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astray, and asks and procurcs a wrong mental verdict.  Thus in
sanity reduces itself to errer of sudgment m violation of natural law
or order To break unjust human iaw may be a sane act, and al
thongh the converse may not be true, yet alk proper and beneficial
hunan Jaw must be in harmony wath the cternal fitness of things.
Moral depravity may blunt conseaence, or reiterated acts of wicked-
ness may almost annuhilate tts operations, but, the more reason is
used, the more acute and powcsful st becomes.  Its abuse i3 often
the occasion, i not the cause of abbersstion of mind.  Taylor says:
“ A lunatic may have the ponwer of dustangun/ung nght from wrong,
* but he has not the powst of eievssng nght from wrong.”  An ¢rror
lurks here, fur whatever he cZovso to do, 1> a volition, and of neces-
sity free, because performed.  The ceie 15 a_free act, orat could not
be done  He is not sufficiently ;.\phcn n dmmguxshmg bct\vccn
the natural bias of man to wiched h to o
vice- and his intdlectual disenmination, (or ,er to distinguish,) .
T am well aware that junists hold, 1n a modined form, some of the .
views I have enunciated, in regard to culpable cnme, n certain
insane acts.  Dr. Carpenter's theory—Zmpulssze Emotional Tnsanily
— is now gererally accepted, and the plea cnmunally used.  Sudden
incentives to crime are held by such, to mvolve a certan want of o
moral wrong  The criminal may be abie to disunguish between
tight and wrong.  He hnows his act 15 a violation of moral, as weli
as criminal law, and s the face of this hght, he 15 mpelied to dia-
bolical deeds, it may be cven without motives,  The domnant idea (.
I said to prevail agamss the will. - Even Blackstone 1s led into such
loose expressions as these, and speaks ot no human action being
criminal, in a legal sense, when there 15 evidence of zan? of will
and this volition is overruled by inward cnnunal desire, or outward
alien force  Itis of course, rank runsense to say that any mental
act can be done without the consent ot the witl.  The fact that it 13
done, is evidence of consent.  Physical agency must not be con- i
foanded with volition, for the hand of a comatose man may be used
as an instruwent to do murder, or sign a will, and he, as a lwing, '
thinking being, “have no lut nor part mn the matter.” When the .
passions, desires, or emotions, move the l‘,go to perpetrate cnme, it 15 '
done always with the consent of the will, else 1t never could be done o
by him It is wrong, then, to exculpate on the plea that a man is
“convinced against his will,” to act, and therefore there should be a




