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application of such a principle is inadmissible
on any philosophical groundsz. And Lamarck
himself agrees with Cuvier in this opinion.

The only formal terms of classification .em-
ployed by Aristotle are €% and géws, of the
first of which he gives a remarkably precise de-
finition. That definition is really, though not
in literal order, as follows :—‘ an animal species
“ js an assemblage of individual animals, in
“ which not only the whole form of any one re-
«“ sembles the whole form of any other, but each
“ part in any one resembles the corresponding
«“ part in any other. Thus every horse not only
“ resembles every other horse. generally, but the
“ eye or the hoof of every horse resembles the
«“ eye or the hoof of every other horse. And the
“ same statement is applicable to man and other
“ animals. They are therefore the same in the
“ character of their individual parts.” ("Exes 8¢
Ty Yoy e piv wivia Ta pipia TavTa GAMAuS, e ¥
Erepa. Tavra d¢ T pév eldes Tév popiwv éariv, olov avfpirmov
pis kai SpBarmds avlpimov i kai SPbarud, kai capki aapk
Kai 60T daToly TOV avTov € Tpomoy Kal ITTOV Kal TGV dA=
Aov Sdwv, S0a TG €ides TavTa Aéyomev éavrols® Opoiws fyap
5’:57:6{: T0 OAov éxes 7rp3; T0 OAov, Kok TGY popiwy €xes ExaaTov
wpos €kactov. P. 1.)

In comparing the preceding definition of Ari-
stotle with the corresponding definition of Cu-
vier, we find that there is no essential difference.

z Régne Animal, pref. p. xx, xxi.
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