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Later in the letter:

"Moreover, shapes and colors, magnitudes and weights, and in short all those qualities which
are predicated of body, in so far as they are perpetual properties either of all bodies or of
visible bodies, are knowable by sensation of these very properties: these, I say, must not be
supposed to exist independently by themselves (for that is inconceivable), nor yet to be non-
existent, nor to be some other and incorporeal entities cleaving to body, nor again to be parts
of body. We must consider the whole body in a general way to derive its permanent nature
from all of them, though it is not, as it were, formed by grouping them together in the same
way as when from the particles themselves a larger aggregate is made up, whether these
particles be primary or any magnitudes whatsoever less than the particular whole. All these
qualities, I repeat, merely give the body its own permanent nature. They all have their own
characteristic modes of being perceived and distinguished, but always along with the whole
body in which they inhere and never in separation from it; and it is in virtue of this complete
conception of the body as a whole that it is so designated.

Again, qualities often attach to bodies without being permanent concomitants. They are not to
be classed among invisible entities nor are they incorporeal. Hence, using the term “accidents”
in the commonest sense, we say plainly that “accidents” have not the nature of the whole thing
to which they belong, and to which, conceiving it as a whole, we give the name of body, nor
that of the permanent properties without which body cannot be thought of. And in virtue of
certain peculiar modes of apprehension into which the complete body always enters, each of
them can be called an accident. But only as often as they are seen actually to belong to it,
since such accidents are not perpetual concomitants. There is no need to banish from reality
this clear evidence that the accident has not the nature of that whole—by us called body—to
which it belongs, nor of the permanent properties which accompany the whole. Nor, on the
other hand, must we suppose the accident to have independent existence (for this is just as
inconceivable in the case of accidents as in that of the permanent properties); but, as is
manifest, they should all be regarded as accidents, not as permanent concomitants, of bodies,
nor yet as having the rank of independent existence. Rather they are seen to be exactly as and
what sensation itself makes them individually claim to be."
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