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e~ (&) -~-point raised which is worth attention, is one as to the nature
of the thinking principle. Hobbes argues that the truth of Cogito ergo sum
merely arises from the impossibility of conceiving any act without its
subject, a thinking without a thinking being, or for that matter walking
without a walking being.

( William Cunningham, The influence of Descartes on metaphysical
speculation in England, 1876 X Y k¥ )
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