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PHYSIOGNOMY. 23

It is not lefs evident, that intelle@ual life, or the
power of the underfianding and the mind, make
themfelves moft apparent in the circumference and
form of the folid parts of the head, efpecially the
forehead ; though they will difcover themfelves, to
an attentive and accurate eye, in every part and
point of the human body, by the congeniality and
harmony of the various parts. Is there any occa-
fion to prove, that the power of thinking refides
neither in the foot, in the hand, nor in the back,
but in the head, and in its internal parts ?

The moral life of man particularly reveals itfelf
in the lines, marks and tranfitions of the counte-
nance. His moral powers and defires ;-his irrita-
bility, fympathy, and antipathy ; his facility of at-
tracting or repelling the objeés that furround him :
thefe are all fummed up in, and painted upon his
countenance when at reft. 'When any paffion is
called into altion, fuch paffion is depiéted by the
motion of the mufcles, and thefe motions are ac-
companied by a ftrong palpitation of the heart. If
the countenance be tranquil, it always denotes tran-
quillity in the region of the heart and breaft.

This threefold life of man, fo intimately inter-
woven through his frame, is ftill capable of being
ftudied in its different appropriate parts ; and, did
we live in a lefs depraved world, we fhould find
fufficient data for the fcience of phyfiognomy.

The animal life, the loweft and moft earthly,
would difcover itfelf from the rim of the belly to
the organs of generation, which would become its
central or focal point. The middle or moral life
would be feated in the breaft, and the heart would
be its central point. The intelletual life, which
of the three is fupreme, would refide in the head,
and have the eye for its centre. If we take the
eountenance as the reprefentative and epitome of
the three divitions, then will the forehead to the
eyebrows be the mirror or image of the underftand-
ing ; the nofe and cheeks, the image of the moral


















































































































































































































































































































PHYSIOGNOMY. 119

a Negro and a White—and for many other pheno-
mena difficult to be refolved.

¢ It may be afked, how thefe particles can aflume
the internal firucture of the body of the father,
fince they can properly be only the images of the
hollow veflels ? To which it is anfwered, that we
know not all the powers of Nature, and that fhe
may have preferved to herfelf, though fhe has con-
cealed it from her fcholar, Man, the art of making
internally models and impreffions, which fhall ex-
prefs the whole folidity of the model.”

Haller, in his preface to Buffon’s Natural Hifto-
ry, has, in my opinion, indifputably confuted this
{yftem. But he has not only forborne to elucidate
the refemblance between fathers and children, but
while oppofing Buffon, he has fpoken fo much
on the natural, phyfiological diflimilarity of the
human body, that he appears to have denied this
refemblance. Buffon’s hypothefis offended all phi-
lofophy ; and though we cannot entirely approve
the theory of Bonnet, yet he has very effe(tually
oppofed the incongruities of Buffon, to which Buf-
fon himfelf could fcarcely give any ferious faithe
But he, as we fhall foon fee, has either avoided the
queftion of refemblance between parents and chil-
dren, or, in order to ftrengthen his own {yftem, has
rather fought to palliate than to anfwer difficulties.

*;H.d'ﬁ NET, concerning organized Bodies:

« Are the germs of one and the fame {pecies of
organized bodies perfeétly like each other, or indi-
vidually diftin& ? Are they only diftinét in the or-
gans w_hicﬁ charaterize fex, or have they a re-
fembling difference to each other, fuch as we ob-
ferve in individual fubftances of the fame fpecies
of plants or animals ?

¢ Anfwer.—If we confider the infinite variety
to be obferved in all the produéts of nature, the












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































