oct. nest data from Réunion; In Mauritius
feed on insects around livestock &
around ships in port
- - - only mentioned in passing in discussion
on mynah (below)
+ 4; greenish [2-3] Sept. eats insects; lives in the forest [nest &
egg colour: see endnote 25] [see also
Table 2]
- - - lives in groups & eats insect; keeps
away from habitations. Buffon com-
bined it with the chéric from Madagas-
car, Z. maderaspatana
+ 3; blue [2-4] Sept. onwards, eats insects & soft fruit; noisily at-
multi-brooded tracted to terrestrial animals; abundant
in Réunion
- - - eats seeds; lives in flocks
- - - from Java; damages wheat crops; eats
rice; keeps to the lowlands
+ up to 8; white spot- April from Bengal; eats small seeds
ted red [6-10]
+ 3-5; pale green July-Aug from Madagascar; lives in flocks &
[2-4] damages wheat crops
+ 4; white tinted multi-brooded from ‘the Cape’[of Good Hope]; rav-
green ages cereal crops in big flocks
[(2)-3-4]
+ 4-6; green [4-5(-6)] multi-brooded ‘from Bengal’; lives around buildings;

eats insects, peas, nestlings

‘rat from India ... it has the strongest
odour of musk’

white flesh, do not dig burrows, very
widespread
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