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und hoarding up of proporty. We do noi sno that his will-powor
in that direction is strongest, $hcugh mind and will may bo corres
poulingly weak in othor respects,  On the cther hand, look at nm
whosu chief desire and deiight consists in doing good to othors—
in oxorcising bonevolenco—and wo find that his atrongest will-
power lios in tho prosecution of that object. ¥la may bo weak and
inofiicient in his faculty of accumulating property, and we, inva-
rinbly, find his will-power in that divection, correspordingly weak.
In tho caso of tho murderor, the thief, or the liburtine, wo find tho
snumo invarinble ficts and correspondences ; nor aro these facts con-

fined to tho human, but aro apparent among the lowor animals as
woll. Take the tiger for instance, and compare its character with
that of thoe rabbit, or tho hawk with that of the dove. Thoe com. )
pamtive anatumist on comparing their brains and skulls, finds tho !
samo differenco in shape, etc., as thy animals oxhibit in their
characters. The hare has little will-power in tho presenco of dan-
gor, excopt tho will to run away, while the tiger has tho strong
desiro and will to grapplo with his antagonist and destroy. The
hog i3 said to be a ““ wilful brute,"——to havo a strong will, such us
it is—and a3 contrary as a black hog,” is a proverbial saying,
algo “ a3 docile asa lumb.” From this it will be scon that much
iutellect is not a necessary concomitant of strong will power.
Mules and jackasses also have the reputativn of possessing a very
respoctablo apportionment of that commodity which wo are
attorapting to discuss and oxplain. Thus we seo that Will exists |
in the lower animals, and in different degrees and manifestations. |
‘Tho same docile sheep, in othor respects so destitute, apparently, I
of Will, in the preservation and defenso of her offspring will slow
most decided will-power. Horo 18, apparently, a contradiction |
but oaly apparently, Why does she? Tho explanation is simple.
The maternal fecling is strong—that portion of the brain being
Jarge—and hence the strong dJesire or will to protect her offspring,
even at the expeznso of her own safoty. Tho timid and shrinking
woman, with pothaps, littlo will-power in other respeets, will,
under cortain civeumstances, manifest extrordinary will-power in
saving her child. Every one has seen instances of this kind.
The explanation is tho same.  All these facts which migbt be mul-
tiplied and amplifisd indefinately, go to show that Will is not «
sprcific and single faculty, seperate from the mind, but is identicai 1
with the mind, and an esseatial pact of the mentel facutties. Thoy |
o to show that will-power nuay bo strong in some respects and !
weak in others, in the same individual, which is inconsistent with !
tho other bypothesis. Tho facts and phenomena of human expori
onco car bo explained satisfactorily on no other basis yet udvancel,
Tho old systems of mental philosophy utterly fail to deal witL |
them. Tho science of Mind brought t« light and taught by Gall, |
Spurzheim, Combo, Mann, Caldwell and others, being tonndud upun
demonstrable organic conditions, is, vrithout doubt, fundimentally
true, (novwithstanding the imperfect condition of its literature, as
yot) and is dosu ~ed to suporcedo all thoold systoms. Itsnomen-
clature is differont, its mcthods aro different, and its conclusions
are widely different. It is now being accepted in its first princi-
ples by many of the foremost thinkers. Its fundimental principles
are, that the brain is the organ of the wind, that the mind consists
of o plurality of faculties, that the different facultios of the raind
are dependent upon difforent portions of the brain tor their mani-
festations, that sizo of-brain, or portions of it, other conditions
being cqual, is tho measuro of tho fundimental power of tho diffor-
ent faculties.

Having thus scon what the Will is, its freedom will be noxt
considered. As already show= the theological assumption of tho |
freedom of the Will, is warranted by acither Kant's system nor
Tocke's—tbe Intuitional nor Experientinl School of Philosophy.
Fuarther still, from lending such warrant or aitl {which will bo
shown 1a tho next article) 18 tho system of Gall and Spurzlieim,
which, however, in somo of its privciples, approximates tho
Exporicntial philosopby, and is to that oxtent included by it

{ To be Continued.)

In oue¢ oyes Lelief has no worth if it bo not gained by tho re-

floction of tho individual.—ZReran.

RENAR ON PEAYER.

TRANSLATED BY J, L. STODDARD, IN BOSTON ‘‘inpex.”

I do not object to prayer as a mystichymn. Every act of admiration,
of joy, and of love ia in this senso a prayer. But sellish prayer, the
prayor by which o finito being scoks to aubstituto his will for that of
tho Infinite Being, this I rojoct, and hold it to bo oven n sort of insult
offered (no doubt innocently) to tho Doity. In primitive ages, when
a horo was dovoured by a cancor, he was bolieved to bo caten by a god.
Fresh meat was thereforo offered to the Doity on the snﬂ) osition that
ho would prefer this to rho flesh of tho suffarer, ey~ would "eave him.
In a somowhat similar way tho unscientific wan belioves that there
arc supernatural beings acting directly in the aflairs of the world,
from whom ho may obtain by moans of supplication an action conform-
ablo to his desires.  But that such supplication has ever been followed
by its desired cffect has nover been proven. Tno Greek philosophers
saw this perfecily. One of $hem, Diagoras of Melos, tc whom aomo
one pointed out the offerings of the sailows in a templo of Noptune,
remarked ;: ““THRY COUST THE 8AVED, BUT NOT THK DROWNED WHo,
NEVERTHELESS, HAD MADE VoWs LIKE THE ormers!” How ndmirably
said ! Yes, in such matters one only takes noto of tho favorable
cases ; the sponge is passed over those which do not accord with thie
illusions which ono wishes to indulge in, This is tho oxplanation of
all mirnclea. A prayer is in reality a request for » miracle, sinco ho
who prays solicita tho Deity to changn for his advantago the courso
which Nature would otherwiso follow.

Tho sick man who prays tu recuver, when, according to the natural
order of things he must die, asks for a miracle. Tho peasants who
make their prcessions  in order to secure rain, ur to cause it to cease,
in reality rc(lucst amiracle. Thoy ask that rain may fall at 8 moment
when naturally it would not fall, an ovent which would require for
its accomplishnont an utter ovolution in the stato of the atmosphere.

{ A copious rain in the month of June depends upon phenomens which

took place in the menth of May amid tho icebergs of the north pole.
Tho Deity must, therefore, have known a month beforohand the
prayer’ which wero to bo addressed to him ; he must have turaed his
attention to the nction of the iceburgs, and ither interfered in their
formotion or provented the ico of tho pole in its southerly advanco
from having its ordinary effccts in the chilling and condensation of
mgors. What is this, if not a miracle?

: ordor that the wide-spread belief in prayer should be well-
founded, it would first bo nccessary to rrove zomo cases whero prayer
has been cflicacious, that is to eay, where prayer hes caused ovents
to follow a diffcrent course frume the une wluch thoy would have
followed without it. Now such & proof has never been givon and
nover will be. People have prayed over sinco the beginning of the
worla ;: but we havo no proof that o prayer or a vow has over been
answered. Nearly threo thousand Carthsginian inscriptions, bearing

} close resemblance to each uther, havo been recently exhumed. On each

ono nf thes. some pious Carthaginian tolls us that Tanith and Baal-

.on have heard his prayer, in proof of winch ho has erected tlus
Fttle votive tablat  Very wall; but Tanith and Baal-Hamumon are
{also gods! No once any longer admits that thoy were ablo to grant
the favor sought.  The three thousand inseriptions of Carthago attest
a mistake. Heaps of votive tablete cannut therefore bo consmdered
as o proof that a prayer has ever been answored. Even though the
mass of a population should beliove that they had cx%eriencod the
cfficacy of prayer, that would provo nothing. Tho Carthaginians
clamed to have experionced tho samo cfficacy, and were deceived,
for their gods, as every ono will now confess, were poworless * * # ¥+

Tho absence of supernatural intorvontion is ssen-in tho cvents of
history. Tho most pious anu Orthodox nauons arc often boaten by
the less pious and less Orthodox, without tho faintest proof that a
superior providenco has favored any other party than tho wmost
corageous and tho strongest. Tho pretended god of armies is always
on the sido of tho nation which has tho best artillery and tho best
geaerals, . <.

Nature shows in her government an absolute indifference to right
orwrong. ‘The sun riscs equally upon the ovil and the geod. Thero
is not then a single fact that leads us to believe that thoro oxiels
outside of humanity fimto boings capablo of acting on our planat.
This docs not mean that no intelligent and active beings oxist outsido
of humanity ; but it docs mean that such beings do not oxtond their
action as far as our planet. .

For, if such a strango action existed, wo should recogmizoit.  Joot us
supposo somo ants cstablished their republic in a vory solitary place,
whero 1nan would only pass two or throe times in & contuary. Let us
furthermore m})posa that thess auts are able to arrive at a knowledgo
of somo of tho laws of Nature, but aro not capzbio of understanding
tho cnormous beifff who, from time + time crushes them. Their
natural philosophy would resemblo ours ; but they would bo obliged



