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cases, aud, in every degree of it, an involuntary
act ot the understanding., 1lad this propusition
beenlimited to cusesinwhich the mind is fairly,and
undeniably secking for information, and fully com-
petent to weigh the ovidence obtained, there seems
to be very littie ground for doubting the truth of
what it asserts.  The mind then proceeds upon
clear and satisfactory cvidence, and can neither
give nor withhold its assent, but according to that
degree of evidence which ia before it.  But, when
daily and manifest proofs are constantly at hand to
show that mankind form many of their opinions
teom prejudice, pussion, interrst, habit, negligence,
and indifference avout truth, it secems far too
sweeping a conclusion, to assert, that all opimions
formed in this manuer are involuntary. If pre-
vailing desires, interested pursuits, carelessness,
inattention, Le voluutary acts or habits depen-
dent on choice, the opimons forined in consequence
of these causes, must be so also. If these are
uot voluntary, i¢ will be difficult to show that any
acts whatever are of that character,

But it is time to consider the proofs or argu-
ments which the author hus adduced in support of
Lis assertion. Thkev wmay be reduced to three :
First, that the evidence in favor of propositions
concernng which different opinions areentertained,
toes Dot duler 1 ats nature, but only in degree,
from that in favour of propositions which com-
mand universa) ussent ; Secondly, that the mind
is pussive in the reception of all the impressinns
toat intluence beliel or dishelief; and consequently
camnot itself produce any change in that effect ;
"f'h rdly, that every one is conscious of not being
uble to resist any evidence fairly laid before him.

With iegard to the first of these, it is granted
by all faquirers, that in the case of propositions ad-
wiiting of arithmetical or mathematical proof, or
of proof from experiments, or of historical events
perfectly authenticated, the mind cannot refuse
13 assenl. But it by no means follows, as the
aathur argues, that in doubtful or uncertain pro-
positions, the taind must be still cqually incapable
ol resisting or quakiying uccording to its choice,
tie assent which it gives or refuses. In such
cases there §s ofien much difficulty i balancing
witferent kinds and degrees of evidence.  Wishes
and desires lead to overlook doubtful arguments,
Previous bisbits of thinking give un undue weight
to one st of urgumnents sbove another. Allure
not pepured to sacrifice every thing in favour of
teuth.  Derhaps no ian 1s prepared to do so with
regard to every kind of truth,  And if the mind
has nay preddection i favour of one sideof the
guwut inut that Lie other, it soor;, too soon,
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learns to dwelluponthose views of the subject which
goto confirm what it desires.  Andin the endy
frequently forgets that there existed any cause for
hesitation. It feels as confident in its own belief
as if it had never entertained o doubt. These are
voluntary acts of the mnind, if there are any such,

Theact of forgetting is indeed, not o voluntary
actitself. But it may be, and often is, the effect of
various voluntary acts, such asa desire and an ef.
fort, to employ our minds on other and more en-
grossing subjects.

But because beliefis necessary, and consequent-
ly involuntary, in cases in which the evidence is
complete, the anthor conceives it obviously, fol.
lows, that in cases of doubt the effect produced
must be also involuntary, Now thig consequence
is by no means legitimately drawn, Whenever
the eviaence of a proposition becomes imperfect,
whenever the mind begins to waver and hesitate,
and doubt, it begins also to settle upon different
parts of the proofs adduced, toselect one argy-
ment and pass by another, according to its previ-
ous habits, and not unfrequently according to its
previous wishes and desires, that one side or other
may be found to be established, It is undoubted-
iy true, as in this work asserted, that the mind can
have no power to change the naturc of the evidence
beforeit. But it appears to havea power to fix
uttention on oue part of that evidence more than on
another, to withdraw itself altogether from some
of the features of it, and to fix itself esclusively
upon others that may be more in accordance witl;
its inclinations, and more dircctly leading to the
conclusions at which it wishes to arrive, It may
be perfectly true all this time, that the mind docs
not desire to wander from the truth ; but finding
the truth difficult to come at, it desires to follow
its former bent, or the bent that may be agrecable
to it,but without perceiving that it has abandoned
the path of enquiry. ‘Truth,it issuid, is ina well;
he who is vnwilling to dive for it, must flounder
in the wavesat the surfuce,

The mind can probably at no time desire to be
in error with regard to any thing which it deems
important ; but it may consider things as trivial
which are not so : it may desire to aveid the trou-
ble of enquiry, and it may be iuclined to avoid un-
welcome information wlile there is a chance of jts
not being true.

The author's second argument to prove the mind
to be involuntary in the formation or adoption ofits
opinios, is, that it is passive in the reception of
all the impressions that influence belief or disbe-
lief. “By mere volition,” says he, “ we cannot
call up any ides, nor, thercfore, any numberof



