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AuT. IS. The process of deriving a boundary from its nor-

mal archetype will be evidently guided and ruled by this con-

sideration ; lo shun iiiis-reL,nd(iti(>ii, perplexity, and toil, hij di-

7'ccting' this boundari/, so as, first, to render it self-adjusted,

wJicrcbij the normal arrlietijpe loill be its coe(/uutor : and sc-

condlij, so as, if possible, to have perfect aflnitij loitliits nor-

mal archetijpe, or else to diverge front that archeti/pe in the

S7nallest possible degree. A iluuiliar illustration of this case

may be drawn from that of a traveller, who, being led by an-

other person through an unknown country, ivill deviate from
the trade of his guide as little as possible.

Art. 19. Hence we obtain a satisfactory test whereby we
may discover, at least in extreme cases, ichcther any boundary

has been derived from a normal archetype, or fabricated on some

other principles. For if we can discover that such boundary
diverges extravagantly from each of all its possible coequators,

we have clearly a strong presumption that such boundary was
not obtained from any normal archetype ; and, on the other hand,
if we discover that such boundary has 07ic coc(iuator to which
it has perfect affinity, or from \vhich it very slightly diverges, we
have an ccfually valid presumption of the opposite kind.

Art, 20. But a question may occur, of the same general na-

ture, but under a different form, wherein the preceding test

may be safely applied, not only in extreme cases, but in any
case. For if two boundaries be placed, from the peculiar

cause, which gave them origin, or from any other circum-
stance, under such conflicting conditions and relations., one to

the other, that one of these boundaries must have been derived

from a normal archetype, and the other mmi have been fabricated

on other principles ; luid if we ascertain that we can draw
to one of these boundaries a coequator to which it has perfect

affinity, whereas none such can be drawn to the other; or else,

if we draw to each boundary that coequator from which it

has least divergence
;
and then discover the divergence of the

former boundary from such coequator to be less than that of
the latter from its own coequator ; we obtain thus, for the for-
mer boundary, a cause of preference before the latter, which de-

cides the question.


