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the sanie subjective affièctions, Sir i)avid Brewster bas comm-itted
the glaring inipropsriety of assuniing that an obJeet ini the axis of
vision is seen iii the direction of' the axis. For how does lie ai gue P~
1' Each r:my gives vizsion in t'ne saine direction, the vi:-ible point, retain-

iig its p)ositioni." Let tlîîs sentence pass, dubious as it is ; and
what next P " It follows, that, on the part of the retina iii the axis
Cof visioni, ail rays, hom-ever obliquely incident, give the saine
4vi8ible. direction, perpendicular to thte srurface (f the mmrn.

Ihdeed ! llow doeï. this follow ? Grant tliat the rays ini question al
give the samie visible direction (though the only th)iDu proved, is, thit
they give rise to the saine subjective alfction) ; how does t/he idea of
a direction perpýendiLzdar to t/he sruy'iice of thte vinwbrane creep i?

The cone of lighit through mwhich vision is3 produced, contains a line
of i-ays, no doubt, which fI*l perpendicularly uponi the ey-e, and pass to
the retina without refraction ; aud it may be fa.ncied that thiese at Jeast

give visible dlirection" in the axis of vision. Btlovcnsc
thiîîg be proved? P {ow does it appear, that, when rays coine to the
eye along the axis of vision, the niind deter'iinately refers the sub-
jective alk< tions cceasioned by snch rays to a reniote stimulus,
situated tiorncwb% cre in the axis ? Let E represent the eye, and 0 an
objeet towards which the axis of the oye is turned. It nay perhaps
be said. thiat, il* you ask the observer, he will tell you that ho reièrs,
and cannut; help referring, his sensation to a stimulus iu the line E O.
But he meaus iioth*.ig more by this.. than that hie is unable, wbile bis
eye 18 turiied towarda O, to alter' the character of the perception
realized. That n.tbing more than this ran be intended, and tbat there
is not, iii truth, ny intuitive o>r instinctive reference to the0 direction
E O, is rendered certain by a toiin.ideration which shall aiterN% ards be
more fulUy br.,ughit out, viz:- that ilie objeet O is îot; an object of
intuitive know Iedge at ail. 1Ui,.taiit objeets eau onivlie 1)0 kowa
niediately or iinièreîîtially. And if the object, O be not inunediately
known even as exist.ing, it follows, a jortiori, that the direction E O is
not inediately k-no%%ni; su that an instinctive, intuitive or immedi-
ate relèrence of a viseal impression to the direction E 0, is au
absurdity.

This may sunfce, as regards direct dernonstration. -Ex uno dicce
ornne8. No direct denionstration can possibly indicate any thing else
than the similarity or dis-sim ilarity (as the case xnay be) 4f the sub-
jective affections produced by rays impinging upon particular parts of
the retina. Let us proceed to consider neit whether Sir D)avid
receives any more effectuai support for bis doctrine froni the indirect
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