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RELATIONS OF INDIVIDUALS. 65

principle similar to that which, by its excellence and superior endowments, places

man so much above animals?

! It roight ensily be shown that the exaggerated
views generally cntertained of the difference exist-
ing between man and monkeys, are traceable to the
ignorance of tho ancients, and cspecinlly the Greeks,
to whom wo owe chiefly our intellectunl culture, of
the existence of the Orang-Oulang and the Chim-
panzee. The animals most closely allied to man
known to them were the Red Bonkey, xjfoy, the
Baboon, xvroxépalog, and the Barbary Ape, mifiyxog.
A modern trapslation of Aristolle, it is true, makes
him say that monkeys form the transition between
man and quadrupeds; (ArisToTELES, Nalurge-
schichte der Thicre, von Dr. F. Strack, Frankfurt-
am-Main, 1816, p. 65;) but the origind zays no
such thing. In the History of Animals, Buok 2,
Chap. V., we read only, &na 82 ror Loor iraugo-
wepilee Ty Qloy T T2 drloony xai Toiy TeTQTOGL
There is a wide difference between “partuking of
tho nature of both man und the quadrupeds,” und
“forming o transition between mon and the quadra-
peds.” The whole chapter goes on enumerating the
structural similarity of the thrce monkeys named
above with man, but the idea of a close affinity is
not even expressed, and still less that of a transi-
tion bLetween man and the quadrupeds. The writer,
on the contrary, dwells very fully upon the marked
differences they exhibit, and knows as well as any
modern anatomist has ever known, that monkeys have
four hands. &m 8% xei Ppeyioras, cymep crdpwros,
< « « . Uiovg 32 rots mddug. elgi yap ofor jRipes
peydat. Kai of Siixzvdor digmeg of 763y yeri, 6 péyas
puexpoTURTOS * Xl 0 Xitvw T0b Modis yeigh Spoiov, mALy
ini o pixos 0 Tis yapds &l T foyuree Teivor xaldd-
aep Mvep.  Toiro 3¢ in' dxpov oxlypdrepor, Xaxdyg
x wpudpds pupovperar wripnp.

It is strange that these clenr and precise dis-
tinctions should have been so entirely forgotten in
the daya of Linmeus that the great reformer in
Natural IHistory hud to confess, in the year 1746,
that he knew no charncter by which to distinguish
man from the monkeys, Fauna Succien, Pravfut, p, 2,

“Nullum characterem adhuce cruere potui, umde

9

Yet the principle exists unquestionably, and whether

homo a simin internoscatur.”” But it is not upon
structurnl similurity or difference alone thut the re-
Intions bLetween man and animals have to be con-
sidered.  The paycholugical history of animnls shows
that ns uan s related to aninals by the plan of his
structure, so are these relnted to him Ly the char-
acter of those very faculties which are so tran-
scondent in man ng to poiot at first to the necessity
of disclaiming for him completely any relutionship
with the onimad kingdom. Yet the natural history
of animals is by no means completed after the so-
matic side of their nature Las been thoroughly in-
vestignted ; they, too, have a psychiological individ-
uality, which, though less fully studicd, is neverthe-
less the connecting link bLetween them and man. I
cnnot, therefore, agree with those authors who would
disconnect wankind from the animal kingdom, and
estublish a distinet kivgdom for wan ulone, as
Elrenberg (Das Nuturreich des Menschen, Berlin,
1835, fol.) and Iutcly I. Geoffroy St. Hilnire, (Hist.
nat. générale, Paris, 1856, Tome 1, Part 2, p. 167,)
bave done. Compare, nlso, Chinp. I, where it is
shown for every kind of groups of the animal kingdom
that the amount of their difference one from the
other never affords a sullicient ground for removing
any of them into another category. A close study
of the dog might satisfy every onc of the similarity
of his impulses with those of man, and those im-
pulses are regulated in a manner which discloses
psychical faculties in every respect of the same kind
as those of man; morcover, he expresses by his
voice his emotions and his feclings, with o precision
which may be as intelligible to mun as the articu-
luted speccl of his fellow men. His memory is so
retentive that it frequently baflles that of man. And
though all these facultics do not make a philvsopher
of him, they certuinly pluce him in that respect
upon a level with a consilernble proportion of poor
bumanity. The intelligibility of the voice of uni-
mals to one another, and all their actions conneeted
with such ealls nre also n strong argument of their
pereeptive power, and of their ubility to act spon-
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