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“HuMaN consciousness is beyond doubt a something distinct and
unique, but it is still an open question whether we are to class mental
* processes on one side anl every other natural phenomencr on the
other, or whether we shouid look on man as only the chicf and most
interesting among the many marvellous products of natural evolu-
tion.” This is the “open questicn ” of questions, which the work be-
fore us attempts, — not to close, perhaps, for the writer seems too true
a philosopher to dream of extinguishing philosophy by that final solu-
tion at the preseni stage of human self-inquiry, — but rather to set out
in such aspects as may reconcile men to the solution which positive phi-
losophy anticipates. The attempt is no new one, either in aim or plan,
but it has never been made by a bolder mind, nor with keener origi-
nality of thinking, nor with a broader comprehension of all that the
undertaking involves. Accepting no formulas in thir hing from any
school, the author holds her rationalistic creed quite ¢qually indepen-

dent of any anthoritative namo behind her own. She represents the |

positivism of Comte, reinforced by the evclutionism of Herbert Spen-
cer, aud by the pbysio-psycholoyy of Lewes and Bain ; but it is neither

o)
as a follower of Comte nor as a follower of Spencer that she enters

these vast fields of speculation. Their methods have led her quite |

wide of the “religion of humanity ” which gained a prophet and a rit-
ualist in the one, and quite beyond the halting doctrine of “the un-

kriowable " at which the other paused. She has conceived, in fact, a j

philosophical system that is quite her own, and she traverses it, in this

book, with as firm-footed logic, at least, as that of any among the ad- 3§

venturous explorers of the present duy, who biing reports from that

chartless realm wherein the very possibilities of longitudinal reckoning |

have just begun to be known.
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t i3, of course, impossible to give, in this place, any just account of
such 1 systemaic body of thought.  The best that can be done is to
outlizz a very few of the main conceptions from which it is evolved.

The author prefers to deseribe her method of thinking s that of a
“nauralist,” and she has established a fixed centre for it by 1 defini-
tion of “ natural Lyw " which removes all the prevalent confusions that
attach to the ided of “law.”  Her first effort is to modify, if not elim-
inate. the notions of authority and command which jurists and theolo-
gians have alike assisted to identify with that of law.  She dm."s this
by showing that will and command ore insuthicient, under any circum-

”

stances, to produce the condition of necessity which constitutes law ;
that even in the case of man, and even in the case of his own political
ordinances, those conditions are determined by something in the na-
ture of the subject of the law, which results in obedience, if the low
be a true one, and which is a prime factor, therefore, in the idea of
law. In accordance with this conception, her readers are requested
alwavs to understand by the term Jews **a statemeit of counstant rela-
tions, posited by the nature of things,” — meaning by * the nature of a
thing " the classes of actions (or sufferances) constantly characteristic
of it under given circumstances, the tact of such constancy being deter-
mined by experience.

The second chapter of the book is devoted to a Jemonstration of
the fact that man possesses a knowable “natuie,” in the strict me..a-
ing of this defisition ; that he is a subject, therefore, of natural law, in
the same sense in which every unconscious part of Nature is subjected ;
that his own political laws, by means of which he realizes the social
state (toward which the circumstances of his existence impel him), are
always the outcome of natural law, formulated and declared. It will
not do, in the space at command here, to trace at all the interesting
and original discussion which occupies this portion of the book, ana-
lyzing the growth of customary or commion law, the rise of politic:}l
authority in settled communities, and the passage of that which 1s
originally custom or habit into judgments, precedents, declaratory
statutes or decrees, subject all the time to the modifications which go
on in the underlying “ natural law " of prevalent custom, opinion, and
belief.

The grand theme of the book is reached in the succeeding chnpter-
Having derived from her prior investigations the corclusion that © hu-
man law is most intelligible and explicable, if conceived as the r}lc‘fe
addition of consciousness to a rexl causal, or fixed order of relations,
as, in fact, the consciousness of caxsation,” she now applies this concep
tion 1o the phenomena of that subjective constraint upon human co™




»C,
L duct which is variously described as “moral law,”
“sense of duty,”

moral obligation,”
and so on.  We can almost convey a fair wdea of the
process of her reasoning by picking here and there a conspicuous sen-
toward the
effecting of any particular result becomes present to consciousness as

tence from her work. A real tendency or impulse .

a desire for vhat result.”  “ Men become conscious of law as a check
"

on desire “ 4 Qught” is what 1 feel obliged to do, because for ages
and 1ges the stream of human tenderncy has set in favor of such doing,
and my present inclinations-have been moulded by the stream ; if com
pletely, ' do easily and willingly what [ ought; if not, I may leave i
undone and repent, or do it grudgingly and with pain, or T may set
myself against the stream and deny the obligation ; but, in the ordi-
nary use of words, I am a ‘good” or ‘bad’ man in proportion to the
completeness and spontaneity of my obedience.” * By natural good
we meuan, as will probably be allowed, #he perfection of any thing after its
Aind, understanding by such perfection only a statement or inference
from experience that there are certain types to which beings of differ-
ent species do actuaily tend to anproximate, and this so generally that,
though the perfect type may never be realized in one individual speci-
L men of the class, still, every particular partial divergence from it ap-
L pears as an exception to the general rule.”” “ We conceive moval gnod
as the pursuit of natural (not sensible) good wnder dificultizs without
b “which the pursuit would aot be self-ccunscious.”  * The natural good
L of any specics may vary indefinitely with whatever modifications of the

specific type actually take place, but as there alwavs s a type, the stan-

- dard of natural good is at least relatively fixed.”  **The highest form
of virtue, or moral excellence, accerding to this view, would lie in the
conscious tendency toward conformity to the type as it is going to be,
but as, except in a few chosen specimens, it is not yet discernible to

be.” ¢ Morality advances when the sense of moral obligation is oner- §
ous and distressing, because the necessity then experienced by the @
moral teachers of the race is made by desires going forward after the §

unattained, not by motives already present to sense.”  These sen-

tences contain, we think, the essence of the moral philosophy of the !
book, although the real fulness of it cannot be indicated by them atj
2l In the discursive thought which flows :hrough and around the§

main argument, with constantly surprising intidental effects, - —w sh-
ing away, for example, the foundations of Ut'litarianism, which is the
basing of moral’ty upon the pursuit of “scasible good,” instead of
“ natural good,” — there is much that ougl! to be noticed, if space

did ot inrbid.  But the kernel of dootrine, &vhich the whole work is$

an efforr to plunt, is thiz: that the moral “gbod” which man recog
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nizes, and the moral “right ” by which he is constrained, are the act.
ing and reacting ' stream of tendency™ iz himself and in his fellows
toward *perfection after their kind " (accerding to theit “nature,”
that is), developed to conscieusress by the resistances which obstruct
it, and there manifested in the idea of moral law, the sentimeat of
duty. the dictate of self-denial and sacrifice.

it s not difficuit to see the criticism to which this theory of merality
is most exposed.  While the author accepts fully the doctrine of evo-
luticn, and builds upon it, she yet seems to be importing into that
doctrine something which cannot be reconciled with it. The strict
evolutionist cannot porsibly admit into his philosophy the factor chat is
represented by such phrases as “'the perfection cf a thing afrer its
kind."” “types.” »standards,” *'natural excellence,” and so0 on. no
matter how guardedly they mnay be used nor with what quaiifications.
}t is true that they ure not employed here in their every-day sense; it
Is true tnat the * perfecticn” contemplated is sometiing relatve to
chanzing conditions, and that the conceivability of ar. 2ntirely different
moral **goed " under different conditions is tully recognized ; yet the
whole idea of a tendency in things to the * perfection of thei: kind ”
is alien to evolutionary philosophy. Such conceptions are excluded
from it by its very terms. The abstract notion of " purtection " is a
generalizaticn, an ‘maginaticn, abeut which it cannot assume to know
any *hing or to frame any hypothesis. It sees ‘n things only their
adipraton, not to any fancied end or purpuse or knowable cutcome
whatsczver, but simply to the external fact of the relations by which
their existence is conditicned. It contemplates each thing of every
kind as merely striving to continue 1o be by satisfying the terms on
which its continued existence is found possible under the play ~f those
determined interactions in Mature which, when we have ascertained
them by experierce, we call natural laws. It knows no tendency in
any thing, except the tendency. if it may be called so, to continue or

| persist in being, vith would be resolved in the last analys:s. perhaps,

Into a certain plastcity, by virtue of which it adapts itself to the con-

- ditions of its existence. It can allow no other meaning, therefore, to

such words as ** perfection,” “gnod,” or “best,” than tha: of mere

| completeness of adaptation.

An evolutionary system of meorals, then, must be one which shows
that the several st<*c, of human feeling and the sever-! Goalities i
human conduct which we call moral (static and dynamic) have tecome
what they are, and attained the kind of characier of sotvereignfy that

is conceded to them, by the triumph of survival only, and by the fif-

ness for being which survival represeats. This our auther does not
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seemn o do in any systematic way, although i: her chapzers on “altru-

tsm " and on “ customary and positive !aw " she analyzes with much
acuteness the process of adaptation that goes on berween man and
man in the evolution of the social state. t all her thinking is col-
ared by an assumption which nothing in her philosophr justifies, so
far as we are able 10 see, —— namely, that man ~feeis impelled to ‘e,
himself, as sine a specimen of humanity as ke can. 10 realize, that is to say.
all the capabilities of action aad passion that are in him.” We do not
mean to say that this is untrue. We only quesno> whether it can,
with due consistency, be assumed as a fact, without acccunting for it.
in a system of philosophy which propose: to consider man as a * pro-
duct of natural evolution.” If it be m:e that man feels thus xmgellcd,
there would seein to be something evoived in this one product ol evo-
lation which appears in au other ; su.nething which strives, 2t least, to
be independent in its evolution, going Jut %0 sclicit conditions and
make selections for itself. A pbencmenc, surely, which demands ex-
planation before any other.

This logical unsatisfactoriness in the doc’ume of the book finds its
sufficient reascn in what follows. Underneath all the philosophical
sontentment which she has striven with intellectual courage to atrain,
| there is an unrepres,od craving of religious sentiment, asserting it-
M self in her nature, and commanding hes to rarionalize it, if she can.
& This is the manifest motive of the work. She cannot apotheosize Hu-
manity with Comte. and no form of theistic or pantheistic cenception
Bl is satisfactory 1o her mind.  She seek: for a purely subjzcrive religicn,
f or for something which shail justify religious emotion with every object
of religious adoration withdrawn. In that questionable postulate, thzt
man feels himself impelled toward pe-fection after bis kind, sh~ ap-
| pears to find what she seeks. Acdng clone, the impulse would carry

eack individual man in pursuit of his own specific nataral good; Hut
B he is overruled by the fact that ke is “placed in a worid the natura;
goed of whick requires sacrifice . . . akin to the partial sacrifices of in-
clination within the individuai enjoined by its [his) own moral nature.”
Out of this she can trace the possible growxih of a *disinterested feel-
ing and intelligence of the universa’ guod,” which may endure through
each imposed sacrifice, and hab:ma‘lv induce “zn active cobperation
of the individual will with all the real forces of the universe in pro
portion to their reality.” But— and here the octrine becomes verv
nearly mystical — to sustain such a moza! attitude in man toward the
* universal good.” * the supreme relipious influerice of the general ten-
aencies of the not-self.” she says, must be “ fe/f, as a clear and pres-

ert reality, rot conswraining or controlling the will, hut absolutely i
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- transforming it, moulding it into acquiescence or conformiry with al! 8

*hat ecists.” She maintains with warmth that there is such a * natu-

j ral and intelligible revolution in the feelings, whicn follows updn the

apprehension of a new truth of vital importance. or, more commanly,
upon some moral crisis which causzs an old beliet suddenly to acquire

B fresh force and significance ;7 that it is akin, on the one h.nd. to the
' spiritual revolution which constitutes the “new birth ” of the Calvio-
| ists, and, on the other hand, to the suaden illuminatioa which mathe-

B naticians have experienced while groping amid the cbscurities of the

B differential calculus. “The change of heart by which the saints felt
B themselves released 2t ouce from the bondage of natural iniquiry and
L of the law of natural morality, may be described as the discovery oy a

soul that had been out of harmony with it -arroundings, thit harmeny,

. though not happiness, is possible —at & price ; that, though the self
| cannot remodel the universe in conformity io its own best impulses,

all its own best impuises can find scope and sausfaction in conform-
ity with true tendercies in the notself.” And thus she appropriates

| for her own naturalistic creed the whole of the emotional coatents of
- every self-abnegating religion. and provides for a picty which needs no

pantheon,
We shail not undertake io discuss these views, nor ever o say how

L far, if they stood by themselves, they would seem to be sarsfactory or

unsatisfacrory. But in their connection with the sysiem of philusophy
which the writer professes. our criticism upon them has beexn incicated
already. Their consistency with the logic of positivism or patvraiism
i3 doubtful, — more than doubdul, — and znother Look will be needed
to establish quite a number of the greunds on which the =riter has
built venturously in thi..
3

— The Conflict between Labor and Capitar. 3y ALszrt S. BOLLES,
author of “ Chapters in Political Economy,” and editor of the ~Not-
wich Morning Bulleun.” Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincett & Co.
1876, pp. 211.

THE greater portion of this little book was writte., as we are in-
formed in the preface, while the author was traveling in Europe. where
the wealth of facts beuring on the present relations of labor and capi-
tal with which his pages are crowded was gathered by persopal inguicy




