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stantially held by both; the system of n6.ther party containing
any positive thinkable truth over and above wvhat I have nien-
tioncd: that men act from motives.

flhc piinciple of Edwards is, that the strongest motive de-
termines the Will. But wvhatevcr there may be in this doctrine,
we may at ail events simplify the formula by striking out the word
- strongest." For what is meant by strongest motive? There
is no conceivable test by ivhich the relative strengrth of twvo con-
tending motives can bc estimatcd, except the actual resuit in
which a struggle between them issues. A strain is brought to
b.-ar upon a cable. XVhich of tle two, forces is the stronger, the
strain or the tenacity of the rope? Wait and ycu shall sce. If
the rope break, the former. If it do not break, the latter. So,
(I suppose Edwards would say), %%,len two motives act upon the
\Vill ive can judgc or thecir relativc strcngth by the rcsuit Good.
Then, the strongcr motive is by definition that which prevails
And ;ience the formula, the strongest motive detcrmines the \VilI
is reducible to this, the motive. which d&termines the XVili, dctcr-
mines the W ill, a proposition in -wiach the utmost amnount of
truth that can possibly bc contained is, that the XVill is dctcr-
mincd by motivcs.

The word - strongeSt "'sccmed to, be somcwlvhat, but lias
turncd out to bc nothing. It lias iani:ýlcd, and the simpliied
formula rcmains in our liands; motives dctcrmine thc XVi.

Docs this express anything more than Uic fact that voluatarr
action is pci for:ncd fmmi motive ? To <Iiscùvcr what more it cx-
presscs, ir a-nything, wvc must inquire ivhiat the dctcrniiination
spokici of1 is. It is cplncdto bic a. spccicc of casual relation.
in which motives, stand to vohit-oo. lu fact, thc soic ponilive
proni whvlichi -thadsgi's for lus doctrine, andi, tlicrclorc, the
.soie icans wc have for escertaining Ulic precise import of tliat
doctrine, is rnuintci n the principlc Unit wlhacver cornes to a<
must have a causec. This iii susbstance. is also the n= pcsitve
a", rncnt crnpiloycd byj Lcibnity; in his llcodict*c, and iii hi%
cnrre<pndciic, ivith Clarkc, ini suppobrt of a conclusion sinflar t<ý
that of l-Wvrs. fc nay, -aliiy<uc tlcrore, tdit it
cont;ins ilhe vhin1 eist of the m;alttcr.

E-7dard,. cxplati:îs, tluat lie empioys thc terni cause " in asîs
mort c.\tcnçivc tlian that ini which iL st ntne uscd."' 11,
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