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No.

POWERS AND ORGANS OF THE MIND,

MARKEED

AFFECTIVE.

1.—PROPENSITIES.

T Desire to live.
* Alimentiveness.
Destructiveness.

Amativeness.

. Adhesiveness.
Inhabitiveness.
Combativeness.
Secretiveness.

Acquisitiveness.
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Constructiveness.

II.—SENTIMENTS.

10. Cautiousness,
11. Approbativeness.
12. Self-esteem,

13. Benevolence.
14. Reverence.

15. Firmness.

16. Conscientiousness.
17. Hope.

Philoprogenitiveness.

18.
19.
20.
21.

No. 22

34.
. Causality.

ON THE FRONTISPIECE.

Marvellousness.
Ideality.
Mirthfulness.

Imitation.

INTELLECTUAL.

I.—PERCEPTIVE.

Individuality.

. Configuration.
24,
. Weight and Resistance.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.

Size.

Coloring.
Locality.
Order.
Calculation.
Eventuality.
Time.

Tune.

Language.

II.—REFLECTIVE.

Comparison.
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INTRODUCTION

The Second Ameriean Edition of Dr. J. G. Spurzheim’s
Phrenology was an improved version of the Third London
Edition. It was issued in Boston in 1833, in two volumes,
a physiological and a psychological part, and the present
volume 1s a reprint, without change in the text, except the
omission of the author’s reflections upon the moral and relig-
ious constitution of man, his voluminous Latin notes and a
controversy with George Combe.

Alfred Russel Wallace in his book on the last century,
after giving a history of its achievements, recites its failures,
intellectual, social, and moral, of which he gives the first
place to the failure to recognize the substantial truth and vast
importance of the Science of Phrenology.

This new science, which defined the mental faculties and
showed specifically the connection of mind and brain,
received serious attention during the first half of the last
century, and, considering the progress it had made, and its
acknowledgment by the distinguished men whom he names,
Mr. Wallace says, “there seemed to be no reason why it
should not take its place among the recognized sciences.”
Instead of this it began to decline until negleet of it is almost
complete. Of this decline Mr. Wallace says, “ the two main
canses which diseredited Phrenology appear to have been
(1) the increase of itinerant lecturers, many of whom were
uneducated, and some ignorant of the subject they professed
to expound ; (2) its association with mesmerism or hypnotism,
which at that time was still more violently opposed.”

Admitting the force of these reasons it would appear that
they do not suffice, and a more potent cause may be found
in the nature of the subject itself. The spirit of the time
was and still is materialistic; it has a great variety of indi-
vidual speculations, but no science of mind, and desires none.
Caviar to the general, the mind is an unknown country which
excites curiosity only in an occasional college professor who

9



10 INTRODUCTION

makes excursions into it without a map or guide and brings
back nothing of value.

With respect to the place of the mind in the physical
organization there were various conflicting theories which
Dr. Spurzheim was obliged to diseuss, but although the
emotions are popularly supposed to reside in the heart, it
is now generally acknowledged that the brain is the organ of
the mind. If this is conceded, is it mot clear that brain
and mind should be studied together, that this is the only
scientific method, that it is impossible to know one fully while
ignorant of the other? Unfortunately, except by Doctors
Gall and Spurzheim, they have not been studied together, for
in what is called Physiological Psychology, separate studies
—what one set of Scientists conjectures of the mind, and what
another set has found in the brain—have been merely patched
together. The mind belongs to the Psychologist, who as a
Doctor of Philosophy knows nothing of the brain, while
the brain is turned over to the Anatomist, a Doctor of
Medicine, who knows nothing of the mind.

Here we see a further cause of the failure of Phrenology to
secure acceptance as a science, which, as suggested by Mr.
Wallace, happened about sixty years ago. This was a great
calamity, for there is nothing to take its place. The Doctors
of Philosophy and the Doctors of Medicine, working on
their several lines, have made no progress in mental science,
they have disclosed no undisputed fact, and they have evolved
no consistent or definite system. Indeed, there are as many
conflicting systems as there are authors.

The failure of the Doctor of Medicine to discover the
mental functions of the brain is easily accounted for.
Anatomy reveals no function. The structure of the heart
had been known to the medical profession for so long a
period of time that it was comparatively but the other day
when William Harvey discovered its function of circulating
the blood. The announcement of this discovery had a prompt
but only a partial acceptance, for it is said that no English
physician, at that time above the age of forty years, gave his
assent to it, while on the Continent it met with opposition
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and ridicule. The doctor is preéminently and often exclu-
sively a materialist; here was a purely material fact per-
petually presented to him, which he failed to recognize, and
it is useless to expect him to do something mueh more diffi-
cult, for which he has neither the desire nor the equipment—
to find the spiritual functions of the brain. The doctor does
not regard himself as unfitted for this task, not at all,—he
thinks it is ridiculous. He knows himself to be a competent
observer; the brain is a country he has thoroughly explored
without ever encountering a native, and he is thoroughly
convinced that it is uninhabited. A mental faculty does not
carry a club and cannot make its presence known to him
by whacking him over the head.

Along material lines the labors of the doctor have been
fruitful in largely extending the sphere of useful knowledge.
It was known that one system of the merves transmitted
sensations to the brain, in which alone consciousness resides,
and that a different system of nerves bore from the brain
commands of voluntary motion to the museles of the body
and controlled their execution, but recently a number of
separate centers of sensation and of motion have been found
in the brain. The definite location in the brain of nerve-
centers of voluntary motion, and of other nerve-centers which
regulate the activities of the visceral organs, whose functions
are discharged, for the most part, without our knowledge or
control, is an inestimable boon to surgery; when certain wires
are dead, the surgeon knows the particular center in the
brain which is out of order and just where to operate. An
eminent Doctor of Medicine, in a recent magazine article,
sets forth the Anatomy of the brain in connection with these
new discoveries, with attractive lucidity, making it an occa-
sion, however, for a fresh assault on Phrenology. In
speaking of the location of brain centers, he says, it was
the early endeavor of Phrenologists to map out the homes
of the mental faculties and give each its name. It seems
scarcely worth the while to characterize the methods or results
of these geographers of the brain.” Of the thoroughly
scientific and almost inconceivably painstaking method of
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Doctors Gall and Spurzheim, this Author evidently knows
nothing, and he also knows nothing of the System of Mental
Philosophy which is its result. Continuing, he says, “to
those who believe in them [these methods and results] we
might seem harsh, and to those who do not believe in them
consideration would be supererogation.”

Descending to particulars the Doctor states an objection
which appears to him to be conclusive. He says, “ Phrenol-
ogists have construeted charts which define every bit of
surface of the brain. These charts are rather popular.
People love thoroughness and these charts seem of its essence.
That they have found the homes of all the most ethereal
functions and left no abiding place for the motor functions,
the regions which enable our beautiful machinery to run,
is unfortunate according to the point of view. As a com-
mercial proposition—no. As a seientific exposition—yes.”

In the motive centers and the nerves connecting with them,
the Doctor has found only the apparatus of motion, merely
inert matter apart from the psychical origin of motion—the
will, inspired by the emotions and informed by the intelli-
gence, which causes and direets all the innumerable purposed
actions of the physical man. Must this spiritual agent which
gives motion to the machinery and controls its operations
have a place somewhere apart from it? TIs it conceivable that
the spiritual power and its material instrument must
mutually exclude each other, or that the instrument may
occupy so much space that there is no room for the power
which operates it?

The brain is the business office of the mind—the spiritual
man. It is the noblest structure in the world and stands
in the noblest place. It is perfectly equipped for business
purposes. It has an elaborate system of telegraph lines for
the receipt and prompt distribution of intelligence, and
another system of lines for transmitting orders to a multitude
of active servants. It is an organized business with numerous
departments, and that some of them should have central
offices for the receipt of intelligence and its inter-communiea-
tion, and others of them should have central offices for the
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transmission of orders and control of their exeeution, is
what a business man would naturally expeect; but it would
surprise him to be told that in the central offices the desks
were all vacant, that there is nobody there, never had been
and never would be, that the office apparatus took up so
much material space that there was no room for a spiritual
operator.

The medical profession has accorded little weight to “ the
evidence of things not seen.” Mind cure is as well authen-
ticated as medical cure, and it was and is the duty of the
doctor as a professional healer, at least, to invoke its aid.
His invincible materialism has prevented this. The accept-
ance of mind cure and its rational use would have given us
pharmacy plus faith, instead of which there is a fight of
Faith versus Pharmacy often exceedingly irrational, which
is becoming world wide, and everywhere it is going against
the defendant.

The loss of a prospective benefit may be more serious, but
it 18 not as impressive as an immediate injury. Property,
liberty, and life itself, are often at stake upon a question of
testamentary, contractual, or criminal ecapacity, or some
alleged mental aberration. Such matters are often decided
by an ordinary doctor, and upon the certificate of two doctors
a sane man may be imprisoned for life. In a big will case,
or murder case, however, if the parties have money, that
most grotesque and expensive creature, the professional
Alienist, is put upon the witness stand, to pronounce a judg-
ment of sanity or insanity, based upon a hypothetical question
which it takes half an hour to read. His answer surprises
no one, for it always sustains the theory of the party who
called him, and there are other experts to corroborate him;
but the other side has as many or more experts to swear
directly to the contrary, the result being a mass of conflicting
and unintelligible testimony, which is a hindrance to the
administration of justice. To the professional witness, the
opportunity to propound his theories to Court and Jury and
a listening world, brings fame and profit. Happy is the
expert, who can invent a new phase of mental disorder, and
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give it a name, which has a run in the newspapers, and
captivates the fancy of endmen in the minstrel shows. For-
tunately, ‘“ the man in the street” is accepted by the Court
as a competent witness, and juries having common sense
give more weight to his festimony than to that of the profes-
sional witness.

Since the above mentioned failure of Phrenology, the
Doctor of Medicine has made no intentional contribution to
the progress of the science of mind. If there has been such
progress, it is owing to the labors of the Psychologist, who
has been very active. It is a matter of business with him and
he must be always on the job. His time-honored method,
which is held to be the only seientific method, is introspection ;
he explores his own consciousness, and a transeription of its
records is his contribution to the science of Psychology. The
method is easy, but the results are diverse and contradictory.
John Fearne, an opponent of Bishop Berkeley, writing more
than sixty years ago, heads his chapter upon the scope and
limits of inquiry proper to the philosophy of mind, “ The
Striking Inconsistency of the Views which have been taken of
the Subject,” and Herbert Spencer, after giving many pages
of his Psychology to the search for a datum for his system,
says, “ the need for this preliminary inquiry is abundantly
proved by the utter eonfusion of current opinion upon all
fundamental questions.” The science is in no better case
than it was sixty years ago.

Definition of the distinctions of psychical life as cogni-
tions, feelings, and conatives, goes back to Aristotle, and
until lately has been generally accepted, but it is now taught
that feeling is the only primordial element, all others being
derivatives, a doectrine which is said by its opponents “to
derive its plausibility from the vagueness of psychologieal
terminology.”

A recent and what should be regarded as authoritative
statement, made by a professor of the science, is as follows:
“The datum for a Psychology if it is to be a scientific
Psychology is—Thought goes om, there are processes of
thought in the world.”
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“The subject matter of Psychology is thought just as
thought exists, thought looked at for its own sake and
interest.”

“The method of Psychology is introspection—in the
physical sciences we look out upon a world that is shared by
everyone alike, in Psychology we look within upon our
personal world.”

“The problem of Scientific Psychology is to bring order
out of the chaos of immediate experience.”

It is not proposed to change individual experience but out
of its chaos to bring some orderly way of thinking about it—
an impossible task, every effort to accomplish which results
in confusion worse confounded. We are warned that
Aristotle’s basis of the Science is a quicksand and exploring
it further we never come upon solid ground. There is no
recognition of any innate propemsity or power; faculties,
capacities, and dispositions are expressly and indeed con-
temptuously denied, the mind is not an organization, but
modes of motion, of which no two observers give a like report.
We encounter endless and most abstruse disquisitions upon
the patent and latent errors of Kant, Hume, Locke, Bain,
Reid, Hamilton, Spencer, and other eminent authors, and a
considerable part of every important work or essay upon
Psychology consists of detailed and general dissent from all
other authors.

That Psychology is a science is insisted upon by its pro-
fessors and teachers, but the study of thought “ just as
thought exists, thought looked at for its own sake and
interest,” naturally has little interest for anvbody except the
looker-on, and it has no relation to character, conduct, or
anything in the wide world except the making of a book about
itself.

It is claimed that Psychology has made progress because
it has taken on a new phase. It has become experimental
and has laboratories equipped with delicate and elaborate
apparatus. Registration of the action of nerve fluid or nerve
force, in normal conditions, or under the influence of internal
or external stimuli, is interesting, but it adds nothing to the
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science of mind, nor would it do so even if it could give the
length of an idea in millimetres and the weight of an emotion
in milligrammes. Such an achievement of the New School of
Psychology would have no more value than that of a professor
of the Old School, who, without the aid of machinery, sets
forth in detail the elements of the state of mind of a dog
who has just finished his daily meal, carefully designating
them by large and little letters of the alphabet.

For many reasons Herbert Spencer’s system of Psychology
should receive large consideration. He endeavors to extend
the alleged causes and processes of the evolution of the body,
to the evolution of mind, and to define mental phenomena
in terms of matter and motion. Necessarily he dissents from
pretty much everything that had been taught by other au-
thors, his initial chapters furniching the following examples:
Reid, in his essay on The Intellectnal Powers of Man, “ beats
the air, he assumes all that Scepticism ealls in question;”
“ Sir William Hamilton’s doetrines look tenable but some of
his main propositions are open to objection, and, especially,
his proposition on which depends the whole defense of Com-
mon Sense against Scepticism, is not only disputed, but if
true, it would not help his side of the case;” the basie
proposition of Descartes is condemned ; and Mill’s ideas are
criticised at great length and dissented from; all of which
is a preparatory clearing up of the ground on which to lay
the corner stone of his own system of Psychology.

In his data of Psychology, Mr. Spencer declares himself
to be ¢ primarily concerned with psychological phenomena as
phenomena of Evolution; and, under their objective aspect,
these, reduced to their lowest terms, are incidents in the
continuous re-distribution of Matter and Motion. Apart
from any doctrine of Evolution, true conclusions respecting
psychical phenomena must be based on the facts exhibited
throughout all nature; and that the above statement does
literally nothing else than express these facts—expresses too,
all that direct induction can tell us respecting these essential
relations.”

After discussing the Data of Psychology, the Seope of
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Psychology, and giving a General Synthesis and a Special
Synthesis, Mr. Spencer reaches this conelusion: “ A succes-
sion of changes being thus the subject matter of Psychology,
it is the business of Psychology to determine the law of their
succession. That they follow one another in a particular
way the existence of the intelligence itself testifies. The
problem is to explain this order.”

Definitions are dangerous and generalities often mislead-
ing, but it may be said that, posing as a Realist, Mr. Spencer
is a Phenomenalist; he has a phenomenal mind in a phe-
nomenal world, while Phrenology has a real mind in a real
world. His system is a study of the evolution of mind and
with this Phrenology has no concern. Phrenology defines
the mental faculties and their special organs in the brain,
without inquiring how they were made, and, with respect to
faculties which are common to man and the animals, it holds
that they have a corresponding location in the animal’s brain.
A mental faculty is a finished produet, it never changes its
nature nor does the organ change its place; the newly
acquired bit of brain is always in a higher place, it is always
the dwelling-place of a new and higher faculty, and, however
it may have been acquired, it is never lost. The evolution
of mind to its completion in man, is concurrent with develop-
ment of brain, and thus its ascending steps are definitely and
ineradicably marked, by the stages which are the final halting
places of the less favored animals.

With Mr. Spencer neither mind nor brain is considered to
have a quality of permanence, both are in a state of evolution
and devolution ; faculties are not simple qualities or powers,
but responses to assemblages of phenomena, which assem-
blages may at first be casual, but if they become habitual,
the response, beginning as an incipient emotion, becomes an
established emotion, always subject, however, to change and
degradation. The difference between the two systems is
well brought out by Mr. Spencer’s objections to, and his
commendation of, Phrenology, which must be quoted in full.
He says, “ Among fundamental objections to their [the
Phrenologists’] view, the first to be set down is, that they

2


























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































