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and main argument of our essay-that we feel its

statement to be our best and most appropriate ter

mination of this especial inquiry. The argument is

this: For every desire or every faculty, whether in

man or in the inferior animals, there seems a coun

terpart object in external nature. Let it be either an

appetite or a power; and let it reside either in the

sentient or in the intellectual or in the moral eco

nomy-still there exists a something without that is

altogether suited to it, and which seems to be ex

pressly provided for its gratification. There is light
for the eye; there is air for the lungs; there is food

for the ever-recurring appetite of hunger; there is

water for the appetite of thirst; there is society

for the love, whether of fame or of fellowship;

there is a boundless field in all the objects of all

the sciences for the exercise of curiosity-in a

word, there seems not one affection in the living

creature, which is not met by a counterpart and a

congenial object in the surrounding creation. It

is this, in fact, which forms an important class of

those adaptations on which the argument for a

Deity is founded. The adaptation of the parts to

each other within the organic structure, is distinct

from the adaptation of the whole to the things of

circumambient nature; and is well unfolded in a

separate chapter by Paley, on the relation of in

animate bodies to animated nature. But there is

another chapter on prospective contrivances, in

which he unfolds to us other adaptations, that ap-
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