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fore society? Can the loss of our savage iia

ture merit regret? or can man, in a wild state,

be considered as a more worthy being than the

civilized citizen P Yes, for all misery arises

from society; and what signifies the virtue lie

possessed in a state of nature, if he was more

happy than lie is now. Are not liberty, health,

and strength, preferable to effeminacy, sen

suality, and voluptuousness, accompanied

with slavery? The absence of pain is at least

equal to the enjoyment of pleasure, and to be

completely happy, is to have nothing to do.

sire. If these observations were just, why do

they not tell us it is better to vegetate than t

live, to have no appetites than to gratify them,

to sleep through life in a perfect apathy, than

to open our eyes to see and fed? that, in short,

it is better to be so many inanimate masses at

tached tothe earth, than be capable ofenjoying

those benefits Nature so bountifully bestows?

But, instead of discussing, let us advert to

facts: Is the savage inhabitant of the desart a

tranquil animal? Is lie a happy man P For

we cannot supppose with a certain philoso

pher, (Rousseau) one of the fiercest censors of

civilization, that there is a greater distance be

tween a savage and a man in a pure state of

nature, than between a savage and ourselves;

that the ages before man acquired the use
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