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correspondence of parts or organs based not so much on
external likeness as on similarity of origin. By admit-
ting the latter conception, the idea of origin, the rigidity
of the purely structural classification was lost. Morpho-
logy became the science, not of fixed, but of flowing
forms and structures. It is remarkable that Owen, in
following up this line of reasoning, was pre-eminently at-
tracted to the oracular writings of Oken, whose influence
his great forerunner Cuvier had combated with all his
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