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PREFACE to the former Editions.

T 1S proper to acquaint the 1eadel that
the followmo“ Eflays are: not thrown

togethel ‘W1Lhout conne tlon 'The firft,
by the mvef’ugatlon of a P&I‘UCU.IEII‘ fact
15 deﬁgned to 1ll uﬂ;mte the nature oI nman,

as a.focial being. The next confiders
him as the. fubjepc of morality. "And as

morahty fuppofes freedom of a&ion, this
introduces the dlfqulﬁtlon on L1berty and
Neceflity. Thefe make the firft part of
the work. The reft of the Effays, ufhered
in by that on Belief, hang upon each
other. A plan i1s profecuted, 1n {upport
of the authority of our {enfes, external
and 1internal ; where 1t 1s occafionally
{hown, that our reafonings on fome cf
the moft important fubje@s, reft ulti-
mately upon {enfe and feeling. This is
illuftrated in a variety of inftances; and

from.
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from thefe, the author would gladly hope,
that he has thrown new light upon the
principles of human knowledge :—All to
prepare the way for a proof of the exi-
{tence and perfections of the Deity, which
1s the chief aim 1n this undertaking. The
author’s manner of thinking; may, 1in
{ome points, be efteemed bold, and new.
But freedom of thought will not difpleafe
thofe who are led, in their inquiries, by
the love of truth. To fuch only he Writes:

and with fuch, he will have the merit of
a good-aim, of having fearched for truth,

and endeavoured to promote the caufe of
virtue and religion.

P R E-



PREFACE to the prefent Edition.

MusT aqlchowle@ge it to have been once

my opinion, that there is 1n man a
fenfe of being able to a@ againft motives,
or againft our inclination and choice,
¢commonly termed liberty of indifference. X
was carried along in the current of po-
pular op1n10n s and could not dream but
that this fenfe really exifted, when I
found 1t vouched by {o many grave
writers. I had at the fame time the
cleareft conviction that man is a necefla-
ry agent ; and therefore juftly concluded
that this {enfe muft be delufive. I yeild-
ed to another popular opinion, that not
only praife and blame, merit and deme-
rit, as attributed to human a&ions, but

al{fo contrition and remorfe, are inconfi-

{tent with neceflity ; and muft be found-
ed on the fame delufive {enfe of liberty of

indifference. From thefe premifes, I was

led though reluctantly to'admit, that fome
| of
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of our moral feelings and emotions muft
be founded on a delufion. 1 was {enfible

of the odium of a dodirine that refts vir-
tue in any meafure upon fuch a founda~-
tion ; but {fo firm i1s my reliance on di-
vine Wlfdonl in the formation of man,

that I was not apprehenfive of harm in
adhering to truth, ‘however unpalatable it
mmht be 1n. fome mf’cances. Before a {e-
cond ed1t1on wWas called tor, I difcovered
fortunately that the. feelings and emoti-
ons of the moral fenfe are perfectly con~
fi{tent with moral neceflity ; and I gladly
laid hold of that opportunity to acknow-
lege my erTor. - Having {o far refcued
the moral {yftem from this pretended
delufive fenfe, 1 was {trongly inclined to

think, that we had no notion of being
able to adt againft motives; and in the
{fecond edition I ventured to {ay fo. But
upon reviewing the fubjet for the pre-
fent edition, I Clearly faw that we really
have a notion of bemg able to aét agamit

motives 3
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motives ; which renewed my perplexity,
till it occurred to me, that that notion is
fuggefted by the irregular infinence of
paflion, and that we never have it in our
cool moments ; confequently, that it is
not a delufion of nature, but of paflion
only. Candour I fhall always efteem ef-
{ential in addrefling the public, no lefs
than in private dealings ; and now I am

happy in thinking that morality refts on
a foundation that has no delufion in it.

In the {econd edition however, there is
another error that I was not able to difin-

tangle myfelf from. In the Effay of Li-
berty and Neceflity, our notions of chance
and contingency are held to be delufive;
and coniequently, that {fo far we are led
by our nature to deviate from truth. It
15 a harfh doltrine that we fhould be {o
led aftray in any inftance. As that doc-
trine never fat ealy upon me, I difcover-
ed 1t to be alfo erroneous; and the error

15
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1s correcled in the prefent edition, where
I hope it 1s made clearly out, that the no-
tion we have of chance and contingency,
is intirely conformable to the neceflary
chain of caufes and effe@s. And now,
rejoice with me my good reader, in being
at laft relieved from f{o many diftrefling
eIrors.

IN correfting the Effay on Perfonal
Identity, having difcovered its intumate
conneftion with the moral {yftem, I
transferred it from the fecond Part to
the firft. And in its place are put fe-
veral new Eflays contributing in fome
degree to the demonfiration given of the
Derty.

Hexry HoME.
1779 |
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Our ATTACHMENT 20 OBJECTS of

DisTrESS.
A and painting, - uridertakes a {ubje&t at-

tempted by others unfuccelsfully, which
1s, to account for the ftrong attachment we
have to objeé'ts of diftrels, imaginary as well
as real. < It is not ealy (fay§he) to account for
s the pleafure we take in poetry and painting,
¢¢ which has often a {trong refemblance to afflic-
¢¢ tion, and of which the {ymptoms are fometimes
¢¢ the fame with thole of the moft lively forrow.
¢« The arts of poetry and painting are never more
s¢ applauded than when they {ucceed in giving
¢ pain. A fecret charm attaches us to reprefen-
¢¢ tations of this nature, at the very time our

NoTeDp French critic *, treating of poetry

¢¢ heart, full ot anguifh, rifes up againit its pro-
¢ per pleafure. I dare undertake this paradox,
¢ (continues our author), and to explain the
éC foundatloh of this fort of pleafure which
A ¢ we

* J’Abbé du Bos.



2 ATTACHMENT TO

“ we have in poetry and painting; an under-
¢¢ taking that may appear bold, if not rafh, fee-
‘“ ing it promifes to account to every man for
¢ what pafies in his own breaft, and for the {e-
¢¢ cret {prings of his approbation and diflike.”

LEeT us attend him in this difficult undertaking.
The following propofition is-laid .down:by him as
fundamental : ¢ That man by nature is defigned
¢¢ anactive being : that inadtien, whether of body
¢ or mind, draws on languor:and difguit : and
¢¢ that this is a cogent motive to.fly to any fort
¢- of occupation for relief. Thus (adds he) we
¢ fly by inftint to every objet that can excite
‘¢ .our paflions, and keep us n.agitation, notwith-
¢ {tandin g the pain fuch objelts often gives, whiclx
¢¢ caufes vexatious.days and fleeplefs nights: but
¢ man {uflers more by being without -paflions,
¢ than by the agitation they occafion.”” This.is
the fum of his firft {fe€tion. In .the fecond he
-goes on to particular inftances. The fir{t he gives
1s compaflion ; which makes us dwell upon . the
miferies and diftrefles of others, though thereby
we are made to partake of their fufferings; an im-
pulie .that he obferves 1s entirely owing to.the
foregoing. principle, which makes us chufe occu-
pation, however painful, rather than be without
altion. Another is public executions. ¢ We go
¢¢ in:crouds (fays he) to a fpeétacle the moft hor-
¢ rid that man can behold, to {ee a poor wretch

¢ broken
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¢ proken upon the wheel, burnt alive, or his in-
¢ trails torn out. '1he more dreadful the {cene,
““ the more numerous the fpeftators. Yet one
‘“ might forefee, even without experience, that
¢ the cruel circumitances of the execution, the
‘¢ deep groans and anguifh of a fellow-creature,
¢ muft make an 1mpreflion, the pain of which is
¢ not effaced but in a long courle of time. But
¢ the attration of agitation prevails more than
¢¢ the joint powers of refleCtion and experience.”
He goes on to mention the ftrange delight the
loman people had in the entertainments of the
amphitheatre ; criminals expofed to be torn to
pieces by wild beafts, and gladiators in troops
hired to butcher one another. He takes this oc-
cafion to make the following obfervation upon
the Englifh nation. ¢ So tender-hearted are
¢¢ that people, that they oblerve humanity to-
¢ wards their greateft criminals. They allow
‘¢ not of torture ; alledging 1t better to leave a
¢¢ crime unpunifthed, than to expole an innocent
¢ perfon to thole torments authorifed in -other
¢¢ Chriftian countries to extort a confeflion from
¢¢ the guilty. Yet this people, fo refpettiul of
¢¢ their kind, have an infinite plealure in prize-
< fighting, bull-baiting, and fuch other favage
¢¢ fpeftacles.” He concludes with fhowing, that
it is this very horror of ination, which makes
men every day precipitate themlielves into play,
and deliver themfelves over to cards and dice.
¢¢ None but fools and fharpers (fays he) arc mo-

ved
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‘“ ved to play by hope of gain. The generality
¢ are direCted by another motive. They ne-
¢« glet thofe diverfions where fkill and addrefs
¢ are required, chufing. rather to rifk their for-
¢ tunes at games of mere chance, which keep
¢ their minds in continual motion, and where
¢ every throw 1s decifive.” |

HEerEe 1s our author’s account, fairly {tated. It
has, 1 acknowledge, an air of truth ; but the fol-
lowing confiderations made me doubt.: In the firft
place, if the pain of inattion be the motive which
carries us to the fpectacles above mentioned, we
muft expett to find them frequented by none but
thole who are opprefled with idlenefs. = But this
does not hold. All forts.of perfons flock to them.
Piftures of danger, or of diltrefs, have a fecret
charm which attra¢ts men fromm the moft ferious
occupations, and operate equally upon the ative
and the indolent. In the next place, were there
nothing in thele [peltacles to attratt the mind, ab-
{tracting from the pain of ina&tion, there would be
no {fuch thing as a preference of one objelt to an-
other, upon any other ground than that of agita-
tion ; and the more the mind was agitated, the
greater would be the attration of the object. But
this 1s contrary to experience. There are many
objetts of horror and diftafte that agitate the mind
exceedingly, which even the idleit fly from. And
a more apt initance need not be g.iven, than what

our
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our author himfelf cites from Livy* ; who, fpeak«
ing of ‘Antiochus Epiphanes, has .the tollowing
words. Gladiatorum munus Romane confuctudinis,
primo majore cum terrore hominum infuetorum ad tale
- fpeftaculum, quam wvoluptate dedit. —Deinde [fe@epius
dando, et familiare oculis gratumque id [peflaculum
fecit, et armorum ffudium plerifgue juvenum accendit.
This fpectacle we {ee was at firft fo far from being
attractive to the Greeks, that it was their averfion,
till -cuftom rendering it familiar, and lefs agita-
ting, it came at laft to be relilhed. Upon the fame
account, the bear-garden, which '1s one of the
chief entertainments of the Englith, is held in ab-
horrence by the French, and other polite nations.

It 1s too favage an entertainment, to be relithed
by thofe of a refined tafte.

- 'WERE man a being whofe only view, in all his
actions, 1s either to attain pleafure, or to avoid
pain; which our author lays down as a prelimi-
nary, borrowed from Mr Locke (chap. Of Power,
fet. 377 and 43.); it would, upon that {fuppofition,
be hard if not impofhble, to give any fatistactory
account why we thould incline, with our eyes
open, to frequent entertainments that muft necef-
farlly glve us pain. But when weé more attentwely
examine human nature, we difcover many and va-
mous 1mpulfes to a&lon, 1ndependent of pleafure

e - and
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and pain. Let us profecute this thought, becaufe:
it may probably lead to a {olution of the problem.:

WHEN we attend. to the.emotions. raifed. in. us.
by external objelts, or to.any of our emotions, we.
find them greatly. diverfified... ‘They are ftrong or -
weak, diftin& or confufed, & ¢c. There is no di-
vifion of emotions more. comprehenfive than into:
agreeable or difagreeable. It is unneceffary, and.
would perhaps.be in vain,. to.{earch. for the caule.
qf thefe- differences. More we cannot fay, but.
that fuch.is the conftitution of our.nature, fo con-.
trived:by the:Author of all things,.1n:order. to an«
fwer wife and good purpofes. '

TaERE 1s another circumfitance to be attended:
to in thefe emotions ; that gffeftion enters into
fome of them, averfion into others.. To fome ob-
je€ts we have an aftedtion, and we defire to poflefs.
and. enjoy them.:. other objetls raife.our-averfion,,
and move us to avoid.them. No: obje& can move
our affettion but what is-agreeable, nor our aver-.
{ion but what is dilagreeable... Whether:it-be the.
effe&t of every agreeable object to.raile affettion,
we have'no. occafion at prefent. to. inquire.. But
it. is- of importance. to oblerve, that many objells.
are, dif&greeablc, perhaps painful,, that raife not
averfion. in any degree. Objells. of- horror and,
terror, loathfome objeéts, and many others raife
averfion. But there are many emotions or pai-

fions,
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fions, fome of them of the moft painful fort, that
raife no averfion. Grief is a moft painful pa{ﬁon,
and yet is not accompanied with any degiee of
averfion. On the contrary, it is attractive, no lefs

fo than many of our pleafant emotions : we cling
to .the objelt that raifes our grief, and love to
dwell upon it. Compaflion 1s an inftance of the
like nature. Objeéts of diftrefs raife no averfion
in us, though they give us pain. On the contrary,
they draw us to them, and infpire us with a defire
to afford relief.

During infancy, appetite and defire are our
fole impulfes to ation. " But in the progrefs of life,
when we learn to diftinguifh the objets around
us as productive of pleafure or pain, we acquire by
degrees impulfes to ation of a different fort. Self-
love is a ftrong motive to fearch about for every
thing that may contribute to happinefs. Selt-love
operates by means of refletion and experience ;
and every objeét, as foon as difcovered to contri-
bute to our happinefs, raifes it us of courfe a de-
fire of poflefling. Hence it is, that pleafure and
pain are the only motives to altion, as far as {elf-
love is concerned. But our appetites and paflions
are not all of them of this kind. They frequently
operate by dire& 1mpulfe, withouit the intervention
of reafon, in the fame manner as inftiné does in
brute creatures. As t‘h‘ey are not influenced by .

any fort of reafonirig, the view of fhunning milery
- OY
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or acquiring happinefs, makes no part of the im-
pulfive motive. It is true, that the gratification
of our paflions and appetites, is agreeable ; and it
1s alfo true, that, in giving way to a particular ap-
petite, the view of pleafure may, by a reflex att,
become an additional motive to the ation. But
thefe things muft not be confounded with the di-
re& impulfe arifing from the appetite or paffion ;
which, as 1 have faid, operates blindly, and in the
way of inftinét, Without any view to confequences.

To alcertain the diftin&tion betwixt actions di-
rected by felf:love and actions direfted by parti-
cular appetites and paflions, it muft be further re-
marked, that the aim of {elf-love is always to make
us happy, but that other appetites and paflions
have frequently a very different tendency. This
will be plain from indution. Revenge gra-
tified againft the man we hate, i1s agreeable. It
is a very different cafe, where we have taken of-
fence at a man we love. Friendfhip will not allow
me, however offended, to hurt my friend. < [
¢¢ cannot find in my heart to do him mifchief;
¢« but I would have him made fenfible of the
< wrong he has done me.”” Revenge thus de-
nied a vent, recoils, and preys upon the vitals of
the perfon offended. It difplays itfeli in peevifh-
nefs and bad humour ; which muft work and fex-
ment, till time or acknowledgment of the wrong,
carry it off. This fort of revenge is turned againft

the
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the man himfelf who is offended; and examples
there are of perfons in this pettith humour, work-
ing great mifchief to themf{elves, in order to make
the offenders fenfible of the wrong. Thus; no ex-
ample is more common, than that of a young wox
man difappointed in love, who prone to augment
her diftrefs, throws herfelt away upon any worth-
lefs man that will afk her the queftion: My nex¢
example will be {till more fatisfactory. Every one
rhuft have obferved, that when the paflion of grief
1s at its height, the very nature of it 1s to thun and
fly from every thing that tends to give eafe or com-
fort. In the height of grief, a man rufhes on to
mifery, by a {fort of {ympathy with the perfon for
whom he is grieved. Why fhould I be happy when
my friend is no more, is the language of this paf-
fion. In thefe circumitances, the man 1s truly a
felf-tormentor. And here we have a fingular
phenomenon in human nature; an appetite after
pain, an inclination to render one’s {elf miferable.
This goes farther than even {elf-murder § a crime
that is never perpetrated but in order to put an
end to mifery, when it rifes to fuch an height as

to be infupportable.

WE now fee how imperfeét the deferiptlon is
of human nature, given by Mr Locke, and by our
French author. They acknowledge no motive to
action, but what arifes from felf-love ; meafures

laid down to attain pleafure, or to fhun pain.
B Many
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Many appetites and paflions, with the aflcétion
and averfion involved in them, are left entirely
out of thc lyltem. And yet we may fay, with
lome degree of probability, that we arce more fre-
qucntly influenced by thefe than by felf-love. So
various 15 human nature, and fo complicated its
alling powers, that 1t 1s not rcadily to be taken in
at One vIiew,

W return to our {ubjelt, after having unfold-
cd thofe principles of attion with whicl 1t 1s cone
nelted. It may be gathered from what 1s above
laid down, that nature, which dcfigned us {or fo-
ciety, has linked us together m an intimate man-
rer, by the fympathetic principle, which commu-
nicates the joy and {forrow of one to many. We
partalee the affliCtions of our fellows : we grieve
with them and for them; and, in many inftances,
their misfortunes affet us equally with our own.
l.ct it not therefore appear furprifing, that, in-
ftead of fhunning objelts of mifery, we chufe to
dwell upon them; for this is truly as natural ag
indulging grief for our own misfortunes. And it
muit be obferved at the fame time, that this ig
wifely ordered by providence : were the focial af-
fetions mixed with any degree of averfion, even
when we {uffer under them, we thould be inclined,
upon the firtt notice of an objett in diftrefs, to
drive it from our fight and mind, inftead of af-
fording relief.

. Nor
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Nor muft we judge of thiz principle as any

way vitious or faulty : for belides that it is the
great cement of human lociety, we oug it 1o con-
fldu', that, as no ftate s cxempt from rru“fwrt.unr:rﬁ,
mutual fympathy mult greatly promote the fecu-
rity and happincls ot manlkind. That the profpe-
rity and prefervation of cach mdividual fliould be
the care ol many, tends more to happmels in pe-
neral, than that cach man, as the fingle inhabitant
of a defert ifland, fhould be left to ftand or fall Ly
Limielf, without profpcét of regard or affiftance
from others. Nor is thig all. When we coniider
our own character and ations in a reflex view, we
cannot help approving this tenderncls and fympa-
thy in our naturc. We are pleafed with ourfclve:
for being fo conftituted : we are coufeicus of in-
ward merit 3 and thus s a continual fource of {a-
tisfaction.

To open thig {ubjett a little more, it muft be
obferved, that naturally we have a firong defire 0
be acquainted with the hiftory of others. VW
judge of their adtions, approve or difapnrove, con-
demn or acquit; and n this the bulv mind has 2
wondertul delight. INay, we go farther, VWe er-
ter deep into their concerns, take a {idz; w=
take of joys and diftrefles with thofe we fzv
and fhow a diflike to cthers. Thiz turnc
makes hiftory, novels, and plays, the moit univer-
fal and favourite entertainments. It 13 natarzal to
man as a {ociable creature; and we veniure o zf.

ﬁﬂ-?—ﬁ
-k ok e ™
-
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firm, that the moft {ociable have the greateft thare

of this fort of curiofity, and the ftrongeft attach-
ment to {uch entertainments.

TRAGEDY 1s an 1mitation or reprefentation of
human charaéters and actions. It is a feigned
hiltory, which commonly makes a ftronger im-
preflion than what is real; beeaufe, if it be a
work of genius, incidents will be chofen to make
the deepeit impreflions ; and will be {o conduéted
as to keep the mind in continual fufpenfe and
agitation, beyond what commonly happens in real
life. By a good tragedy, all the focial paffions
are excited. We take a {udden aftection to fome
of the perfonages reprefented : we come to be at-
tached to them as to our bofom-friends ; and we
hope and fear for them, as if the whole were a
true hiftory.

"T'o a dry philofopher, unacquainted with theatri-
cal entertainments, it may appear {furprifing, that
imitation{hould have fuch an effeét upon the mind,
and that the want of truth and reality fhould not
prevent the operation of our paflions, But what-
ever may be the phyfical caufe, one thing is evi-
dent, that this aptitude of the mind of man to re-
ceive 1mpreflions from feigned as well as from
real objelts, contributes to the nobleft purpofes
of lite. Nothing contributes {o much to improve
the mind and confirm it in virtue, as being con-

| tinually
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tinually employed in f{urveying the ations 0%
others, entering into the concerns of the virtuous,
approving their conduct, condemning vice, and
fhowing an abhorrence at it; for the mind ac-
quires ftrength by exercife, as well as the body.
But were this fort of difcipline confined to fcenes
in real life, the generality of men would be little
the better for it, becauife fuch icenes rarely occur.
They are not frequent even in hiftory. But in
compofitions where liberty is allowed of fétion,
it mult be want of genius, if the mind be not fuf-
ficiently exercifed, till it acquire the greateft {en-
fibility, and the moft confirmed habits of virtue.

THus, tragedy engages our paflions, no lefs
than true hiftory. Friendfhip, concern for the
virtuous, abhorrence of the vitious, compaflion,
hope, fear, and the whole train of the focial paf-
fions, are roufed and exercifed by both of them
equally.

Tris may appear to be a fair account of the
attachment we have to theatrical entertainments :
but when the fubjett 1s more narrowly examined,
fome difhenlties occur, to which the principles
above laid down will {carce afford a {atisfatory an-
fwer. It 1s not wondertul that young people flock
to fuch entertainments. The love of novelty, de-
fire of occupation, beauty of ation, are {irong
attrations : and if -one be once engaged, of what-

ever
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éver age, by entering into the interefts of the
perfonages reprefented, the attration becomes
ftrong ; and the forefight of running into grief
and affli¢tion will not difengage us. But we ge-
nerally become wife by experience ; and it may
appear {urprifing, when diltrefs is the never-fail-
ing effet of fuch entertainments, that perfons of
riper judgment do not fhun them altogether.
Doth felf-love lie afleep in this cafe, whichi is
for ordinary fo active a principle One thould na-
turally think, that as repeated experience muft
make us {ufliciently wife to keep out of harm’s
way ; deep tragedies would be little frequented
by perfons of refleftion. Yet the contrary is true
in fact ; the deepeft tragedies being the moft fre-
quented by perfons of all ages, by thofe efpecially
of delicate feelings upon whom the ftrongeft im-
preflions are made. A man of that charater,
who 1s {carce relieved from the deep diftrels he
was thrown into the night before by a well-ated
tragedy, does, in his clofet, coolly and deliberately
refolve to go to the next entertainment of the

kind, without feeling the fmalleft obftruction from
fcl-love.

THis leads to a {peculation, perhaps one of the
moit curious that belongs to human nature. Con-
trary to what is generally underfteod, the forego-
ing {peculation affords a palpable proof, that even
felf-love does not always operate to avoid pain

and
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and diftrefs. In examining how this is brought
about, there will be difcovered an admirable con-
trivance in human nature, to give free {cope to the
focial affections. Keeping in view what is above
laid down, that of the painful paflions fome are
accompanied with averfion, fome with affection ;
we find, upon the {trictelt examination, that thofe
painful paflions, which, in the direét feeling, are
free from any.degree of averfion, have as little of
1t in the reflex aét. Or, to exprefs the thing more
familiarly, when we reflect upon the pain we have
{uffered by our concern for others, there is no de-
gree of averfion mixed with the refleCtion, more
than with the pain itfelt which was rafed by a
fight of the object. For illuftration’s fake, let us
compare the pain which ariles: from compaflion
with any bodily pain. Clutting one’s fleth'is not
only accompanied with {trong averfion in the di-
re& feeling, but with an averfion equally ftrong
i refleCting upon the action afterward. We feci
no fuch averfion in refleCting upon the mental
pains above defcribed. On the contrary, when
we refle€t upon the pain which the misfortune of
a friend gave us, the refleCtion is accompanied
with an eminent degree of {atisfaction. We ap-
prove ourfelves for fuffering with our friend, va-
lue ourlelves the more for that {uffering, and are
ready to undergo chearfully the like diftrefs up-
on the like occafion. Self-love gives no oppo-
fation,

WHEN
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WHEN we examine thofe particular paflions;
*which, though painful, are yet accompanied with
no averfion ; we find they are all of the focial
kind, ariling from that eminent principle of fym-
pathy, which 1s the cement of human {ociety.
"The focial paffions are accompanied with appetite
for indulgence when they give us. pain, no lefs
than when they give us pleafure. We fubmit
willingly to fuch painful pafhons, and reckon it
no hardihip to fuffer under them. In being thus
conflituted, we have the conlcioufnefs of regularity
and order, and that 1t is righs and meer we fhould
fuffer after this manner. - fThus the moral affec-
tions, even fuch of them as produce pain, are
none of them attended with any degree of aver-
fion, not even in refletting upon the diftrefs they
often bring us under. Sympathyin particular at-
taches us to an obje& in diftrefs fo powertully as
even to overbalance felfdove, which would make
us fly from it. Sympathy accordingly, though a
painful paflion, is attrattive ; and in affording re-
lief, the gratification of the paflion 1s not a little
pleafant. And this obfervation tends to et the
moral affe@ions in a very diftinguithed point of

view, in oppofition to thofe that are either male-
volent, or {elfifh.

Maxvy and various are the {prings of ation in
human nature, and not one more admirable than
what is now unfolded. Sympathy is an illuitrious

principle,
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principle, which connells perfons in fociety by
ties {tronger than thofe of blood. Yet compaflion,
the child of {ympathy, 1s a painful emotion ; and
were it accompanied with any degree of averfion,
even in refleCting upon the diftrefs it occafioned,
that averfion would by degrees blunt the pafiion,
and at length cure us of what we would be apt to
reckon a weaknefs or difeafe. But the Author of
our nature hath not left his work imperfect. He
has given us this noble principle entire, without
a counterbalance, fo as to have a vigorous and
univerfal operation. Far from having any aver.
fion to pain occafioned by the focial principle, we
vefle€t upon fuch pain with fatisfation, and are
willing to "{fubmit to it upon all occafions with
chearfulnefs and heart-liking, juft as much as if
it were a real pleafure. And, thus, tragedy is al-
lowed to feize the mind with all the different
charms which arife from the exercile of the fo-
cial paflions, without the leaft obftacle from felf-
love,

Hap the principle of {ympathy occurred to our
author, he would have found it fuflicient to ex-
plain our voluntarily partaking with others in
their diftrefs, without having need of fo imperfect
a caufe as averfion to inaltion. Without enter-
ing deep into philofophy, he might have had hints
in abundance from common life to explainit, In
every corner, perfons are to be met with of {uch

C a
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a {ympathifing temper, as to chufe to {fpend their
lives with the difeafed and diftrefled.. They partake
with them in their affliGions, enter heartily into
their concerns, and figh and groan with them.
Thefe pafs their lives in fadnefs and defpondency,
without having any other {atistaction than what
arifes upon the refleCtion pf havipg done their
duty.

AND if this account of the matter be jult, we
may be aflired, that thofe who are the moft com-
paflionate in their temper, will be the fondeft of
tragedy, which aﬁords them a large field for in-
dulging the paffion. Admirable indeed are the
effe@s broughf abbut by this means : Por paflions,
as they gather ftrength by indulgénce, fo they de-
cay by want of exercife. Perfons in profperity,
unacquainted with diftrefs and mifery, are apt to
grow hard- hearted. Tragedy is an admirable re-
iource in {uch a cale. It {erves to humanize the
temper, by fupplying feigned objedts of pity, which
have nearly the fame effect to exercife the pafiion
that real 015]6&3 have. And thus, we are carried .
by a natural impulfe to deal deep in aflli&tion, oc-
cafioned by reprefentations of feigned misfor-
tunes ; and the paflion of pity alone would throng
fuch reprefentations, were there nothing elle to
attract the mind, or tQ atford fatisfaltion.

it
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iT is owing to curiofity, that public executions
are fo mich frequented. Senfible people endea-
your to corret an appetite, the indulging of
which produces pain; and upon reflettion i1s at-
tended with no degree of {elf-approbation. Hence
it is, that fuch fpe&tacles are the entertainment of
the vulgar chiefly, who allow themfelves blindly
to be led by curiofity with little attention whether
it will contribute to their good or not.

~ WrtHrelped to prize-fighting and gladiatorian
{hews, nothing animates and infpires us more than
examples of icourage .and bravery. We catch the
fpirit of the a&or, and turn bold and intrepid as
he appears'to be. On the other hand, we enter
into the diftrefles of the vanquifthed, and have a
{fympathiy for them in proportion to the gallantry
of their behaviour: .No.wonder then that fuch
thews are frequented by perfons of the beft tafte.
We are led by the fame principle that makes us
tond of perufing the lives of heroes and of con-
querors. And it may be obferved by the bye,
that fuch fpetacles have an admirable good effe&
In training up the youth: to boldnefs and refolu~
tion. In this therefore I {ee not that foreigners
have reafon to condemn the Englifh tafte. Spec-,
tacles of this fort deferve encouragement from
the ftate, and to be made an objeét of public

police.
As



30 C  ATTACHMENT TGO

As for gaming, I cannot bring myfelf to thinik
that there 13 any pleafure in having the mind kept
in fufpenfe, and as it were upon the rack, which
muit be the cafe of thofe who venture their money
at games-of hazard. Inaftion and idlenefs are
not by far fo hard to bear. I am {atisfied that
the love of money 1s at the bottom. Nor isit a
folid objeétion, That people will negleét  games
of fkill and- addrefs, to venture their money at
hazard ; for this may be owing to indolence, dif-
fidence, or impatience. There is indéed a curi-
ous fpeculation with regard to this article of ga-
ming, that plealure and. pain attend good and
bad fuccefs at play, independent of the' money
loft or win. It is plaim, that good luck raifes the*
fpirits, as bad luck depreflés them, without re-
gard to confequences: and to: that 1s owing
our concern at game, when we play for trifles.
To what principle in our nature that' concern is
owing, I leave to be inveftigated by others, as it
is not neceflarily connected with the f{ubject of
the prefent Lffay.

1 Lav hold of the prefent edition to inveltigate
the point left open: in the former. This. earth
produces little for the ufe of man but what re- -
quires the preparation both of art and induftry;
and man, by nature artful and induftrious, is well
fitted for his fituation. Were every thing fur-
nithed to his hand without thought or labour, he

would
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would fink below the loweft of the brute creation.
{ fay, below, becaufe the loweft creature perfect
in its kind, is fuperior to a c¢reature of whatever
kind that is corrupted. Selt-love moves us to la-
bour for ourfelves ; benevolence to labour for
others. And emulation 1s added to enforce thele
principles. Emulation 1s vifible even 1n children,
ftriving for victory without knowing what moves
them. In {triving for fame, power, riches, emu-
lation makes a fplendid figure : it operates vigo-
roufly in works of {kill, nor does it lye dormant
in competitions that depend moltly or intirely on
chance, fuch as playing with cards or dice. It is
true, that the pleafure of viCtory without a view
to gain, is extremely faint; and 1t pains me to
obferve that the defperate rifks voluntarily {ub-
mitted to in games of chance, are molftly, if not
intirely inftigated by avarice.

ESSAY
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FFOUNDATION and PRINCIPLES of
- MorarLiTY,

INTRODUCTION.

€ Y UrerriciaL knowledge produces the boldeft
‘adventurers, becaufe it gives no check to
the imagination when fired by a new thouglt.
Shallow writers lay down plans, contrive models,
and are hurried on to execution by the pleafure

of novelty, without confidering whether, after all,
there be any {olid foundation to {upport the fpa-

cious edifice. It redounds not a little to the ho-
nour of fome late inquirers after truth, that, fub~
duing this bent of nature, they have {fubmitted to
the flow and more painful method of experiment;
a method that has been applied to natural philo-
fophy with great fuccefs. The accurate Locke,
in the {cience of logics, has purfued the fame me-
thod, and has been followed by feveral ingenious
writers. ‘The miltrefs-fcience alone is neglelted;
and it feems hard that lefs deference fhould be
paid to her than to her hand-maids. Every au-
thor gives a fyltem of morals, as if it were his

privilege to adjuft it to his own talte and fancy.
Regulations
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Regulations for human conduct are daily framed,
without the leaft confideration, whether they a-
rife out of human nature, or can be accommo-
dated to 1it. And hence many airy {yftems, that
relate not to man nor to any other being. Authors
of a warm imagination and benevolent temper,
exalt man to the angelic nature, and compole laws
for his condut, fo refined as to be far above the
reach of humanity. Others of a contrary difpo-
fition, forcing down all men to a level with the
very loweft of their kind, affign them laws more
fuitable to brutes than to rational beings. In ab.
ftra&t fcience, writéers may more innocently in-
dulge their fancies. The worft that can happen
is, to miflead us in matters where error has little
influence on practice, ‘But they who deal in mo-
ral philofophy ought to be cautious ; for their er-
rors feldom fail to have a bad tendency. The ex-
alting of nature above its {tandard, is apt to dif-
guft the mind, conicious of its weaknefs, and of
its inability to attain fuch an uncommon degree of
perfe&tion. The debafing of nature tends to break
the balance of the afteCtions, by adding weight
to the felfilh and irregular appetites. Befide
thefe bad eftelts, clafhing opinions about morality
are apt to tempt men who have any hollownefs of
heart, to fhake off all principles, and to give way
to every appetite : and then adieu to a juft tenor

of life, and confiftency of candutt.
-1 HESE
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Tuese confiderations give the author ol this
effay a juft concern to proceed with the utmodik
circumfpe&ion in his inquiries, and to try his con-
clufions by their true touchftone, that of facts and
experiments. Had this method been ftri¢tly fol-
lowed, the world wotild not have been perplexed
with that variety of inconfiftent {fy{tems, which un-
happily have rendered morality a difficult and m-
tricate {cience. An attempt to reftore it to 1ts
original fimplicity and authority, muft be approv-
ed, however fhort one falls in the execution.
Writers' differ about the origin of the laws of na-
ture, and they differ about the laws themlielves.
As the author is not fond of controverfy, he will
attempt a plan of the laws of nature, drawn from

their proper fource, laying afide what has been
written on this fubject.

D . 1 AP,
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CHAUP L

FounNnNpATIiIoN oF MoRALITY.

N fearching for the foundation of the laws of

our nature, the following reflections occur.
In the firft place, two things cannot be more inti-
mately conneted than a being and its ations:
for the conne&ion is that of caufe and effeét.
Such as the being i1s, {fuch muft its actions be.
In the next place, the feveral claffes into which
nature has diftributed living creatures, are not
more diftinguifhable by an external form, than
by an internal conititution, which manifefts. itfelf
in an uniformity of condué&, peculiar to cach fpe-
cies. In the third place, any a&tion conformable
to the common nature of the {pecies, is confider-
ed by us as regular and proper. It is according
to order, and according to nature. But if there
exift a being of a conftitution different from that
of its kind, the altions of this being, though con-
formable to its own peculiar conftitution, will, to
us, appear whimfical and diforderly. We {hall
have a feeling of difguit, as if we faw a man with
two heads or four hands. Thele refle€tions lead
us to the foundation of the laws of our nature.
They are to be derived trom the common nature
of man, of which every perfon partakes who 1s

not a monliter,
As
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As the foregoing obfervations make the ground-
work of all morality, it may not be unproper to
cnlarge a little upon them. Looking around, we
find creatures of very different kinds, both as to
external and internal conftitution. Iach {pecies
having a peculiar nature, ought to have a peculiar
rule of action refulting from its nature. We find
this to hold in faét ; and 1t is extremely agreeable
to obferve, how accurately the laws of each {pecies
are adjuited to the frame of the individuals which
compofe it, fo as to procure the conveniencies of
life in the beft manner, and to produce regularity
and confiftency of conduét. To give but one in-"_*_
{tance : the laws which govern fociable creatures,
differ widely from thofe which govern the favage
and folitary. Among foiitary creatures, who have
no mutual conneétion, there is nothing more na-
tural nor more orderly, than to make food one
of another. ~ But for creatures in {ociety to live
after that manner, muft be the eflet of jarring
and inconfiftent principles. No fuch diforderly
appearance is difcovered upon the face of this
globe. 'There 1s, as above oblerved, a harmony
betwixt the internal and external conftitution of
the feveral clafles of animals ; and this harmony
affords a delightful profpet of deep defign, effec-
tively carried into execution. ‘The common na-
ture of every clafs of beings is perceived by us as
perfect ; and if, in any inftance, a particular being
fwerve from the common nature of its kind, the

attion
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action produces a fenfe of diforder and wrong. In
a word, it i1s according to order, that the diffe-
rent forts of living creatures thould be governed
by laws adapted to their peculiar nature. We
confider it as fit and proper that it thould be fo;
and 1t 1s beautitul to find creatures a&ing accord-
ing to their nature.

TuE force of thefe obfervations cannot be re-
fifted by thofe who admit of final caufes. We
make no dithculty to pronounce, that a fpecics of
beings who have fuch or fuch a nature, are made
for {uch or fuch an end. A lion has claws, becaufe
nature made him an animal of prey. A man has
fingers, becaule he 1s a foctal animal made to pro-
cure food by art not by force. It is thus we difco-
ver for what end we were defigned by nature, or
the Author of nature. And the fame chain of rea-
foning points out to us the laws by which we
ought to regulate our actions : for ating accord-
ing to nature, is afling fo as to anfwer the end

of our creation.

CHAP,
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. C H A P.1 I1.
MorRAL SENSE.

¥ AviNnc made out that the nature of man is
# the foundation of the laws that ought to
govern his actions, it will be neceflary to trace
out human nature, {o far as regards the prefent
fubject. If we can happily accomplifh this part of
our undertaking, it will be eafy, in the {yntheti-
cal method, to deduce the laws that ought to
regulate our condu&t. And we begin with exa-
mining in what manner we are related to beings

and things around us ; a {peculation that will lead
to the point in view.

As we are placed in a great world, {furrounded
with beings and things, fome beneficial,fome hurt-
ful ; we are {fo conftituted, that {carce.any object
is indifferent to us: it either gives pleafure or
pain; witnefs founds, taftes, and fmells. This is
the moft remarkable in objelts of fight, which
affe€t us in a more lively manner than objects of
any other external {enfe. Thus, a fpreading oak,
a verdant plain, a large river, are objelts that af-
ford delight. A rotten carcafle, a diftorted higure,
create averfion ; which, in fome inftances, goes

the length of horror.
| * - WIiTH



30 FouNDATION AND PRINCIPLES

WitH regard to objeéts of fight, whatever
gives pleafure 1s faid to be beautiful: whatever
gives pain, is {aid to be #gly. The terms beauty

and wglinefs, in their proper fignification, are con-
fined to object of fight. And indeed fuch objeés,

being more highly agreeable or difagreeable than
others, deferve well to be diftinguithed by a pro-
per name. But, as 1t happens with words that
convey a more lively 1dea than ordinary, the terms
are applied in a figurative {enfe to almoft every
thing that gives a high relifh or difguft. Thus, we
talk of a beautiful theorem, a beautiful thought,
and a beautiful paflage in mufic. And this way
of fpeaking has become fo familiar, that it is
fcarce reckoned a figurative exprefiion.

OgjecTs confidered fimply as exifting, without
relation to any end or any defigning agent, are
in the lowell rank or order with refpect to beauty
and ugline(s; a fmooth globe for example, or a
vivid colour. But when external objeéts, fuch as
works of art, are conlidered with relation to fome
- end, we feel a higher degree of plealure or pain.
Thus, a building regular.in . ail its parts, pleafes
the eye upon the very firft view : but confidered
as a houfe for dwelling in, which is the end pur-
pofed, it pleafes {till more, {fuppofing it to be well
fitted to its end. A fimilar fenfation arifes in ob-
ferving the operations of a well-ordered ftate,

where the parts are nicely adjufted to the ends
of {ecurity and happinefs.
THIS
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Tw1s perception of beauty in works of .art or
defign, which is produced not barely by a fight
of the objelt, but by viewing the objett as fitted
to fome ufe, and as related to fome end, includes
in it what is termed approbation : fox approbation,
when applied to works of art, means our being
pleafed with them or conceiving them beautiful,
in the view of being fitted to their end. Adppro-
bation and difapprobation are not applicable to the
loweft clafs of beautiful and ugly objeéts. To
fay, that we approve a {fweet tafte, or a flowing
river, is really faying no more but that we are
pleafed with fuch objets. But the term is juft-
ly applied to works of art, becaufe it means more
‘than being pleafed with fuch an obje& merely as
exifting. It imports a peculiar beauty, which is

perceived, upon confidering the objeCt as fitted
to the ufe intended.

IT muft be further obferved to aveoid obicurity,
that the beauty which arifes from the relation oi

an objett to its end, is independent of the end 1t-
{elf, whether good or bad, whether beneficial or
hurtful : it arifes from confidering its fitnefs to
the end purpofed, whatever that end be.

WHaEN we take the end itfelf under confidera-

tion, there is difcovered a beauty or uglinefs of a
-higher kind than the two former. A beneficial

end ftrikes us with a peculiar pleafure; and ap-
probation
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probation belongs alfo to this feeling. Thus, the

mechanifm of a fhip is beautiful, in the view of
means well fitted to an end. But the end itfelf,
of carrying on commerce and procuring fo many
conveniencies to mankind, exalts the objett, and
heightens our approbation and pleafure. By an
end, I mean what it ferves to procure and bring a-
bout, whether it be an ultimate end, or fubordinate
to fomething farther. Confidered with refpelt to
its end, the degree of its beauty depends on the
degree of its ulefulnefs. Let it be only kept in
view, that as the end or ufe of a thing is an ob-
ject of greater dignity and importance than the
means, the approbation beftowed on the former
rifes higher than that beftowed on the latter.

THESE three orders of beauty may be blended
together in many different ways, to have very
different effe&s. If an objet in itfelf beautiful be
11l fitted to its end, 1t” will, upon the whole, be
difagreeable. This may be exemplified in a houfe
regular in its architeCture and beautiful to the
eye, but incommodious for dwelling. 1f there be
in an object an aptitude to a bad end, it will, up-
on the whole, be difagreeable, though-it have the
fecond modification of beauty in perfeftion. A
conftitution of government fornied with the moft
perfe& art for enflaving the people, may be an
inftance of this. If the end be good but the ob-

ject not well fitted to the end, it will be beautiful,
ox
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b ugly, as the goodnefs of the end, or unfitnefs.
of the means, 1s prevalent. Of this inftances
will occur at ﬁrﬂ: Vlew, without being fu ooefted.

TrE foregding modificitions of beauty and de~
tormity, apply to all objelts, animate and inani-
mate. A voluntary agent produceth a peculiar
{pecies of beauty and deformity, which may be
diftinguithed from all others. The aftions of li-
ving creatures are more interefting than the ac-
tions of matter. The inftinéts and principles of
action of the former, give us more delight than
the blind powers of the latter; or, in other
words, are more beautiful. No one can doubt
of this fact, who is in any degree converfant with
the poets: In Homer every thing lives: even
darts and arrows are endued with voluntary mo-
tion. And we are {enfible, that nothing animates
a poem more than the frequent ufe of this figure.

HenNcre a new circumitance in the beauty and
deformity of actions, confidered as procceding
from. intention, deliberation, and choice. This
circumftance, which is of the utmoft importance
in the {cience of morals, concerns chiefly human
actions: for we difcover little of intention, deli-
beration; and choice, in the aions of inferior
creatures.” Human aétions are not only agreeable
or dilagreeable, beautiful or deformed, in the dif-
ferent views above mentioned, but are further

E diftinguifhed
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diftinguifhed in our perception of them, as /z¢ and
meet to be done, or as unfit and unmeet. Thele are
{imple perceptions, capable of no definition. But
let any man attentively examine what pafleth in
his mind, when the object of his thought is an
altion proceeding from deliberate intention, and
he will foon difcover the meaning of thefe words,
and the perceptions which they denote. Let him
refle€t upon a fignal at of generofity to a perion
of merit, relieving him from want or from a cruel
enemy : let him refle¢t on a man of exemplary
patriotiim bearing patiently rank opprefiion, ra-
ther than break the peace of fociety. = Such con-
duét will not only Be agreeable to him, and ap-
pear beautiful, but will be agreeable and beauti-
ful, as f# and meer to be done. He will ap-
prove the a&tion in that quality, and he will ap-
prove the a&tor for his humanity and difinterefted-
nefs. This diftinguifhing circumitance intitles the
beauty and deformity of human actions to peculiar
names : they are termed moral beauty and moral
deformity. Hence the morality and immorality -of
human ad&ions; founded on a faculty termed the®

moral fenfe.

IT gives no clear notion of morality, to reil it
upon fimple approbation, as fome writers do. 1
approve a well conftructed plough or waggon for
its ufefulnefs. I approve a fine pi&ure or {tatue
for the juftnels of its reprefentation; and I ap-

| prove
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- prove the maker for his {kill. T approve an ele-
gant drefs on a fine woman ; and I approve her
taflte. But fuch approbation is far from being the
fame with that which is occafioned by human ae-
tions deliberately done in order to fome end. If
the end be beneficial, the attion is approved as
right and fit to have been done : if hurtful, it is
difapproved as wrong and unfit to have been
done. None of thefe qualities are applicable to
the inftances firft given. |

OF all objefts whatever, human actions are the
moft highly delighttul or difgufiful, and poflefs
the highelt degree of beauty or deformity. In
thefe every circumitance concurs : the fitnefs or
unfitnefs of the means, the goodnefs or badnels of
the end, the intention of the aftor ; which give
them the peculiar character of fiz and meet, or
unfit and unmeet. )

‘Trus we find the nature of man- {6 conftitu-
ted, as to approve certain adtions, and to difapa
prove others ; to confider fome altions as ## and
meet to be done, and others as uznfiz and wnmeet.
‘What diftinguifheth actions to make them obje&si
of the one or the other perception, will be ex-
plained in the following chapter. And with re-
gard to {ome of our aftiens, another circumftance
will be difcovered, different from what have been
mentioned, founding the well known terms of

duty
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duty and obligation, direCting our condu¢t, and
conftituting what in the ftri&teft . {enfe may be
termed a law. With regard to other beings, we
have no data to difcover the laws of their nature,
other than their frame and conftitution. We have
the fame date to difcover the laws of our own
nature ; and over and above, a peculiar {enfe of
approbation or difapprobation, termed the moral
{fenfe.. And one thing extremely remarkable will
be‘explained afterwards, that the laws which are
fitted to the nature of man and to his external
circumf{tances, -are the fame that we approve by
the moral fenfe, . |

!

C H A P.
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C H A P. 1L
DI'U,l,TY’a?Zd OBLIGCATION.

Houcn thefe terms are of the utmoft im-.
| portance in morals, 1 know not that any au.
thor hath attempted to explain them, by pointing
out thofe principles or perceptions which they ex-
prefs. This-defect 1 {hall endeavour to {upply,
by tracing thefe terms to their proper {ource,
without which the fyftem of morals cannot be
complete ; becaule thefe terms point out to us
the moft precife and eflential branch of morality.

Lorp Shaftefbury, to whom the world is great-
ly indebted for his'ineftimable writings, has clear-
Iy and convincingly made out, ¢ that virtue is the
‘¢ #00d, and vice the ill of every one.”” But he
has not proved virtue to be our duty, otherways
than by fhowing it to be our intereft; which
comes not up to the idea of duty. For this term
plainly implies fomewhat indifpenfable in our con-
dué; what we ought to do, what we ought to fub-
mit to: Now, a man may be confidered as foolifh
for alting againft his irtereflt ; but he cannot be
confidered as wicked or vitious. His Lordfhip
indeed, in his effay upon virtue ¥, approaches to
an explanation of duty and obligation, by aflerting
' T . the
% Page 08,
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the fubordinancy of the felf-affetions to the fo-
cial. But though he ftates this as a propofition
to be made out, he drops it in the {fublequent
part of his work, and never again brings 1t into.

vView.

~ HurcuEsoN, in his eflay upon beauty and vir-
tue *, founds the morality of a&ions on a certain
quality of altions, that procures approbation and
love to the agent. But this account of morality
is alfo imperfe&, as it makes no diftin&ion be-
tween duty and fimple benevolence. It is fcarce
applicable to juftice ; for the man who, confining
himfelf firi&tly to 1t, 1s true to his word and avoids
harming others, is a juft and moral man, is in-
titled to fome fhare of efteem ; but will never beg
the objet of love or friendfhip. He muft thow a
difpofition to the good of mankind, of his friends
at leaft and neighbours, he muft exert aéts of hu-
manity and benevolence ; before he can hope to
procure the-affetion of others,. -

BuT it is chiefly to ‘be obferved, that in this
account of morality, the terms ablzgm'zm, duty,
gught and fbould, have no diftin& meaning ; which,
fhows, that the entire foundation of morality is
not taken in by this author. It 1s true, that to-.
ward the clofe of his work, he attempts to ex-

plain the meaning of the term obligation ; but
without

* Page 101,
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without fuccefs. He explains it to be, either, << a
¢« motive from {elf-intereft, fufficient to deter-
<« mine thofe who duly confider 1t to a certain
¢ courfe of attion ;’’ which furely is not moral
obligation 3 or ¢ a determination, without re-
¢ gard to our own intereft, to approve ations,
¢ and to perform them; which determination
¢¢ {hall alfo make us difpleafed with ourfelves, and
‘¢ uneafy upon having afted contrary to it ;*’ in
which {enfe, he fays, there is naturally an obliga-
tion upon all men to benevolence, But this ac-
count falls Thort of the true idea of obligation ;
becaufe it makes no deftintion betwixt it and
that fimple approbation of the moral fenfe which
can be applied to heroi{m, magnanimity, gene-
rofity, and other exalted virtues, as well as to
juftice. Duty however belongs'to the latter on-
ly ; and no man reckons himfelf under ar obli-

gation to perform any adtion that belongs to the
former.

NrrTHER 1s the author of the treatife upon
human nature more fuccefsful, when he endea-
vours to refolve the moral {enfe into pure {ym-
pathy *. According to that author, there is no

more in morality, but approving or difapproving
an action, after we difcover by refleion that it

tends to the good or hurt of fociety. This would
be too faint a principle to control our irregular

| appetites
* Vol. 3. Part 2.

[
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appetites and paflions. It would fcarce be fuffi-
cient to reltrain us fromv incroaching upon our
friends and neighbours ; and, with regard to
{trangers, would be the weakelt of all reftraints.
We fhall by and by.thow, that morality has a
‘more folid foundation. In the mean time, it is
of importance to obferve, that, upon this author’s
fyftem, as well as Hutchelon’s, the mnoted "terms
of dufy, ablzgarmz, azngr and //Jazdd @‘c. have no
mcamng -

‘WE fhall now proceed to explain -thefe terms,
by pointing out the perceptions which: they ex-~
prefs.~ And, in performing this. tafk, there will be
difcovered a wonderful and  beautiful contrivance
of the Author of our nature, to-give authority to
morality, by putting the lelf-affetions in a due
{fubordination to the focital. The moral {enfe has
in. part been explained above ; that'by it we per-
ceive fome altions to be fif and meet to be done ;
and others to be wnfit and unmeet. When this
obfervation is applied to particulars, 1t is an evi-
dent falt, that we have a {enfe of frnefs in kindly
and beneficent actions.: we approve ourfelves
and others for performing a&ions -of this kind:
as, on the other hand, we difapprove the unfoci-
able, peevith, and hard-hearted. “ But in one clafs
of ations, an additional circumftance is'regarded
by the moral fenfe. Submiilion to. parents, grati-
tude. to benefaltors, and the ading juflly to all,

are
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are perceived not only as fit and meet; but as our
‘indifpenfable duty. On the other hand, the in.
Jjuring . others.in their perfons, in their fame, or
in their goods are perceived not only as. unfiz to
be done, but as ablolutely wrong to be done, and
what, upon no account, we osught to do. What
is here afferted, is a matter of fat, which can ad-
mit of no other proof than an appeal to every
man’s own perceptions. Lay pre_\udme afide; and
give fair play to what paffes in the mind: I afk
no other conceflion. There is no man, however
irregular 1n his life and manners, however poifon-
ed by awrong education, but muft be fenfible of
thefe perceptions. And indeéd the words which
are to be found in all languages, and which are
perfe&ly underftood in the communication of
Jentiments, are an ev1dent demontftration of it.
Duty, obligation, ought.and fhould; would be empty
founds, unlefs upon fuppofition of fuch percep-
tions. . We do not confider attions that come
under the notion of duty or obhigation, or pro-
hibited by them, as in any degree under our
own power. We: have the confcionfnefs of ne-
ceflity, and of being bound .and tied to perfor-
mance; as if under fome external compulfion.

IT is proper hére to be remarked; that bene-
volent and generous altions are not objedts of this
peculiar fenfe. Hence, fuch a&ions, though con-

fidered as iz and right to be done, are not however
¥ confidered
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confidered to be our duty, but as virtuous actions
beyond what is ftriétly our duty. Benevolenceand
generofity are more beautiful, and more attra&ive
of love and efteem, than juftice. Yet, not bemg fo
neceflary to the fupport of {ociety, they are left up-
on the general footing of approbatory pleafure ;
while juflice, faith, truth, without which focmty
cannot fubfift, are obje&s of the foregoing pecu-
llar fenfe, to take away all thadow of hberty, and
to put us under a neceffity of performance. The
virtues that are exa&ted from us as duties, may
be termed primary : the other which are not >
acted as duties, may be termed _/éc‘ondczry

Dr Butler, a manly and acute writer, hatlt
gone farther than any other, to affign a juft foun-
dation for moral duty. He confiders confmencc
or refleétion *, ¢ as one principle of a&mn, which,
c compared Wlth the reft as they ftand together
“ in the nature of man, plainly bears upon it
«¢ marks of authority over all the reft, and claims
¢ the abfolute dire&ion of them all to allow or
<¢ forbid their gratlﬁcatlon.’ > - And his proof of
this pr 0poﬁt10n 1s, ¢ that a dlfapprobatlon Or re-
¢ fleétion is in jtfelf a principle manifeftly fuperior
““ to a mere propenfion.” Had this admirable
writer handled the ﬁJbJC& more profeﬂedly than
he had occafion to do In a preface, it is more

than

* Preface to the later editions of his fermone.
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than likely he would have putitin a cie_'ar_'light.
But he has not faid enough to afford that light
the fubje& 1s capable of. For it may be obferved,
in the firft place, that a difapprobation of reflec-
tion is far from being the whole of the matter.
Such difapprobation is applied to morofenefs, fel-
filhnefs, and many other partial affeCtions, which
are, however, not confidered in a {trift fenfe ds
contrary to our duty. And it may be doubted,
whether a difapprobation of refleCtion be, in every
cafe, a principle fuperior to a mere propenfion.
We difapprove a man who neglects his private at-
fairs, and gives himfelf up to love, hunting, or
any other amufement : nay, he difapproves him-
felf. Yet from this we cannot fairly conclude,
that he 18 guilty of any breach of duty, or that
it 1s unlawful for him to follow his propenfion.
We may obferve, in the next place, what will be
afterward explained, that conicience, or the mo-
ral fenfe, is none of our principles of action, but
their guide and direGtor. It 1s {till of greater im-
portance to obferve, that the authority of con-
fcience does not confift merely in an act of re-
fle@lon. 1t arifes from a direct perception, which
we have upon prefenting the objelt, without the
intervention of any fort of refleétion. And the
authority lies in this circumfitance, that we per-
ceiwve the altion to be our duty, and what we are
indifpenfably bound to perform. It is in this
manner that thé moral fenfe, with regard to {fome

actions,
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ations, plainly bears upon it the marks of autho-
rity over all our appetites and paffions. It is the
voice of God within us, which commands our
{tricteft obedience, juft as much as when his will
18 declared by exprefs revelation.

WuaT 1s here {tated will T hope clearly dif-
tinguifh duty or moral obligation from benevo-
lence: I know of no words in our language to
make the diftintion more clear. The overlook-
ing this diftin¢tion is a capital defect in the wri-
ters who acknowledge morality to be founded on
an mnate lenfe : 1t has led them to reduce the
whole of virtue to benevolence ; and confequent-
ly, to hold mankind as bound to perform the
higheft alts of benevolence, becaufe fuch atts
produce the higheft approbation. This dotrine
cannot be altogether harmlefs, becaufe it con-
verts benevolence into indifpenfable duty, con-
trary to the {yltem of nature. A young man wheo
enters the world full of fuch notions {oon difco-
vers it to be above his power to conform his con-
duct to them. Will he not be naturally led to
confider morality as a romance or chimera? If

he efcape that conclufion, he may juftly confider
himielf as remarkably fortunate.

A vERY 1important branch of the moral f{enfe
_remains ftill to be unfolde,d. in the matters ad-

bove mentioned, performing of promifes, gra-
titude,
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titude, and abftaining from harming others, we
have the peculiar {fenfe of duty and obligation :
but 1n tranfgrefling thefe duties, we have not on-
ly the {enfe of vice and wickednefs, but we have
turther the fenfe of merited punifhment, and
dread of its being inflicted upon us. This dread
may be but {light in the more venial tranfgreflions.
But, in crimes of a deep dye, 1t rifes to a degree
of anguifh and defpair. Hence remorfe of con-
fcience, which, upon the commiflion of certain
crimes, 1s a dreadful torture. This dread of me-
rited punifhment operates for the moft part fo
ftrongly upon the imagination, that every unufual
accident, every extraordinary misfortune, is by
the criminal judged to be a punifhment purpofely
1infli¢ted upon him. During profperity, he makes
a {hift to blunt the {tings of his conicience. But
no fooner does he fall into diftrefs or into any de-
preflion of mind, than his confcience lays faft hold
of him: his crime {tares him in the face; and
every accidental misfortune is converted into a
real punifhment. ¢ And they faid one to ano-
“ ther, We are verily guilty concerning our bro-
‘“ ther, in that we faw the anguifh of his foul,
* when he befought us ; and we would not hear:
‘¢ therefore i1s this diftrefs come upon us. And
‘“ Reuben an{wered them, faying, Spake I not
““ unto you, faying, Do not fin againft the child ;

¢.and ye would not hear? therefore behold alfo,
“ his blood is required *.”?

ONE

. % Genefis xlii. 21, 22,
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OxE material circumftance is ‘here to be re-
marked, which widens the difference {till more be-
twixt the primary and fecondary virtues. As juf-
tice, and the other primary virtues, are more eflen-
tial to {ociety, than generofity,benevolence, or any
other fecondary virtue, they are more indifpen-
{able.” Friendihip, generofity, foftnefs of manners,
form peculiar characters, and ferve to diftinguifh
one perfon from another. But the fenfe of juftice
and of the other primary virtues, belongs to man
as fuch. Though it exilts in very different de-
grees of ftrength, there perhaps never was a hu-
man creature altogether void of it. And it makes
a delightful appearance in the human conftitution,
that even where this fenfe is weak, as it is in fome
individuals, it notwithftanding retains its autho-
rity as the director of their conduct. If there be.
a fenfe of juftice, it muft diftinguifh right from
wrong, what we oxght to do from what we oughs
not to. do; and, by that very diftinguifhing fa.
culty, juftly claims to be our guidé and governor.
This confideration may ferve to juitify human
laws, which make no diftinltion among men, as
endued with a ftronger or weaker fenfe of juftice.

AND here we muft paufe 4 moment, to indulge
{ome degree of admiration upon this part of the
human fyftem. Man is evidéntly intended to live -
in fociety ; and becaufe there can' be no fociety
among creatures who préy upon on€ another, it
was neceflary, in the firft place, to provide againft

mutual injuries. Further, man is the weakeft of
all
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all creatures feparately, and the very f’cronge{’c in
fociety ; therefore mutual affiftance is the chief
end of fociety ; and to this end. it was neceffary,
that there thould be mutual truft and reliance up-
on engagements, and that favours received fhould
be thankfully repaid. Now, nothing can be more
- finely adjufted than the human heart, to anfwer
thefe purpofes. 1t is not {ufficient that we approve
every action that 1s eflential to the prefervation of
{ociety : it is not fufficient, that we difapprove
every action that tends to its diffolution. Appro-
bation or difapprobation merely, is not fufhcient
to fubjet our conduét to the authority of a law.
Thefe fentiments have in this cafe the peculiar
modification of duty, that fuch aions are what
we ought to perform, and what we are mdlfpenf-
ably bound to perform. This circumftance con-
verts into a law, what without it can only be con-
fidered as a rational meafure, and a prudential
rule of condu&. Nor is any thing omitted to
gwe it the moft complete charaéter of a law. The
tranfgreflion is attended with apprehenfion of pu-
nifhment, nay with attual punithment ; as EVEry
misfortune which befals the tran{greflor is con-
fidered by him as a punifhment. Nor is this the
avhole of the matter. Sympathy is a principle im-
planted in the breaft of every man; we cannot
hurt another without fuffering for it, whlch iS an.
additional punifhment. And we are {till further
pum{hed for our injuftice or ingratitude, by in-~
curring the averfion and hatred of all men.

CHAP.
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C H AP IV
DiIFFERENT RANKS af MORAL VIRTUES.

T is a truth umverﬁlly admltted that no marn

thinks fo highly of himfelf or of another, for
- having done a juft, as for having done a gene-
rous action : yet every.one muit be {enfible, that
-juftice is to fociety. more effential. than . generofi-
ty ; and why we fhould place the greater merit
upon the lefs- eflential attion, may appear unac-~
countable. This matter deferves .to be exami-
ned, becaufe 1t dlfclofes more and. more the {ci~
‘ence of morals ; and to this exammatlon we {hall
proceed, after making fome further obfervations
upon the fubjelt of the preceding chapter.

TuEe primary virtues, as obferved in that chap-
ter, being duties efiential to the fubfiftance of {o-
ciety, are entirely withdrawn from our elettion
and choice. They are perceived as indifpen{ably
obligatory upon us; and the tranfgreflion of
them as laws of our nature, is attended with
fevere and never-failing punithment. In a word,
there is not a charalteriftic of pofitive law
which is not applicable, in the {triéteft fenfe;
to thefe laws of our nature ; with this:material dif-
ference, that the fanctions of thefe laws are greatly
more efficacious than any that have been invent-
ed to enforce municipal laws. The fecondary

virtues,
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virtues, which contribute to the improvement of
fociety, but are not {tritly neceflary to its fubfift-
ence,are left to our own.choice, Theyhave not the
charalter:of neceflity imprefied upon them, nor 1s
the forbearance of them attended with a fenfe of
guilt. On the other hand, the attions which be-
long to this'clafs, are objets of the {trongeft per-
ceptions -of moral beauty ; of the higheft degree
of approbation, both from ourfelves and others.
Offices: of undeferved kindnefs, requital of good
for evil, generous toils and fuflerings for the good
of our country, come under tlﬂs clafs. Thefc are
not made our duty There is no motive to the
performance, which in any proper fenfe can be
called a law. But there are the ﬁmnge{t motives
that can coniit with perfe& freedom. The per-
formance is rewarded with a confcioufnefs of
felf-merit, and with the prcufe and admiration of
all the world, which are the hlgheft and molk
defirable rewards human nature is {ufceptible-of.

Tuere is {fo much of enthufiafin in this branch
-of moral beauty, that it is not wonderful to find
perions of a free and generous turn of mmd cap-
tivated with it, who are lefs atténtive to the pri-
mary virtues. The’ magnanimous, who cannot
bear reftraint, are U‘Llldt‘,d more by generofity
than by ]uf’clce. The fenfe however of ftri& duty
is, with the bulk of mankind, a more powerful
incitement to honc&y, than pmfe and felf-appto-
(> bation
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bation are to generofity. And there: cannot be
2 more pregnant inftance of wifdom than in this
part of the human conftitution’; it being far more
eflential to fociety, that all men be juit and hon
neft, than that they be p'ltrlots and heroes.

FroMm what is above laid down, the following
obfervation naturally arifes, ‘that with refped’ to
the primary virtues, tlie pain of tranfgrefling our
duty is much. greater than the pleafure which re-
fults from obeying it. The contrary holds in the
fecondary virtues. The pleafure which arifes from
performing a generous action i1s much greater
than the pain of negle&. " Among the vices op-
pofite to the primary virtues, the moft ftriking ap-
pearances of moral deformityare found ; among
the {econdary virtues, - the moﬂ: ﬂ:rlkmg appear-
ances of moral beauty.

WE are now prepared to carry on the fpecula-
tion fuggefled in the beginning of this chapter.
In ranking the moral virtues according to their.
dlgmtp‘and merit, one would readily imagine, that
the primary virtues fhould be intitled to the high-
eft clafs, as belng more eflential to foc1ety than
the fecondary But, upon examination, we find
that'this is not the order of natare. The firlt
rank in point of dignity is afligned to the fecond-
dry virtues, which are not the firt in" point of

+ut1hty Generofity, in the fenfe of mankind,
hath
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hath more merit than juftice ; and other fecond-
ary virtues, undaunted courage, magnanimity,
heroifm, rife {till higher mm our efteem. Is not
nature whimfical and irregular, in ranking after
this manner the moral virtues ? One at {irft view
would think fo. But, like other difficulties that
meet us in contemplating the works of nature,
this arifes from partial and obflcure views. When
the whole 1s {urveyed as well as 1ts {everal parts,
we difcover, that nature has here taken her mea-
fures with peculiar forefight and wifdom. Let
us only recollet what is inculcated in the fore-
going part of this eflay, that juftice is enforced by
natural fanctions of the moft eftectual kind§ by
which it becomes a law in the f{iriftelt {enfe, a

law that never can be tranfgrefled with impunity.
To extend this law to generofity and the other

fecondary virtues, and to make thefe our duty,
would produce an inconfiftency in human nature.
It would make univerfal benevolence a ftrit
duty, to whieh the limited capacity and more li-
mited abilities of man, bear no proportion. Ge-
nerofity, therefore, heroilm, and all the extraor-
dinary cxertions of virtue, muit be leit to our
own choice, without annexing any punifhment to
the forbearance. Day-light now begins to break
in upon us. Iif the fecondary virtues mulit not be
enforced by puni‘hment, it becomes neceffary
that they be encouraged by reward ; for without

fuch encouragement, examples would be rare of
facrificing
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facrificing one’s own intereft to that of othets.
And after confidering the matter with the utmoit
attention, I cannot imagine any reward more pro-
per than that atually beftowed, which 1s to place
thefe virtues in the higheft rank, to give them a
fuperior dignity, and to make them produétive of
grand and lofty emotions. To place the primary
virtues in the higheft rank, would no doubt be
a {trong fupport to them. But as this could not
be done without difplacing the {econdary virtues,
detruding them into a lower rank, and confe-
quently depriving them of their reward, the alte-
ration would be ruinous to {ociety. It would in-
deed more effeftually prevent injultice and wrong ;
but wauld it not as effeCtually prevent the exer-
cife of benevolence, and of numberlefs reciprocal
benefits in a focial {tater If it would put.an end
to our fears, {o it would to our hopes. And, to
fay all in one word, we would, in the midit of {o-
ciety, become folitary beings; worfe if poilible
than being folitary in a defart. Juftice at the
fame time 1s not left altogether deftitute of re-
ward. Though it reaches not the fplendor of
the more exalted virtues, it gains at leaft our
elteem and approbation; and, which is {till of
greater importance, it never fails to advance the

happinefs of thofe wha obey its dictates, by the
mental fatistaction 1t beftows.

CHAP
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C H A P V.

PrRiNciPLEsS of ACTION.

N the three chapters immediately foregoing,

we have taken pains to inquire into the moral
fenfe, and to analyze it into its different parts.

Our prefent tafk muft be to inquire into thole
principles in our nature which move us to action.
Thefe mult be diftinguifhed from the moral {enfe;
which, properly fpeaking, is not a principle of ac-
tion. Its province, as fhall forthwith be explain-
ed, is to inftru& us, which of our principles of
action we may indulge, and which of them we
muft reftrain. It is the voice of God within us,

regulating our appetites and paflions, and fhow.
ing us what are lawful, what unlawful.

OvuR. nature, as far as concerns action, 1s made
up of appetites and paflions which move us to
alt, and of the moral {enfe by which thele appe-
tites and pailions are gaverned. The moral {fenfe
1s not intended to be the firft mover: but it 1s
an excellent {fecond, by the moft authontative of
all motives, that of duty. Nature 1s not {o rigid
to us her favourite children, as to leave our con-
duct upon the motive of duty folely. A more
mafterly and kindly hand is vifible 1n the archi-
teture of man. We are impelled to motion by

the
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the very conftitution of our nature ; and to pre-
vent our being carried too far, or 1n a wrong di-
reCtion, confcience i1s et as at the helm. "That{uch
1s our nature, may be made evident from induc-
tion. Were conicience alone, in any cale, to be
the fole principle of aftion, it might be expeéted
to be fo in matters of juftice, of which we have
the ftrongeft fenfe as our indifpenifable duty. We
find however juftice not to be an exception from
the general plan. For is not love of jultice a
principle of ation common to all men; and is
not affection between parents and children equal-
ly {o, as well as gratitude, veracity, and every
primary virtue? Thefe principles give the firft
impulfe, which is finely feconded by the influence
and authority of confcience. It may therefore
be fafely pronounced, that no ation is a duty, to
the performance of which we are not prompted
by fome natural motive or principle. To make
{fuch an a&ion our duty, would be to lay down a
rule of conduét contrary to our nature ; or that
has no foundation in our nature. This 1s a
truth little attended to by thofe who have given
us {yftems of natural laws. No wonder they have
gone aftray. Let this truth be kept clofe 1n view,
and it will put an end to many a controverly a-
bout thefe laws. If, for example, it be laid down
as a primary law of nature, That we are {iritly
bound to advance the good of all, regarding our

own intereft no farther than as it makes a part of
the
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the general happinefs ; we may fafely rejet fuch
a law, unlefs it be made appear, that there is a
principle of benevolence in man prompting him
to purfue the happinefs of all. To found this
difinterefted {cheme wholly upon the moral fenfe,
would be a vain attempt. The moral fenfe, ds
above obferved, is our guide only, not our mover.
Approbation or difapprobatien of thofe attions,
to which, by fome natural principle, we are an-
tecedently directed, is all that can refult from it.
If it be laid down on the other hand, That we
ought to regard ourfelves only in all our a&tions ;
and that it is felly, if not vice, to concern our-
felves for others ; fuch a law can never be ad-

mitted, unlefs upon the fuppofition that felf-love
is our only principle of altion.

IT is probable, that in the following particu-
lar, man differs from the brute creation. Brutes
are entirely governed by principles of attion,
which, in them, obtain the name of inftinés.
They blindly follow their inftincts, and are led
by that miftin&t which is {trongeft for the time.
It is meet and fi# they fhould a& after this man-
ner, becaufe it is aéting according to the whole
of their nature. But for man to fuffer himiclf to
be led implicitly by inftin& or by his principles
of ation, without check or control, 1s not ating
according to the whole of his nature. He is en-
dued with a moral fenfé¢ or conicience, to clieck

and
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and control his principles of aétion, and to -
ftruct him which of them he may indulge, and
which of them he ought to reftrain. This ac-
count of the brute creation is undoubtedly true
in the main : whether {o in every particular, is
of no importance to the prefent fubje&, being
fuggefted by way of contraft only, to' illuflrate
the peculiar nature of man., - - '

A rurLL account of our principles of action
would be an endlefs theme. DBut as it is propo-
led to confine the prefent fhort eflay to the laws
which govern focial life, we fhall have no occa-
fion to inquire into any principles of aion, but

what are direted to others; dropping thofe
which have felf alone for their obje&. Andin
this inquiry, we fet out with the following que-
ftion, In what {enfe are we to hold a principle of
univerfal benevolence, as belonging to human
nature ! This queftion is of importance in the
{cience of morals : for, as oblerved above, uni-
verfal benevolence cannot be a duty, if we be not
antecedently promped to 1t by a natural principle.
When we confider afingle man, abﬁra&ed from
all circumitances- and all conne&lons, we are not
confcious of any benevolence -to him ; we feel
nothing within us that prompts us to advance
his happinefs. If one be agreeable at firft ﬁght
and attra& any degree of affeftion, it is owmg
to looks, manners, or behavmur. “And for evi-
| L dence
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dence of this we are as apt to be difgufted at firlt
fight, ds to be pleafed. Man is by nature a thy and
timorous animal. Every new objeét gwes an lm-
preflion of fear, till upon better acquaintance it ig
difcovered to be harmlefs. Thus an infant clings
to its nurfe, upon the fight of a new tace; and this
natural dread 1s not removed but by experience.
If every human ercature did produce affe&tion in
every other at firft fight, children, by natural in-
{ftinct, would be fond of {‘crangers. But no fuch
inftinét difcovers itfelf. The fondnefs of a child
is confined to the nurfe, the parents, and thofe
who are moft about it ; till by degrees it opens .,
to a fenfe of other conne&mns 1'his argument
may be illuftrated by a low, ‘but apt inftance.
Dogs have by nature an aflettion for the human
ipecies 5 and puppies run to the firft man they
fee, thow marks of fondnefs, and play about his
feet. There is no fuch gencral fondnefs of man
to man by nature. Certain circumftances are
always required to produce and call it forth, Di-
ftrefs indeed never fails to beget fympathy. The
mifery of the moft unknown glves us pain, and
we are prompted by nature to afferd relief. But
when there is nothing to call forth our fympathy
where there are no pecuhar circumftancés to in-
tereft us or beget a conneétion, we rell in a {tate
of indifference, and are not confcious of withing
either good or ill te the perfon. Thefe moralifts

therefore who require us to lay afide all partial
H affe&ion
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affc&tion and to act upon a principle of equal be-
nevolence to all men, require us to act upon a
principle, which has no place in our nature.

In the manner now mentioned, a principle of
univerfal benevolence does certainly not exift in
man. Let us next inquire if it exift in any other
manner. The happinefs of mankind is an obje&t
agreeable to the mind in contemplation ; and
cood men have a fenfible pleafure in every {tudy
or purfuit by which they can promote it. Bene-
volence, not equally direted to all men, gradu-
ally decreafeth according to the diftance of the
objedt, till it dwindles away to nothing. But here
comes in a happy contrivance of nature, to {upply
the want of benevolence to diftant objects ; which
1s, to give power to an abftralt term, fuch as our
religion, our country, our governmeiit, or even
mankind, to raife benevolence or public fpirit.
The particular objefts under each of thefe clafles,
confidered fingly and apart, may have httle or
no force to produce affetion ; but when com-
prehended under one general view, they become
an objelt that dilates and warms the heart. In this
manner, a2 man 1s enabled to embrace in his af-
iection all mankind : and in this fenfe man 1s en-
dued with a principle of univerfal benevolence.

Axy perfon who can reflet upon this branch

ot human nature without fome degree of emotion,
' * mulft



Or Mor ALITY. 5

muft be of a very cold temperament. There is
perhaps not one fcene to be met with in the na-
tural or moral world where more of defign and
of confummate wildom are difplayed, than in this
under confideration. The authors, who, impref-
{ed with reverence for human nature, have endea-
voured to exalt it the higheft, could none of
them {tretch their imagination beyond a principle
of equal benevolence to every individual. And
a very fine {cheme it is in idea ; but, unluckily it
1s entirely of the Utopian kind, altogether unfit
for life and action. It hath efcaped the confide-
ration of thefle authors, that man is by nature of
a limited capacity; and that his affe€tion, by mul-
tiplication of objells, inftead of being increafed,
15 {plit into parts, and weakened by divifion. A
principle of univerfal equal benevolence, by di-
viding the attention and aftection, inftead of pro-
moting benevolent aftions, would be an obftruc-
tion to them. The mind would be diftracted by
the multiplicity of objelts that have an equal in-
fluence, fo as to be eternally at a lofs where to
begin, But the human fyftem is better adjufted
than to admit of {fuch difproportion betwixt abi-
fity and affection. The chief objelts of a man’s
love are his friends and relations. e referves
fome fhare ta beftow on his neighbours. His af-
fettion leflens gradually, in proportion to the di-
ftance of the objett, till it vanith altogether. But
were this.the whole of human nature with re-
gard
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gard to benevolence, man would be but an ab-
je&t créature. By a very happy contrivance, ob-
je&ts which, becaufe of their diftance, have little
or no influence, are gathered together in one
general view, and made to have the very {trong-
eit efteCt ; exceeding, in many inftances, the moft
lively aftfetion that 1s beftowed on a particular
object. By this happy contrivance, the attention
of the mind, and its aftettions are preferved en-
tire, to be beftowed upon general obje&s, inftead
of being diflipated among an endlefs number of
individuals. Nothing more ennobles human na-
ture than this principle of aftion: nor is there
any thing more wondertful, than that a ‘general
term which has no precife meaning, fhould be
the foundation of a more intenfe affe&ion than
1s beftowed, for the moit part, upon particular
objefts, even the moft attractive. When we
talk of our country, our religion, our govern-
ment, the ideas annexed to thele general terms,
are obfcure and indiftin&. Gencml terms are
extremely ufeful in tanguage ; ferving, like ma-
thematical figns, to communicate our thoughts
in a fummary way. But the ufe of them 1s not
confined to language : they ferve for a much
nobler purpofe, that of exciting us to generous
and benevolent adtions of the moft exalted kind;

not confined to individuals, but grafping Whole
focieties, towns, countries, kingdoms, nay all
mankind. By this curious mechanifm, the de-

fect
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fe& of our -nature is amply remedied. Diftant
objelts, otherways mvifible, are rendered can-
-fplcuous . accumulation makes them great ; and
‘greatnefs brlngs them near the eye: aftettion
is preferved, to be beftowed entire, as upon a
fingle object. And, to fay all in one word, this
{fyftem of benevolence, which is really founded
on human nature and not the invention of man,
is infinitely better contrived to advance the good
and happinefs .of mankind,. than any Utopian
{yftem that ever has been produced by the warm-
cft imagination.

Upron the oppofite {yftem of abfolute felfifh-
nefs, there is no occafion to lofe a moment. It
1s evidently chimerical, becaufe it has no foun-
dation in human nature. It 1s not more certain
that there exiits the creature man, than that he
hath principles of ation direted entirely upon
others ; fome to do good, and others to do mii-
chief. "Who can doubt of this, when friendfhip,
compaflion, gratitude, on the one hand ; and on
the other, malice and relentment, are confider-
ed ? It hath indeed been obferved, that we in-
dulge fuch paffions and affeCtions merely for our
own gratification. But no perfon can relifh this
obfervation, who is in any meafure acquainted
with human nature. The focial affettions are
ia fa&t the fource of the deepeflt afflitions, as
well as of the maft exalted pleafures, as has been

fully
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tully laid open in the foregoing eflay. In a word,
we are evidently formed by nature for fociety,
and for indulging the {ocial as well as the {felfilh
paflions; and therefore ‘to contend, that we
ought to regard ourfelves only and to be influ-
¢nced by no principles but what are felfifh, i

directly to fly in the face of nature, and to lay
down a rule of condutt inconfiftent with it.

TrHEsE {yftems being laid afide, as deviating
from the nature of man, the way lies open to
come at what are his true and genuine principles
of a&ttion. The firft thing that nature confults,
1s the prelervation of her creatures. Hence the
love of life is made the ftrongeft of all inftinéts.
Upon the fame foundation, pain is in a greater
degree the objeét of averfion, than pleafure is of
defire. Pain warns us of what tends to our dif-
folution : pleafure is often fought after unwarily,
and by means dangerous to health and life. Pain
comes in.as a monitor.of our danger; and na-
ture, confulting our prefervation in the firlt place
and our gratification in the fecond only, wifely
gives pain more force to draw us back, than it

gives pleafure to puih us on.

Tue fecond principle of ation is felf-love, or
defire of our own happinefs and good. This 1s
a ftronger principle than benevolence, or love

beftowed upon others: wifely fo ordered ; be-
| cauﬁs;
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caufe every man has more power, knowledge,
and opportunity, to promote his own good than
that of others. "Thus individuals are moftly left
to their own care. It is agreeable to the limited
nature of fuch a creature as man, that it fhould
be {fo ; and, confequently, it is wilely ordered,

that every man fhould have the {trongeit affec-
tion for himf{elf.

Trae foregoing principles having /lf for their
object, come not properly under the prefent un-
dertaking. ‘They are barely mentioned, to illu-

firate, by oppofition, the following principles,
which regard others. Of this fort, the moft u-

niverfal is the love of juitice, without which there
can be no fociety. Veracityis-another principle,
no lefs univerfal. Fidelity, a third principle, is
circumf{cribed within narrower bounds; for it
cannot exift without a peculiar conneétion be-
twixt two perfons, to found a reliance on the
one fide, which requires on the other a conduéx
correfponding to the reliance. Gratitude is a
fourth principle, univerfally acknowledged. And
benevolence poflefles the laft place, diverfified
by its objefts, and exerting itfelf more vigorouily
or more faintly, in proportion to the diftance of
particular objefts, and the grandeur of thoie that
are general. This principle of altion has one
remarkable quality, that it operates with much
greater force to relieve thofe in diftrefs, than to

promote
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promote pofitive good. In the cafe of diftrels,
{ympathy comes to 1ts aid ; and, in that circum-

ftance, it acquires the name of compaffion.

Tuese feveral principles of ation are ordered
with admirable wifdom, to promote the general
good in the beft and moft effe€tual manner.
When we a&t on thefe principles, we a& for the
general good, even when 1t 18 not our immediate
aim. The general good is an object too remote,
to be the {ole impulfive motive to -ation. 1t is
better ordered, that in moft inftances individu-
als fhould have a lIimited aim, what they can rea-
dily accomplifh. To every man is afligned his
own tafk ; and if every man do his duty, the ge-
neral good will be promoted much more effeétu-
ally, than if it were the aim in every fingle aétion.

THE above-mentioned principles of ation be-
lonig to man as fuch, and conftitute what may
be called the common nature of man. Many
other principles exert themielves upon particu-
lar objelts in the inftin¢tive manner, without the.
intervention of any fort of reafoning or reflec-
tion ; appetite for food, animal love, &°c. Other
particular appetites, paflions, and afletions, fuch
as ambition, avarice, envy, &’c. conftitute the
peculiar nature of fome individuals ; being diftri-
buted in different proportions. It belongs to the
fcience of ethics, to treat of thefe particular prin-

ciples of attion.
CHAPD.
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C H A P. VL
JusTice and INjJuUsSTICES

B UsTick is that moral virtue which guards the
perfons, the property, and the reputation of
individuals, and gives authority to promifes and
covenants. - And as it.is made out above, that
juftice is one of thofe primary virtues which are
enforced by the ftrongeft natural laws, it would
be unneceflary to fay more upon the f{ubjeét,
were it not for a doltrine efpoufed by the author
of a treatife upon human nature, that jultice, fo
far from being one of the primary virtues, is not
even a natural virtue, but eftablithed in fociety
by a fort of tacit convention, founded upon a
notion of public intereft. The figure this authot
defervedly makes in the learned world, will not
admit of his being pafled over in filence. To
pecople befide who live in {fociety, 1t cannot but
be agreeable to learn how folidly founded the
principle of juftice is; and how finely contrived
to protet them from 1njury.

Ovur author’s dofrine, as far as concerns that
branch of juftice by which property 1s {ecured,
comes to this : That, in a {tate of nature, there
can be no fuch thing as property ; and that the
idea of property arifes, after jullice is eftablifhed

o I by
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by convention, fecuring every one in their pof-
feflions. In oppofition to this fingular dotirine,
there is no difliculty to make out, that property.
1s founded on a natural fenfe independent alto-
gether of agreement or convention; and that
violation of property is attended with remorle,
and a perception of breach of duty. In profe-
cuting this fubje, it will appear how admirably
the {prings of human nature are adapted on¢ to
another, and to external circumftances.

TaE {arface of tliis globe, which fcarce yrelds
frontaneoufly food for the wildeft favages, is by
labour and induftry made fo fruitful, as to fup-
ply man, not only with neceflaries, but even with
materials for luxury. Men originally made fhift
to fupport themfelves, partly by prey, and partly
by the matural fruits of the earth. In this ftate
they in fome meafure refemble beafts of prey,
who devour inftantly what they feize, and wheofe
care 1s at an end when the belly 1s full. But
man was not defigned by nature to be an animal
of prey. A tenor of life where food is {o preca-
rious, requires a conftitution that can bear long
fafting and immoderate eating, as occafion of-
ters. Man is of a different make. He requires
regular and frequent fupplies of food, which
could not be obtained in his original occupations
of filhing and hunting. He found it neceflary
therefore to abandon this manner of life, and to

become
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become f{hepherd. The wild creatures, fuch of
them as are .gentle and proper for food, were
‘brought under fubjettion. Hence ‘herds of
‘cattle, fheep, goats, . ready at hand for {ulte-
nance. “This contrivance was {ucceeded by an-
other. A bit of land is divided from the com-
mon ; it-is cultivated with the {pade or plough ;
grain is fown, and the productt is {tored for the
ufe of a family. Reafon and refleCtion prompted
thefe improvements, which are efiential to our
well-being, and in a good meafure neceflary even
for bare fubfiftence. But felf-prefervation, is of
too great moment to be left entirely to the con-
duétiof reafon. To fecure againit negle& or in-
‘dolence, man is provided with a principle that
operates' mftin&ively without refleflion ; and
-that is 'the ‘hoarding appetite, common to him
with feveral other animals. No author, I {fuppofe,
will be {fo bold as to deny this difpofition to be
natural and univerfal, confidering how f{olicitous
every an-is‘for a competency, and how anxious
the plurahity are to fwell that competency beyond
bounds. The hoarding appetite, while -mode-
rate, 1s fo mnatural and fo common as not to be
graced with a proper name. When it -exceeds
juft bounds, 1t 1s known by the name of agva-
rice.

. THE: compafls :I ‘have taken is wide, but.the

fhorteft road is.not dlways- the fmoothelt or moft |

patent.

1
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patent. 1 come now to the point, by -putting a
plain queftion, What fort of -ereature would man
be, endued as he is with a hoarding appetite, but
with no fenfe or notion of property §- He hatha
conftant propenfity to- hoard for his own ule;
conicious-at the {fame time that his {tores are no
lefs free to others’ than to himfelf ;——racked
thus perpetually betwixt the defire of appropria-
tion, and confcioufnefs of its being in vain. -1
fay more: the hoarding appetite is an inftinét
obviouily contrived for affifting reafon, in" mov-
'ing us to provide again{t want. This inftinét,
like all others in the human foul, ought to be a
caufe adequate to the effe€t intended to be ac-
complithed by it. But this 1t cannot be, inde-
pendent of a {enfe of property. For what effec-
tual provifion can be made againft want, when
the ftores of every individual are, without any
check from confcience, left free to the depreda-
tions of the whole fpecies ¢ Here would be a pal-
pable defedt or inconfiftency in the nature of
man. If I could {uppofe this to be his cafe, I
{fhould believe himx to be a creature made in
hafte, and lett unfinithed. 1 am certain there is
no {fuch inconfiftency to be found in any other
branch of human nature; nor indeed, as far as
we can dilcover, In any other creature that is en-
dued with the hoarding appetite. Every bee in-
habits 1ts own cell, and feeds on its own honey.
- Every crow has 1ts own neft; and punifhment is

always
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always applied, when a fingle ftick happens to
be pilfered. But we find no fuch inconfiftency
in man. The cattle tamed by an individual, and
tae field cultivated by him, were held univerfally
to be his own from the beginning. A relation
1s -formed betwixt every man and the fruits of
his own labour, the very thing we call property,
which he himfelf is fenfible of, and of which eve-
ry other is equally fenfible. = Zours and mine are
terms in all languages, familiar among favages,
and underftood even by children. Thisis a
faét, which every human creature can teftify.

“T'ars reafoning might be illuftrated by many
apt analogies. I fhall mention but one. Veracaty,
and a difpofition to believe what is affirmed for
truth, are correfponding principles, which make
one entire branch of the human nature. Vera-
city would be of no ufe were men not difpofed
to believe; and, abftrafting from veracity, a
difpofition to believe, would be a dangerous qua-
lity 3 for it would lay us open to fraud and de-
ceit. ‘lThere i1s precifely the fame correfpon-
dence betwixt the hoarding appetite and the
fenfe of property. The latter is ufelefs without
the former; witnefs animals of prey, who ha-
ving np accafion for property, have no notion of
it. The former again, without the latter, is al-
together mfufficient to produce the effe& foy
which 1t 1s intended by nature.

THUS



Y0 FOUNDATION AND PRINCIPLES

Traus it is clear, that the fenfe of property
owes not its exiftence to fociety, DBut in a mat-
ter of {o great importance in the {cience .of mo-
rals, I cannot reft {atisfied with a fuccefsful de~
fence. [ aim ata complete viGtory, by infifting
on a propofition direlily oppofite to that .of my
antagonift, namely, That fociety owes its exii-
ténce to the fenfe of property ; or at leaft, that
without this{enfe no fociety ever.could have been
formed. In the proof of this propofition, we
have already made a confiderable progrefs, by
evincing that man by his nature 1s a hoarding
animal and loves to {tore for his own ufe. In
order to the conclufion, we have but one farther
{tep to make ; which is, to-confider what origi-
nally would have been the ftate of man, fuppofing
him deftitute of the fenfe .of property. The
anfwer is extremely obvious, That1t would have
been a {tate of univerfal war—of men preying
upon each other—of robbing and piliering the
neceflaries of life ‘where-ever found, without
regard to indu‘ﬁr-y, or -the connection that ‘1s
formed betwixt an individual and the fruits of
his own labour. Courage and bodily {trength
would have ftood in place of right, and nothing
left for the weak, but.to hide themfelves and
their .goods. And to do Hobbes juftice, who, as
well as our author, denies the {enfe of -property
to be natural, he fairly owns this reafoning to be
juft, and boldly afferts that the f{tate of nature is

< * a
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a {tate of war, all againft all. In a word, defti-
tute of the fenfe of property, men would natu-
rally be enemies to each other, no lefs than they
are to wolves and foxes at prefent. Now, if this
muft have been the original condition of man,
let our author fay, by what over-ruling power,
by what miracle, individuals fo difpofed ever
came to unite in fociety. We may pronounce
with great aflurance, that {fo fignal a revolution
in the {tate of man could never have been com-
pafled by natural means. Nothing can be more
evident than that relying upon the fenfe of pro-
perty and of juftice, a few individuals ventured
at firft to unite for mutual defence and mutual
fupport ; and finding the manifold comforts of

fuch a ftate, that they afterward gradually united
into larger and larger {ocieties.

- It mufl not be overlooked, that the fenfe of
property is fortified by another priuciple. E-
very man has a peculiar affeltion for what he
calls his own. He applies his {kill and induftry
with great alacrity to improve his own fubje& :
his afteCtion to it grows with the time of his
pofieflion ; and - he puts a much greater value
upon 1t, than upon any fubje&t of the fame kind
that belongs to another.

By this 1s notall that is involved in the f{enfe
of property. We not only fuffer pain in having

our
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our goods taken from wus by force; for that
would happen were they deftroyed or loft by ac+
cident : we have the fénfe of wrong and infu=
Stice. 'The perfon who robs us has the fameé
fenle ; and every mortal who beholds the ation;
confiders it as vitious, and contrary-to right.

HorLpiNg it not altogether fufficient to have
overturned our author’s doftrine,; we proceed to
make fome obfervations upon it, in order to thow
how 1ll the parts of it hang together:

Anp, in the firft place, lie appears to reafon
not altogether confiftently in making out his fy-
ftem. He founds juftice on a general fenfe -of |
common intereft *. And yet, at nio greater di-
ftance than a few pages, he endeavours to make
out +, and does 1t {fuccefsfully, that public inter-
et is 4 motive too remote and too fublime to
affett the generality of mankind, and to operate
with any force in altions fo contrary to private
interelt, as are frequently thofe of juftice and
common honelty. ' |

Ix the fecond place; abfira&ting from the fenfe
of property, it does not appear that a fenfe of
common intereft would neceflarily lead to fuch
a regulation, as that every man fhould have the
undifturbed enjoyment of what he. hath acqui-
- red

* Vol. 3. p. 59. 1 Vol. 3. p. 43.
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red by his induftry or good fortune. Suppoling
no fenfe of property, I do not fee it inconfiitent
with fociety to have a Lacedemonian conftitu-
tion, that every man may lawfully take what by
addrefs he can make himfelf mafter of, without
force or violence. The depriving us of that to
which we have no right, would be doing little
more than drinking in our brook, or breathing
in our air. .At any rate, a regulation {o refined
would never be confidered of fuch importance
as to be eftablifhed at the very commencement
of 'fociety. It mult come late, if at all, and be
the effet of long experience and great refine-
ment in the art of living. It is very true, that,
ab{taining from the goods of others, 1s a regula-
tion, without which fociety cannot {fubfift. But
the neceflity of this regulation arifeth from the
fenfe of property, without which a man would
{fuffer little pain in lofing his goods, and would
have no notion of wrong or injuftice. There
appears not any way to evade the force of this.
reafoning, but to deny the reality of the fenfe of
property. Others may, but our author cannot
with a good grace. An appeal may be fafely
made to his own authority. For what elfe but
that fenfe has fuggefled to him the neceflity in
the inftitution of every fociety, to fecure indivi-
duals in their pofleflions? He cannot but be fen-
fible, that, abftraing from the affe¢tion for pro-
perty, the neceflity would be juft nothing at all.

K. But
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but our perceptions operate calmly and filently s
and there is nothing more common, than to
{train for far-fetched arguments in fupport of
conclufions which are fuggefted by the fimpleft
and moft obvious perceptions. |

A THIRD obilervation 1s, that fince our au-
thor refolves all virtue into fympathy, why fhould
he with-hold the fame principle from being the
foundation of juftice? Why fhould not fym-
pathy give us a painful {enfation, in depriving
our neighbour of the goods he has acquired by
induftry, as well as in depriving him of his life
or hlmb? For 1t is a falt too evident to be de-
nied, that many men are more uncafly at the lofs
ot thelr goods, than at the lofs of 2 member,

AND, in the laft place, were juftice founded
on a general {enfe of common interelt only, it
would be the weakelt fenfe 1 human nature;
efpecially where injuftice 1s committed againft a
ftranger, with whom we are not in any manner
conneéted. Now, this 1s contrary to all experi-
ence. 'The fenfe of injultice 1s one of the ftrong-
elt that belongs to humanity, and 1s alfo of a
peculiar nature. It involves a fenfe of duty
tranfgrefled, and of punifhment merited for the
tranfgretlion. Had our author but once refleét-
ed upon thefle peculiarities, he never could have
been fatisfied with the flight foundation he gives

- te
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juftice ; for thefe peculiarities are altogether
unaccountable upon his fyltem.

I strary clofe this reafoning with a refle&ion
upon the whole. The fubjett debated 1s a {trong
inftance how dangerous it 1s to eref&t {chemes
and aflert propofitions, without regard to faéts
and experiments—no lefs dangerous in morals
than in natural philofophy. Had our author ex-
amined human nature, and patiently fubmitted to
the making a complete collettion of faéts, before
venturing upon general propofitions; I am pofi-
tive he would have been as far as any man from
maintaining that juftice is an artificial virtue, or
that property is the child of fociety. Difcovering
this edifice of his to be a mere calftle in the air,
without the flighteft foundation, he would have
abandoned it without any reluftance.

Ir a man’s property be guarded by juflice
againft the violence of others, ftill more his pex<
fon and reputation.

‘THAT branch of juftice which regards pro-
mifes and covenants, hath alfo a {olid foundation
i human nature ; notwithftanding what is laid
down by our author in two diftinét propofitions *,

¢ That a promife would not be intelligible, be-
¢ fore human conventions had eftabiithed it

¢ and,
*P. 102,
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¢ and, That, even if it were intelligible, it would
““ not be attended with any moral obligation.””
As man is framed for fociety, mutual truft and
confidence, without which there can be no ufeful
fociety, enter into the charafter of the human
{pecies. Correfponding to thefe, are the princi-
ples of veracity and fidelity. Veracity and fide-
ity would be of no fignificancy, were men not
difpoled to have taith, and to rely upon what is .
faid to them, whether in the way of evidence
or engagement. [Faith-and truft, on the other
hand, would be very hurtiul principles, were
mankind void of veracity and fidelity. For upon
that fuppofition, the world, as obferved above,
would be over-run with fraud and deceit. If
that branch of juftice which reftrains us from
harming each other, be eflential to the very ex-
iftance of {ociety, fidelity and veracity are not
lefs effential to its well-being : for from them
fpring moftly the advantages that are peculiar to
the {ocial life. It 1s jultly obferved by our au-
thor, that man in a {olitary ftate is the mofit
helplefls of beings ; and that by fociety only he
3s enabled to {upply his defedts, and to acquire
a fuperiority over his fellow-creatures ; that, by
conjunétion of forces, our power is augmented ;
by partition of employments, we work to better
purpofe ; and, by mutual fuccour, we acquire
fecurity. But, without mutual fidelity and trult,
we could enjoy none of thefe advantages ; with-
out them, we could not have any comfortable

intercourfe
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intercourfe with each other. Hence it is, that
treachery is the vileft of crimes, held in utter ab-
horrence. 1t is worfe than murder, becaufe it
forms a charalter, and is dire&ted againft all man-
kind ; whereas murder is but a tranfitory a,
direCted againit a fingle perfon. Infidelity is of
the fame {pecies with treachery. The eflfence of
both crimes 1s the fame, to wit, breach of trufi.
‘I'reachery has only this aggravating circumftance,
that 1t turgs the confidence repofed in me againit
the friend who trufts me. Now, breach of pro-
mife 1s a {pecies of infidelity ; and therefore our
author has but a fingle choice : he muft main-
tain either that treachery is no crime, or that
breach of promifeis a crime. And, in fadt, that
it is fo, every man can bear evidence from his
own feelings. The performance of a deliberate
promile has, i1n all ages, been confidered as a
duty. We have that {enfe of a promiie, as what
we are {tri¢tly bound to pertorm ; and the breach
of promife is attended with the fame natural
{tings which attend other crimes,namely remorfe,
and a fenfe of merited punithment.

Our author’s notion of a promiie is extreme-
ly imperfect, as he takes under confideration the
perfon only who makes the promife *. In this
a&t two perfens are concerned ; the perfon who
makes the promife, and the perfon to whom the

promife

* Vol. 3. p. 102,
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promife is miade. “Were there by nature 16
truft nor relience upon promifes, breach of pro-

ife would be a matter of indifferency. The
reliance upon us, produced by our own act, con-
ftitutes the obligation. We feel ourfelves bound
to perform ; we confider it as our duty. And
when we violate our etigagenient, we have & fenfe
of moral turpitude in difappointing the perfon
who relied upon our faith.

We fhall clofe this fubje& concerning the
foundation of juftice, with a general refleCtion.
Running over every branch of our duty, what
concerns ourfelves as well as our neighbours, we
find, that nature has been more provident than
to truft us entirely to the guidance of cool rea-
fon. If man be a {ocial being, and juftice ef-
fential to fociety, it is not agreeable to the ana-
logy of nature, that we fhould be left to invefti-
gate this branch of our duty by a chain of rea-
foning ; efpecially where the reafoning, accord-
ing to our author; turns upon {o remote an ob-
ject as public good. May we not apply to jul-
tice, what 1s {o beautifully reafoned concerning
{ociety, in a dialogue upon happinefs *, < If
¢¢ {ociety be thus agreeable to our nature, 1s
¢ there nothing within us to excite and lead us
¢ to it no impulfe ; no preparation of faculties?
¢ It would be {trange if there fhould not.” It

| WE

¥ Page 155.
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we be fitted by our nature for {ociety; if pity,
benevolence, friendfhip, love, diflike of folitude
and defire of company, be natural affe@ions, all
of them conducive to {ociety, it would be firange
if there fhould be no natural affe&ion, no pre-
paration of fdculties, to direét us to do juftice,
which is {o eflential to fociety. But nature has
not failed us here, more than in the other parts
of our conflitution. We have a fenfe of pro-
perty ;3 we have a fenfe of obligation to perform
our engagements ; and we-have a {enfe of wrong
in incroaching upon property, and in being un~
true to our engagements. Soclety could not
fubfift without thefe affetions, more than it
could fubfift without the focial affettions, pro-
perly fo called. We have reafon, a priori, to.
conclude equally in favour of both; and we
find upeon examination that our conclufion ig

jult,

CHAP.
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C H AP VI

PrRiMaARY Laws of NATURE.

¥ X 7 E are now arrived at what is chiefly the

V'V purpofe of the prefent eflay; and that
is, to give a flight fketch, or curfory view, of the
primary laws of nature, deduced from human
nature, their true fource. This tafk I undertake
as a {pecimen merely of that fort of reafoning
which belongs to the fubject; for a complete
treatife is far beyond my reach. Adtion ought
to be the objeét of all our inquiries; without
which, moral as well as metaphyfical reafonings
are but empty fpeculation. And as hte and
manners are more peculiarly the obje¢t of the
moral {cience, the weight and importance of the
fubje&t, one would imagine, {hould have brought
authors to one way of thinking. But it is la-
mentable to find the world divided about thefe

primary laws, almoit as much as they commonly
are about the moft airy and abitraé& points.
Some authors acknowledge no principle in man,

and confequently no duty, but what 1s altoge-
ther felfith; and it is curious to obferve how

they wreft and torture every focial principle to

| give it the appearance of {elfifhnefs. Others ex-
alt human nature much above 1its juft {tandard,

give no quarter to {elfifhnefs, but confider man
Qs
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as bound to dire&t every altion to the good of
the whole, and not to prefer his own intereft to
that of others. The celebrated Lord Shaftefbu-
ry goes fo far, as not to admit of any thing like
partial benevolence ; holding, that if it be not
entire and direfted to the whole {pecies, it is
not benevolence at all. It is not difhcult to af-
fign a caule for fuch difterence in opinion ;
though it may appear {trange, that authors {hould
differ fo widely about the nature of man, which
every man ought to be acquainted with. There
is nothing more common in philofophy, as well
as in altion, than to build caftles in the air. Im-
patient of the flow and cold method of indu&tion,
every writer takes the liberty of framing fyftems
according to his own tafte and fancy. Fond of
the fabric which he hath erefed, it is far from
his thoughts to try whether 1t will {tand the teft
of {tubborn facts. Men of narrow minds and
contralted principles, naturally fall in with the
felfith fyftem. The fyftem of univerfal benevo-
lence attralts the generous and warm-hearted.
In the midft of various and oppofite opinions,
the purpofe of this eflay 1s, by the patient me-
thod of inducltion, to fearch for truth ; and, after
what 1s above laid down, it will not be difficult
to find it. | |

LeT us only recapitulate, that the principles
- pf aftion impel to altion, and that the moral

L {enfe
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{enfe is given as an inftructor to regulate our ac-
tions, to enforce one principle, to reftrain ana-
ther, and to prefer one to another when they
are in oppofition. Hence the laws of nature may
be defined to be, Rules of our condult founded on

natural principles approved by the moral fenfe, and
enforced by natural rcwards and punifbments.

In fearching for thefe laws, it mult be obvious
from what is above faid, that, by the moral {enfe,
a difference is clearly eftablithed among our prin-
ciples of aftion. Some are enforced by the con-
{cioufnefs of duty; fome are left in a meafure
upon our own will. With refpe&t to the for-
mer, we have no liberty, but ought to proceed
to altion ; with refpeét to the latter, we may
freely indulge every natural impulfe, where the
aCtion is not difapproved by the moral {enfe.
From this fhort fketch may be readily deduced
all the laws of nature which govern human ac-
tions ; though, in the prefent eflay, the duty
which a man owes to himfelf, where others are
not concerned, 1s not comprehended.

- AmowNc the principles of action that compel
us to do our duty, the principle of juftice takes
the lead. It confifts of two branches, one to
abftain from harming others, and one to perform
our pofitive engagements. With refpe&t to both,
we have no lhiberty; but are bound to perform
| every
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every alt of juftice as our indifpenfible duty.
Veracity, fidelity, and gratitude, are principles of
ation which come under the fame clafs. And
with refpe&t to the whole, it ought not to be o-
verlooked, that the internal conftitution of man
is adjufted with admirable wifdom to his exter-.
nal circumftances as a focial being. Were we al-
lowed to prey upon one another like favage ani-
malg, there could be no fociety ;3 and were there
nothing in our nature that could bind us to in-
ftrut, to comfort, to benefit each other, fociety
would be deprived of all its advantages, and man,
in the midft of {ociety, would be a folitary being.
Benevolence 1s another principle of aétion, which,
in many circumftances; by means of peculiar
connellions, becomes alfo an indifpenfible duty.
Witnefs the conneftion of parent and child. We
are obliged to provide for our children; it is
ftrickt duty, dnd the negle& of 1t caufes remorfen
In the cafe of other bloed-relations, an only bro-
ther for example who depends entirely on us,
we feel the fame obligation, though in a weaker
degree ; and thus, through other conneftions, it
diminitheth by fucceflive gradations, till at lafl
the fenfe of duty is loft in fimple approbation,
without any obligatory feeling. This is uni-
verfally the courfe that nature holds. Her tran-
fitions are foft and "gentle: fhe makes things
approximate {o nicely one to another, as to leave
no gap or chalm. One other inftance of a con-~

neftion
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neltion that produceth a fenfe of obligation, fhall
fuffice. In the general cafe of procuring pofitive
good to others or advancing happinefs, without
any conneftion fave merely that of humanity, it
1s {elf-approbation and not {iri¢t obligation that
is felt. But let us put the cafe of a perfon in
diftrefs. By this fingle circumfitance, though it
torms no mtimate conneétion, the moral {fenfe is
influenced, and now 1t becomes a pofitive duty
to exert our benevolence, by affording relief.
The negle&t of this duty is attended with re-
morfe and felf-condemnation ; though not fo
pungent as where we betray our truft, or are the
authors of pofitive mifchief to others. Thus

charity is by all men confidered as a duty to
which we are {tri&tly bound.

WitH refpedt to principles of altion that are
not enforced by confcioufnefs of duty, thefe we
may refirain at pleafure, but may not always
indulge at pleaflure. For in various circum-
{tances, the moral {enfe interpofes, and forbids
the gratification. Seltf-prefervation is the ftrong-
eft of all our principles of adtion, and the means
are infinite which may be put in motion for that
end. Yet here the moral fenfe frequently interpo-
fes, and gives no indulgence to the tranfgreflion of
any pofitive duty, even for the prefervation of
~life. Self-prefervation, however it may alleviate,
will not juftify any wrong done to an innocent
perfon: 1t will not juftify treachery, nor infide-

| lity.
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lity. For once admitting it lawful to deprive
a man of a hand or a foot in order to fave my
life ; why not kill another to {fave my life ¢ Both
muit be lawtul or neither. The doltrine thus
laid down in general, may be liable to mifcon-
{trution ; and therefore it muft be further ex-
plained. Seli-prefervation, it is certain, will not
juftity an immoral ation. But then, in the cir-
cumitances of imminent danger, feveral adtions
become lawful, which are unlawful in ordinary
circumitances. For example, to prevent dying
of hunger, a-man may take food at fhort-hand
without confulting the proprietor. Seizing upon
what belongs to another, is in ordinary circum-
{ftances an unlawful a& : but in a cafe that can
bear no delay, the act 1s lawtul, becaufe the ap-
probation of the proprietor will be prefumed.
At any rate, it 1s his duty to relieve the diftref-
fed ; and what he ought to give, may juftly be
forced from him when the delay of applying to
a judge would be fatal. Another example, is
the cafe of- two men in a fhipwreck, laying hold
at the fame inftant of a plank which cannot fup-
port both. In this cafe it becomes lawful to
ftruggle for the fole pofleflion, though one muft
perith 1n the firuggle : for each has an equal
title to alt .for felf-prefervation; and if both
cannot be preferved, mere force is the only me-
thod by which the controverfy can be determi-
ned. If the moral fenfe have fuch authority over
the principle of felf-prefervation, its authority

mulit,
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muft; if poflible, be ftill more complete over
the inferior principles that belong to the fame
clals. -

THuEesE are the outlines of the laws which go-
vern our ations, comprehending what we may
do, what we ought to do; and what we ought not
to do. ‘The two latter, as maitter of duty, are
the proper objects of law, natural and municipal.
And no more {eems requifite but to point out
ouf duty, by informing us of -what we ought to
do, and what we ought not to do’j feeing actions
that come not under the charafter of duty, may
be fafely left to our own will. With regard thern
to what may be called our duty, the firft and
primary law is the law of reftraint; by which we
are prohibited to hurt others in their perfons;
goods, or whatever elfe is dear to them. ‘lhis
is a law which di&ates to us what cught not to
be done; and fo facred it is, as to yield to none
of our pﬁnciples of action, not even that of felf~
prefervation. The fecond, which is a law dic-
tating what we ought to do, binds us to the per-
formance of our promifes and covenants. Ve-=
racity occupies the next place. This law ex-
cludes not fable, nor any liberty of fpeech which
tends to amufement. It excludes deceit only,
and obliges us to adhere to truth where truth 1s
expe&ted from us. Fidelity is a fourth law, not
lefs vigorous, though more confined, than vera-

CIty 3



Or MOoRALITY. 8

city 3 for, as obferved above, fidelity prefuppofes
a peculiar conneflion betwixt two perfons, to
found a reliance on the one {ide, and on the
other an obligation to fulfil what is juftly expec-
ted. Gratitude comes next, limited, like fideli-
ty, to particular objeéts, but more arbitrary as
to what it requires of us. Gratitude, without
doubt, is {triftly our duty; but the meafure of
performance, and the kind, are left pretty much
to our own choice. Benevolence occupies the
laft place; which, confidered abftraétly, is not
a politive duty. DBut there are many connec~
tions ‘of difterent forts that make it a duty.. 1
fhall flightly mention a few. The connetion of
parent and child is one of the ftrongeft, for it
makes mutual benevolence an indifpenfible duty.
Benevolence among other blood-relations be-
comes alflo a duty in particular circumfitances,
though here we feldom feel ourfelves fo firmly
bound as in the former connettion. Many are
the connections, fome intimate, fome more {light,
which come under the law of equity, and which
bind us to the performance of certain alts of be-
nevolence. 1 fhall add but one connetion more,
namely, that which fubfifts betwixt us and a per-
{fon in difirefs., Benevolence in that cafe becomes
the duty of every one who can afford relief,

'THESE {everal laws are admirably.adjuited to
our nature and circumftances, and tend in the

moft
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moft perfeft manner to promote the ends of fo-
cicty. In the firlt place, as man is limited in
power and capacity, the foregoing laws are ac-
commodated to his nature, ordering and forbid-
ding nothing but what falls within his power.
In the {econd place, peace and fecurity in fociety
are amply provided for, by tying up the hands,
as 1t were, of every perfon from harming others.
In the third place, man is prompted in an admi-
rable manner to be ufeful to others. It is his
pofhitive duty, to relieve the diftrefled and to per-
form his engagements. Boundlefs are the good
offices that are enforced by veracity, fidelity, and
gratitude. We are incited to do all the good
we can, by the pleafure of being ufeful, and by
orateful returns from the perfons obliged. And,
laftly, in competition betwixt a man himfelf and
others, though his principles of action directed
to himfelf, may be fironger than thofe directed
to others ; the fuperior rewards beftowed by the
conftitution of our nature upon the latter, may
be deemed a {ufficient counterbalance to give an
afcendant to the focial affetions, even fuch of
them as are left to our own will,

It may feem firange, that the municipal law
of all countries is fo little regardful of the laws
of nature, as to adopt but a very few of them.,
There never was a general law in any country,
to punifh mgratltude, if it was not among the

ancieng
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ancient Perfians. There is no pofitive law to
enforce ‘compaflfion, and to relieve thoie in di-
ftrefs, if the maintenance of the poor be except-
ed; which, in fome countries, is provided for by
law. - No. notice 1s taken of breach of friend-
{hip, by f{tatute ; nor of the duty we owe our
children, further than of fupporting them while
they are under age. . But municipal laws, being
of human invention, are of no great extent.
They-cannot reach the heart nor 1its intentions,
further than as exprefled by outward aéts. And
thefe are to-be judged of cautioufly, and with re-
ferve ; becaufe they form a language, dark, and
at beft full of ambiguities. At the {fame time,
the objett of human laws i1s man, confidered
fingly in the quality of a citizen. When fociety
is formed, and government fubmitted to, eve-
ry private right inconfiftent with fociety and go-
vernment - 1s furrendered. But, in every other

refpe, individuals referve their independency
and their private rights. Whether a man be vir-
tuous, is not the concern of the fociety, at leaft
not of its laws ; but only whether he tranfgrefs
the regulations that are neceffary to the preferva-
tion of fociety. In this view, great attention is
given by legiflators to enforce the natural law of
refiraint. The like attention is given to enforce
the natural obligation of engagements, and of
fidehty, at leaft as far as relates to commerce ;
for infidelity in love and friendfhip are left to the

M naturai
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natural law. Ingratitude is not punithed by hu-
man laws, becaufe it may be guarded againft by
pofitive engagements 3 nor hard-heartednefs with
regard to objets of diftrefs, becaufe fociety may
{fubfift without {uch a law, and mankind are {carce
yet arrived at {uch refinement in manners, as to
have an abhorrence of this crime. {uflicient to
make it an objett of human punifhment.

THERE is another {fubftantial reafon that con-
fines municipal laws within a much narrower
¢ompafs than the laws of nature. It is eflential
to municipal laws, that they be clear, plain, and
readily applicable to particular cafes'; without
which judges would be arbitrary, and law made
a handle for oppreflion. For this reafon, none
of our ations can be the objet of pofitive law,
but what are reducible to a precife rule. Ingra-
titude therefore cannot be the obje& of munici-
pal laws, becaufe the quality of the crime de-
pends upon a multiplicity of circumftances,
which can never be reduced to ‘a precife rule,
Duty to our children, friends, and relations, is
moftly in the fame cafe. The duty of relieving
the diltrefled, depends upon many circumftances;
the nature of the diftrefs, the conne&ion betwixt
the parties, the opportunity and ability of afford-
ing relief. The abftinence from mutunal harm,
and the performance of promifes, are capable to
be brought under a precife rule, and confequent-

by
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ly to be objelts of municipal law. The chief
attention of the legiflature in all countries, was
at firlt to explain and enforce the natural law of
reftraint, without which {ociety cannot have a
being. Municipal law was afterward extended
to {upport promifes and covenants and to enforce
performance, without which fociety mdy exift,
but cannot flourifh. Gradual 1mprovements in
the arts of life, have in later times extended mu-
nicipal law {till farther. Tle duty of benevo-
lenice arifing from certain peculiar conne&ions
among individuals, is fufceptible in many cafes of
a precife rule. So far benevolence is alfo taken
under the authority of the legiflature, and enfor-
ced by rules pafling commonly under the name
of the law of equity.

CHY AP
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C H A P. VIIL
ILaw of NaTi1ioNs.

F we can truft hiltory, .the original inhabi-
tants of this earth were a brutifh and favage
race. And we have little reafon to doubt of the
fact, when, even at this day, we find in diftant
corners the fame fort of people. The ftate of
nature 18 accordmgly reprefented by moft wri-
ters, as a {tate of war ; nothing but rapine and
bloodfhed. From thlS pi¢ture of the firft men,
one would be apt to conclude, that man is a wild
and rapacious animal, little better than a beaft of
prey, till he be moulded by fociety into a rational
creature. If this conclufion be juft, we cannot
help being in fome pain for the principles above
laid down. Brutifh manners imply brutifh prin-
ciples of action ; and, from this view of the ori-
ginal {tate of mankind, it might feem that moral
virtues are not natural, but acquired by means
of education and example in a well-regulated f{o-
ciety ; in a word, that the whole moral part of

the human fyftem is artificial, as juftice is reprc-=
fented by a late writer.

BuT to be {atisfied of the error of this conclu-.
fion, we need only look back to what has already
been jaid upon the moral {fenfe. If the percep-

tion
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¢ion of beauty and deformity in external exi-
ftences be natural to man, the perception of
beauty and deformity, and of a right and wrong,
in-adtions, is equally fo. The influence of edu-
cation may be great upon a docile mind ; but it
would be miraculoufly great, could it create but
any one fenfe. That miracle is referved for our
Maker. Education may well cherifh and improve
the plants of nature’s formation ; but cannot 1n-
troduce any new or original plant. ~We mulit
therefore attribute the foregoing appearances to
fome other caufe than want of a moral {enfe;

and thefe appearances may eafily be explained,
from peculiar circumftances, that overbalance

the moral fenfe, and produce in appearance the
fame effeéts which would refult from a total ab.

{fence of that f{enfe. Let us point out thefe cir-
cumftances ; for the fubjett i1s worthy of our
{triCteft attention. In the firlt place, we muft
look back to the original {tate of man, deftitute
entirely of thofe arts which produce the conve-
niencies of life.. In this ftate, man, a moft indi-
gent creature, would be incited by felf-preferva-

tion to fupply his wants the beft way he could,
without much obftru&ion from the moral fenfe.

Debates and differences would multiply to be de-
termined by the. {irong-hand ; there being no
eftablifthed rules of condu&t to appeal to, nor
judges to apply rules to particular cafes. In this
{tatc, barbarity, roughnefs, and cruelty, formed

the
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the charater of the human fpecies. For, in the
prallice and habit of war, the malevolent prin-
ciples gain firength and vigour,, as. the benevo-
lent principles do by the arts of peace. And. to.
this confideration may be added, that man 1s. by
nature {hy and timorous ; ‘and confequently cruel
to thofe he malfters. The fecurity obtained in a
regular fociety, puts an end in a great meafure:
to our fears. Man becomes a magnanimous and
generous being, not eafily daunted, and theretore
not eafily provoked to alts of cruelty. k

It may be obferved in the next place, that the
rude and illiterate are governed by their appe-
tites and paflions, more than by general princi-
ples. We have: our firlt impreffions from exter-
nal objeéts. It 1s by education.and praétice that
we acquire a facility in forming: complex ideas
and abflratt propofitions. The 1deas of a com~
mon intereft, of a country, ot a people,.of a. fo-
ciety under government,. of public. good, are
complex, and not foon acquired. even: by the
thinking part of mankind. They are {carce ever
acquired. by ruftics ;; and confequently-can {carce
make any mmpreflion- on. them. One’s own in-
tereft, confidered. in. general, is too.complex: an
object for the bulk of: mankind ;. and: therefore
it is,. that appetites and paflions; aiming at pav-
ticular objells, are ftronger motives: to) actiolr
with the ignorant and unthinking,, than the prin.

| | ciple
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ciple of felf-love, or even of felf-prefervation,
when it is not excited by fome object thar
threatens danger. And the fame muft held
more {trongly with regard to the afleltions of
benevolence, charity, and {uch like, when there

1s no particular obje&t in view, but only, in ge-
neral, the good of others.

Mam 1s a . complex machine, compofed of va-
rious. principles of motion, which may be con-
ceitved as fo many {prings or weights, counter-
alting or balancing one another. When thefe
are accurately adjufted, the movement of life is
beautitul, becaule regular and uniform. DButif

fome {prings or weights be withdrawn, thofe
which remain, ating now without oppofition
from their antagonifts, will diforder the balance,
and derange the whole machine. Remove thole
principles of ation, which, being directed to ge-
neral and complex objells, are condulted by re-
fle@ion ; the force of the appetites and paflions,
which a& by blind impulle, will of courle be
doubled. This 1s precifely the ¢ondition of thofe,
who, abandoning the authority of reafon, furren-
der themielves to every appetite. They are ty-
- rannized by paffion, and have no confiftent rule
of condué&t. It is no caufe of wonder, that the
moral {enfe fhould not have fufficient authority
to command obedience in fuch a cafe. This is
the charatter of favages. We have no reafon

then
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then to conclude from the foregoing picture,
that even the greateft favages are deftitute of the
moral fenfe. Their defe&t rather lies in the
weaknefs of their general principles of action,
which are direCted to objefts too complex for
favages readily to comprehend. This defelt 18
remedied by education and refleftion ; and then
it is, that the moral fenfe, in concert with thefe
general principles, acquires its full authority,

which is openly recognifed, and chearfully fub-
mitted to.

THE contemplation is béautifil; when we com-
pare our gradual improvement in knowledge and
in morality. Beginning with {urveying particu-
lar objetts, we lay in a {tock of fimple ideas.
QOur afteltions keep pace, being all directed to
particular objelts ; and during this period, we.
are governed chieily by out paflions and appe-
tites. As foon as we begin to form complex
and general ideas, thefe alfo become the objeéts
of our afteCtions. Then it is, that love to our
country begins to wunfold itfelf, benevolence
to our neighbours and acquaintance, affetion
for our relations. We acquire by dégrees the
tafte of public good and of being ufeful in life.
The pleafures of fociety are more and more re-
lifhed, felfifh paflions are tamed and fubdued; and

{ocial affetions gain the afcendant. We refine
upon the pleafures of {ociety, becaufe our happi-
nels
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nels confifts chiefly in focial intercourfe. We
fearn to fubmit our opinions : we affet to give
preference to others, and readlly accommodate
ourfelves to whatever may render fociety more
complete. The malevolent paflions above all, are
brought under the firi&eft difcipline, if not to-
tally eradicated. Inftead of unbounded revenge
for the {malleft injury, we acquire a degree of
jeli-denial to overlook trifling wrongs, and in
greater wrongs to be fatisfied with moderate re-
paration.

THE moral {enfe alflo, though rooted in the na-
ture of man, admits of great refinements by cul-
ture and education. [t improves gradually, like
our other powers and taculties, till it comes to be
produtive of the ftrongelt as well as the moft
delicate feelings. 1 will endeavour to explain in
what manner this happens. Every one muft be
Ienfible of the great advantages of education and
imitation. The moit polithed nations differ only
from favages in refinement of tafte, which is a
fourfe of pleafure and pain,. more exquifite than
favages are {fufceptible of. Hence it is, that ma-
ny aftions which make little impreflion upon fa-
vages, appear to us elegant and beautiful ; as,
on the other hand, actions which give them no
pain, raife in us averfion and difguft. This may
be illuftrated by a comparifon betwixt the En-

glifh and French dramatic performances. The
N | Enghfh

!"- -
L
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Englifh a rough and hardy people, take delight
in reprefentations, which more reﬁned manners

render infupportable to the French. The dif-
trefles, on the other hand, reprefented on thc

French theatre, are too ﬂlght for an Engh{h
audience : their - paff ons are not railed ; they

feel no concern. In geéneral, horror, which de-
notes the higheft degree of .pain and averfion
that can be raifed by a harfh action, 1s an emo-
tion feldom felt among fierce and.favage nations
where humanity is little regarded. But when
the tender affe@ions are improved by focwty; |
hm ror is more eafily raifed, and objets which
move horror, become more frequent.

THe moral lenfe not only accompanies our
other fenfes in thelr gradual refinement, but re-
¢ceives additional ﬁrength upon every occaﬁon
from thefe other fenfes. For example, a favage
inured to adts of cruelty, feels little pain or aver-
fion in putting an enemy to death in'cold blood ;
and Confequenﬂy, will have no remorfe at fuch
an adtion, other than what proceeds from the
moral fenfe a&mg by its native ftrength., But
let us fuppofe a perfon of {o dehcate feelings, as
{carce to endure a coinimon operation of phlebo-
.tomy, and who cannot behold wn:hout fome de-
gree of horror thc amputatmn of 2 fraGtured

member ; fuch a perfon will be thocked to the
‘higheft degree, if he fee an encmy put to death
| 1
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in cold blood: The grating emotion thus raifed
in him, muft communicate itfelf to the feelings
of the moral fenfe, and render them more acute.
And thus, refinement in tafte and manners, ope-
" rating by communication upon the moral fenfe,
occafions a ftronger perception of immorality in
every vitious aftion, than what would arife be-
fore fuch refinement. Upon the whole, the ope-
rations of the moral fenfe in a favage, bear no
proportion to its operations 1n a perion poﬁeﬁed
of all the advantages of which human nature is
fufceptible by refined education.

I xever wis fatisfied with the defeription 1=
ven of thé law of nations, commonly fo called,
That it is a law eftablithed among nations by
common confent, for regulating their condult
with regard to each other. This foundation of
the law of nations I take to be chimerical. For
upon what occafion was this covenant made,
and by whom ? If it be faid, that the fenfe of
common good gradually brought this law into
force ; 1anfwer, that the fenfe of common good
15 too complex and too remote an obje& to be
a folid foundation for any poflitive law, if it have
no other foundation. But there is no neceihity
to recur to fo flender a foundation. What is juft
now oblerved, will lead us to a more rational
account of thefe laws. They are no other bug
gradual refinements of the original law of nature,

accommodating
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accommodating itfelf to the improved ftate of
mankind. The law of nature, which is the law
of our nature, cannot be ftationary: it mult vary
with the nature of man, and confequently re-
fine gradually as human nature refines. Putting
an enemy to death in cold blood, raifes at prelent
diftafte and horror, and therefore is immoral ;
though it was not always fo in the {fame degree.
It is confidered as barbarous and inhuman to fight
with poifoned weapons ; and therefore is more
remarkably difapproved by the moral {fenfe than
it was originally. Influenced by general objedlls,
we have enmity againft France, our natural ene-
my. But this enmity is not direted againit
individuals ; confcious, as we are, that 1t 1s the
duty of fubjets to ferve their king and country.
Therefore we treat the prifoners of war with hu-
manity. And now it is creeping in among ci-
vilized nations, that in war a cartel fhould be
eftablithed for exchange of prifoners. The func-
tion of an ambaflador has ever been held facred.
To treat him ill was originally immoral ; be-
caufe it 1s treating as an enemy the man who
comes to us with iriendly intentions. But the
improved manners of later times have refined
upon the privileges of an ambaflador, and ex-
tended them far beyond what they were origi-
nally. It is true, that thefe refinements of the
law of nature gain ftrength and firmnefs from
conftant exercife. Hereby they acquire the ad~

ditional
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ditional fupport of common confent. And as
every nation trufts that thefe laws will be obfer-
ved, it is upon that account a breach of faith to
tranfgrefs them. But this is not peculiar to thefe
inftitutions which pafs under the name of the
law of nations. There 1s the fame’ adventitious
foundation for all the laws of nature, which evea

‘ry man trufts will be obferved, and upon that
taith dire&@s his conduél.

CHAP
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CHAP IX.
Various OpriNions coiiceining the FounDAa-
TiON of MORALITY, |

A S truth cannot be confirmed mote fuccefs-
’ fully than by fetting it in oppofition to
error, a view of erroneous opinions concerning
the foundation of morality muft be acceptable
to every reader who is anxious about truth.

THAT thorality depends entirely on the will
of God, and that his will creates the only obli-
gation we lie under to be virtuous, is the opis
nion of feveral writers. This opinion in oné
fenfe, is true; but far from being true in their
fenie who inculcate it. And, true or falfe; it
does not advance us a fingle ftep in the know--
ledge of our duty. For what does it avail to
krow that morality depenids upon the will of
God, till we once know what his will is? If
it be faid, there is an original revelation of it to
us in our nature; this can only mean, that our
nature itlelf makes us perceive . the diftinGion
betwixt virtue and vice, which is the very doc-
trine above laid down. But, fay they, God,
from the purity and retitude of his nature, can-
not but approve  good a&ions, and difappfgﬁ’c’ 1.
fuch as are otherways, T hey do not advert, that

thie
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this argument fuppofes a diftinétion betwixt vir-
tue and vice, antecedent to the will of Gad.
For if, abftratting from his will, virtye and vice
were 1ndifterent, which is fuppofed in the pro-
pofition, we have no data from the purity of
God’s nature, or from-any other principle, to
conclude, that virtue is more the objet of his
choice than vice. But further, the very fuppo-
fition of the purity and retitude of the nature
of the divine Being, prefuppofes a fenfe or knowa
ledge in us of an eflential difference betwixt vir-
tue and vice. Therefore it can never be faid,
In any proper fenfe, that our only obligation to
virtue is the will of God ; feeing that an obliga-

tion to virtue is wrought into the very frame of
our naturef |

In one fenfe indeed it is true, that morality
depends upon the will of God, as he made us
with a moral fenfe ta diftinguifth virtue from
vice. But this is faying no more, but that it is
God’s will, or that it 1s agreeable to him, we
{hould be virtuous. It is another thing to main-
tain, that man is indifferent to virtue and vice,
and that he is under no obhigation to the one
more than to the other, unlefs as far as he 1s de-
termmed by the arbltrary will of a fuperior or {fo-
vereign, That a being may be fo framed as to
anfwer this defcription, may be-yielded. But,
taklng man as he is, endued with a moral fenfe,

it
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it is a dire€t contradition to hold, that he is uns
der no obhigation to virtue, other than the mere
will of God. In this fenfe, morality no more
depends upon the will of God,than upon our
own will,

WE fhall next take a view of a dorine
which may be {et in oppofition to the foregoing;
and that s Dr Clarke’s demonftration of the un-
“alterable obligation of moral duty. His propo-
fition 1s, #¢ That, from the eternal and necefiary
< differences of things, there naturally and ne-
¢ ceflarily arife certain- moral obligations, which
¢¢ are of themfelves incumbent on all rational
¢ creatures, antecedent to all pofitive inftitution,
< and to all expe@ation of reward or punith~
“ ment.”” And this propofition he demonftrates
in the following manner. ¢ That there 1s a fit-
¢ nefs of certain circumftances to certain -per+
“ fons, and an unfitnefs of others, antecedent
¢ to pofitive laws ; and that, from the different
¢¢ relations of different things, there arifes a fit-
¢« pnefs and. unfitnefs of certain behaviour of
<« {fome perfons. For inftance, God is {fuperior:
<€ to man, and therefore it is fit that man thould
¢¢ worfhip him,” |

Ir this demonftration, as it is called, be the
only or chief foundation of morals, unlucky
it 1s, that a do&rine of fuch importanee fhouid.

| have
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have fo long been hid from mankind. And
now that the important difcovery is made, it is
not however likely to do great fervice ; confider-
ing how little the bulk of mankind are able to
enter into abftrufe reafoning, and how little in-

fluence {fuch reafoning generally has when appre-
hended. |

- Bur abftrufenels is not the only imperteltion
of this celebrated argument. It appears to me
entirely inconclufive. Laying afide the moral
{enfe, upon which the Doctor founds no part of
his demonftration, 1 fhould be utterly at a lofs,
from any given relation betwixt perfons, to draw
a conclufion of the fitnefs or unfitnefs of a cer-
tain courfe ot behaviour. ¢ God is our fuperior,
¢ and therefore it is fit we {hould worfhip him.”’
I put the queftion, Upon what principle of rea-
fon does this conclufion reft? where is the
connecting propofition by means of which the
inference is drawn? It is clear to me, that the
terms fi#nefs and unfitnefs, 1 their prefent fignifi-
cation, depend entirely upon the mioral fenfe.
Fitnefs and unfitnefs with regard to a certain end
or purpofe, are qualities of attions which may be
gathered from experience. But jfitmefs or unfi-
nefs-of altions, as importing right or wwrong, as
denoting what we ought to do, or abftain from,
have truly no meaning, unlefs upon fuppofition
of a moral fenfe, which this learned divine never

O once



106 FOUNDATION AND PRINCIPLES

once dreams of founding upon. The Dottor’s
error is a common one, that he endeavours to
{fubftitute reafon in place of fentiment. The fit-
nefs of worfhipping our Creator was obvious to
him, as it is to every perfon, becaufe it 1s found-
ed on our very nature. It is equally obvious
with the preference of honefty to difhoneity.
His only miftake is, that, overlooking the /aw
evritten in his own heart, he vainly imagines that
his metaphyfical argument is juft, becaufe the
confequence he draws from 1t happens to be
true. And to fatisfy even his moft devoted dif-
ciples that this is the cafe, let us only {uppole,
that man by nature had no approbatory or dii-
approbatory fenfe of aftions ; it could never be
evinced by any abftradt argument, that the wor-
thip of the Deity is his duty, or, in the moral

fenfe of fitnefs, that it 1s more fit for him to be
honeft than to be difhoneit.

We will take the liberty to add, becaufe it is
of importance to the {fubje&t 1n general, that,
fuppofing our duty could be made plain to us
by an abftra&t chain of reafon'ing, yet we have
good ground to conclude, that the Author of
nature has not left our ations to be direted
by fo weak a principle ‘as reafon: and a weak
principle it muft be to the bulk of mankind,
who have -little capacity to enter into abitract

reafoning ; whatever efle®t it may have upon
the
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the learned and contemplative. Nature has

dealt more kindly by us. We are compelled

by cogent principles, to perform all the different
duties of life. Self-prefervation is not left to

the condu& of reafon, but is guarded by the
ftrongeft inftin&, which makes us carefulily, or
rather mechanically, avoid every appearance of
danger. The propagation of the {pecies is en-
torced by the moft importunate of all appetites
and the care of our offspring, by a lively and
conitant affetion. Is nature fo deficient, as to
leave the duty we owe our neighbour, which
{tands in the firft rank of duties, to be dire&ed
by cool reafoning ¥ 'This 1s not according to the
analogy of nature : nor is 1t fact ; witnefs com-
paffion, friendfhip, benevolence, and all the tribe
of the {focial affections. Neither 1s common juf-
tice left upon this footing, the moft ufeful,
though not the molt exalted virtue. We are
compelled to it by a principle common to all
men ; and every tranigrefhon of 1t 1s attended

with a fenfe of difapprobation, and of merited
punifhment.

- A rLate author *, whom 1 fhall juft mention

by the way, gives a whimfical {fyftem of morals.
Ile endeavours to reduce all crimes to that of

telling a liey and, becaule teling a lic 1s 1m-
| maral,

% Wollaflon,
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moral, he concludes, that the feveral crimes he
mentions are immoral. Robbery, for example,
is acting or telling a lie; becaufe it is in effe&k
{faying, that the goods 1 feize are mine. Adul-
tery 1s acting or telling a lie, becaufe it is in ef-
fe&t maintaining, that my neighbour’s wife is not
his, but mine. But not to infift upon the ab-
furdity of giving all crimes the fame charalter
and confounding their nature, it is evident, that
in this argument the very thing is taken for
granted that i1s undertaken to be proved. For
why is it a virtual lie to rob one of his goods ¢ Is
it not by impofing upon mankind, who muft pre-
fume thofe goods to be mine which I take as
my own? But does not this evidently prefup-
pofe a difference betwixt meym and ruwm, and
that 1 ought not to make iree with another’s
property without his confent? For what other
realon are the goods prefumed to be mine, but
that it 1s unlawful to meddle with what belongs
to another? The {fame obfervation is applicable
to all his other tranfmutations ; for, in alting ox
telling the lie, it is conftantly taken for granted,
that the action is wrong in itfelf. And this very
wrong is the circumftance which, by the author’s
" {uppofition, impofes upon the fpetators. The
error therefore of this author is of the fame na-
ture with Dr Clarke’s. It is an evident begging
of the quef’clon . the very thing is taken for
granted which is undertaken to be proved.

With
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With regard to the prefent fub]e& we {ball only
further obferve, that when this curious author
draws {o {ftrong confequences from telljng a lie,
it was incumbent upon him to fet in the cleareit
light the immorality of that attion. But this he
does not {o much as attempt, leaving it upon the
conviction of one’s own mind. This indeed he
might fafely do; but not more fafely than to

leave upon the fame conviftion all the other
crimes he treats of.

A sysTEM that refolves every moral {enfation
or {entiment into fympathy, fhall- next be intro-
duced. Liften to the author himfelf. < As we
¢ have no immediate experience of what other

men feel, we can form no idea of it but by
““ mmagining what we ourfelves would feel in

¢c¢ the like fituation. Our fenfes will never in-
¢ form us of what a man fuffers on the rack.

‘They cannot carry us beyond our own per-
fons ; and it 1s by the imagination only that
we can form any perception of what he fuf-
¢ fers. Neither can that faculty help us to
¥ this, any other way than by reprefenting to
‘“ us what would be our own fufferings if we
were in his place. His agonies when thus
brought home to ourfelves, begin at laft to
¢¢ affeCt us; and we then tremble and fhud-
¢ der at the thought of what he feels. *

The

¢C
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* ‘Theory of Moral Sentiments, p. 2.
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The foundation here afligned for the various
fentiments of morality, ought to have been very
ftri¢tly examined before venturing to eret {o
weighty a {uperftruture upon it. Is it certain
that this play of imagination will neceflarily raife
the paflion of fympathy? The celebrated Rouf-
feau aflirms the contrary. < Pity is {weet, fays
¢ he, becauie in putting ourfelves in place of the
¢ perfon who {uffers, we teel the pleafure of not
¢¢ {uffering as he does +.”> And confidering that
the rack 1s a punifhment referved for atrocious
criminals, I fhould be inclined to think wath
Roufleau, that the fight of an odious wretch on
the rack, inftead of fympathizing in his pain,
would make one feel pleafure in not fuffering as
he does; precifely as a fhip in a ftorm makes the
fpeftators at land rejoice m their own fecurity.

BuT however that may be, my refpect to the
author of this fyftem as a man of genius and
learning, cannot make me blind to a difficulty
that appears unfurmountable. If the torments
of a man on the rack be not obvious to my
ficht from his violent perturbation, nor to my
hearing from difmal {creams and groans, what
can I learn from imagining mylfelf to be in his
place? He may be happy for ought 1 know.
To give that a& of imagination any eflett, 1
ought before hand to know that the perion on

the

+ Emile, liv. 4.
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the rack 1s fufiering violently. Then indeed, the
bringing his cale home to myfelf, would natu-
rally inflame my fympathy. I have another ar-
gument agamit this {fyltem, which, being more
fimple and popular, will probablybe more relifhed.
‘That a man fhould conceive himfelf to be ano-
ther, is no flight effort of imagination ; and to
make {ympathy depend on that effort, confines
it to perfons who have given much exercife to a
ductile imagination. Dull people and illiterate
ruftics are intirely excluded ; and yet, among
fuch there appears no defe&t of {ympathy to
aflociates and blood-relations. Nay, we find
fympathy eminent even in children ; and yet, it
would be a hard tafk to make a child imagine
itfelf to be what it is not. Yhis fhows clearly,
that fympathy muft proceed from fome natural
principle inherent in all human beings, the young
as well as the old.

THis principle will appear from the following
falts, which every thinking perfon knows to be
true. Firft, every pailion {tamps on the counte-
nance certain figns appropriated to it by vature.
Next, being taught by nature to connelt every
external fign with the patlion that caufed it; we
can read in every man’s countenance his inter-
nal emotions. Third, certain emotions, thus
made known, raife in beholders the paffion of

~ fympa-
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{ympathy *. With refpett to the laft, nothing
1s more natural than that a focial being fhould
be affe&ted with the paflions of its tellows. Joy
1s infetious : {o is grief. Fear communicates it-
felf to the beholders; and in an army, the fright
of a few {preads the infetion till it becomes an
univerfal panic. Thele fafts are clear and cer-
tain ; and applying them to the {ubjelt before
us, 1s it not evident, that the diftrefs we read in
a perfon’s countenance, direttly moves our {ym-~
pathy, without needing any aid from imagina-
tion ? I appeal to any man who has feen a per-
fon on the rack, whether his {fympathy was not
raifed by fight merely, without any effort of ima-
gination. Thus, in the {ympathetic {yftem un-
der examination, an Intricate circuit is made in
order to account for a paflion that is raifed by a.
fingle glance. The fyftem indeed is innocent ;
but did it hold 1n fa&, its confequences would
not be fo. Sympathy 1s but one of many prin-
ciples that conititute us moral beings ; and yet
is held furth as the foundation of every moral
{entiment. Had not morality a more folid foun-

dation 1n our nature, it would give very little ob-
ftruction to vicious defires or unjuft attions. It

is obferved above, that, according to this fyftem,
fympathy would be rare among the lower ranks.
And I now add, that if moral fentiments had no

foundation

* See Elements of Critici{m, vol. L. page 446. Edit. 5th,
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foundation but the imagining myfelf to be ano-
ther, the far greater part of mankind would be
deftitute of any moral fentiment:

So much for the fake of truth : in every other
view controverfy is my averfion. One obferva-
tion more, and 1 conclude. This {yftem 1s far
jrom comprehending all our moral fentiments.
It may pretend to account for my fentiments re-
garding others; but my fentiments regarding
myfelf are entirely left out: My diftrefs upon
lofing an only fon, of my gratitude for a kindly
office, are fentiments that neither need to be ex-
plained by imagining mylelf to be another per:
fon, nor do they admit of fuch explanation:

Tue felfith fyftem _fhaﬂ be more ftrictly exas-
inined. The fympathetic {yftem is a harmlefs
conceit ; but a fyftem that refolves all morality
into felf—lovc, cannot but be dangerous among
luxurious nations whofe bent to felfith pleafures
is already too f{trong.

Max is a being compofed of many parts, ex-
ternal and internal. He has paflions that move
him ; fome to advance his own intereft, fome to
advance the intereft of others ; a few that prompt
him to harm himfelf, many that prompt him fo
harm others. A variety of connetions with

perfons and things, require thefe different fprings
P 3
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of a&tion. Yet there are writers more ambitious
of {ingularity than of truth, who hold that f{elf-
love 1s the only motive to aétion ; and that n
every attion, even the moft difinterefted in ap-
pearance, our own good 1s always the prime mo-
ver. With fhallow thinkers the felfifh fyftem
naturally prevails. During childhood, our de-
fires terminate mofltly on ourfelves; which is
wifely ordered, as children have little power to
give aid or afliftance to others. DBut ds foon as
we acquire ability to do good, the focial prin-
ciple is felt. One thing is certain, that however
much felfifhnefs may prevail in praélice, it never
meets with any degree of approbation.. All a-
gree to condemn a&tions that are eminently fel-
fifh ; and no wonder, for if abfolute {elfithnefs
be the fyftém of nature, man is little fuperior to
the brute: heroim, magnanimity, generofity,
are degraded from an exalted ftation to be no
better than felf-love in a malk. And what is
{till more humbling, every moral duty and obli-
gation are torn up by the root, not a fingle fibre
left to fpring again *. 'Thefe horrid confequen-

CCS

* Oblerve how far one may be carried in contradiétion
~ to moral principles by adopting zealoufly felfithnefs as our
only rule of conduét. Lord Chefterfield, in a feries of let-
ters to his favorite {on, takes great pains to initiate him in
this poifonous {yftem. The young man is infbruéed to
regard nothing but his own intereft ; and te boggle 2t ne
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ces notwithftanding, the felfifh fyftem is adopted
without difguife by every French writer. Con-
fidering the humanity and benevolence of that
nation in general, an attempt to vilify their own
people along with the reft of mankind, was little
to be expeéted from French writers. One of their
profound philofophers, Helvetius, boldly main-
tains, that man is {fuperior to a horfe in nothing
but in having ten fingers. I owe the following
thoughts to an ingenious correfpondent *. ¢ ¥rom
¢¢ what 1 learn, the French writers have all be-

‘“ come rank Epicureans. One would think that
“ French politeffe might confort well with difinte-
¢¢ refted benevolence. But if we believe them-
¢¢ felves, 1t 1s all grimace : it 1s flattering in order
¢ to be flattered ; like a horfe who {cratches his
<¢ fellow that he may be fcratched. 1 deteflt all
¢¢ {fy{tems that depretiate human nature. If it be
¢¢ a delufion to think that the conftitution of man
¢¢ s worthy of its Author, let me live and die in
¢¢ that delufion, rather than to behold the vile.

‘¢ nefs of my ipecies. Every good man finds his
¢¢ ftomach rife againft thofe who difparage his

kindred

wickednefs that can advance it. Friendfhip is nothing;
blood-relation nothing ; diffimulation and treachery are
to be no obftacies in the way of his preferment. OCne
leffon I give for a fpecimen, which is {fedolonfly inculcated,
that one {ure way of coming at a man’s f{ecret, is under

the mafk of friendfhip to corrupt his wife.,
* DG&OI' Reid.
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¢ kindred or his country, Why fhould it not
¢ rife againft thofe who difparage his fpeciest
¢¢ Were it not that extremes fometimes meet, I
¢¢ fhould think it ftrange to fee your Atheift and
¢¢ your high-thod divine contending who fhould
¢ oive the blackeft reprefentation of human na-
¢ ture. The Atheift a&s the more confiftent
¢¢ part; for furely, fuch reprefentations tend
¢ more to promote Atheifm than to promote re-
¢ ligion.” |

As the felfith fyftem conforts the beft with
the degeneracy of the prefent times, any plaufi-
ble attempt to eftablith it as the true fyftem of
nature, muft tend to {pread the infetion, and
to make attions the moft grofsly felfifh pafs even
without a blufh. All good men will join in diigra-
cing it; and 1 fhall think myfelf happy to contri-
bute a mite. I hope to evince, not only that'it
gives a falfe reprefentation of human nature,
but that the.arguments urged in its defence are
weak and inconclufive.

To prevent the being impofed on by words
{ubftituted for things, 1 begin with marking out
the diftin&ion between focial and felfiflh altions.
The end in view denominates the attion to be
{ocial or felfith. When I have nothlng In View
but my Owi intereft, the a&ion is purely felfith :
Wh@q my only view is the intereflt of another,

| | the
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the a&ion is purely focial. Thus, when affec-
tion moves me to ferve my friend for his fake,
without regard to myfelf, the ation is entirely
focial : if done partly from the profpeét of its af-
fording me a pleafant recolleétion, it is fo far
felfith, Inftinétive aftions which proceed with-
out having any end in view, are neither focial
nor {elfith ; as where one is impelled by hunger
to eat, without even thinking of its being ne.
ceflary for health. But when we have mm view
that eating will' contribute to health or to plea.
fure, the a&tion {o far is felfifth. An a&tion promp-
ted by the principle of duty folely, i1s neither {o-
cial nor felfith : if defire of approbation be ad-
ded, it is fo far felfith. If defire of approbation
be the fole motive, it is entirely felfifh : 1 pay a
debt for my own fake, not for the fake of a rigo-
rous creditor : if gratitude to a benefattor who
aflifted me with money at a pinch, be 1n my view,
the aftion fo far is focial *. In a word, it is not
the motive or impulfive caufe that determines
an a&ion to be focial or felfifh, but the end
which the aftor has in view,

In bringing the felfifh {fyftem to trial, I begin
with enquiring how far the advocates for it ad-
mit man to be a focial being. Roufleau excepted,
I know no writer but who acknowledges 1n man
an appetite for fociety; and I am willing to be-

licve
¥ See Elements of Critici{in, vol. 1. p. 47, Edit. 5th.
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lieve that a morofe and folitary difpofition influ-
enced him more to form that opinion, than reafon
or experience*. Aninclination to communicate
thoughts and fentiments and to exprefs wifhes
and wants, 1s inherent in the human race. For
that end was the blefling of {peech beftowed on
man ; and hence books without end. An ap-
petite to be efteemed by our fellow-creatures
will readily be admitted by my opponents, as
being {elfilh. Is any thing more natural than to
wifh well to our benefaftors, and il to our ene-
mies ! Thefe gentlemen probably will alio admit,
that to retaliate upon the latter 1s equally natural.
If {fo, is not a grateful return to a benefator,
alfo natural? If a man can aé& with the {ole
view of doing mifchief to his enemy, what is it
in nature that bars him from afting with the {ole
view of doing good to hisfriend ? A late French

writer,

¥ ¢ It is the weaknefs of man, {fays he, that renders him
¢ focial. If a2 man had no ufe for others, he would never
¢ think of an union with them. A being truly happy is
¢ a {olitary being, 1 have no conception, that the man
¢ who needs nothing can love any thing.” (Emile liv. 4.)
Not a word here of an appetite for {cciety, though it makes
a principal branch in the nature of man; and is the chief
caufe that makes men flock together. Nor in his famous
difcour{e upon the origin of inequality among men, is there
the leaft hint of it. If he had acknowledged this appetite,
one of the moft urgent that belongs to human nature, he

would never have preferred the favage ftate before that of
{ociety.
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writer, pinched with this argument, finds 1t ne-
ceflary to deny that there is in mah any fuch prin-
ciple as benevolence. He difcards by the lump

good will to others, parental affetion, and even
love between the fexes. He holds the expreflion

improper, I love my father, my friend, my miftrefs ;
oblerving that the expreflion ought to be, I love

myfelf in my fatber, in my friend, in my mifirefs.
‘This, 1t muit be acknowledged, is arguing con-
fequentially, however abfurdly. Yet with great

affurance

fociety. It is indeed ftrange, that an eloquent writer, who
paints {o delicioufly the paffions even in their nicefl tints,
fhould betray {fuch ignorance in accounting for them. Pity,
like the appetite for {fociety, is an original branch of hu-
man nature, which is railed at the very fir{lt fight of a per-
fon in diftrefs. Yet oblerve how far this author goes out
of the roadto account for this the {impleft of all paflions.
¢ Pity, {ays he, is {weet, becaufe, in putting owylelves in
¢ place of the perion who fufters, we feel the pleafure of
¢ not {uffering as he does. 'What is it that can move pity,
¢ other than the identifying ourfelves with the perfon
who fuffers, quitting as it were our own being to take
““ up his. It is {elf-love that makes me intereft myfelf for
¢ Liimn, and my reafon for wifhing him not to fuffer, is that
¢ T may not fuffer.”” Again, ¢ Envy is bitter, becaufe the
“ fight of a ' man who is happy, far from putting us in his
¢ place, makes us regret that we are not happy as he is.”
Again, ¢ The affeétion we have derived from f{elf-love is
¢ the only principle of human juftice.” I could entertain
the reader with a great deal more of this ftuff’; but it has
an air of ingratitude to cenfure fo deeply an author, in

whofe works, with all his errors, I find much entertain-
ment. |

 § 4
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affurance he condemns the Englifh writers ag
being {trangely -bewildered about morality:
¢« Hutchefon, favs he, talks of a moral fenfe, as if
*¢ he had never read Locke, who banifhes innate
¢ 1deas, and demonitrates, that we canhave no
¢ 1deas, but from external objets.””

[ REaDILY yield to thefe gentlemen, that a
man may julily prefer his. own intereft before
that of others; which is wifely ordered even for
the general good, as it lies more within a man’s
rcach to benefit himfelf than others. . But eafes
daily occur when 1 can ferve others without pre-
judice to myfelf. If felf-intereft make no op-

pofition, what can obftruét my benevolence from
operating ?

WeriTers for the felfith fyﬁem feem to eni-
tertain fome obfcure notion of benevolence being
inconfiftent with felf-love. On the contrary, {0
friendly is the focial principle to the felfith, that
cvery thing I do for the fake of another, is a

plealure to mylelf. Is there a fweeter pleafure
than what one feels in having telieved a man of

merit from oppreflion; in having comforted a
friend 1n affli®tion, in having ferved the public
at a critical time ? “ Every one perceives intui-
“ tively the comfort of food and raiment, of a
¢ Inug dwelling, of riches; but that the doing
“ good to others will make us happy, is not {o
“ evident ; feeding the hungry for example,

€6 or
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¢¢ of cloathing the naked. This truth is feen
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but obfcurely by the grofs of mankind. The
fuperior pleafure that follows the exercife of
benevolence, of friendihip, and of every fo-
cial - principle, 1s not clearly underftood till
it be frequently felt. To perceive the {ocial
principle in its triumphant {ftate, a man, like
an unconcerned fpeétator, mult dire&t his
thoughts upon the conduct of his fellow crea-
tures: he will teel a fecret charm in every
paffion that tends to the good of others, and
a {fecret averfion againit every unfeeling heart
that is indifferent to their happinefs and dif-
trefles*.  Here the {uperiority of focial affec-
tions is confpicuous; as little or no pleafure
of that kind arifes from thofe that are felfifh.””

THE pleafure a man feels in doing adts of be-
nevolence, has mifled {elfith writers to think that

that pleafure is the only motive we have for do-
ing good to others. They maintain, that in fer-
ving my father, my friend, or my miftrefs, my
motive is not affe&tion to them, but a profpelt
of the pleafure or fatistfaction that will refult to
myfelf. And they obitinately deny, that there
is in nature {uch a thing as ferving thofe we
love for their fake, independent of our own.
But a fimple denial cannot be thought fufficient

Q. againit

* Elements of Criticifim, vol. I. page 185. Edir. 5th.
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againft numberlefs inftances of {erving thole we
love, without the leaft appearance of {elf-intereft.
Such inftances muft be deeifive, unlefs thele wri-
ters be able to prove, that to ferve others with-
out regard to ourlelves, is inconfiftent with the

nature of man. If they fucceed in that proof,
the felfith fyftem will be eftablifhed upon a fure

foundation. But without that proof, hitherto
not attempted, they muft fubmit. Let them
_therefore prove, or abandon their {yltem altoge-
ther : there 1s no medium.

BuT not fatisfied with- reducing my oppo-
nents to this dilemma, I undertake to prove, tho’
not incumbent on me, that benevolence fre-
quently operates independent altogether of {eli-
love. 1 admit, that the profpe&t of confequent
pleafure may be an additional motive for domg
a benevolent a&ion ; and fo far the aftion is fel-
fifh ; but that it cannot be the only morive, will
appear as follows. ‘That pleafure attends bene-
volent altions, we learn from experience only.
Therefore, fuch an action. done by one who has
no experience, muft proceed from fome motive
independent of the confequent pleafure. . Chll-—
dren have no experience, nor are they capable
of forefeeing diftant confequences: yet children
exprefs good will to. others by kindly aéts ; trom
what motive other than benevolence ?

But
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BuT even with refpelt to thofe who have felt
pleafure in doing good, what glofs will my op-
ponents put upon the following fats? If we give
credit- to hiftory, or if we can rely on our own
experience, there are inftances without number
of perfons atting for the fake of thofe they
love, even againit their own intereft. What
motive other than duty and affetion can prompt
a2 man to facrifice himfelf for others, ftepping in
for example to intercept a deadly blow aimed at
his father or his prince ¢ Here, the certainty of
death admits not any profpe& of confequent
pleafure. In a thipwreck, people on fhore ven-
ture their lives to fave the crew: the cafe is ur-
aent, and they have not a moment for refle&ion.
Nor would any faint thought of confequent plea-
fure be fufficient among the low and illiterate,
to overbalance their danger. OSympathy with
fellow creatures in deep diftrefs, 1s ‘with fuch
people the only motive; and that motive ope-
rates like a charm. Gratitude for a {light fa-
vour, 1s commonly attended with a {elfith mo-
tive. DBut a great and unexpedted tavour, fwells
my heart, and inflames my gatitude to my wor-
thy benefactor : I burn to repay his generofity,
without a fingle thought of gratification to my-
felt. "T'he power of ftifling felfifh motives, is e-
qually remarkable in diffocial paflions. Refent-
ment for a flight injury is often accompanied
with a proipett of gratification; and fo faris fel-

fifh,
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fith. But revenge inftigated by an atrocious in-
jury, admits not a thought but again{t the of-
tender, whom it devotes to deftru&tion ; and in
that ftate the action is neither focial nor felfifh.
‘There 1s not a man of a benevolent difpofition
but who can inform you, that he has often ated
for the fake of his friend, without any view to
himfelf.  Thefe are {tubborn fafts not eafily
fubdued. Will my opponents have the aflu.-
rance to affirm, that this is all a deceit ; and that
their aflertion ought to be adopted againft the
teftimony of all others ?

BuT now, even in the cafe of experience I am
ready to demonitrate, that the profpe&t of grati-
fication can never be the fole motive for adting.
To prepare the reader for that demonftration,
I premife the following data, Tirft, that the ac-
complithment of defire produces a pleafant feel-
ing, termed gratification of the paflion *. Next,
that where there is no defire, there is no grati-
fication. 1 have no defire to pay a certain debt,
but am compelled by a decree: the payment far
from producing any gratification, is not a little un-
pleafant. 1 make a rafh promife, which I have
no defire to perform: the performance affords
me no gratification. The more vigorous my
defire is to do a benevolent deed, the more ex-
quifite 1s my gratification : the more faint my

defire

Elements of Critici{fm, vel.l. page 46, Edit. §th.
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defire 1s, the more faint is my gratification.
Therefore, where there is no defire, there can
be no gratification.

AND now to the demonftration. Thole who
hold felf-love to be the only motive to ation,
maintain that the profpect of gratification is the
only motive one can have for voluntary deeds
of benevolence. 1 afk thefe gentlemen a plain
queftion, When 1 have it in view to do a bene-
volent deed, whence arifes the profpet of gra-
tification ! They mult admit that it arifes from
my defire of performing the benevolent deed ;
- for if I have no defire to perform, the perform-
ance will not gratify me, nor confequently will
it afford me an antecedent prefpelt of gratifica-
tion. It clearly follows, that as the defire to do
a benevolent deed muft always: precede the pro-
fpet of gratification, the latter never can be the
{fole motive. The profpett of gratification may
be an additional motive to aét, but never can
{tand fingle. Let a man attend to what pafifes
in his mind- when he aéts for the good of one
he loves : he will find, that defire to accomphifh
his purpofe is hig primary motive ; and that the
profpe& of gratification, 1s only a confequent
view. 1 am fenfible how difficult it 1s to con-
vince one of an error that has long been dif-
guifed under the mafk of truth. And yetI en-
tertain fome hope, that this demonfiration, for

1t
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it 1s truly fuch, will oblige my opponents to a-
bandon their favourite fyftem, and reft fatisfied
with felf-love, as one only of many principles
that govern the altions of men.

TrEYy who acknowledge no motive to ation
but felf-love, know little of human nature. How
will they account for inftinttive actions, which
have no end in view, {ocial or {elfith ? how will
they account for revenge, which often impels a
man to a¢t more againft his own intereft than
agamit that of the offender® how will they ac-
count for my killing my friend in a {fudden fit of
paflion ; and wifhing the moment after to have

rather put an end to myown life? Can altions
inftigated by envy or peevifhnefs be owing to

felt-love ¢ Gratification, attending fuch actions,
may be a motive ; but is the impulie of the paf-
fion no motive? In {tormy and impetuous paf-
{ions, there 1s {feldom a thought ‘of gratification j
and the {light and momentary gratification that
follows, is immediately fuffocated by remorfe and
repentance. Can a profpelt of thefe confequen-
ces be a motive for any altion 7 On the contra-
ry, the profpe&t is powerfully difluafive, though
overbalanced by the violence of the paflion. The
nature of man is wonderfully various. Avarice,
far from confulting my intereft, is a bitter enemy
to felf-love : it locks up my ftores, and deprives

me of every comfort that wealth can afford. Can
felf-love,
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felf-love account for thofe fingular paflions which

prompt people to hurt themfelves? A man in
deep diftrefs is prone to affli¢t himielf, rejecting
all confolation. The vexation of a man for ha-
ving treated his fon harfhly, 1s painted in the ge-

nuine colours of nature by Terence in the Heau-
tontimorumenos.

Decrevi tantifper me minus Injurize,
Chreme, meo gnato facere, dum fiam mifer:
Nec fas efle ulla me voluptate hic frui;

Nifi ubi ille huc {alvos redierit meus particeps.

NATURE goes ftill farther in this trat. In-
{tances are not extremely rare of perfons, {ftung
with remorfe for fecret crimes, delivering thema-
felves up to juftice, in order to fuffer condign
punifhment. Nor fhall my opponents efcape here
under their favourite pretext of gratification ;
malevolent paflions direted againlt felf, being in
every ftage of their progrefs unpleafant. Such
paflions, inveterate foes to {elf-love, admit not of
any felfifh motive. This fuggefts a refleCtion
that muft have influence. Seeing there are paf-
fions fo contrary to felt-love as to excite a man
to afflit and even to deltroy himfelf ; why fthould

we doubt of paflions, perfeftly concordant with

felt-love, exciting a man to ferve thofe he loves
for their fake?

To
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To conclude, far from admitting felf-love to
be the fole mover in human a&ions; it is my
firm opinion, that it 1s rather too {paringly diftri-
buted among men, the inftances being extremely
rare of its prevailing over any impetuots paffion.
I thould willingly givé my vote for a larger por-
tion, were it not the hazard of making it over-
balance the focial principle. To envigorate that
principle in proportiofi, would inhdeed remove
the objetion 3 but it would be at the coft of the
impetuous paflions. And why not, it will be f{aid,
for would it not be a great improvement to bridle
fuch paffions? It appears fo.—~And yet, an at-
tempt to mend the works of the Almighty, is to
tread on forbidden ground. What might be the
confequences cannot readily be forfeen; only,
that it would leave without exercife many exalted
virtues. But this interefting fubject does not ne-
ceiTar'i]y enter into the prefent {peculation ; and
is handled at large in Skeiches of the Hi ﬁory of
Man *

'T'ue only author I know who holds up utility
as the chief foundation of morality, is David
Hume Elq; firlt in a Treatife of Human Nature,
and more fully in a following work entitled 4n
Enquiry concerning the Principles of Morals. 'T'he
latter thows uncommon genius exerted in a plea-

fing

*Vol. I, p. 204. Edit. 2d.
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i’ing ftile. The author has given great fcope to
invention, but has been little attentive to fa&s

and principles. Love of fimplicity has betrayed
him 1nto the fame error with the authors above-

mentioned ; that of founding mor-ality upon a
fingle pr1nc1ple, overlooking the complex nature
of man, compoled of many principles. Utility
indeed is not madé the fole fouridation of mora-
lity ; for it is admitted that benevolence is found-
ed on a moral fenfe. The author fo far i1s more
cautious than the French wrlters, who 16_]6& eve-
ry principle but felf-love. But he denies that we
have any original fenfe of juftice, affirming it to
be an artificial virtue, of which public good is
the only foundation. It muft appear to every
one, even upon the moft fuperficial view, that if
this do&rine hold true, human -nature muft be
an irregular and disjointed machine. Benevos
lence indeed 1s an amiable virtue, tending greatly
to make fociety comfortable. Juftice however
is a virtue of much higher importance, as with-
out it there can be no focrety among men, more
than among lions and tigers. Here then is a {y-
{tem that di{’cingui{hes the lefs: ufeful virtue by
marks of pre-eminence, that mgrafts it upon our
nature, and inforces it by a2 moral {enfe ; while
the more ufeful virtue is left to the ﬂu&uatmg

notions of men; and ekxtremely ﬂué’cu'xtmg thefe
notions. muft be where public good is the object.
Is 1t not f{urprifing, that {o acute a ph1lof0phc='r-

R who
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who acknowledges benevolence to be founded
upon an innate {enfe, thould refufe that privilege
to a virtue much more eflential? Does not this
look as if he thought that man was made by
chance? Yet, a very flight furvey of human na-
ture and of our principles of a&ion, muft have
difcovered to him, that juftice 1s founded upon
an innate fenfe as well as benevolence. e muit
hrave {feen, that notions of right and wrong make
an appearance even among children, who cannot
have any conception of public good. Had our
perceptions of right and wrong no foundation but
utility, there never could have prevailed any uni-
formity of opinion concerning them. Our no-
tions of utility from partmality and prejudice,
would be {o various, as to leave no fhadow of
unitormity.

But impartiality will not fuffer us fo ﬁop our
ears againft our author’s arguments in behalf
of his fyftem. His propofition 13, ¢ That pub-
¢ lic utility is the fole origin of jultice, and that
¢ refleCtions on the beneficial confequences of
¢¢ this virtue, are the fole foundation of its merit.”’
Before entering mto particulars, it ‘muft be ob-
ferved, that here two very different propofitions
are jumbled together, as if they were neceflary
members of a fingle propofition. It is granted,
that the end of juftice is public utility, and that
its merit confifts-in contributing to that end. But

| 1L
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it cannot be granted that public utility is the fle
origin of juftice ; becaufe it would be to grant,
that there is no f{fuch thing in man as a moral
fenfe, or a natnral faculty to diftinguith right
from wrong, juft from unjult. 1f our author can
make out this negative propofition, it mufl be
yielded to him, that public utility is not only the
fole end of juftice but its foleorigin. Thefe things
premifed, it belongs to the reader to judge, whe-
ther our author’s following arguments tend to
evince that negative propolfition.

He fuppofes a golden age where even luxuries
are m fuperfluity, and where friendfhip and ge-
nerofity univerfally prevail. < It waould follow,
¢ {ays he, that men could not have the leaft idea
“¢ of juftice, norof feparate property *.”* Whence
he concludes that juftice derives its exiftence from
its ufe 1n our prefent ftate, "This conclufion does
not follow. It only follows, that there may be
circumftances in which there would be no occa-
fion to entorce juftice by courts of law, nor for
feparate property. With refpe&t to the former,
did friendfhip and generofity univerfally prevail,
were all men upright and honeft, there would in-
deed be little occafion for courts of law. But does
it follow, that therefore man has no fenfe of right

and wrong? The dire& contrary follows; for
| ' | - | the

1 #Page 345 35
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the goodnefls and re&itude fuppofed muft be

founded on a more vivid fenfe of right and wrong
than is common among men. Society would
be an uncomfortable ftate, were the ftern autho-
rity of a magiltrate always neceflary to compel
men to do their duty. - The people of: Switzer~
land, we are told, are fo fair’in their dealings, as
to make a law-fuit feldom neceflary. Will this
infer that thefe good people have no fenfe of ju-
ftice? Is it not a lively fenfe of juftice that
makes them fo fair in their dealings? With re-
fpet to feparate property, I have no difhiculty to
yield, that in a country fuperabounding with eve-
ry neceflary of life ready for ule, there would be
no neceflity for {eparate property more than in
the air we breathe. But becaufe in one f{tate of
things feparate property is unneceflary, 1s it a
good inference, that it is neceflary in no {tate.
This has not even a plaufible appearance. A
philofopher ought to be athamed of fuch an ar-
gument. Would it not be a grofs imperfe&tion
in man, to be fitted, not for the ftate he is placed
in, but for an imaginary {tate, that never exifted,
nor probably ever will exift ?

““ REVERSE, fays our author, in any confider-
¢¢ able circumfitance the condition of man ; pro-
¢ duce extreme abundance or extreme neceflity 3
¢¢ 1mplant in the human brealt moderation and
t¢ equity, or perfect rapacioufnefs or malice: by

- | | ¢¢ rendering
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s<. rendering juftice totally ufélefs, you totally de-
<. firoy its “efféence and fufpend its obligation on
<¢ mankind *.”> To have the ¢xercife of jultice
{fufpended in certain circumfitances, and to have
its effence totally deftroyed, are widely different.
It is admitted above, that univerfal moderation
and equity would render courts of law very little
ufeful ; and'l alfo admit, that perte&t rapacioui-
nefs and malice would make men ungovernable.
But does it follow from e'ther of thefe admiffions,
that man is deftitute of a moral fenfe? - Benevo-
lence 1s admitted by our author to be inherent
in the nature of man.” A f{tate may be fuppofed
{o flourifhing as to afford no objets for compai-
fion, a branch of benevolence : its exercife would
be fufpended ; but would its effence be totally
deftroyed ¢ Let proper objelts appear, and it
will not lie dormant. Why not the fame in ju-
ftice? I add in general, that more folid. evi-
dence is neceflary than bare fuppofitions to prove
or difprove controverted falts.

J

“ BuT, fays he, in fome cafes that aGually hap-
¢¢" pen, fuch as that of famine or a city befieged,
¢ the diftintions of property are overthrown,
*¢ and the obligation to juftice ceafes.”” It is far
from being clear, that cither property or juftice
ceales even in thefe cafes of extremity. But fup-

——

¥ Page 41,
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poling them to ceafe, does the argument prove
more than that in fuch cafes the great law of
felf-prefervauon prevails over that of pr.operty ¢

THESE, to the heft of my undcrﬁandmg, are
all the arguments adduced by Mr Hume to prove
that public good is the {ole arigin of juitice; and
_confequently that there is not in the nature of
man a moral {fenfe : whether they are conclufive,
every reader muft judge for himfelf. Much la-
bour is beftowed upon praving a propofition that
no mortal controverts, namely, that public good
is the fole end of juftice ; which is perfeétly con-
fiftent with what is all along inculcated in the
prefent Effay, that the moral fenfe is beftowed on
man to fit him for {ociety. Nothing can be more
fimple than to diftinguifh between the means and
the end, or-between the caufe and the effe&:
yet the fubjet 1s handled as if the origin and
end of juftice were the fame ; and that to prove
either is to prove both. He accordingly bends
his whole force to prove that public utility is the
end of juflice ; taking for.granted, as it would
appear, that the fame proof would ferve to make
it alo the orlgm of Juﬁme. |

Justice,l acknowledgg:, goes for the moft part
hand in hand with wtility: there are however
cafes ‘where they differ widely. Take the fol-
mwmg example. A large fum is dePoﬁtcd pri-

vatcly
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vately in my hand by an intimate friend. . Hé
dies fuddenly, leaving an overgrown fortune to
his heir, who is ignorant of the depofit. Tvery
argument from utility would juftity me in-retain-
ing this fum, as the only fund 1 have for educat-
ing and providing a numerous family of children.
But if even in this trying cafe I ftand bound in
conicience to reftore, of which no honeft man
can doubt, it follows neceflarily, that juftice muft
have a foundation independent of utility. The
only anfwer that can be given is, that juftice is
founded upon public utility, what concerns the
whole fociety, without regarding the intereft of
one or other individual. With refpe&t to this
cafe 1 cannot enter into the ditinétion. Rob-
bery, 1t is true, or murder may benefit me ; and
yet upon the whole may be detrimental to the
public. Butin th& example given, as no perfon
1s hurt, the public {fuffers no prejudice. But let.
ting it pafs that my retaining this {um is hurtful
to the public, I am greatly miftaken if cur au-
thor’s theory can ftand wupon that foundation.
'To complete that theory, it 'was incumbent on
him to fhow, that there can exift a public, a re-
gular government, independent of an original
fenie of juftice. This however he has not made
out, nor attempted to make out. To me itis
evident, that without an original fenfe of jultice,
there never could have exifted any public, any
fociety under government ; far lefs a government
with authority fufficient to fubdue the rapacity of

man,
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man, his love of power, and his other felfith and
unruly paffions. Were there no law antecedent
to fociety but major wis, every man would fhun
thofe of his own kind, as he would a favage ti-
ger: war would be perpetual of all againft all,
as. happily exprefled by Mr Hobbes, There 1s
In man, it is true, an appetite for fociety; but
that appetite would be blafted in the bud by fel-
fifh and diflocial paffions. Our author here has
been guilty of a palpable error : he founds juitice
upon public utility ; inftead of making juftice the
foundation of every republic that exifts or has
exifted among men. The caufe.is miftaken for
the effe&t: nor is this the ﬁngle 1nf’cance of the
- kind that occurs in.the enquiry. .

IT is agreed on all hands, that juftice is efta-
blithed among men for making them good ci-
tizens, or, In our author’s words, for public uti-
lity 5 confequently that public utility is the fole
end of juftice. It ought however carefully to
be attended to, that in no cafe 1s it made our
duty to a&t for the public good: we are left
at liberty by the moral {enfe to a& for the
public good if we incline ; but the moral fenfe

lays us under no obligation. The good of
‘mankmd or even of our own country, refult-
ing from an endlefs variety of combined circum-
ftances, is an object too complex, and intricate
to be taken under confideration by acreature
fo limited in capacity as man. And were it

made
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riade our duty to take public good ‘under con-=
fideration, a wide door would be opened to par-
tiality and paffion : the opinions of men would
be as various as their faces, which would dif-
qualify them entirely for fociety. Behold thé
art that is difplayed in this branch of our nature!
It 1s more wifely ordered; even for -the. general
good, that we are ftri¢tly bound to perform- or
to forbear certain plain and fimplé aéls, incapa-
ble of a miftake ; leaving the confequences to
providence. We muft be obedient to our pa-
rents and to magiftrates. We muft bé grateful
to our benefattors; kindly to our relations, and
faithful to our engagements: We are.forbidden
to rob, to lie; or in any other way to injure o-
thers. Thefe precepts, fimple and perfpicuous;
are made our duty; and we are not left at li-
berty to a&t by-any other rule. |

Mg Hume holds ¢ public good to be the founs
¢« dation of juftice, and juftice to be the foun-
¢¢ dation of property.”’- The ﬁrft pronoﬁtlon
being dlfcuffed above, it.oceurs upon the other,’
that' at.any rate it is too-extenfive s for furelys-
it is not meant that. duty to-parerits, pcrfounance.-
of promifes, or. other- obhgations of that kind,
are the foundationt of property; but only that
jultice as relative to, fubjedts of property is its
fmundatlon. Now; with refpe& to the propofi=

tmm thus limited, 1 beg leave to retfer the reac}cr
Ce N ‘ OF

¥
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for a proof of the contrary, to the fixth chapter
of the prefent eflay, where the following propo-
fitions are clearly demonftrated, Firft, that pro-
perty is founded on an innate fenfe; and that
every violation of property is a moral wrong;
attended with remorfe, a fevere punifthment.
Next, that property as well as juftice are eflen-
tial to fociety 3 and that no fociety can exift
without them. The caufe here is miftaken for
the effet, precifely as in the other propofition

afirming public utility to be the foundation of
juftice.

A sTRONGER objetion cannot lie againft any
moral {yftem, than that it difcords with human
nature. Were utility the only foundation. of
morals, juftice would be intitled to a higher de-
grec of approbation, than patriotifm, generefity;
or ainy other {econdary virtue ; becaufe juftice
undoubtedly is more eflential to the public than
any of thefe. The contrary however holds in
truth. The tranfgreflion of jaftice meets indeed
with {evere punithment, remorfé¢ in the tranfe
greflor and difapprobation frfom others ; while
the negle€ of any fecondary virtue paffes with
impunity. But the exercife of juftice meets with
httle approbation compared with what is beftow-
ed upon the exercife of any fecondary virtue.
"The reafon of the difference is obvious. Genero-

fity and other fecondary virtues being voluntary,
the
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the man thinks himfelf highly obliged who profits
by them. No man thinks himfelf 'obliged by

an at of juftice, becaule cvery one 1s bound to
be _]uﬂ:

I concLUDE this branch of the fyltem with a.
few refleCtions. That man is a focial animal.,.
is evident from his appetite for fociety, and from
vartous principles direfting his conduét n it.
Were he not endued with a {enfe of property
and with a fenfe of nght and wrong, he would
in {ociety refemble lions and leopards that have
no appetite for fociety. - Even. in: {o. fimple a
thing as the taking nourithment, he is not left
to reafon as his fole guide ; but i1s provided with
an appetite for food, a faithtul monitor, dire&t-
ing both the time and the quantity. But your;
great philofopliers: take. no. pleafure to diflect
the human heart ; though that anatomy be ne-
ceflary for unfolding the true {yltem of nature.
They love to furprife the world with {fome  pom-
puous : {yftem, ent'ii'ely their own. A complete
fv&em of morals is ere&ed upon {eM-love, or
upon benevolence, or upon utility, or upon a
play of imagination. Such bold {trutures may
charm by their novelty; but cannot long {tand
the teft of cool inveftigation. The late Lord
Bolinbroke, the vaineft of writers, exceeds all
in affe@ation of fingularity. THe gravely main-
tains, that compaffion has not for its foundation

any



146 FOUNDATION AND PRINCIPLES

any inftin& or innate principle. Yet for thig
ftrange do&trine he can find no better reaton,
than that favages and men-caters {eem-to have
as {trong an inftin& for cruelty as for compal-
fion. Could that profound philofopher be ig-
norant of what every {fchool-boy knows, “that
man is compofed of different principles and pal-
fions, prevailing, fometimes one, fometimes an-
other, according to circumitances?  But what-
ever may be imagined by writers ambitious of
fingularity, men of plain {enfe will tell. them,
that both juftice and compaffion are natural
principles; to prove which there is no need
of reafoning ; becaufe every man who has not
a {yftem to defend will acknowledge, that thefe
principles are engraved on his own héart.

Nor fatisfied with deriving jultice and even
property from utility as its genuine offspring,
the fame taflte for fimplicity has prompted our
author to dertve allo from utihty every virtue,
{o as to rank in the fame clafs with the primary
virtues almofit every thing that 1s ufeful. His
notion is; that whatever in chara&er or condu&
we approve as ufeful,. is virtue, intitled to moral
approbation. -He accordingly inc<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>