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think it is, it nevertheless marks the erawhen first
the scientific method extended it

s

domain s
o far as to

include the realm o
f morals within it
s

lawful jurisdic
tion . In this lies the greatest and the permanent
significance o

f Mr. Darwin's theory o
f

conscience . I

cannot say that I view his theory a
s coëxtensive

with the facts ; I must admit that he passes b
y

some
facts which “ natural history , ” indeed , is not called
upon to consider , yet which science in a larger sense
will find essential to a complete theory o

f

morals .

Butwhat he statesaffirmatively is true , in themain ,

and o
f

the highest value ; it will hereafter never b
e

omitted in any philosophy o
f

human nature which
aspires to treat it

s subject in a comprehensive and
scientific manner ; and it gives suggestion and spe

cificdirection to a host o
f inquiries and investigations

which his general theory alone was sure sooner o
r

later to elicit When the twentieth century comes to

count over the jewels bequeathed to it by it
s prede

cessor, the great impulse given t
o thought by the p
a

tience , knowledge ,and genius o
f Charles Darwin will

be among the brightest and most glorious ; while the
magnificent magnanimity with which he has always
gone out o

f

his way to acknowledge any small indebt
edness to others , and to praise even his open antago
nists for whatever truth they may have brought to

light , hasmade it henceforth impossible for scientific
controversy to decline again to the miserable jealous
ies o

f
the past , without incurring the swift and indig

nant rebuke o
f
a world which has now seen what no

bility and dignity can b
e imparted to the warfare o
f

ideasby the self - forgetting love o
f

truth .[For THE INDEX. )

Darwin's Theory o
f

Conscience :

ITS RELATION TO

SCIENTIFIC ETHICS .

KIGHTHLECTURE IN THE COURSEOF SUNDAYAFTERNOOX
LEOTURES, DELIVEREDUNDERTHEAUSPICESOFTHE
FREERELIGIOUSASSOCIATIONIN HORTICULT
URALHALL , BOSTON, FEB. 2

2 , 1874.

BY FRANCIS E. ABBOT .

It is the object of this lecture to state the leading
features o

f

Mr. Darwin's theory of conscience , as

contained in the second volume o
f

his Descent o
f

Man ; then to sketch in outline the fundamental
principles o

f

Ethics , regarded a
s
a Natural Science

independent o
f

all supernatural revelation , whether
real o

r supposed ; and finally to show the relation
which the greatdoctrine o

f

Evolution , andmore par
ticularly Mr. Darwin's application o

f

it , bears to

Ethics so considered and treated . In carrying out
this purpose , I must at the outset beg your indul
gence , if the nature of our subject obliges us to travel
through unbeaten paths , and to encounter the rocks
and thickets which such paths will naturally oppose to

our progress . I trust that your patience and good
nature will not b

e

exhausted , although we shall find
ourselves involved in discussions o

f

an abstract and
possibly arid character , from which the necessity o

f

brevity will exclude the frequent illustrations and
digressions so agreeable to the tired mind in the

• arduous pursuit o
f

truth . If I have erred in re

garding the audience o
f

this “ Course o
f Sunday

Afternoon Lectures " a
s

the most intellectual one
which it has everbeen my privilege to address , you
will pardonme fo

r

bringing before yon a paperwhichperhaps ought to b
e

read rather than listened to ; for
themistake will have beendue to the high concep
tion I entertain of your requirements , and to my conviction that this Course is sustained and attended for
the sole purpose o

f affording a
n opportunity to your

lecturers o
f

communicating the results o
f

researches
which concern the profoundest subjects o

f

humanthought , and which find elsewhereno fitting place o
f

announcement . I will make no apology , therefore ,

fo
r

omitting everything o
f
a merely popular character

from this lecture ,and for treating its subject in themost clear , condensed , and consecutive manner
which mynecessarily hurried preparations have permitted ,

Sir William Hamilton quotes from ImmanuelKant , as the best example he can find o
f

the sublime ,in all three of its highest forms , the well -knownpassagecommencingwith the following words : “ TwoThings there are which , the oftener and the moresteadfastly we consider , fill the mind with an evernew , an ever rising adıniration and reverence ; the
STARRY HEAVENS above , the MORAL LAW within . "Mr. Darwin quotes from the same great thinker an

other passage which is certainly n
o

less exalted :“ Duty ! Wondrous thought , that workest neither b
y

fond insinulation , flattery , nor by any thre t , butmerely b
y

holding up thy naked law in the soul , and

8
0 extorting for thyself always reverence , if not always obedience ; beforewhom a
ll appetites aredumb ,

however secretly they rebel ; whence thy original ? ”This great question- " What is the origin o
f

themoral sense o
f

man ? " - is the question propoundedb
y

Mr. Darwin ; and after saying that it " has been
discussed b

y

many writers o
f

consummate ability , ”he adds ,with a modesty which wins from all his candid readers a
n

admiration ready to melt into a warme
r

sentiment still : “My sole excuse for touching onit is the impossibility of here passing it over , and because , so far as I know , no one has approached itexclusively from the side o
f

natural history . " (Descent o
f

Man , II . ,68. ] In this unpretending mannerMr. Darwin introduces an examination o
f

the origino
f

themoral sense in man which , simply because itis the first attempt to approach the problem purelyfrom the side o
f

natural history o
r

science , I mustrank among themost profoundly important contributions evermade to what has been hitherto vainlystyled the “ Science o
f

Ethics . " Incomplete a
s I

DARWIN'S STATEMENT OF THE THEORY .

T
o proceed to the immediate task in hand , permit

me now to summarize the theory o
f

consciencewhich
Mr. Darwin has advanced . It will be best to do this

in his own words :

" The following proposition seems to me in a high
degree probable - namely , that any animal whatever ,

endowed with well -marked social instincts , would in
evitably acquire a moral sense o

r
conscience , a

s

soon

a
s

it
s

intellectual powers had become a
s

well devel
oped , o

r nearly a
s

well developed , a
s
in man . For ,

firstly , the social instincts lead a
n

animal to take
pleasure in the society o

f
it
s

fellows , to feel a certain
amount o

f sympathy with them , and to perform vari
ous services for them . The servicesmay b

e
o
f
a defi

nite and evidently instinctive nature ; or there may

b
e only a wish and readiness , a
s

with most o
f

the
higher social animals , to aid their fellows in certain
general ways . But these feelings and services are b

y

nomeans extended to all the individuals o
f

the same
species , -only to those o

f

the same association . Sec
ondly , a

s

soon a
s

the mental faculties had become
highly developed , images o

f

all past actions and mo
tives would b

e incessantly passing through the brain

o
f

each individual ; and that feeling o
f

dissatisfaction
which invariably results , a

s we shall hereafter see ,

from any unsatisfied instinct , would arise , a
s

often a
s

it was perceivedthat the enduring and always pres
ent social instinct had yielded to someother instinct ,

a
t

the time stronger , but neither enduring in its na

ture nor leaving behind it a very vivid impression .

It is clear thatmany instinctive desires , such as that

o
fhunger , are in their nature o
f

short duration ; and ,

after being satisfied , are not readily o
r vividly re

called . Thirdly , after the power o
f language had

been acquired and the wishes o
f

themembers o
f

the
same community could b

e distinctly expressed , the
common opinion how each member ought to act for
the public good would naturally become to a large
extent the guide to action . But the social instincts
would still give the impulse to act for the good o

f

the
community , this impulse being strengthened , direct

e
d , and sometimes evendeflected , b
y

public opinion ,

the power o
f

which rests , a
swe shall presently see ,

o
n

instinctive sympathy . Lastly , habit in the indi
vidual would ultimately play a very important part

in guiding the conduct o
f

each member ; for the so

cial instincts and impulses , like all other instincts ,

would b
e greatly strengthened b
y

habit , a
s

would
obedience to the wishes and judgment o

f

the community . ” ( p
p
. 68–70 . )

ANOTHER STATEMENT .

From the above and succeeding statements o
f

Mr.
Darwin , I gather the following as a digest of the lead
ing principles o

f

the theory under consideration :

1
.
“ A moral being , ” h
e says b
y

way o
f

definition ,

" ' is one who is capable of comparing his past and
future actions o
r

motives , and of approving or disapproving o
f

them . Wehave no reason to suppose
that any o
f

the lower animals have this capacity ;

therefore when a monkey faces danger to rescue its
comrade , or takes charge of an orphan -monkey , we donot call his conduct moral . But in the case of man ,

who alone can with certainty b
e

ranked a
s
a moralbeing , actions o
f
a certain class are called moral ,

whether performed deliberately after a struggle withopposing motives , o
r

from the effects o
f slowly gained

habit , o
r impulsively through instinct . " ( p . 85. ]

2
. Any animal becomesmoral a
s

soon a
s
it acquires

sufficient mental power to compare it
s

various motives
and actions in the past , the present , and the future ,

so a
s
to pronounce some o
f

them right and otherswrong . The acquisition o
f
a moral sense , therefore ,depends o
n

the prior acquisition o
f
a certain degree o
f

intellectual power ; this Mr. Darwin , as above quoted ,explicitly states . [ p . 69.1

3
.

The difference between man and the higher ani
mals is one o

f

degree rather than o
f

kind ; but in a

broad way man is now to b
e

classed a
s

moral ,whilethey are non -moral . ( p
p
. 67. 85 , 101.]

4
.
" The moral sense is fundamentally identicalwith the social instincts . " Ipp . 93 , 94. ] In them isit
s origin ; and its later development is only theirhigher manifestation , as modified and directed b
y
increased mental power . Man's moral sense results

from his nature and experience a
s
a social being .

5
.

The social instincts were in the first instancecalled into existence through the law o
f

Natural S
e

lection : Such social qualities ( as sympathy , fidelity,and courage ) , the paramount importance of which isdisputed b
y

n
o

one , were no doubt acquired by th
e

progenitors o
f

man in a similar manner , namely,ihrough vatural selection , aided b
y

inheritedbabit .

[ p . 156. ) “ This instinct ( of sympathy ) no doubtwas
originally acquired , like al

l

the other social instincts,through natural selection . ” ( p . 158. ]6
.

The social instincts are " innate in the lowerani
mals ; " and there is no reason to suppose that th

e

case is otherwise with man . It is unlikely that th
e

moral sense is acquired freshly and independently of

ancestral inheritance b
y

each individual . [ p . 68 .

note . )
7
.

The social instincts are permanent and ever
present ,but not so powerful as thetransientimpulses

o
f hunger , thirst , self -preservation , Just , vengeance,and so forth . If the power of reflecting upon past

actions , and of comparing their motives with present
motives , is jiot yet developed , ri

o

moral consciousnese
can appear ; but where this power is developed, th

e

sacrifice o
f

the enduring instincts to the transientones
becomes , when the vivid impression o

f

the latterhas
faded away , the cause o

f regret and remorse. T
h
e

moral sense is thus reduced to a conflict o
f

instincts,

the victory o
f

the strong transient instincts over the
feebler permanent instincts , and the dissatisfaction
that ensueswhen in recollection the victorioustran
sient instincts , now dormant , seem to have been fe

e

bler than the conquered social instincts which arestill
active in themind . This remembered dissatisfaction
enters into the next c : nflict , however , as a newmo
tive reinforcing the feeble social instincts ; and if the
two combined vanquish the urgent transientimpulses,

then a high degree o
f

satisfaction ensues o
n

after
wards recalling the struggle in memory . This is

moral self -approval .

8
.

After repeated conflicts o
f

this sort , the force o
f

habit comes in to augment the easewith which the
victorious instincts , whether the permanent o

r

the
transient ones , overcome their antagonists. If the
victory is repeatedly won b

y

either class o
f

instincts,

the force o
f

habit increases its strength in everysuc
ceeding conflict ; and thus the moral sense, that is ,

the tendency o
f

the social to conquer the anti -social
instincts , acquires b

y

degrees a
n

increased o
r

dimin
ished power

9
.

When babit has thus strengthened themoral
sense in any individual until the victory o

f

themoral
sense becomes almost certain , the tendencythus a

c

quired becomes transmissible to offspring . reappear
ing in them a

s
a stronger natural moral endowment,

o
r

innate tendency to virtue . In this manner in

herited virtues o
r

inherited vices become compre
hensible .
10. The fact o

f language , bringing to bear upon
each individual the new motives o

f hoped -for praise

o
r

dreaded blame , -- that is , of public opinion , also
exercises a powerful influence in developing further
themoral sensewhich has had its origin in thesocial
instincts o
f

the individual .

11. The moral sense thus developed out o
f

the
social instincts will vary according to the social re

quirements o
f

different animals , o
r

different com
munities o
f

the same animal . The social instincts
will simply prompt to such actions as are fo

r

the good

o
f

the community concerned . Different social c
ir

cumstances , requiring different lives o
f

action , will
thus tend to evolve different types o

f
conscience ; and

actions which are social o
r good in one community

will be anti - social or bad in another . Mr. Darwin
puts the extreme case o

f supposing men reared pre
cisely under the same condition a

s

bees ; in which
case the unmarried female would , like the worker
bees , kill their brothers , and mothers would strive to
kill their fertile daughters . Whatever , in short ,
should promote the good o

f

the community would b
e

right ; and whatever should have a contrary effect
would b

e wrong . ( p . 70.1 Mr. Darwin , therefore,

takes , “ as the test o
f

morality , the general good or

welfare o
f

the community . ” ( p . 94. In the case o
f

the bees , this would require the murder of drones b
y

the workers , and of young queen -bees b
y

theirmotli
ers ; and this , Mr. Darwin thinks , would be approved

b
y

the moral sense o
f

the bee -community , if they
came to have any .

1
2
.

Lastly , we arrive at the following statements as

the nearest approach made b
y

Mr. Darwin to a precise
definition o

f

conscience ' ' : * At the moment of ac

tion , man will n
o

doubt b
e apt to follow the stronger

impulse ; and , though this may occasionally prompt ,

him to the noblest deeds , it will fa
r

more commonly
Jead hiin to gratify h

is

own desires a
t

the expense o
f

other men . But , after their gratification , when past
and weaker impressions are contrasted with theever
enduring social instincts , retribution will surely come.

Man will then feel dissatisfied with himself , andwill
resolve , with more or less force , to act differently fo

r

the future . This is conscience ; fo
r

conscience looks
backward and judges past actions , inducing that kind

o
f

dissatisfaction which , if weak ,we call regret , and ,

if severe , remorse . ” ( p . 87. ) " Thus at last man
comes to feel , through acquired and perhaps inherited
habit , that it is best for him to obey his more per
sistent instincts . The imperious word ought seenis
merely to imply the consciousness o

f

the existence

o
f
a persistent instinct , either innate o
r partly a
c

quired , serving hi
m

a
s
a guide , though liable to be dis

obeyed . We hardly use the word ought in a meta
phorical sense when we say hounds ought to buni ,

pointers to point , and retrievers to retrieve their
game . If they fail thus to act , they fail in their duty
and act wrongly . ” ( p . 88

.
) But this seems to b
e

the
clearest and compactest definition given b

y

Mr. Dar
win : “ Ultimately , a highly cumplex sentiment have
ing it

s

first origin in the social instincts , largely
guided b

y

the approbation o
f

our fellow -men , ruled

b
y

reason , self -interest , and in later times b
y

deep
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Theism the position held in Christianity
by the prin- duty or debt to others

, are many allied sentiments
which I cannot now stop to consider, yetwhich areciple of unreasoning authority . But while intuition

so consideredis a hindrance to knowledge
, and a bro of the greatest consequence, theoretically as well as

ken reed to lean on, there is a kind of intuition which
practically . Such are the sentiments of approval or

is indispensable to science itself, constituting as it
disapproval , which attach themselves to certain acts

does the substanceof every cognitive act. Although
quite irrespective of the actor ; the sentiments of self

I have been especially careful to specify exactly in respect and of remorse
, which concern ourselves as

what sense I repudiate intuition , I have been widely actors
; of admiration and indignation ,which concern

I can only call atten
misunderstoo to repudiate it altogether ; and it is others as actors

, and so forth .
tion to the fact that all these various sentiments come

probably true that the sense in which I accept it will
not at all answer the demands of thosewho are anx into play as aresult of Moral Intuition , whether it is

ious to vindicate intuition as a possible substitute for clear or obscure
, enlightened ormistaken ; and that it

exact knowledge. Not to enter now into any general is
impossible, conseguently, to build up any true sci

discussion of this subject, it will be sufficient formy enceof morals on the
merely derivative factof feeling.

purpose to define moral intuition , as the words are C. Moral Power .
used in Scientific Ethics , as follows : Moral Intuition Moral Power depends for it

s development upon the

is the immediateperception o
f a definite , objective, and

necessary Moral obligation , a
s a Social Relation b
e antecedentdevelopment both o
f

Moral Intuition and
Moral Sentiment . The objective moral o

r social rela
tweenMoral Beings . In other words still , it is the
immediate recognition o

f
a particular moral obliga tions must first b
e perceived and felt , before the duties

tion , imposed upon moral beings b
y

the Nature o
f and rights mutually existing amongmoral beings can

be consummated in moral action . The true connec
Things just a

s

soon a
s they enterinto social relations . tion of Moral Power with Moral Intuition and Senti

Moral Obligation is a
n objective fact necessarily in

volved in the fact o
f societyamong moral beings ; and ment cannot b
e

discussed without going into the in

Moral Intuition is the immediate perception o
f

this terminable controversy
touching freedom and fate ;

objective fact . Without the objective Moral Obliga but I will spare you a
s

well a
s myself from such a
n

tion , the subjectiveMoral Intuition could not possibly infliction
, and pass o
n , -simply stating that the three

elements into which conscience has been analyzed , -

exist ; for the Intuition is simply the reflection o
f

the
Obligation in consciousness . On the other hand , Intuition

, Sentiment , Power , -exist in varying pro

without the subjectiveMoral Intuition , the objective portions i
n different individuals , and consequently

Moral Obligation could not possibly b
e

known ; fo
r give rise to all the boundless diversity o
f

moral char
acter which surrounds us .

theknowledge o
f everyobjective fact implies neces

sarily the existence o
f

a
n appropriate faculty for 2
. Primary Laws o
f

Scientific Ethics .

knowing it . Scientific Ethics has thus been shown to b
e ground

It is plain , therefore , that , since a
ll moral relations e
d

o
n

the universal Nature o
f Things , so far a
s objec

are social relations o
f
a special kind among moral tiveMoralObligation is concerned , and o
n

the Na
beings , Scientific Ethics recognizesmorality as insep ture o

f

Man , so far a
s subjective Moral Intuition is

arable from the fact o
f society , objective and neces concerned . It treats of the moral relations existing

sary b
y

the very Nature o
f Things ; and unless a
t

among moral beings , which are all , in the last analy
least two moral beings coëxisted under mutual rela sis , o

f
a social character ; and it
s practical task , there

tions , morality would b
e impossible . It is equally fore , is the Determination o
f Rights and Duties in a

plain that Moral Obligation is also the necessarycon State o
f SocietyamongMoral Beings . All rights may

dition under which a
ll

moral beings enter intomutual b
e

considered also a
s

duties , and all duties also a
s

relations ; that there is nothing contingent about it ; rights ; but the distinction between them is necessary ,

and that it could not b
e

known , were there not a o
n

account o
f

the fact that each individual stands in

subjective faculty o
f

Moral Intuition corresponding definite relations to a
ll

other individuals , singly and

to the objective fact o
f

Moral Obligation . To express collectively . All primary rights are individual , as

it differently , Moral Obligation is the absolute condi against other individuals ; all primary duties are so
tion o

f

a
ll societyamong moral beings ; andMoral In cial , as towards other individuals .

tuition is the absolute condition o
f

all knowledge o
f

Moral Obligation . A
.

Primary Rights .

At the same time , Moral Obligation does not de The primary rights o
f

the individual are three : the
pend fo

r

it
s objective existence o
n

Moral Intuition . right to Existence , under the necessary conditions of

It exists objectively , whether known or not , provided society ; the right to Freedom , or to be uninterfered
thatmoral beings exist . Themoral intuitions are of with , except so far as thenecessary conditions of soci
all degrees of clearnessand strength , like the mathe ety require interference ; and the right to Develop
matical intuitions . This fact explains the varying ment , o

r
to have whatever is essential to the comple

moral judgments o
f

different ages , climes , and condi tion of individuality , under the same conditions .

tions o
f

men . Although n
o

moral intuition can b
e

prior , in point o
f

time , to actually existing moral re B
. Primary Duties .

lations , and although everymoral relation , so far a
s The primary duties are also three , beingmerely the

discerned a
t

a
ll , is discerned in the very first instance primary rights o
f

the individual differently viewed :

to b
e objective and necessary , it very frequently hap the duty o
f respecting the lives of all other individ

pens thatmoral relations are imperfectly known . In uals , the duty o
f protecting the freedom o
f all other

this a
s
in other things , -for instance , in mathemat individuals , and the duty o
f promoting the develop

ics , -- the knowledge o
f

actual relations grows from ment'of all other individuals .

less to more ; but the increasing knowledge is simply When Jesus laid down the Golden Rule as- " Do
the discovery o

f objective facts previously unper unto others as ye would that others should do unto
ceived . Whoever reflects upon this subject long you , ” he stated substantially the above doctrine of

enough will see in this a complete explanation of the rights and duties , a
s

laid down b
y

Scientific Ethics .

moral development o
f

man . But he will also see in But he referred the determination o
f rights and duties

it the reason why the moral judgments o
f

mankind to themere wish , o
r preference , o
r liking , o
f

the in

become more and more alike in proportion a
s they dividual , which is a very uncertain criterion : " Do

become civilized . unto others a
s y
e

would (that is , a
s y
e

would like ]

B
.

Moral Sentiment. that others should d
o

unto you . " The scientific
translation o

f

the Golden Rule into the doctrine o
f

Moral Sentiment depends for its development upon Primary Rights and Duties supplies the lack of a

the development o
f

Moral Intuition . It is a result definite objective principle , or idea ; which is an im

rather than a cause o
f
it , in accordance with the gen portant ethical advance .

eral law that , however disguised in their connection , The limitations o
f rights and the modifications o
f

the feelings adapt themselves to the perceptions in duties , consequent upon the various complications of

the long run , though feelings already developedusu social relationships , cannot here b
e

dwelt upon , but
ally advance o

r

retard for a while the further develop would form a very important portion o
f
a fuller treat

ment o
f

the perceptions . There could b
e

n
o

con ment o
f

the subject .

sciousness o
r feeling o
f

Moral Obligation , unless
Moral Intuition had first taken cognizance o

f

it .

3
.

Ultimate Objects o
f

Scientific Ethics .

Moral relations may exist without being perceived ; The ultimate objects o
r

ideal aims proposed b
y

Sci
yet , when perceived , they awaken moral emotions . entific Ethics are , first , themoralperfection o

f

the in

There is no nobler sentiment , and in a
ll

fine natures dividual b
y

the highest possible culture o
f

his moral

n
o stronger sentiment , than the sentiment o
f Duty , nature , and , secondly , themoral perfection of society

the sublime consciousness o
f

the Ought . The words b
y

the completest possible fulfilment o
f

all rights and
Duty and Debt are etymologically the same, both b

e duties in a
n

actual social state .

ing derived from the Latin debeo, “ I owe ; " debeo is 4
.

Fundamental Motives o
f

Scientific Ethics .d
e
-habeo, “ I have from ” another , and therefore “ I

owe back ” to him . Both Duty and Debt , therefore ,

The fundamental motives appealed to and fostered
express a social relation , -a relation of mutual moral by Scientific Ethics are : first , reverence fo

r

the uni
obligation ; for my debt to another is the duty I owe versal Nature o

f Things , as the ultimate ground of al
l

him , and my duty is the debt which h
e may justly moral obligation ; secondly , reverence for Human

claim fromme as his right . So also theword Ought Natu a
s

the subjective reflection o
f

the Nature o
f

is the preterite tense o
f

the verb ove ; " I ought "

Things ; and , thirdly , reverence for the Social Hu
was originally “ I owed , " as in the old version of the manity which ought t

o b
e

the objective reflection o
f

gospel b
y

Tyndale— " There was a certain lender T
o phrase it a little differently , the suprememo

which ought him five hundred pence , " that is , owed
tives o

f

Scientific Ethics are the Love o
f

Truth , the
him . These facts show that the consciousness o

f Love o
f

Virtue , the Love o
f

Man .

Duty , o
f

Debt , o
f

the Ought , is fundamentally one III . MORAL OBLIGATION AND MORAL INTUITION :

and the same , as the feeling or sentiment which SCIENTIFIC ETHICS AS GROUNDED ON THEIR SYNsupervenes upon the recognition o
f

the social , i . e . THESIS IN THE MORAL HISTORY OF MANKIND .

moral , relation one holds to anothermoral being . It

is not enough , with Mr. Darwin , to rank the senti

1
.

Moral Obligation a part of the Environment .

ment o
f

the Ought a
s
“merely a persistent instinct ” Moral Obligation is , as I have tried to show , the( p . 88 ) ; this instinct must be explained , and it can supreme fact in the Nature of Things ; that is , thefind n
o adequateexplanation except in the facts that potential moral relations which necessarily come intoa
n objectivemoral obligation is perceived b
y
a sub actual existence , whenever a oral beings are broughtjectivemoral intuition , and that this perception acts into a state of society , constitute the highest order ofupon the emotional nature to call forth the feeling o
f

a
n existing obligation . No one can feel an obligation

relationships known to u
s . Being objective and uni

beforehe sees it ; but he may see itwithout feeling it

versal , they form a part , and in a high sense themost
important part , of that universal ENVIRONMENTvery strongly , a

s
is too often the case .

Connected with this primary sentiment o
f

the
which pours its constant , all -surrounding , anı : all

Ought , this simple feeling of obligation as an actual
permeating influences upon slowly developing man .It is impossible to explain the fact that man has at

last become amoral being , though evidentlyhaving
had his origin in lower races devoid o

f all recogniza
ble moral characteristics , without perceivingthat , al

l

things considered together , the action of theenviron
ment o

n

him has been , o
n

the whole , a moral one.

This fact that the total influence o
f

the universe o
n

man has been to render h
im
a moral being is o
f

itself

a sufficient proof that Moral Obligation is an objective
fact o

f

the Nature o
f Things , and has therefore im

pressed itself o
n

man a
s

fact o
f

his subjectivity.

The whole tendency o
f

modern science is to explain
the facts o

f

human development and experience b
y

the iterated and reiterated impressionsmade o
n

h
is

plastic organization b
y

the never -ceasingaction of th
e

environment ; and I do but faithfully carry out th
e

same line o
f thought b
y

referring his moral develop
ment to the same cause. Unless Moral Obligation
were part and parcel o

f

the Nature o
f Thingswhich

has from his very origin been constantly impressing
itself upon him , the fact that h

e
is to -day a moral

being , with moral obligations resulting necessarily
from his social relations , would b

e

a
n absolutely

hopeless anomaly .

2
. Moral Intuition the Reaction of Man to the Action

o
f

theMoral Environment .

Moral Intuition is , as I have also tried to show , the
supreme fact o

f

man's subjectivity . It must b
e
re

garded a
s a faculty developed in him b
y

the constant
action o

f

the Moral Environment , that is , the sum
total o

f

a
ll

themoral relations involved b
y

the aborig
inalnecessity o

f things in the gradual evolution of

human society . Although it seems impossible to ac

count for the slow concentration o
r

focalization o
f

moral intelligence in man o
n any other hypothesis

than that o
f
a circumambient infinity o
f

moral intel
ligence identical with the universal Energy whence
his whole being is ultimately derived , it is leverthe
less true that the process o

f

evolution b
y

which this
concentration is effected inust b

e
a constant action

and reaction between the Environment and the Or
ganism . When the influence o

f necessaryMoral Ob
ligation , as an objective and universal reality acting
incessantly o

n

man's cognitive capacity , is taken into
thou htful consideration , it appearsalmostimpossible

to resist the conclusion that a faculty o
f

Moral Intui
tion must b

e developed in him a
t

last , in the same
manner a

s

the faculty o
f

Mathematical Intuition has
been developed . Each new perception o

f
a moral re

lation adds to his stock o
f

moral knowledge , and at

the same time strengthens b
y

exercise the perceptive
faculty b

y

which it has been acquired ; the discovery
o
f

other moral relations previously unsuspectedwill
follow a

s a natural consequence o
f

this increase o
f

perceptive o
r

intuitive power . In this way it may b
e

seen how the faculty o
f Moral Intuition itself is the

result o
f

the perpetual action o
n

Man o
f

his Moral
Environment and his reaction to it .

3
.

The Natural History of Conscience.

B
y

this unending action and reaction betweenman
and his environment , the moral evolution o

f

mankind
can alone b

e explained . It supplies the data for the
Natural History o

f

Conscience , regarded as a thor
oughly scientific tracing o

f the various steps b
y

which
the race has ascended from bestiality to a true h
u

manity . Subsidiary to the evolution o
f

Moral Intui
tion , jet accelerating it in various ways , the evolu
tion o
f Moral Sentiment and Moral Power will b
e

simultaneously explained . The consolidation o
f

these elements into habit , the conversion of habit into
what might be termed reflex moral action , and the
transmissior : of reflexmoral action as hereditary mor

a
l

instinct , together with such moral phenomena as
may properly b

e

classedwith the general facts Cov
ered b

y

ihe laws o
f

variation and natural selection,

all showing how man has slowly risen to a largermor

a
l

life , will g
o
to make u
p
a Natural History o
f

Con
science , which must indubitably constitute an essen
tial part of Scientific Ethics . Little b

y

little bas mor

a
l knowledge been acquired ,mixed a
s it still is with

ignorance , errors , and blunders o
f

all kinds ; little b
y

little has this knowledge developed moral sentiment
and moral power , and become incorporated into hu
man character , life , and society . But nevertheless
evolution is a fact , and still continues ; and it will
soon b

e recognized , independently o
f all supposed

supernaturalism , as the true explanation o
f

themoral
experience o

f

mankind .

SUMMARY .

I have now sketched in the most condensed man
ner , almost with the baldness and dryness of a mere

" Table o
f

Contents , " a
n

outline o
f

Scientific Ethics ,

under three general divisions . The first division
shows that Moral Obligation is a

n objective reality ;

a
s part o
f

the eternal and immutable Nature o
f

Things o
n

which Scientific Ethics aregrounded ; that
all science is concerned with the objective and uni
versal alone , and that Ethics , as the science of socio
moral relations , meet this requisition ; and it also
shows what the Nature o

f Things is . The second d
i

vision shows that Moral Intuition is a subjective
reality , corresponding to Moral Obligation as it

s

nec
essary subjective correlate ; that conscience is a com
plex faculty , consisting of the triple elements of in

tuition , sentiment , and power ; that al
l

rights are
duties , and all duties rights ; that the three primary
rights o

f man are life , liberty , and development , and
that his three primary duties correspond ; that the
ultimate objects o

f

scientific Ethics are the moral
perfection o

f

the individual and o
f society ; and that

its fundamental motives are love o
f

truth , love o
f

vir
tue , and love of man . The third division shows that
Moral Obligation and Moral Intuition , combined a

s

endless action and reaction between the mind and the
Nature o

f Things , give the clew to the Moral History

o
f

Man , which is explained only b
y

the law o
f evolu

tion ; that his moral sense is not a phenomenon of

purely subjective origin , but has been developedout

o
f

the dim perceptions o
f pre -human races b
y
a slow

.
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