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thing in common it1i our species but the iat

ter which forms .-our body, iid in which ou

resemblance to brute animals is confined..

Were internal sensaions dpcndent on. core

poreal organs, should we not see as reniarJab1e

diffcrnce in the works of animals of the same

species as in those of men? \Vould not those

shich were the most happily organized, build

their nests and contrive their cells in a rnanne

more solid, çlegant, and commodious? And

if y individual pqssessed a superif genius,

would it. not take an opportunity to nwiifest

that superiority in its actions I But nothing of

this kind has ever happened, and therefore the

orpqre.1 organs, however perfect or imperm

feet, have no, infiuenc on the nature of the in

ternal -sensations. Hence we may conclude,

that animals have no sensations of (his kind ;

that such sensations live no connection with.

matter, no (lepeildeuce in their miature on the

texture of corporeal organs, and that of .con

sequence there must be a substance in iiau dif-

ferent, from mat t.r, which is the subject and

the cause that proclwstnd receives those senc

ttions.

Bt these proofs f the immateriality of the

bqmaj Rlind may te carried still farther. in
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