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ADDRESS.

ALL true science is of slow growth. All true knowledge has
ever been, and, from its very nature, must ever continue to be
an attainment, more or less gradual and progressive, and more
or less difficult of acquisition. Often does even the most
elementary knowledge, or the simplest and plainest truth, seem
to us to have been late and tardily acquired or discovered, and
the world wonders how it could happen, that what is now such
manifest and beautiful and far-darting light, should have re-
mained so long obscure, or altogether hidden. This is true of
all subjects of investigation, though it is more.strictly and re-
markably so of some than of others. History can be written
only after it has been acted. Nations must have lived and died,
they must have played their parts on this stage of the world,
before their lives and deaths and doings can become the sub-
Jects of recital and commentary. Great biographies must be
lived and acted before they can be recorded. And, furthermore,
it may be, that ages shall elapse after the annalist has registered
his facts, before their relations come to be fully understood, and
the chain, which runs through them all and binds them together,
is rendered visible and luminous by the light of philosophy.

Especially is this the case with all knowledge which is the
result of experiment and observation. Through a slow, irregu-
larly moving and progressive process, Lave zll the naturel
sciences been obliged to pass. 'The very art'itsélf of cbserva-
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tion and induction was, until within a comparatively recent
period of time, either unknown or disregarded, almost wholly ;
and, even now, it is but imperfectly, and in part only, under-
stood and practised. F'irst, after long groping in the dark, or
in a shadowy and uncertain twilight, are materials collected
and partially examined, One man finds out the art of polishing
a lens ;—another watches the motions of a star ;—a third counts
the stamens of a flower: this smelts an ore in his rude furnace ;
—that measures the ebb and flow of the ever-moving tides.
And so on, day after day, through ages, perhaps, atom by atom,
is the pile heaped up, heterogeneous and unsifted, grain and
chaff, gems and rubbish together.

The science of mathematics, even,—that purest abstraction of
the intellect,—independent, as it is, of the senses, and of all
observation,—far removed, as it is, froin the sources of fallacy
and error, so inseparably connected with observation, has been,
from its first origin up to the present day, slow and irregular in
its advancement in comprehensiveness, simplicity and power.

It has generally happened, that the progress of each of the
sciences depending on observation and induction, has been
signalized by some one or more remarkable epochs. These
epochs are constituted, not by the addition to those already
ascertained, of novel or important facts, but by the establish-
ment of the general principles of the science ;—by the discovery
of the true laws which govern its phenomena, or in accordance
with which, its objects are arranged. 1t has, also, generally
happened, that, for the establishment of these principles and
laws, we have been indebted to the extraordinary genius and
sagacity of some one, or of some very few individuals. An
epoch of this kind was the discovery of the Fluxionary calculus
in the history of mathematical science. The labors of Linneus
in Botany, of Haller in Physiology, of Lavoisier and Dalton in
Chemistry, of Cuvier in Zoology, constituted like remarkable
eras in each of these several sciences. Each of these cras
creates, not a.revolution merely, but it constitutes a new birth,
a regeneration of the science in which it occurs. The uncer-
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tain and indefinite becomes definite and certain. That which
was before meaningless, becomes now significant. The appa-
rently trivial and useless, in consequence of taking its appro-
priate position, is made important and valuable. That which
was before without form, and void, assumes shape and arrange-
ment, and is filled with a new creation. The spirit has brooded
over the chaos, transforming it into order, and covering it with
beauty. The breath of life is now breathed into the body,
before cold and inanimate. The limbs now move, the heart
beats, the eye sees, the tongue utters. The scicnce, whatever
it may be, is no longer barren; it becomes prolific of new and
great results ; it starts on a fresh career ; 1t spreads its wings
for a bolder flight. Henceforward there is opened to it a
broader and a clearer pathway.

It must be obvious enough, I think, to any one who has at
all looked into the subject, that the science of the human mind
constitutes no exception to the remarks already made in rela-
tion to the slow growth of most of the other sciences. Certain,
at any rate, is it, that hitherto, till within a very short period,
it has been surrounded by the same thick obscurity and vague-
ness which have enveloped the other sciences previous to the
discovery of their true laws,—to the establishment of their
fundamental principles. Almost the whole history of meta-
physics is a record of absurdities, and inconsistencies, and
contradictions. The very name has beconie, almost by common
consent, only another term for intellectual harlequinism and
jugglery. Never has the human mind been guilty of playing
more fantastic tricks, than when attempting by misdirected and
impotent efforts to unriddle the mystery of its own constitution.
It is certainly unnecessary for me, whether speaking to phre-
nologists or to anti-phrenologists, to insist upon this particular
point, or to spend any time in the supererogatory labor of
endeavoring either to prove or to illustrate the almost universal
unsatisfactoriness, emptiness, and unprofitableness of those
subtle fancies,—those shadowy and spectral visions of the
human understanding, which have been dignified with the
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itle of metaphysics,—which have arrogated to themselves the
high distinctions of philosophy.

Whether the phrenological era holds a like place in the
history of the science of mind, which the Baconian era holds
in the history of the art of observation and induction, or the
Newtonian in that of the sciences of mathematics and astrono-
my, Is yet an unsettled and disputed matter. A large majority
indeed of the scientific and learned world wholly deny the
claims of phrenology to the character ofa science. They treat it
for the most part with contempt; or, at best, they regard it but as
oneamong the many delusions of the age. There is a question
then. Are they, its contemners and opposers, right; or are we
so, its disciples and advocates? Is Phrenology true, or is it
false? Is it a sky-rocket only, shooting up, with a transient
and artificial glare, some few hundred feet in the atmosphere of
the earth, or is it indeed a new star, kindled and set forever in
the depths of the firmament ?

It will be the object of this Address, to exhibit some of the
reasons which we have for believing that Phrenology does
constitute a great era, analogous to those of which I have
spoken ;—that it is, what it claims to be, the true science of the
human mind ;—that its laws are the laws of the human mind;
—that it has interpreted, truly, that revelation of God written in
the constitution of man’s spiritual nature.

Phrenology, in so far as it claims to have demonstrated the
existence of a multiplicity of cerebral organs, each concerned
in the manifestation of a primary and elemental faculty or
power of the mind, must rest for support, singly and exclusive-
ly, on observation. The truth of this fundamental proposition
of the science, we believe, has been so established. It is not
my purpose, at the present time, to go into this part of the
subject, for the good reason, among others, that I have not
qualified myself sufficiently, by practical study, to do so; and I
pass from it with the single remark, that the scicnee, so far as
its organology, so called, is concerncd, appeals to this only and
ultimate test of its pretensions to truth, and that by this test
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alone can it be fairly tried and judged. I may say, also, that
the opposers of phrenology have, for the most part, overlooked
or misapprehended this fact; and that they have, instead of
endeavoring to controvert the alleged results of observation, in
the only way in which such results can be controverted, by
counter observation, resorted to reasoning or to speculation,
based only upon certain gratuitous and assumed premises, or,
as has been more commonly the case, to misrepresentation and
ridicule.

Leaving this topic, then, I proceed to say, that the true sci-
ence of the human mind ought to issue in human good ;—it
ought to be productive of beneficent results. Such has been
the case with all the other sciences ;—such ought, also, to be the
case with this. Astronomy, mathematics, geology, chemistry,
physiology, have all proved themselves not merely subjects of
abstract intellectual interest and curiosity, but matters of great
practical usefulness. "They have acted upon man’s daily life.
They have aided in improving his spiritual nature, and they
minister to his commonest wants. 'They enlarge and elevate
his mind ; they clothe and nourish and protect his body. They
make the elements his servants to do his bidding. 'They make
his time-keepers, for seconds, or for ages, the stars on the dial-
plate of the sky. They carry him over the land,—they guide
him across the sea,—his pillar of cloud by day, and of fire by
night. Unfolding to him the mysteries of the visible world,
they bring him nearer to its author, God. If Phrenology, I
repeat, is what it pretends to be, it must also, like its sister
sciences, show itself directly instrumental in promoting the
best interests of the human race. And if it does so show itself|
we have a right to see herein another evidence of its truth. I
shall, therefore, after these preliminary observations, endeavor
to apply this test of the claims of Phrenology, derived from
some few of its leading tendencies and results, both practical
and philosophical-—from the natural and inevitable issues of
its principles and laws.

The first general result of the Phrenological doctrines of



