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ftcctcd at the same titite, the object appears

single: but, when the images strike the ii
ofthe retina, which arc ]lot usually aflected t

tbcr, then it appears double, because we are

not hab.ikial to his unusual scnsal ion, and aw

then somewhat in the SitU4:t10ll of' infants just

begining to exert the faculty of vision.

M. Chesselden relates the case of a man,

who, in consequence of a blew on the bead, be

came squint-eyc(l, and saw objects double for a

long time; but who was at length enabled, by

slow and gradual steps, to see them singly as he

nad formerly done, notwithstanding the squint

ig remained. Is not this a proof, still more

evident, that in reality we see things double.,

nd that it is by habit alone Nie conceive theni

to be singe? Siioud it be asked vhy children

i.cquire less time, in order to see things si'ngle,

thm pcrans nire advanced in years, whosc

eves nny have been afThcted by accident ? it

might be answered, that. th sensations "of d1ii

t1ren, being unopposcd by any contradictory

habit, these errors arc rectified with ease; but.

that P's1S 'who have or many years CC) oh

CC1S single, because they ailkcled the two COt

tc51)Ofldelit parts of the retina, and who now

see them double, labour tinder the disadvantage
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