
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Talk on Norwegian housekeeping 
By Anton Rolandsson Martin 

Anton Rolandsson Martin (1729–1785) was born at the manor of Mijntenhoff near Reval (now Tallinn) in 

present-day Estonia. He studied both at Åbo Academy in Finland and at Uppsala University in Sweden. As a 

naturalist and physician he accompanied a whaling expedition to the Arctic in 1758, thus becoming one of 

the first scientific visitors to set foot on Spitsbergen. The account of his sojourn in the Arctic world begins 

with valuable notes on the voyage on a whaling ship of the Greenland Company, which formed part of a 

large fleet that made its way to the Arctic Ocean. His journal is a detailed source of information on 

shipwrecks and the everyday routines on board but also on snowflakes, ice, the degrees of cold and the 

fauna and flora. Due to the weather conditions around Spitsbergen, his visit was brief, but he managed to 

describe and collect natural-history specimens before the expedition was forced to turn southwards. His 

journal is an early and rare example of a description of a scientific voyage in the Arctic climate zone. After his 

return to Sweden Rolandsson Martin made one further journey, this time to study the natural and cultural 

history of Norway. In the report on his travels there during the years 1759–1760, which was presented at 

Uppsala in 1761, he provided a circumstantial account of the Norwegian economy. It includes detailed 

descriptions of the climate, the soil, the plants and trees, of arable farming and the cultivation of coastal 

meadows and how the Norwegians irrigated their fields, of fishing, saltpetre factories, the rural inhabitants 

and much else that is of significance for the economic history of southern Norway. His writings bear witness 

to the fact that Rolandsson Martin was an acute observer. About a year after his return from Norway he 

suffered an illness as a result of which he had to have one leg amputated, which obliged him to discontinue 

his travels in the service of science. 

 
 

A tuft of curled goat-hair and feet-coverings of worm-web 
Clothing in the household of Linnaeus and the professor’s opinion on clothing 

By Annika Windahl Pontén 

This article is a study of the clothes owned by Carl Linnaeus and his family, combined with a study of 

Linnaeus’s opinions on clothes and fashion. The title is quote from a lecture given by Linnaeus; he mocks 

the fashion of his time, saying that the whig is like a tuft of curled goat-hair, and the silk stockings are made 

of worm-web. It may seem obvious that Linnaeus is critical to fashion and modern ways, but the article will 

show that it is more complicated.  

 Linnaeus’s opinions on clothing are briefly put in context. An important background is the 18th century 

debate on luxury and consumption. Linnaeus standpoint can be described as midway between pro- and anti-

luxury consumption. The utilitarian ideas lead to an inclination for consumption, his dependence on Lutheran 

ethics moved him towards an anti-consumption position. When discussing clothes and fashion health is a 

guiding principle. Linnaeus is most critical when fashion leads to illness. At some points Linnaeus gets close 

to the view that refinement is a part of the human nature. He does moralize over fashion, but not very often, 

most commonly Linnaeus is rather mocking fashion than moralizing or criticizing. It is also a fact that all the 

garments Linnaeus makes fun of, he owns and uses. The clothes in the family’s wardrobe are described, 

with surviving garments, probate inventories and portraits as the main sources. The position of the family in 

the social and academic elite made it necessary for them to be able to dress properly for different occasions. 

Evidence of Linnaeus awareness of the importance of appearance are presented. 

 In Linnean Society of London there are three receipts from the same tailor, Anders Winberg, in Uppsala. 

They are published in the article. The receipts are from 1765, 1768 and 1769, and they are recorded as 

belonging to Linnaeus junior. The possibility that some posts on the receipts may refer to garments made for 

the father, and that father and son used same tailor, is discussed. The common description of Linnaeus 

senior as less fashionable than the son is discussed and criticized. More likely they both dressed 

fashionably. Linnaeus senior mocked fashion, but his daughters would wear silk dresses with stays and 

hooped petticoats, and he himself used both whig and silk stockings. So the family and the household can 

be described as slightly reluctant, but still consumers on the growing market for fine fabrics and clothing. 

They were both in theory and practice somewhere midway between the ruin and the usefulness of luxury. 

 
 

A short biography on the ichthyolog and botanist Euphrasén 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

By Gudrun Nyberg 

B.A. Euphrasén’s name is linked to several species of fish, described in four publications 1786–1791, and to 

the flower Iresine angustifolia which he identified in 1788 on the small Carribean island of Saint Barthélemy 

during a visit on what was then a Swedish colony. His thorough description of conditions on this island, with 

particular emphasis on its flora, was published in Swedish in 1795 and in German in 1798. His biography, 

however, has been scant and partly erroneous.  

 Bengt Andersson Euphrasén was born on April 26, 1755, the son of a peasant. He went to school on 

Visingsö island 1772–1781, learning latin, poetry, theology, etc., but was particularly devoted to botany. 

From December 1781 he spent 19 months on a voyage to China during which he found the first three 

species of fish that he described. On his return to Sweden he was employed by Linnaeus’ wealthy pupil Clas 

Alströmer in Gothenburg to serve the great natural history collection, library and garden. Alströmer probably 

sponsored Euphrasén’s university studies in Uppsala 1784, which however ended as Alströmer lost the 

greater part of his fortune. Following a miserable period charged with the re-arrangent of Alströmer’s 

property, Euphrasén received a scholarship for his Saint Barthélemy voyage 1787–1788. In 1790 he tried a 

life independent of Alströmer, writing scientific manuscripts, probably in combination with private teaching in 

Gothenburg. The Royal Swedish Academy of Sciences accepted printing his shorter descriptions of fish, but 

not the Saint Barthélemy experience which was therefore not published until 1795, and his extensive work 

on all 106 Swedish species of fish, Ichtyologia Svecica, was never printed. Following the death of Alströmer, 

Euphrasén lived in poverty in Stockholm, seeking employment and support from the Academy and from 

collegues. On Christmas night 1796 he died in his sleep, aged 41 years. When his demise was officially 

announced, he was afforded the title ”Vice Botanices Demonstrator”, a posthumous recognition of his 

scientific capacity. 

 
 

White swallow-wort 
Vincetoxicum hirundinaria – a cultural history 

By Per Stobaeus 

Vincetoxicum hirundinaria, although a seemingly insignificant plant, proves to have an interesting history. In 

antiquity it was used as antidote for snake bites and even though it did not appear among the most 

distinguished medical herbs, it did take its name, Asclepias, from the god of healing. Up until the time of 

Linnaeus it had a reputation of being an excellent antidote and an unfailing remedy for many diseases. Great 

importance was long attached to the authority of the ancient sources. Linnaeus did however note that the 

plant was poisonous and after him, attempts were made to find new fields of application for this plant. 

Experiments using it in the fields of textiles were made but proved unsuccessful. It is an insect, Harlequin 

bug (Lygaeus equestris), which benefits the most from this plant in that it becomes poisonous itself when 

eating it. 

 
 

Mezereon 

On the illustration of Daphne mezereum in Palmstruch’s Svensk botanik 
By Gunilla Törnvall 

The cover of the latest volume of the scientific flora Flora Nordica (2010) is illustrated with a picture of the 

mezereon plant, Daphne mezereum, taken from Johan Wilhelm Palmstruch’s old Swedish flora Svensk 

botanik (1802). In his preface, Palmstruch states that the illustrations are most often depicted from nature, 

but ”sometimes borrowed, with or without improvements” from four quoted international works: Georg 

Christian Oeder’s Flora Danica (1761–1883), Joseph Jacob von Plenck’s Icones plantarum medicinalium 

(1788–1812), William Woodville’s Medical Botany (1790–1795), and James Sowerby’s & James Edward 

Smith’s English Botany (1790–1814). This article discusses the copying of illustrations in botanical treatises, 

focusing on the picture of the mezereon plant in these, and two later works.  

 Botanical illustrations are built on earlier pictorial and verbal tradition and knowledge, as well as the 

written text. Older visual representations are sometimes copied, and in certain cases occasionally modified 

in order to correct or to add more information. Even when the plant is actually depicted from the living 

specimen, the drawing is affected by the conventions of the specific genre and the specific context. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 In 1901 the Swedish botanist Carl Lindman was responsible for the publication of the Swedish flora Bilder 

ur Nordens flora (1901–1905), that was, in some ways, a reworking of Palmstruch’s Svensk botanik. 

Palmstruch’s hand-coloured copper plates were to be transferred to chromolithographs by the artist and 

scientific illustrator Axel Ekblom. The text was to be completely revised by Lindman, whereas the illustrations 

were considered to be still valid and the original plan was simply to transfer the pictures to the new medium. 

Eventually Lindman, who was a skilful painter himself, was not satisfied with the old pictures, and so ended 

up taking a great part in the pictorial process as well. The old drawings were meticulously examined, 

corrected and often supplied with new, extremely magnified details. But also these new additions were 

influenced by others, most probably in this very case by Otto Wilhelm Thomé’s Flora von Deutschland 

Österreich und der Schweiz (1885). Still today old pictures are reused in new floras, although not always 

strictly for scholarly purposes but sometimes for beauty and iconic value. 

 
 

Walruses (Odobenus rosmarus) in captivity 
By Ingvar Svanberg 

Walruses have never been common in captivity. The first walrus known to have been brought alive to a 

European harbour was in August 1608. It was taken to London and shown to the king. However, it only 

survived for a few weeks. Most other young walruses brought to Europe in subsequent centuries did not 

survive for long either. In fact no walruses lasted long in any zoo collections in North America or Europe prior 

to the Second World War. The main problem was the difficulty of feeding them properly. Skansen for 

instance had walruses only from 1908–1911 and again from 1939–1940. Copenhagen Zoo was more 

successful: they had a female that survived for eleven years. In the post-war period knowledge about feeding 

and care of the animal has improved, but they are still not often found in zoo collections. Today some are 

kept in zoos in the USA, Canada, Russia, Belarus, the Netherlands, and Japan. 

 
 

How Venus came back to the Linnaeus garden 
By Mats Ola Ottosson 

In 1758 Linnaeus bought a copy of the Hellenistic sculpture Venus de Medici for the Botanic garden of 

Uppsala University (today’s Linnaeus garden). It was later moved to the new botanic garden, from where, 

however, it disappeared in the nineteenth century. In preparation for the tercentenary of the birth of 

Linnaeus, a wish was expressed to obtain a new copy of the sculpture for the Linnaeus garden, and a former 

judge, Göran Atmer, pledged funds for two copies, including a spare. Shortly thereafter sadly he died, but his 

three daughters fulfilled his desire. Thanks to this donation two copies made of concrete could be ordered 

from a foundry in Saint Petersburg. There were complications with the casting of the sculptures and with the 

transport to Uppsala, but finally, on 12 September 2009, Venus returned to her place in the Linnaeus 

Garden. 

 

 



ROLAND MOBERG

Material with Linnaeus’ hand 
in Linnémuseet

Most of the material Linnaeus had in his Museum at Hammarby 
was included in the shipping to London and is now housed in the 

“strongroom” at Linnean Society of London. Recently the botanical col-
lection has been published online with excellent images. The material has 
also been typifi ed (see Charles Jarvis, Order out of Chaos. Linnean Plant 
Names and their Types, London, 2007). It is obvious from this publication 
that all material Linnaeus used was important for the typifi cation and not 
only that which is present in Linnean Society of London. It is the names 
Linnaeus published that has been typifi ed and the types selected from the 
various sources has, according to the International Code of Botanical No-
menclature, been given the status as lectotypes. If no material was found a 
new material (neotype ) was chosen based on the description.
 In an article in this journal (“Förteckning över i Uppsala förvarade her-
barieexemplar med påskrifter av Linnés hand”, SLÅ 1931, p. 12–16) H.O. 
Juel published a list of material with Linnaeus’ hand. Most of this material 
is now at the Museum of Evolution, Uppsala university, but some has been 
stored at Linnémuseet. We have now examined and made photos of this ma-
terial and compared the handwritings with the Linnean Collection online. 
The result is presented in the tables below. As the Museum of Evolution 
has the possibility to store the material in their “strongroom” it has been 
transferred there.

Table 1. Material marked (M) by Juel to be present at Linnémuseet. Most of them have 
been found except Sideritis hirsuta and Teucrium lucidum.

M Achyranthes lappacea. r “Achyrantes lappacea”.

M Cyperus strigosus. r “Br 14 cyperus strigosus” (Br probably means Patrick Browne).

M Lonicera caerulea. r “HU Lonicera caerulea”.

M Lysimachia ephemerum. r “Lysimachia ephemerum”.

M Mussaenda frondosa. r “Musscenda frondosa”.
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M Orchis militaris. v “Orchis fl . rubro” (Andr. Dahl v: Orchis militaris a Linné P.).

M Phlomis Leonurus. r “Phlomis Leonurus”.

M Phlomis Leonurus. r “Phlomis Leonurus”.

M Rhododendron dauricum. v “Andromeda foliis ovatis punctatis. Gmelin stam 10” (below 
an urn of different type than mentioned in SLÅ 1926, p. 65. Linnaeus cites Gmelin’s syno-
nym under Rh. dauricum).

M Satureja virginiana. r “HU Satureja virginiana” v “e sem. D. Kalmii”.

M? Sideritis hirsuta. r “hispania Sideritis hirsuta” v “Sideritis hispanica crenata procumbens, 
fl ore albo majori Turnef. inst. 192 Monnier”.

M? Teucrium lucidum Syst. X 1759. r “T. lucidum lucidum”.

Table 2. Result of the comparing of the material in Linnémuseet with the Linnean collec-
tion online. Datisca cannabina and Linaria pumila are not present in Juels list but might 
be material used by Linnaeus.

Linnaeus’ name Handwriting Present name Family Text on back side
Achyranthes lap-
pacea

Linnaeus’ hand Pupalia lappacea Amaranthaceae

Cyperus strigosus Linnaeus’ hand Cyperus strigosus Cyperaceae
Datisca cannabina Datisca cannabina Datiscaceae Datisca canna bi-

na Sp. pl 1037:1
Linaria pumila ?Antirrhinum arvense Scrophulariaceae
Lonicera caerulea Linnaeus’ hand Lonicera caerulea Caprifoliaceae
Lysimachia 
ephemerum

Linnaeus’ hand Lysimachia 
ephemerum

Primulaceae Lysimachia 
ephemerum

Mussaenda frondosa Linnaeus’ hand Mussaenda frondosa Rubiaceae Mussaenda 
fruticosa

Orchis militaris Linnaeus’ hand Orchis militaris Orchidaceae orchis fl . rubro. 
Orchis militaris 
a Linn. P.

Phlomis leonurus Linnaeus’ hand Leonotis leonurus Lamiaceae
Phlomis leonurus Linnaeus’ hand Leonotis leonurus Lamiaceae
Rhododendron 
dauricum

? Linnaeus’ 
hand

Rhododendron 
dauricum

Ericaceae Andromeda fo-
liis ovatis punc-
tatis pag. 10

Satureja virginiana Linnaeus’ hand Pycnanthemum 
virginianum

Lamiaceae

Author’s address: 
Ass. Prof. Roland Moberg, Banérg. 14 A, 752 37 Uppsala. E-mail: roland.moberg@bred-
band.net, roland.moberg@em.uu.se.



147Moberg: Material with Linnaeus’ hand

Achyranthes lappacea
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Mussaenda frondosa
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Orchis militaris
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Phlomis leonurus
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Rhododendron dauricum
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Satureja virginiana


