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“1 think that the notion of liberty, consisting in a centingent self-dafr-
mination of the will, s necemsary to the morslity of men's disponitions and
actionn, in almost incoBceivably pernlelous; and that the contrary troth is
one of the most important troths of moral philosophy that ever was dis-

cussed, and moet pecessary to be known” Prasidens Edwards.
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