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lays down arbitrary maxims as real, and fal

sities as truth; such documents are eagerly irn

bibed by cli ild ren, but arc judiciously rejected
b men, if not founded on solid principles.
\Ve shall, therefore, to avoid such imaginary
methodical distributions, which have been of

no other use than to heap a multiplicity, and

eve!) distinct species, of animals into one indis

criminate mass.

What I call an Ape is an animal with a flat

visage, and without a tail, whose teeth, fingers,

nails, and hands, resemble those of the human

species, and who also walks upright on its two

feet. This definition, drawn from the nature

ofthe animal, and its resemblance to man, will

exclude every animal that has a tail, or a long

snout, crooked or pointed claws, or whose na

ture obliges them to walk more willingly on

four feet than on two. After this fixed and

precise rule, let us examine to what animalsthe

name of Ape can properly be applied. Tue

ancients knew only one; the pitliecos of the

Greeks, and the simia of the Latins, is the

real ape, and on which Aristotle, Pliny, and

Galen, have instituted all their physical corn*

parisons, and founded all their relations of the

ape to mankind. But this ape ofthe ancients,

which so greatly resembles man in its exteN

na! form, and stilt more in its internal organi

zatiOn


	LinkTextBox: http://www.geology.19thcenturyscience.org/books/1808-Buffon/README.htm


