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NEW PHILOSOPHY OF MIND. T

system of Bacon. The revolution which this practical philosopher
introduced, has never been extended to improve the science of
metaphysics, except that branch which relates to the mind, in connec-
tion with the modern system of phrenology. It may be replied, that
immaterial entities are unsusceptible of demonstrative proof deduced
from positive facts. But this will not justify the departure from
approved authorities, and the substitution of theories drawn entirely
from creative imaginations.

The physical parts of man have, from the earliest origin of medical
science, been subjected to the dissector’s knife ; and their situations,
forms, structures, and uses, have been so repeatedly demonstrated by
the anatomist and the physiologist, as to have produced a general and
uniform concurrence of epinion in the accuracy of their explanations.
But not so with the immaterial part of man. A great diversity of
opinion has prevailed, and will continue to prevail, until some positive
evidence can be adduced, that will not admit of a difference of con-
struction.

Perhaps no author contributed more to harmonize those conflicting
opinions, and to concentrate public opinion in his favor, than the
celebrated Joun Locke. But already have some of his errors been
demonstrated and refuted, and some of his favorite theories been
compelled to yield to others. I will briefly advert to a few of his
prominent errors. He denies the existence of inpate ideas, and
ascribes all our knowledge to ideas derived entirely from sensasion
and reflection. He also considers the mind as a tabula rasa, or
blank sheet of paper, susceptible of any impressions that may chance

first to be made upon its sarface.
The following passages from Locke’s essay, will more fully explain

his own views. He says:

¢ I doubt not but to show that man, by the right use of his natural
abilities, may, without any innate principles, attain a knowledge of a
God, and other things concerning him, and may arrive at certainty,
without any such original notions or principles.’

‘ Let us then suppose the mind to be, as we say, white paper, and
void of all characters, without ideas, how comes it to be furnished ?
‘Whence has it all the materials of reason and knowledge ! To this
I answer, in one word, from experience. In that all our knowledge
is founded, and from that it ultimately derives itself. Methinks the
understanding is not unlike a closet wholly shut from light, with only
some little opening left, to let in external visible resemblances or
ideas of things without.’

“ The great source of most of the ideas we have depending wholly




































NEW PHILOSOPHY OF MIND. 19

by the degree of this acuteness, may those powers be accurately
graduated. The mind of man being eccupied with nobler and more
elevated themes, often neglects to attend to the dictates of those
senses which direct to the means of self-preservation, and in this
respect may be considered inferior to other animals. Facts in cor-
roboration of this exposition daily oceur under our notice, and might
be cited ad Libitum. The elephant exhibits a striking instance of this
fact; the extremity of whose trunk is supplied with more nerves than
the whole of his huge body beside. He consequently possesses a
faculty of discriminating, so extremely acute and sensitive, and so far
exceeding that of other animals, as to be denominated the *half-rea-
soning elephant.’

Although Locke is opposed to the admission of innate ideas, others
have assumed the opposite ground, and advocated their préexistence,
with ability and success ; but appear utterly at a loss to account for
their precise location, or their origin, or the mode of their existence,
and the means by which they may be excited to action. A reference
to the opinions of a few prominent authors, in their own words, will
exhibit a more explicit detail of their views, their difficulties, and
their unsuccessful efforts to divest this subject of its intrinsic myste
ries. In contrast with their confused views on this subject, I shall
then endeavor to explain the perfect consistency of innate ideas with
the theory sustained in this essay, and to evince how easily all these
difficulties and mysteries may be dissipated, and the whole subject
rendered perfectly clear and intelligible.

STewart says: ‘ Locke was guilty of great error, in deducing the
origin of all our knowledge from sensation and reflection, and also in
denying the existence of innate ideas, and in asserting that our ideas
of morality and religion are the result of education and experience.
The sciences rest ultimately on first principles, which must be taken
for granted, without proof’

BovLe says: ‘God has furnished man either with certain innate
ideas, or with models and principles, or with a faculty to frame them :
The innate light of the rational faculty is more primary than the
rules of reasoning.’

Dr. Rem: * The first principles of every kind of reasoning are
given us by nature. The conclusions of reason are built on first
principles. How or when I got such first principles, I know not, for
I had them before I can remember.’

Dr. Warrs: ‘It is our knowledge of truths which are wrought
into the very nature and make of our minds. They are too evident
to need proof. They are thought to be innate propositions, or truths

born with us.’
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The radical difference in the intellectual faculties of men is not
so great as the difference in the means which they employ for their
respective improvement in knowledge. It was a common remark of
Sir Isaac Newton, that if he possessed any advantage over others, it
consisted entirely in his ability to control his attention. This is
literally true, and is the grand secret by which the most eminent and
most scientific men have acquired their highest attainments, and their
prominent distinction in the world. The reason is very obvious,
Those who abstract their attention faom extraneous subjects, and
concentrate it entirely and exclusively upon the objects of their
study, will arrive at the highest possible attainments in science.

By extending this controlling influence to all the faculties of the
goul, ideas which had been long dormant, and of the existence of
which the mind had become unconscious, will be excited to renewed
and vigorous action. The soul, with all its faculties, will be thus
brought into a more intimate approximation to, and alliance with, the
organs of the brain, and will consequently impart to the mind that
peculiar species of intellectual, moral, or religious science, which
the will makes the greatest efforts to obtain. And if its exertions
operate with equal force upon all these faculties, the individual will
thereby acquire the reputation of being not only a great and wise
man, but also of being a good man, devoted to objects of piety and
benevolence.  The mind, like the body, requires constant and regular
exercise, to preserve its healthy condition ; and if suitably controlled
by the will, its health and its sanity will eontinue to be preserved,
until they are impaired by the infirmities incident to declining life.
All its faculties will then be in equal and regular action. Antago-
nist agents will never permit this balance to be disturbed, while they
are unaffected by disease. This constitutes the most healthy and
sane condition of the mind; and may always be found mast perfect
in those eminent men who are most distingnished for a high moral
intellect, but destitute of this moral restraint; men of the highest
intellectual attainments are most liable to paroxysms of insanity.

When this equanimity is disturbed, and this harmony of action
destroyed, by any adequate cause, a discordance in the operation of
the faculties oceurs, which gradually impairs the sanity of the mind,
and ultimately terminates in confirmed derangement.

It will therefore be perceived that the preceding remarks justify
the conclusion, that the same test which designates a great and good
mind, will equally designate its most sane and healthy condition.

I consider the will to be the supreme arbiter of this epitome of
the universe. It sits enthroned in regal majesty, dispensing its man-


















