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mical structure? And that, on the contrary,
anatomists never reason more safely, than when
they presume and reason on an universal useful-
ness. And this principle so far from misleading,
which in a random economy of things it would
infallibly have done, has often been the instrument
of anatomical discovery. Could this have been
the case under a mere system either of headlong
forces, or of fortuitous combinations ? Would not
the monstrous and the grotesque and the incon-
gruous have ever and anon been obtruded upon
our view—and when instead of this we behold such
significancy in every part and in every function of
the physiological system, does not this tell most
significantly of a God ?

10. There is an infinity of examples to the same
effect in the inferior creation. As one instance
out of the many, we find wings attached to the
animals, who, from the smallness or comparative
lightness of their bodies, can obtain the benefit of
them. Why not wings on horses and other large
animals, who could shift well enough to live though
they could not use their wings? And here there
occurs to us the remarkable instance of a congruity
in the parts of animals, greatly subservient to their
accommodation, yet experimentally proved in a
familiar case to be not essential to life. We all
know that the necks of quadrupeds, as is magnifi-
cently set forth in the camelopard, are in general
commensurate with their fore legs. The same
proportion is observed in birds especially those
which feed upon grass. The obvious design of
this collocation is that they may be enabled tc
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