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o L R II.

Principles and Progrefs of MoRravriTy.

HE fcience of morals, like other ftiences, is in a very im-

perfect ftate among favages; and arrives at maturity a-
mong enlightened nations by very flow degrees. This progrefs
points out the hiftorical part, as firft in order: but as that hiftory
would give little fatisfattion, without a rule for comparing the
morals of different ages, and of different nations, I begin with
the principles of morality, fuch as ought to govern at all times,
and in all nations. The prefent fketch accordingly is divided in-
to two parts. In the firft, the principles are unfolded ; and the
fecond is altogether hiftorical,

PO IRt L

PrRiNcIPLEs of MORALITY.

o R G T, L

HumMaN AcTioNs analyfed.

HE hand of God is no where more vifible, than in the nice
adjuftment of our internal frame to our fituation in this
world. An animal is endued with a power of felf-motion ; and
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in performing animal funltions, requires not any external aid.
This more efpecially is the cafe of man, the nobleft of terreftrial
beings. His heart beats, his blood circulates, his ftomach di-
gelts, evacuations proceed, &c, &c. By what means? Not fure-
ly by the laws of mechanifm, which are far from being adequate
to fuch operations. The operations mentioned are effecs of an
internal power, beftow’d on man for preferving life, The power
is exerted uniformly, and without interruption, independent of

will, and without conftioufnefs.

Man is a being fufceptible of pleafure and pain: thefe gencrate
defire to attain what is agreeable, and to fhun what is difa gree-
able; and he is enabled by other powers to gratify his defires.
One power, termed ffini?, is exerted indeed with confcioufnefs ;
but blindly, without will, and without intention to produce any
effe@@. Brute animals a& for the moft part by inflinét : hunger

prompts them to eat, and cold, to take fhelter ; knowingly in-
deed, but without exerting any a&t of will, and without forefight
of what will happen. Infants of the human fpecies, little fuperior
to brutes, are, like brutes, governed by inftiné : they lay hold of
the nipple, without knowing that fucking will fatisfy their hun-
ger ; and they weep when pained, without any view of relief ¥,
Another power is governed by intention and will. In the pro-
grefs from infancy to maturity, the mind opens to objedts, with-

* Akin to thefe, are certain habirual aéts done without thought, fuch as fnuil-
ing or grinning, Cuftom enables one to move the fingers on an inftrument of mu-
fic, without being direfted by will: the motion is often too quick for an aft of
will.  Some arrive at great perfedtion in the art of balancing : the flighteft devia-
tion from the juft balance is inflantdy redrefled : were a preceding adt of will necef-
f;u-}-: it wounld be too late. An unexpedted hollow in w;d};fuu, occafions a violent
fhock : is not this evidence, that external motion is governed by the mind, fre-
quently without conicioufnefs; and that in walking, the body is adjufied before-
hand to what is expedied?

Hbhz out
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out énd, of defire and of averfion, the attaining or fhunning of

which depend more or lefs on our own will. 'We are placed in a
wide world, left to our own conduét; and we are by nature pro-
vided with a proper power for performing what we intend and
will. The actions we perform by this power are termed woluntary,
There ftill remain another {pecies of actions, termed involuntary ;
as where we aé by fome irrefiftible motive againft our will, An
aftion may be voluntary, tho’ done with reluctance; as where
a man, to free himfelf from torture, reveals the fecrets of his
friend : his confeflion is voluntary, tho’ drawn from him with
great reluctance. But let us {uppofe, that after the firmeft refo-
lution to reveal nothing, his mind is unhinged by exquifite tor-
ture ; the difcovery he makes may be juftly termed imvoluntary :
he fpeaks indeed ; but he is compelled to it abfolutely againft his
will.

Man is by his nature an accountable being, anfwerable for his
conduét to God and man. In deing any action that wears a double
face, he is prompted by his nature to explain the {fame to his re-
lations, his friends, his acquaintance ; and above all, to thofe
who have authority over him. He hopes for praife for every right
action, and dreads blame for every one that is wrong. But for
what fort of acions does he hold himfelf accountable ? Not {ure-
ly for an inftinctive action, which 1s done blindly, without in-
tention, and without will: neither for an involuntary aétion, be-
caufe it is extorted from him againft his will : and leaft of all, for
ations done without confcioufnefs, fuch as thofe which preferve
life. 'What only remain are voluntary actions, which are either
right or wrong. Such aétions are done wittingly and willingly :
for thefe we muft anfwer, if at all accountable ; and for thefe e-
very man in conicience holds himfelf bound to anfwer.

And now more particularly upon voluntary actions. To intend
and to will, tho’ commonly held fynonymous, fignify different

acls
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2éts of the mind. Intention refpeds the effeCt: Will refpects the
action that is exerted for producing the effect. It is my intention,
for example, to relieve my friend from diftrefs : upon feeing him,
it is my Will to give him a fom for his relief: the external a& of
giving follows ; and my friend is relieved, which 1s the effect in~
tended. But thefe internal ats, the’ in their nature different, are
always united : I cannot will the means, without intending the
effeét ; and I cannot intend the effedt, without willing the
means *.

Some effe@s of voluntary action follow neceflarily : A wound 1s
an effect that neceflarily follows the {tabbing a perfon with a dag-
ger: death is a neceffary effect of throwing one down from the
battlements of a high tower. Some effe@s are probable only: I
labour in order to provide for my family ; fight for my country
to refcue it from oppreflors ; take phyfic for my health. In fush
cafes, the event intended does not neceffarily nor always follow.

A man, when he wills to a¢t, muft intend the neceffary effe&:
a perfon who ftabs, certainly intends to wound. But where the
effe@ is probable only, a man may a& without intending the ef-
feét that follows : a ftone thrown by me at random into the mar-
ket-place, may happen to wound a man without my intending it,

One acts by inftinét, without either will or intention : voluntary
actions that neceflarily produce their effe&, imply intention: vo-
luntary actions, when the effeét is probable only, are fometimes
intended, fometimes not.

Human actions are diftinguifhed from each other by certain
qualities, termed right and wirong. But as thefe make the corner-
ltone of morality, they are referved to the following feétion.

* To incline, to refolve; to intendy to will, are afts of the mind relative to ex-
ternal action. Thefe feveral acts are well underftood ; tho’ they cannot be defined,
being perfeétly fimple.

S ECT.
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8. Ex G T I1.

Divifien of Human Altions into RicHT, WRoONG, and IND17-
FERENT.

HE qualities of right and wrong in voluntary aéions, are

univerfully acknowledged as the foundation of morality ; and
yet philofophers have been ftrangely perplexed about them. The
hiftory of their various opinions, would fignify little but to dark-
en the fubject: the reader will have more fatisfation in feeing
thefe qualities explained, without entering at all into contro-
verfy.

No perfon is ignorant of primary and fecondary qualities, a dif-
tinction much infifted on by philofophers. Primary qualities,
fuch as figure, cohefion, weight, are permanent qualities, that
exift in a fubject whether perceived or not. Secondary qualities,
fuch as colour, tafte, fiell, depend on the percipient as much as
on the fubje®, being nothing when not perceived. Beauty and
uglinefs are qualities of the latter fort: they have no exiftence
but when perceived ; and, like all other fecondary qualities, they
are perceived intuitively ; having no dependence on reafon nor
on judgement, more than colour has, or finell, or tafte (a),

The qualities of right and wrong in. voluntary actions, are fe-
condary, like beauty and uglinefs, and the other fecondary qua-
lities mentioned. Like them, they are objedls of intuitive per-

ception, and depend not in any degree on reafon or on judge-

{#) Elements of Criticifin, vol, 1 p. 207. edit, s,
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ment. No argument is requifite to prove, that to refcue an inno-
cent babe from the jaws of a wolf, to feed the hungry, to clothe
the naked, are right aGtions: they are perceived to be {o intui-
tively. As little is an argument requifite to prove, that murder,
deceit, perjury, are wrong actions : they are perceived intuitive-
ly to be fo. The Deity has beftow’d on man, different faculties
for different purpofes. Truth and falfehood are inveftigated by
the reafoning faculty. Beauty and uglinefs are objeds of a fenfe,
known by the name of #gffe. Right and wrong are obje@s of a fenfe
termed the moral fenfe or confeience.  And fuppofing thefe qualities
to be hid from our perception, in vain would we try to difcover
them by any argument, or procefs of reafoning : the attempt .,
would be abfurd ; no lefs fo than an attempt to difcover colour,
by reafoning, or tafte, or fmell ¥,

Right and wrong, as mentioned above, are qualities of volun-
tary actions, and of no other kind. An inftin@ive action is be-
neficial, is agreeable; but it cannot properly be denominated ei-
ther right or wrong. An involuntary aé is hurtful to the agent,
and difagreeable to the fpe@ator; but in the agent it is neither
right nor wrong. Thefe qualities alfo depend in no degree on
the event. Thus, if, to fave my friend from drowning, I plunge
into a river, the action is right, tho’ I happen to come too late.

* Every perception muft proceed from fome faculty or power of perception,
termed fenfe. The moral fenfe, by which we perceive the qualities of right and
wrong, may be confidered either as a branch of the fenfe of feeing, by which we
perceive the actions to which thefe qualities belong, or as a fenfe diftin& from all
others.  The fenfes by which objets are perceived, are not feparated from each o-
ther by diftinét boundaries; and the forting or clafling them, feems to depend
more on tafte and fancy, than on nature. I have followed the plan laid down by
former writers ; which is, to confider the moral fenfe as a fenfe diftinét from others,

becauf it is the eafieft and cleareft manner of conceiving it.

And




248 ST G B NaC B8 Book 11,

And if I aim a flroke at a man behind his back, the action is
wrong, tho’ I happen not to touch him,

The qualities of right and of agreeable, are infeparable; and
{o are the qualities of wrong and of difagreeable. A right action,
accordingly, is agreeable, not only in the diret perception, but
equally {0 in every fubfequent recollection. And in both circum-
{tances equally, a wrong acltion is difagreeable.

Right actions are diftinguithed by the moral fenfe into two
kinds, viz. what ought to be done, and what may be done, or left

undone. Wrong actions admit not that diftinétion : they are all

prohibited to be done. To fay that an aétion ought to be done,

means that we are tied or obliged to perform ; and to fay that an
action ought not to be done, means that we are reftrained from
doing it, Tho' the neceflity implied in the being tied or obliged,
is not phyfical, but only what is commonly termed moral; yet
we conceive ourfelves deprived of liberty or freedom, and necel-
farily bound to at or to forbear ading, in oppofition to every o-
ther motive. The neceflity here defcribed is termed duty. The
moral neceflity we are under to forbear harming the innocent, is
a proper example: the moral fenfe declares the reftraint to be
our duty, which no motive whatever will excufe us for tran{gref-
ﬁng.

The duty of performing or forbearing any action, implies a
right in fome perfon to exa@ performance of that duty; and ac-
cordingly, a duty or obligation neceffarily infers a correfpond-
ing right. A promife on my part to pay L. 100, confers a right
to demand performance. The man who commits an injury, vio-
lates the right of the perfon injured, which entitles him to demand
reparation of the wrong. '

Duty is twofold ; duty to others, and duty to ourfelves. With
refpect to the former, the doing what we ought to do, is termed
juft : the doing what we ought not to do, and the omitting what

we
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we ought to do, are termed unjuff. With refpeét to ourfelves, the
doing what we ought to do, is termed proper : the doing what we
ought not to do, and the omitting what we ought to do, are
termed mproper. Thus, right, fignifying a quality of certain ac-
tions, is a genus; of which ju# and proper are fpecies: wrong,
fignifying a quality of other adtions, is a genus; of which unjuf
and zmproper are {pecies.

Right actions left to our free will, to be done, or left undone,
come nextin order. They are, like the former, right when done;
but they differ, in not being wrong when left undone. To remit
a juft debt for the fake of a growing family, to yield a fubjeét in
controver{y rather than go to law with a neighbour, generoufly
to return good for ill, are examples of this {pecies. They are u-
niverfally approved as right actions: but as no perfon has a right
or title to oblige us to perform fuch actions, the leaving them un-
done is not 2 wreng: no perfon is injured by the forbearance.
Actions that come under this clafs, fhall be termed arbitrary, for

want of a more proper defignation.

3o much for right a&ions, and their divifions. Wrong aftions
are of two kinds, criminal and culpable, What are done intentional-

ly to produce milchief, are criminal: fuch rath or unguarded

actions as produce mifchief without intention, are culpable. The

former are reftrained by punithment, to be handled in the sth fec-
tion; the latter by reparation, to be handled in the 6th.
The divifions of voluntary ations are not yet exhaufted.
there are that, properly fpeaking, cannot be denominared
right or wrong. Acions done mc:‘c]}.f for amufement or
ing, for C*::'Lml*-]:: running, jumping over a ftick,
ftone to make. circles in the water. Such acion
proved nor difapproved : they may be termed indifferen:
There is no caule for doubting the exiftence of the moral fenfe,
Yoi, I, IMOLe
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more than for doubting the exiftence of the fenfe: of beauty, of
feeing, or of hearing. Infa&, the perception of right and wrong
as qualities of actions, is no lefs diftin& and clear, than that of
beauty, of colour, or of any other quality ; and as every percep-
tion 15 an at of {enfe, the fenfe of beauty is not with greater cer-
tainty evinced from the perception of beauty, than the moral
fenfe is from the perception of right and wrong. We find this
fenfe diftributed among individuals in different degrees of per-
fedtion : but there perhaps never exifted any one above the condi-
tion of an idiot, who poflefled it not in fome degree; and were
any man entirely deltitute of it, the terms right and wrong would
be to him no lefs unintelligible, than the term colour is to one
born blind.

That every individual is endued with a fenfe of right and
wrong, more or lefs diftinét, will probably be granted ; but whe-
ther there be among men what may be termed a common fenfe of
right and wrong, producing uniformity of opinion as to right
and wrong, is not {o evident. There 1s no abfurdity in fuppo-
{ing the opinions of men about right and wrong, to be as various
as about beauty and deformity : and that this fuppofition is not

deflitute of foundation, we are led to fufpe&, upon difcovering
that in different countries, and even in the fame country at differ-

ent times, the opinions publicly efpoufed with regard to right
and wrong, are extremely various ; that among fome nations it
vas held lawful for a man to {ell his children for flaves, and in
their infancy to abandon them to wild beafts ; that it was held
r Jawful to punifh children, even capitally, for the crime

ieir parent ; that the murdering an enemy in cold Plood, was
once a common practice ; that human facrifices, impious no'lefs
than immoral according to our notions, were of old univerfal;
that even in later times, it has been held meritorious, to infli¢t
gruel torments for the {lighteft deviations from the - religious creed
of




8k, H. 4. 2. Mo R-A LI T ¥, 251

ef the plurality ; and that among the moft enlightened .nations,
there are confiderable differences with refpeét to the rules of mora-
fity.

Thefe facts tend not to difprove the reality of a common fenfe
in morals : they only prove, that the moral fenfe has not been e-
qually perfect at all times, ner in all countries. This branch of
the hiftory of morality, is referved for the fecond part. .To give
fome prefent fatisfaction, I fhall fhortly obferve, that the favage
ftate is the infancy of man; during which, the more delicate
fenfes lie dormant, leaving nations to the authority of cuftom, of
imitation, and of paflion, without any juft tafte of morals more than

of the fine arts. But nations, like individuals, ri pen gradually, and

acquire a refined tafte in morals as well as in the fine arts: after
which we find great uniformity of opinion about the rules of ri ght
and wrong ; with few exceptions, but what may proceed from im-
becility, or corrupted education, There may be found, it is true,
even in. the moft enlightened ages, men who have fingular no-
tions of morality ; and there may be found the like fingularity
upon many other fubjets : which no more affords an argument
againft a common fenfe or ftandard of right and wrong, than a
monfter doth againft the flandard that regulates our external
form, or than an exception doth againft the truth of a general pro-
pofition.

That there is in mankind an uniformity of opinion with refpe&
to right and wrong, is a matter of fa& of which the only infal-
lible evidence is obfervation and experience : and to that evid
I appeal ; entering only a caveat, that, for the reafon abov:
ven, the enquiry be confined to enlightened nations,
mean time, I take liberty to fuggeflt an argument from
That if there be great uniformity among the different trilie
men in feeing and hearing, in pleafure and pain, in judsi:
truth and error, the {fame uniformity ought to hold with r

Ii2
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to right and wrong, Whatever minute differences there may be
to diltinguifh one perfon from another, yet in the general prin-
ciples that conftitute our nature, internal and external, there is
wonderful uniformity,

This uniformity of fentiment, which may be termed ¢#be common
Jenfe of mankind with refpect to right and wrong, is eflential to focial
beings. Did the moral {fentiments of men differ as much as their
faces, they would be altogether unqualified for fociety: difcord
and controver{y would be endlefs, and major vis would be the on-
ly rule of meum et tuum.

But fuch uniformity of fentiment, tho’ general, is not altoge-
ther univerfal : men there are, as above mentioned, who differ
from the common fenfe of mankind with refpet to various points

of morality. 'What ought to be the conduét of fuch men ? ought

they to regulate their condué by that ftandard, or by their private
convition ? There will be occafion afterward to obferve, that
we judge of others as we believe they judge of themfelves ; and
that private conviction is the ftandard for rewards and punifh-
ments (a). But with refpect to every controverfy about property
and pecuniary intereft, and, in general, about every civil right
and obligation, the common fenfe of mankind is the ftandard,
and not private conviction or confcience ; which I {hall endeavour
to make out as follows.

We have an innate fenfe of a common nature, not only in our
own {pecies, but in every fpecies of animals, And that the fi&
correfponds to our fenfe of it, is verified by experience ; for there
appears a remarkable uniformity in creatures of the fame kind,
and a difformity, no lefs remarkable, in creatures of a different
kind. As that common nature is perceived to be a model or

{tandard for each individual of the kind, it raifes wonder to find
3

{2) Sca. 5.
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an individual deviating from the common nature of the fpecies,

whether in its internal or external ftructure : a child born with a-
verfion to its mother’s milk, is 2 wonder, no lefs than it born with-
out a-mouth, or with more than one.

Secondly, The innate fenfe mentioned dictates, that the com~
mon nature of man in particular, is invariable as well as univer-
fal; that it will be the fame hereafter as it is at prefent, and as it
was in time paft, the fame among all nations, and in all corners
of the earth: nor are we deceived ; becaufe, allowing for flight
differences occafioned by culture and other accidental circumftan-
ces, the faét correfponds to our perception, '

Thirdly, We perceive that this common nature is right and per-
Ject, and that it ought to be a model or ftandard for every human
being. Any remarkable deviation from it in the ftructure of an
individual, appears imperfe¢t or irregular; and raifes a painful
emotion : a monftrous birth, exciting curiofity in philofophers,
fails not at the {fame time to excite averfion in every {pectator.

This fenfe of perfection in the common nature of man, com-
prehends every branch of his nature, and particularly the com-
mon fenfe of mankind with refpect to right and wrong ; which
accordingly is perceived by all to be perfedt, having authority o~
ver all men as the ultimate and unerring ftandard of morals, even
in contradition to private conviftion, Thus, a law in our na-
ture binds us to regulate our conduct by that ftandard : its autho-
rity is univerfally acknowledged, as nothing is more common in
every difpute about meum et tuwm, than an appeal to it as the ul-
timate and unerring ftandard.

At the fame time, as that ftandard, through infirmity or pre-
judice, is not confpicuous to every individual, many are mifled
into erroneous opinions, by miftaking a falfe ftandard for that of
nature, And hence a diftin¢tion between a right and a wrong
fenfe in morals ; a diftinétion which every one underftands, but

which,
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which, unlefs for the conviction of a moral flandard, would be
altogether unintelligible,

The final caufe of this branch of our nature is confpicuous,
Were there no ftandard of right and wrong for determining end-
lefs controverfies about matters of interef}, the {trong would have
recourfe to force, the weak to cunning, and fociety would be in-
tolerable. Courts of law could afford ro remedy ; for without a
ftandard of morals, their decifions woald be arbitrary; and of no
authority, Happy it.is for men to be provided with fuch a ftand-
ard : it is neceflary in fociety that our adions be uniform with
refpect to right and wrong ; and in order to uniformity of a&ion,
it is neceflary that our perceptions of right and wrong be alfo uni-
form : to preduce fuch uniformity, a ftandard of morals is indif
penfable.  Nature has provided us with that ftandard, which is
daily apply’d by courts of law with fuccefs.

In reviewing what'is faid, it muft afford great fatisfaction, to
find morality eftablifhed upon the moft folid of all foundations,
viz. intuitive perception, which is not only a fingle mental a&,
but is complete in itfelf, having no dependence on any antece-
dent propofition. The moft accurate reafoning affords not equal
conviction ; for every fort of reafoning, as explained in the fketch
immediately foregoing, requires not only felf-evident truths or
axioms to found upon, but employs over and above various pro-
pofitions to bring out its conclufions. By intuitive perception
folely, without reafoning, we acquire knowledge of right and
wrong; of what we may do, of what we ought to do, and of what
we ought to abftain from: and confidering that we have thus
greater certainty of moral laws, than of any propofition diftover-
able by reafoning, man may well be deemed a favourite of heaven,
when he is fo admirably qualified for acting the part that is agree-
able to his Maker, The moral fenfe or confvience is the voice of
God within us ; conftantly admonithing us of eur duty, and re-

quiring




quiring from us no exercife of our faculties but attention merely.
The celebrated Locke ventured what he thought a bold conjeéture,
That moral duties might be fufceptible of demontitration: how a-
greeable would the difcovery have been to him, that they are
founded upon intuitive perception, ftill more convincing and au-
thoritative !

By one branch of the moral fenfe, we arc taught what we ought
to do, and what we ought not to do; and by another branch,
what we may do, or leave undone. But fociety would be imper-
fe@, if the moral fenfe ftopped here. There is no particular that
tends more to complete {fociety, than what is mentioned in the
firft fection, viz. That every man is accountable for his condu&t
to his fellow-creatures ; and he is rendered accountable by a third
branch of the moral fenfe, which teaches him, that this is his
duty. And it will be made evident afterward, in the 3d fketch,
that we are accountable to our Maker, as well as to our fellow-
creatures,

To complete this theory, I add, that an a&ion is right or wron a,
independent of the actor’s own opinion. Thus, when a man, ex-
cited by friendfhip or pity, refcues a heretic from the flames, the
action is right, even tho’ he think it wrong, from a convicion
that heretics ought to be burnt.  But we apply a different rule to
thofe who a¢t: a man is approved, and held to be innocent, when
he does what he himfelf thinks right; he is difapproved, and held
to be guilty, when he does what he himfelf thinks wrong. Thus,
to aflaflinate an atheift for the fake of religion, is a wrong a&ion;
and yet the enthufiaft who commits that wrong, may be inno-
cent: and one is guilty who, againft conftience, eats meat in lent,
tho’ the action is not wrong. In fhort, an adion is perceived to
be right or wrong, independent of the a®or's own opinion : but
he is approved or difapproved, held to be innocent or guilty, ac~
cording to his own opinion,

S ECT,
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5 nEd @ril: II1.

Laws of Nature refpecling onr MoRraL CoNDUCT IN SOCIETY,

Standard being thus eftablifhed for regulating our moral con-

~ du&t in fociety, we proceed to invefligate the laws that re-
fult from it, But firft we take under confideration, what other
principles concur with the moral {fenfe to qualify men for fociety.
When we refle¢t on the different branches of human knowledge,

it might feem, that of all fubjeéts human nature fhould be the
beft underftood ; becaufe every man has daily opportunities to
ftudy it, in his own paflions and in his own actions. But human
nature, an interefting fubjec, is feldom left to the inveftigation
of philofophy. Writers of a fweet difpofition and warm imagina-
tion hold, that man is a benevolent being, and that every man
ought to dire¢t his conduét for the good of all, without regard-
ing himfelf but as one of the number (2). Thofe of a cold tempe-
rament, and contracted mind, hold him to be an animal entirely
felfith ; to evince which, examples are accumulated without
end (4). Neither of thefe {yftems is that of nature. The felfith
fyflem is contradited by the experience of all ages, affording the

cleareft evidence, that men frequently act for the fake of others,

vithout regarding themfelves, and fometimes in dire¢t oppofition

to their own intereft. And however much felfifhnefs may prevail

{2) Lord Shaftefbury,

(#) Helvetius.
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in adtion, it certainly prevails not in fentiment and affe@ion : all
men confpire to put a high eflimation upon generofity, benevo-
lence, and other focial virtues; while even the moft flfifh are
difguited with {felfithnefs in others, and endeavour to hide it in
themfelves. - The moft zealous patron of the felfifh principle
will not venture to maintain, that it renders us altogether indif-
ferent about our fellow-creatures. Laying afide felf-intereft, with
every connelion of love and hatred, good fortune happening to
any one is agreeable to all, and bad fortune happening to any one
is difagreeable to all. ' On the other hand, the fyftem of univer-
fal benevolence, is no lefs contraditory to experience; from
which we learn, that men commonly are difpofed to prefer their
own intereft before that of others, efpecially where there is no
{trict connection : nor do we find that fuch bias is oppofed by the
moral fenfe. Man in fa& is a complex being, compofed of prin-
ciples, fome benevelent, fome felfith : and thefe principles are {o
juftly blended in his nature, as to fit him for ading a proper part
in fociety. It would indeed be lofing time to prove, that without
fome affection for his fellow-creatures he would be ill qualified for
fociety. And it will be made evident afterward (), that univer-
fal benevolence would be more hurtful to fociety, than even ab-

folute felfilhnefs *.

(a) Sed. 4.

* ¢ Many moralifts enter fo deeply into one paffion or bias of human natre,
¥ that, to ufe the painter’s phrafe, they quite overcharge it. Thus I have feen a
* whole fyftem of morals founded upon a fingle pillar of the inward frame; and
*¢ the entire conduét of life, and all the charaters in it, accounted for, fometimes
® from fuperflition, fometimes from pride, and moft commonly from intereft.
* They forget how various a ereature it is they are painting ; how many fprings
* and weights, nicely adjufted and balanced, enter into the movement, and re-
* quire allowance to be made for their feveral clogs and impulfes, ere you can de-
¢ fine its operation and effe@s.” Enguiry into the life and writings of Homer.

Vo, II, Kk We
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We are now prepared for inveftigating the laws that refult from
the foregoing principles. The feveral duties we owe to others
{hall be firlt difcufled, taking them in order, according to the ex-
tent of their influence. And for the fake of perfpicuity, I thall firft
prefent them in a general view, and then proceed to particulars,
Of our duties to others, one there is {o extenfive, as to have for
its objec all the innocent part of mankind. It is the duty that
prohibits us to hurt others: than which no law 1s more clearly
di¢tated by the moral fenfe; nor is the tranfgreffion of any other
law more deeply ftamped with the character of wrong. A man
may be hurt externally in his goods, in his perfon, in his rela-
tions, and in his reputation. Hence the laws, Do not fteal ; De-
fraud not others ; Do not kill nor wound ; Be not guilty of defa-
mation. A man may be hurt internally, by an ation that occa-
fions to him diftrefs of mind, or by being imprefled with falfe no-
tions of men and things. Therefore confcience dictates, that we
ought not to treat men difrepectfully ; that we ought not caufe-
lefsly to alienate their affections from others; and, in general,
that we ought to forbear whatever may tend to break their peace

of mind, or tend to unqualify them for being good men, and good
citizens.

The duties mentioned are duties of reftraint.. Our adtive duties
regard particular perfons ; fuch as our relations, our friends, our
benefactors, our mafters, our fervants. It is our duty to honour
and obey our parents ; and to eftablifh our children in the world
with all advantages internal and external: we ought to be faith-
ful to our friends, grateful to our benefactors, fubmiffive to our
mafters, kind to our fervants, and to aid and comfort every one
of thefe perfons when in diftrefs. To be obliged to do good to
others beyond thefe bounds, muft depend on pofitive engage-
ment ; for, aswill appear afterward, univerfal benevolence is not
a duty.

This
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" This general fketch will prepare us for particulars. The duty
of reftraint comes firft in view, that which bars us from harm-
ing the innocent ; and to it correfponds a right in the innocent to
be fafe from harm. This is the great law preparatory to {ociety ;
becaufe without it, fociety could never have exifted. Here the
moral fenfe is inflexible : it di@ates, that we ought to fubmit to
any diftrefs, even death itfelf, rather than procure our own fafety
by laying violent hands upon an innocent perfon. And we are
under the fame reftraint with refpect to the property of another ;
for robbery and theft are never upon any pretext indulged.  Itis
indeed true, that in extreme hunger I may lawfully take food
where it can be found; and may freely lay hold of my neigh-
bour’s horfe, to carry me from an enemy who threatens death.
But it is his duty as a fellow-creature to affift me in diftrefs ; and
when there is no time for delay, 1 may lawfully ufe what he
ought to offer were he prefent, and what I may prefume he would
offer. Tor the fame reafon, if in a ftorm my fhip be driven a-

mong the anchor-ropes of another thip, I may lawfully cut the
ropes in order to get free. But in every cafe of this kind, it would

be a wrong in me to ufe my neighbour’s property, without refol-
ving to pay the value, If my neighbour be bound to aid me in
diftrefs, confcience binds me to make up his lofs *,

The

# This doftrine is obvioufly founded on juilice ; and yet, in the Roman law,
there are two paflages which deny any recompence in fuch cafes. ¥ Jtem Labeo
¢ feribit, fi eum vi ventorum navis impulfa effet in funes anchorarum alterius, et

namz funes precidiffent ; fi nullo alio mode, nifi precifis funibus, explicare fe

potuit, nullam adtionem dandam3” L 29. § 3. ad leg. Aquil,. Quod dicitur
damnum fnfuria datwm dquilia perfequi, lic erit accipiendum, ur videatur dam-
num injuria datum quod cum damno injuriam actulerit; nii magna vi cogente,
fuerit faltum, Ut Celfus {cribit circa eum, qui incendil arcendi gratia vicinas
mdes intercidit: et five pervenitignis, five ante extinctus cft, exiftimar legis A-
Ekz ¢ quilize
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The prohibition of hurting others internally, is perhaps not ef-
fential to the formation of focieties, becaufe the tranfgreflion of
that law doth not much alarm plain people : but where manners
and refined fentiments prevail, the mind is fufceptible of moré
gricvous wounds than the body ; and therefore, without that law,
a polifhed fociety could have no long endurance.

By adultery, mifchief is done both external and internal. Each
fex is fo conftituted, as to require {tri& fidelity and attachment in
a mate: and the breach of thefe duties is the greateft external
harm that can befal them : it harms them alfo internally, by
breaking their peace of mind. It has indeed been urged, that no
harm will enfue, if the adultery be kept fecret; and confequent-
ly, that there can be no crime where there is no difcovery. But

fuch as reafon thus do not advert, that to declare fecret adultery
to be lawful, is in effe&t to overturn every foundation of mutual

truft and fidelity in the married ftate. It is cléar beyond all doube,

{ays a reputable writer, that no man is permitted to violate his

¢ quili® aftionem ceflare™ L 49, § 1. eod. — [In Englifb thus : *¢ In the opiniom
¢ of Labeo, if a fhip is driven by the violence of a tempelt among the anchor=
*¢ ropes of another ihip, and the failors cut the ropes, having no other means
* of getting free, there is no aflion competent, The Aquilian law muft
¢ be underftood "to apply only to fuch damage as carries the idea of an injury a
¢ long with it, unlefs fuch injury has not been wilfully done, but from neceffity.
¢ Thus Celfus puts the cafe of a perfon who, to ftop the progrefs of a fire, pulls
¢ down his ncighbour’s houfe ; and whether the fire had reached that houfe which
¢ is pulled down, or was extinguithed before it got to it, in neither cafe, he thinks,
« will an aftion be competent from the Aquilian law.”] —— Thefe opinions are
indoubtedly erroneons. And it is nor difficult to fay what has occafioned the er-
ror: the cafes mentioned are treated as belonging to the lex Aquilia ; which being
confined to the reparation of wrongs, lays it jullly down for a rule, That no adtion
for reparation can lie, where there is no cufpa. Durt had Labéo and Celfus advert-
ed, that thefe cafes belong to a different head, viz. the duty of recompenfe, where
onc fuffers lofs by benefiring another, they themfelves would have had no diffi-
culty of fuftdining a claim for making up that lofs.

faith ;
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faith ; and that the man is unjuft and barbarous who deprives
his wife of the only reward fhe has for adhering to the auftere du-
ties of her fex, But an unfaithful wife is {lill more criminal, by
diflolving the whole ties of nature : in giving to her hufband chil-
dren that are not his, fhe betrays both, and joins perfidy to infi--
delity (a). :

Veracity is commonly ranked among the a@ive duties; but er-
roneouly : for if a man be not bound to f{peak, he cannot be
bound to {peak truth, It is therefore only a reftraining duty, pro-
hibiting us to deceive others, by affirming what is not true. A-

mong the many correfponding principles in the human mind that

in conjunétion tend to make fociety comfortable, a principle of
veracity *, and a principle that leads us to rely on human tefti-
mony, are two : without the latter, the former would be an ufe-
lefs principle ; and without the former, the latter would lay us
open to fraud and treachery. The moral fenfe accordingly dictates,
that we ought to adhere ftriftly to truth, without regard to con-
fequences,

It muft not be inferred, that we are bound to explain our
thoughts, when truth is demanded from us by unlawful means.
Words uttered voluntarily, are naturally relied on, as exprefling
the {peaker’s mind ; and if his mind differ from his words, he
tells a lie, and is guilty of deceit. But words drawn from a man

(«) Emile, liv. g,

* Truth is always uppermoft, being the natural iffue of the mind: it requires
Ho art nor traifing, no inducement ner temptation,, but only that we yield to na-
tural impulfe. Lying, on the contrary, is doing violence to our nature; and is
never practifed, even by the worlt of men, without fome temptation. Speaking
truth is like ufing our natural foed, which we would do from appetite altho® it an-
fivered no end: lying is like taking phyfic, which is naufcous to the tafte, and
which no man takes but for fome end which he cannot otherwife attain, Dr Reid’s

Enguiry inte the buman mind.

by
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by torture, are no indication of his mind ; and he is not guilty of
deceit in uttering whatever words may be agreeable, however a-
lien from his thoughts: if the author of the unlawful violence
fuffer himfelf to be deceived, he ought to blame himfelf, not the
{peaker.

It need fcarce be mentioned, that the duty of veracity excludes
not fable, nor any liberty of {peech intended for amufement
folely.

Adive duties, as hinted above, are all of them directed to par-
ticular perfons. And the firft I {hall mention is, that which {ub-
fifts between a parent and child. The relation of parent and
child, the ftrongeft that can exift between individuals, binds thefe
perfons to exert their utmoft powers in mutual good offices. Be-
nevolence among other blood-relations, is alfo a duty ; but not {o
indifpenfable, being proportioned to the inferior degree of rela-
tion.

Gratitude is a duty direéted to the perfon who has been kind
tous. But tho' gratitude is firictly a duty, the meafure of per-
formance, and the kind, are left moftly to our own choice. It it
fearce neceflary to add, that the active duties now mentioned, are
acknowledged by all to be abfolutely inflexible, perhaps more fo
than the reflraining duties : many find excufes for doing harm
but no one hears with patience an excufe for deviating from truth,
friendfhip, or gratitude.

Diflrefs tends to convert benevolence into a duty. But diftrefs
alone is not fufficient, without other concurring circumf{tances: for
to relieve every perfon in diftrefs, is beyond the power of any hu-
man being. Our relations 1n diftrefs claim that duty from, us,
and even our neighbours: but diftant diftrefs, without a parti-
cular conneétion, fcarce rouies our {ympathy, and never 1is an

objec of duty. Many other connections, too numerous for this

fhort efliy, extend the duty of relieving others from diftrefs ; and
i.u.L[L
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thefe make a large branch of equity. Tho’ 1n various inftances,
benevolence. is thus converted into a duty by diftrefs, it follows
not, that the duty is always proportioned to the degree of diftrefs.
Nature has more wifely provided for the fupport of virtue, . A vir-
tuous perfon in diftrefs commands our pity : a vicious perfon.in
diftrefs has much lefs influence ; and if by vice he have brought
on the diftrefs, indignation is raifed, not pity (a).

One great advantage of fociety, is the co-operation of many to
accomplith fome ufeful work, where a fingle hand would be in-
fufficient. Arts, manufactures, and commercial dealings, require
many hands: but as hands cannot be fecured without a pre-
vious engagement, the performance of promifes and covenants
is, upon that account, a capital duty in fociety. In their original
occupations of hunting and fithing, men living {cattered and dif-
perfed, have feldom opportunity to aid and benefit each other; and
in that fituation, covenants being of little ufe, are little regarded :
but hufbandry requiring the co-operation of many hands, draws
men together for mutual affiftance ; and then covenants make a
figure : arts and commerce make them more and more neceflary ;
and in a polifhed fociety great regard is paid to them.

But contracs and promifes are not confined to commercial deal-
ings : they ferve alfo to make benevolence a duty ; and are even
extended to conne@ the living with the dead : a man would die
with regret, if he thought his friends were not bound by their
promifes, to fulfil his will after his death : and to quiet the minds
of men with refpe to futurity, the moral fenfe makes the per-
forming fuch promifes our duty. Thus, if 1 promife to my friend
to eret a monument for him after his death, confcience binds me,
even tho’ no perfon alive be entitled to demand performance: e-
very one perceives this to be my duty ; and I muft expe@ to fuf-
fer reproach and blame, if I negle&t my engagement,

(4) See Elements of Criticifm, vol. 1. p. 187. edit, 5.

To
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To fulfil a rational promife or covenant, deliberately made, isa

duty no lefs inflexible than thofe duties are which arife independ-
ent of confent, But as man is fallible, often mifled by ignorance
or error, and liable to be deceived, his condition would be deplo-
rable, did the moral fenfe compel him to fulfil every engagement,
however imprudent or irrational. Here the moral fenfe gives way
to human infirmity: it relieves from deceit, from impofition,
from ignorance, from error; and binds a man by no engagement
but what anfivers the end fairly intended,

The other branch of duties, viz. thofe we owe to ourfelves,
fhall be difcufled in a few words. Propricty, a branch of the mo-
ral fenfe, regulates our conduct with refpeét to ourfelves; as Fu-
Sice, another branch of the moral fenfe, regulates our condu@
with refpect to others. Propriety dictates, that we ought to a&
up to the dignity of our nature, and to the ftation allotted us by
Providence : it diftates in particular, that temperance, prudence,
modefty, and uniformity of condué, are felf-duties. Thefe du-
ties contribute to private happinefs, by preferving health, peace
of mind, and felf-efteem ; which are ineftimable bleflings : they
contribute no lefs to happinefs in fociety, by gaining the love
and efteem of others, and aid and fupport in time of need.

Upon reviewing the foregoing duties refpeting others, we find
them more or lefs extenfive ; but none fo extenfive as to have for
their end the good of mankind in general. The moft extenfive
duty is that of reftraint, prohibiting us to harm others : but even
that duty has a limited end ; for its purpofe is only to prote o-
thers from mifchief, not to do them any pofitive good, The ac-
tive duties of doing pofitive good are circumicribed within ftll
narrower bounds, requiring fome relation that conneéts us with
others ; fuch as thofe of parent, child, friend, benefaétor. The
flighter relations, wunlefs in peculiar circumftances, are not the
foundation of any active duty : neighbourhood, for example, does

not
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not alone make benevolence a duty: but fuppofing a neighbour
to be in diitrefs, it becomes our duty to relieve him, if it can be
done without diftrefs to ourfelves. The duty of relieving from
diftrefs, {eldom goes farther ; for tho’ we always {fympathife with
our relations, and with thofe under our eye, the diftrefs of perfons
remote and unknown affe@s us very little. Pactions and agree-
ments become neceffary, if we would extend the duty of benevo-
lence, in any particular, beyond the limits mentioned. Men, it
is true, are capable of doing more good than is required of them
as a duty ; but every {uch good muft be a free-will effering.

And this leads to arbitrary aions, viz. thofe that may be
done or left undone ; which make the fecond general head of mo-
ral actions. - With refpet to thefe, the moral fenfe leaves us at
freedom : a benevolent aét is approved, but the omiflion is not
condemned. This holds firi¢tly in fingle a&s; but in viewing
the whole of a man’s condu@, the moral fenfe appears to vary a
little.. As the nature of man is complex, partly focial, partly
felfith, we have an intuitive perception, that our conduct ought
to be conformable to eur nature ; and that in advancing our own
intereft, we ought not altogether to negle&t that of others.  The
man accordingly who confines his whole time and thoughts with-
in his own little {phere, is condemned by all the world as guilty
of wrong conduct; and the man himfelf, if his moral perceptions
be not blunted by felfithnefs, muft be fenfible that he deferves to
be condemned. On the other hand, it is poflible that free bene-
volence may be extended beyond proper bounds. The juft tem-
perament 1s a fubordination of benevolence to felf-love: but

where benecvolence prevails, it commonly leads to excels, by

prompting a man to facrifice a great intereft of his own to a {mall
intereft of others; and the moral fenfe di¢tates, that fuch con~
duct is wrong.
Thus, moral actions are divided into two clafles : the firlt re-
Vou. I, L1 gards
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gards our duty, containing actions that ought to be done, and
actions that ought not to be done ; the other regards arbitrary ac-
tions, containing actions that are right when done, but not wrong
when left undone, The well-being of fociety depends more on
the firlt clafs than on the fecond: fociety is indeed promoted by
the latter ; but it can fearce fubfift, unlefs the former be made our
duty. Hence it is, that a&tions only of the firft clafs are made
indifpenfable ; thofe of the other clafs being left to our free-will,
And hence alfo it is, that the various propenfities that difpofe us
to actions of the firft fort, are diftinguithed by the name of prima-
7y wirtues 3 leaving the name of fecondary wirtues to thofe propen-
fities which difpofe us to actions of the other fort *,

The deduction above given makes it evident, that the general
tendency of right actions is to promote the good of fociety, and of
wrong actions, to obftru@ that good. Univerfal benevolence is

indeed not required of man; becaufe to put that principle in prac-

tice, is beyond his utmoft abilities. But for promoting the gene-
ral good, every thing is required of him that he can accomplifh ;

which will appear from reviewing the foregoing duties. The pro-
hibition of harming others is an eafy tafk ; and upon that account
is made univerfal. Our ative duties are very different: man is
circum{cribed both in capacity and power: he cannot do good
but in a flow fucceflion ; and therefore it is wifely ordered, that
his obligation to do good fhould be confined to his relations, his
friends, his benefactors. Even diftrefs makes not benevolence a
general duty : all a man can readily do, is to relieve thofe at
hand ; and accordingly we hear of diftant misfortunes with little
OT NO Concern,

* Virtue fignifies that difpofition of mind which gives the afcendant to moral
principles, Vice fignifies that difpofition of mind which gives little or ' no afcend-
ant to moral prineiples.

At
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At the fame time, let not the moral fyftem be mifapprehend-
ed, as if it were our duty, or even lawful, to profecute what
upon the whole we reckon the moft beneficial to fociety, balancing
ill with good, The moral fenfe permits not a violation of any
perfon’s right, however trivial, whatever benefit may thereby a-
crue to another. A man, for example, in low circumftances, by
denying a debt he owes to a rich mifer, fayves himfelf and a hope-
ful family from ruin. In that cafe, the good effect far outweighs
the ill, or rather has no counterbalance : but the moral {enfe per-
mits not the debtor to balance ill with good ; nor gives counte-
nance to an unjuft a@, whatever benefit it may produce. And
hence a maxim in which all moralifts agree, That we muft not
do ill to bring about even the greateft good ; the final caufe of
which fhall be given below (a).

s L R 1V,

Principles of Dury and ¢f BENEVOLENCE,

TAving thus fhortly delincated the moral laws of our nature,
" we proceed to an article of great importance, which is, to
enquire into the means provided by our Maker for compelling o-
bedience to thefe laws, The moral fenfe is an unerring guide ;
but the moft expert guide will not profit thofe who are not difpo-
fed to follow. This confideration makes it evident, that to com-

[z} Sed. 7.
L1lz2 plete
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plete the moral fyftem, we ought to be endued with {fome prin-
ciple or propenfity, fome impulfive power, to enforce obedience
to the laws dictated by the moral fenfe.

The author of our nature leaves none of his works imperfect,
In order to render us obfequious to the moral fenfe as our guide,
he hath implanted in our nature the principles of duty, of bene-
volence, of rewards and punifhments, and of reparation. It may
poilibly be thought, that rewards and punithments, of which af-
terward, are fuflicient of themfelves to enforce the laws of na-
ture, without neceflity of any other principle. Human laws, it is
true, are enforc'd by thefe means ; becaufe no higher fanction is
under command of a terreftrial legiflator. But the celeftial les
gillator, with power that knows no control, and benevolence that
knows no bounds, hath enforc’d his laws by means no lefs re-
markable for mildnefs than for efficacy: he employs no external
compulfion ; but, in order to engage our will on the right fide,
hath in the breaft of every individual eftablifhed the principles of
duty and of benevolence, ‘which efficacioufly excite us to obey the:
dictates of the moral fenfe.

As the reftraining, as well as aQtive duties, are eflfential to fo-
ciety, our Maker has wifely ordered, that the principle which en-
forces thefe feveral duties, {hould be the moft cogent of all that be-
long to our nature., Other principles may folicit, allure, or ter-
rify ; but the principle of duty afflumes authority, commands,
and muft be obey’d.

As one great purpofe of fociety, is to furnifh opportunities with-
out end of mutuai aid and fupport, nature feconding that pur-

pofe, hath provided the principle of benevolence; which excites
us to be kindly, beneficent, and generous. Nor ought it to efcape
obfervation, that the author of nature, attentive to our wants and
to our well-being; hath endued us with a liberal portion of that
principle, 1t enforces benevolence, not only to thofe we are con-

nected
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nected with, but to our neighbours, and even to thofe we are barely
acquainted with. Providence is peculiarly attentive to obje@s in
diftrefs, who require immediate aid and relief. To the general
principle of benevolence, it hath fuperadded the paffion of pity,
which in every feeling heart is irrefiftible. To make benevolence
more extenfive, would be fruitlefs, becaufe here are obje@s in
plenty to fill the moft capacious mind. It would not be fruitlefs
only, but hurtful to fociety: I fay hurtful ; for inability to pro-
cure gratification, rendering benevolence a troublefome gueft,
would weaken the principle itfelf, and attach wus the more to fel-
fithnefs, which we can always gratify, At the fame time, tho’ there
is not room for greater variety of particular obje@s, yet the faculty
we have of uniting numberlefs individuals in one complex obje,
enlarges greatly the fphere of benevolence: by that faculty our
country, our government, our religion, become obje@s of public
fpirit, and of a lively affection. The individuals that compofa
the group, confidered apart, may be too minute, or too diftant,
for our benevolence ; but when comprehended in one great whole;,
accumulation makes them great, greatnefs renders them confpi-
cuous ; and affeCtion, preferved entire and undivided, is beftow’d
upon an abftract object, as upon one that is fingle and vifible y
but with much greater energy, being proportioned to its fuperior
dignity and importance, Thus it appears, that the principle of
benevolence is not too fparingly fcattered among men, It is in-
deed made fubordinate to felf-intereft, which is wifely ordered, as
will afterward be made evident (a) ; but its power and extent are
nicely proportioned to the limited capacity of man, and to his i~
tuation in this world ; fo as better to fufil its deftination, than if
1t were an overmatch for felf-intereft, and for every other prin--
ciple.

(#) Sed. 7.
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Laws refpeting REWARDS and PUNISHMENTS,

Efle@ing on the moral branch of our nature, qualifying us
for fociety in a manner fuited to our capacity, we cannot o-
verlook the hand of our Maker ; for means fo finely adjufted to an
important end, never happen by chance. 1t muft however be ac-
knowledged, that in many individuals, the principle of duty has
not vigour nor authority fuflicient to {tem every tide of unruly
paflion : by the vigilance of fome paflions, we are taken unguard-
ed ; deluded by the fly infinuations of others; or overwhelmed
with the ftormy impetuofity of a third fort. Moral evil is thus

introduced, and much wrong is done. This new fcene fuggelts
to us, that there muft be {fome article flill wanting, to complete

the moral fyftem. The means provided for diredting us in the
road of duty have been explained : but as inf deviating from the
road wrongs are committed, nothing hitherto has been faid, a=
bout redrefling fuch wrongs, norabout preventing the reiteration
of them. To accomplith thefe important ends, there are added to
the moral {yftem, laws relative to rewards and punithments, and
to reparation ; of which in . their order.

Many animals are qualified for fociety by inftinét merely ; fuch
as beavers, theep, monkeys, bees, rooks. But men are feldom led
by inftinét : their adtions are commonly prompted by paflions ; of
which there is an endlefs variety, focial and felfith, benevolent
and malevolent.  And were every paflfion equally intitled to grati-

fication,
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fication, man would be utterly unqualified for fociety : he would
be a thip without a rudder, obedient to every wind, and moving
at random, without any ultimate deftination. The faculty of reafon
would make no oppofition : for were there no fenfe of wrong, it
would be reafonable to gratify every defire that harms not our-
felves : and to talk of punifhment would be abfurd ; for punifh-
ment, in its very idea, implies fome wrong that ought to be re-
dreffed. Hence the neceflity of the moral fenfe, to qualify us for
fociety : by inftructing us in our duty, it renders us accountable
for our condudt, and makes us fufceptible of rewards and punifh-
ments, The moral fenfe fulfils another valuable purpofe : it ere@s
in man an unerring ftandard for the application and meafure of
rewards and punifhments,

To complete the fyftem of rewards and punithments, it is ne-
ceflary that a provifion be made, both of power and of willing-
nefs to reward and punifh. The author of our nature hath pro-
vided amply for the former, by intitling every man to reward
and punifh as his native privilege. And he has provided for the
latter, by a noted principle in our nature, prompting us to exer-
cife the power. Impelled by that principle, we reward the vir-
tuous with approbation and efteem, and punith the vicious with
difapprobation and contempt. So prevalent is the principle, that
we have great fatisfattion in rewarding, and no lefs in punifhing.

As to punifthment in particular, an action done intentionally to
produce mifchief, is criminal, and merits punifhment. Such an
action, being difagreeable, raifes my refentment, even where I
have no connedion with the perfon injured ; and the principle
under confideration impells me to chaftife the delinquent with in-
dignation and hatred. An injury done to myfelf raifes my re-
fentment to a higher tone: I am not fadsfied with fo flight a pu-
nithment as indignation and hatred : the author muft by my hand
fuffer mifchief, as great as he has made me fuffer.

Even
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Even the moft fecret crime efcapes not punithment. The delin-
quent is tortured with remorfe: he even defires to be punifhed ;
fometimes {o ardently, as himfelf to be the executioner. There
cannot be imagined a contrivance more effectual, to deter one from
vice ; for remorfe is itfelf a grievous punifhment. Self-punifh-
men goes {till farther: every criminal, fenfible that he ought to be
punifhed, dreads punifhment from others ; and this dread, how-
ever {mothered during profperity, breaks out in adverfity, or in
depreflion of mind : his crime ftares him in the face, and every

accidental misfortune is in his difturbed imagination interpreted

to be a punithment: ““ And they faid one to another, We are ve-

“ rily guilty concerning our brother, in that we faw the anguifh

“ of his foul, when he befought us; and we would not hear:

¢ therefore is this diftrefs come upon us. And Reuben anfwered
¢ them, faying, Spake I not unto you, faying, Do not fin againil
¢ the child ; and ye would not hear? therefore behold alfo his
*¢ blood is required (a) ” ¥,

No

{a) Genefis xlii. 21,

# John Duke of Britany, commonly termed the Good Duke, illuftrious for gene-
rofity, clemency, and picty, reigned forty-three years, wholly employ’d abour
the good of his fubjetts. He was fucceeded by his eldeft fon Francis, a prince
weak and fufpicious, and confequently fit to be governed. Arthur of Montauban,
in love with the wife of Gilles, brother to the Duke, perfuaded the Duke that his
brother was laying plots to dethrone him. Gilles being imprifoned, the Duke's
beft friends conjured him to pity his unhappy brother, who might be imprudent,
but affuredly was innocent; but in vain. Gilles being profecuted before the three
eftates of the province for high treafon, was unanimoufly abfolved; which irri-
tated the Duke more and more. Arthur of Montauban artfully fuggefted to his
mafter to try poifon; which having mifcarried, they next refolved to ftarve the
prifoner to death. The unfortunate prince, through the bars of a window, cried
aloud for bread s but the paffengers durft not fupply him. One poor woman only
had courage more than once to flip fome bread within the window. He charged

a
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¢

No tranfgreflion of felf-duty efcapes punifliment, more than
tranfgreflion of duty to others. The punifhments, tho’ not the
fame, differ in degree more than in kind. Injuftice is punifthed
with remorfe : impropriety with {hame, which is remorfe in a
lower degree. Injuftice raifes indignation in the beholder, and {o
doth every flagrant impropriety : {lighter impropricties receive a
milder punifhment, being rebuked with fome degree of contempt,
and commonly with derifion (a).

So far we have been led in a beaten track ; but in attempting to
proceed, we are entangled in mazes and intricacies. An action well
intended, may happen to produce no good; and an aclion ill in-
tended, may happen to produce no mifchief: a man overawed by
fear, may be led to do mifchief againft his will; and a perfon,
miftaking the ftandard of right and wrong, may be innecently
led to do adks of injuftice. By what rule, in fuch cafes, are re-
wards and punifhments to be apply’d? Ought a man to be re-
warded when he does no good, or punifthed when he does no mif-
chief : oughthe to be punifhed for doing michief againit his will,

a prieft, who had received his confeffion, to declare to the Duke, ¢ That fecing
“ juftice was refufed him in this world, he appealed to Heaven, and called upon
¢ the Dulke to appear before the judgement-feat of God in forty days.” The
Duke and his favourite, amazed that the prince lived fo long without nourifh-
ment, employ’d affaffins to fmother him with his bed-cloaths. The prieft, in obe-
dience to the orders he had received, prefented himfelf before the Duke, and with
a loud voice cited him in name of the deceafed Lord Gilles to appear before
Cod in forty days. Shame and remorfe verified the prediction. The Duke was
fvized with a fudden terror; and the image of his brother, expiring by his orders,
haunted him day and night. He decay'd daily without any marks of a regular
difeafe, and died within the forty days in frightful agony.

See this fubject further illuftrated in the Sketch Principles and Pregref af Thes

alogy, chap. 1.

(=]

{a) See Elements of Criticilm, chap. 1o,

YVou, 1I, M m
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or for doing mifchief when he thinks he is alting innccentlyi’
Thefe queftions fuggeft a doubt, whether the ftandard of right
and wrong be applicable to rewards and punifhments.

We have feen that there is an invariable ftandard of right and
wrong, which depends not in any degree on private opinion or
convi¢tion. By that ftandard, all pecuniary claims are judged, all
claims of property, and, in a word, every demand founded on
intereft, not excepting reparation, as will afterward appear, But
with refpect to the moral characlers of men, and with refpe@ to
rewards and punifhments, a different ftandard is ereled in the
common fenfe of mankind, neither rigid nor inflexible ; which is,
the opinion that men have of their own actions. It is mentioned
above, that a man is efteemed innocent in doing what he himfelf
thinks right, and guilty in doing what he himfelf thinks wrong.
In applying this ftandard to rewards and punifhments, we re-
ward thofe who in doing wrong are however convinced that they
are innocent ; and punith thofe who in doing right are however
convinced that they are guilty *. Some, it is true, are fo pervert=
ed by bad education, or by fuperftition, as to efpoufe numberlefs
abfurd tenets, contradiQory to the ftandard of right and wrong ;
and yet fuch men are no exception from the general rule: if they
act according to confcience, they are innocent, and fafe againft
punifbment, however wrong the aQtion may be ; and if they act
againfl conftience, they are guilty and punifhable, however right
the action may be: it is abhorrent to every moral perception, that
a guilty perfon be rewarded, or an innocent perfon punifhed.
Further, if mifchiefbe done contrary to Will, as where a man is

* Virtuous and vicious, innocent and guilty, fignify qualities both of men and
of their altions. Approbation and difapprobation, praife and blame, fignify cer-
tain emotions or fentiments of thofe who fee or contemplate men

tions.

and their ac-

compelled
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compelled by fear, or by torture, to reveal the fecrets of his
party ; he may be grieved for yielding to the weaknefs of his na-
ture, contrary to his firmeft refolves; but he has no check of con-
fcience, and upon that account is not liable to punithment. And,
laftly, in order that perfonal merit and demerit may not in any
meafure depend on chance, we are {o conftituted as to place in-
nocence and guilt, not on the event, but on the intention of doing

righr or wrong ; and accordingly, whatever be the event, a man

is praifed for an aftion well intended, and condemned for an ac-

tion ill intended.

But what if a man intending a certain wrong, happen by acci-
dent to do a wrong he did not intend ; as, for example, intending
to rob a warren by fhooting the rabbits, he accidentally wounds a
child unfeen behind a bufh ?© The delinquent ought to be pu-
nithed for intending to rob ; and he is alfo fubjected to repair the
hurt done to the child : but he cannot be punifhed for the acci-
dental wound ; becaufe our nature regulates punifhment by the
mtention, and not by the evenr *,

A

* During the infancy of nations, pecuniary compofitions for crimes were uni-
verfal; and during that long period, very little weight was laid upon intention.,
This proceeded from the cloudinefs and ﬁlmﬁ:ul‘i[}' of moral perceptions among bar-
barians, joined with the refemblance of pecuniary punifhmen: to reparation.
Where a man does mifchict intentionally, or is verfans in iflicito, as expreffed in
the Roman Iaw, he is jufily bound to repair all the harm that enfues, however ac-
L‘id-cnt;'.!]y; and from the refemblance of pecuniary pu:‘qiﬁuncut to reparation, the
rule was clli]n'.iffﬂ‘_.‘ extended to punifhment. Bur this rule, fo lictle confiltent
with moral principles, could not long fubfift after pecuniary compofitions gave
place to corporal punifhment; and accordingly, among civilized nations, the law
of nature is reftored, which prohibits pl_mifhmm:l for any mifchief that is not
intentional. The Englith muft be excepted, who, remarkably tenacious of their
original Jaws and cufloms, preferve in force, even as to capital punifhment, the
above-mentioned rule that obtained among barbarians, when pecuniary compofi-

M m 2 tions




A crime againft any primary virtue is attended with fevere
and never-failing punifhment, more eficacious than any that have
been invented to enforce municipal laws : on the other hand, the
preferving primary virtues inviolate, is attended with little merit,
The fecondary virtues are direétly oppofite : the neglecting them
is not attended with any punifhment; but the pracice of them is
attended with illuftrious rewards. Oflices of undeferved kindnefs,
returns of good for ill, generous toils and fufferings for our
friends or for our country, arc attended with confcioufnefs of
felf-merit, and with univerfal praife and admiration ; the higheft
rewards human nature is fufceptible of,

From what is faid, the following obfervation will occur; The
pain of tranfgrefling juftice, fidelity, or any duty, is much great-
er than the pleafure of performing ; but the pain of neglecting a
generous action, or any fecondary virtue, is as nothing, compa=
red with the pleafure of performing. Among the vices oppofite to
the primary virtues, the moft ftriking moral deformity is found ;
among the fecondary virtues, the moft ftriking moral beauty.

tions were in vigour. The following paffage is from Hales (Pleas of the Crown,
chap. 39.) * Regularly he that voluntarily and knowingly intends hurt to the per-
 {on of a man, as for example to beat him, tho' he intend not death, yet if
¢ death enfues, it excufeth not from the guilt of murder, or manflaughter at
¢ Jeaft, as the circumftances of the cafe happens™ And Foiter, in his Crown-law,
teaches the fame doftrine, never once fufpecting in it the leaft deviation from mo-
ral principles, “ A fheoteth at the poultry of B, and by accident killeth a man's
i if his intention was to fteal the poultry, which muft be collefted from circum-
# {tanccs, it will be murder by reafun of that felonious intent ;. but if it was done:
% wantonly, and without that intention, it will be barely manflaughter.” (p. 259.)
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Laws refpeihing REPARATION,

“ H E principle of reparation is made a branch of the moral fy-
ftem for accomplifhing two ends: which are, to reprefs
wrongs that are not criminal, and to make up the lofs fuftained by
wrongs of whatever kind. With refpect to the former, reparation
is a {pecies of punifhment : with refpect to the latter, it is-an act of
juftice. Thefe ends will be better underftood, after afcertaining the
nature and foundation of reparation ; to which the following di-
vifion of a@ions is neceflary, Firft, aclions that we are bound te
perform. Second, actions: that we perferm in profecution of a
right or privilege. Third, indifferent ations, defcribed above.
Aéions of the firft kind fubjeét not a man to reparation, what-

ever damage enfues ; becaufe it is his duty to perform them, and
it would be inconfiftent with morality that a man {hould be {ub-

jeded to reparation for doing His duty. The laws of reparation that
concern actions of the fecond kind, are more complex, The fo-
cial ftate, highly beneficial by affording opportunity for mutual
good offices, is attended with fome inconveniencies ; as where a
perfon happens to be in a fituation of neceffarily harming others
by exercifing a right or privilege. If the forefight of harming an-
other, reftrain me not from exercifing my right, the intereft of
that other is made fubfervient to mine : on the other hand, if fuch
forefight reftrain me from exercifing my right, my intereft is
made fubfervient to his, What doth the moral fenfe provide in
E_]_].llt
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that cafe ! To preferve as far as poffible an equality among per-
fons born free, and by nature equal in rank, the moral fenfe lays
down a rule, no lefs beautiful than falutary; which is, That the
exercifing a right will not juftify me for doing diret mifchief;
but will juftify me, tho’ I forefee that mifchief may poflibly hap-
pen. The firlt branch of the rule refolves into a propofition efta-
blithed above, wviz, That no intereft of mine, not even life 1tfelf,
will authorife me to hurt an innocent perfon. The other branch is
.ﬁlpportcd h}' expcdi-f:ncy : for if the bare poﬂibﬂity of llul‘t"mg 0-

thers were fuflicient to reftrain a man from profecuting his rights
and privileges, men would be too much cramped in action; or
rather would be reduced to a ftate of abfolute inactivity. With
refpect to the firlt branch, I am criminal, and liable even to pu-
nithment: with refpe@ to the other, I am not even culpable, nor
bound to repair the mifchief that happens to enfue,

With refpeé to the third kind, viz. indifferent a@ions, the mo-

ral fenfe dictates, that we ought carefully to avoid doing mifchief,

either direct or confequential.  As we fuffer no Iofs by forbearing

altions that are done for paftime merely, fuch an aflion is cul-

pable or faulty, if the confequent mifchief was forefeen or might
have been forefeen ; and the adtor of courfe is fubjeted to repara-

tion. As this is a cardinal point in the doérine of reparation, I

fhall endeavour to explain it more fully, Without intending any

harm, a man may forefee, that what he is about to do will pro-

bably or poflibly produce mifchief; and fometimes mifchief fol-

lows that was neither intended nor forefeen. The altion in the

former cafe is not criminal ; becaufe ill intention is eflential to a

crime : butit is culpable or faulty; and if mmfchief enfue, the

actor blames himfelf, and is blamed by others, for having done

" what he ought not to have done. Thus, a man who throws a
large {tone among a crowd of people, is highly culpable ; becaufe

he muft forefee that mifchief will probably enfue, tho’ he has no

intention
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intention to hurt any perfon. As to the latter cafe, tho' mifchief
was neither intended nor forefeen, yet if it might have been fore-
feen, the adion is rafh or uncautious, and confequently culpable
or faulty in fome degree. Thus, if a man in pulling down an
old houfe, happen to wound one pafling accidentally, witholit call-
ing aloud to keep out of the way, the aclion is in fome degree
culpable, becaufe the mifchief might have been forefeen. But
tho’ mifchief enfue, an action is not culpable or faulty if all rea-
fonable precaution have been adhibited ; the moral fenfe declares
the author to be innocent * and blamelefs : the mifchief is acci-
dental, and the action may be termed unfucky, but comes not un-
der the denomination of either right or wrong. In general, when
we act merely for amufement, ournature makes us anfwerable for
the harm that enfues, if it was either forefeen or might with due
attention  have been forefeen.  But our rights and privileges

would profit us little, if their exercife were put under the fame re-
ftraint : it is more wifely ordered, that the probability of mifchief,

even forefeen, fhould not reftrain a man from profecutin g his
concerns, which may often be of confequence to him. He pro-
ceeds accordingly with a fafe confcience, and is not afraid of be«
ing blamed either by God or man.

With refpect to rath or uncautious a@ions, where the mifchief
might have been forefeen tho’ not actually forefeen, it is not fuf-
ficient to efcape blame, that a man, naturally rafh or Inattentive,
adls according to his character: a degree of precaution is required,
both by himfelf and by others, fuch as is natural to the generality
of men : he perceives that he might and ought to have aded more
cautioufly ; and his confcience reproaches him for his inattention,

® Jnngcent here is oppofed to culpable : in a broader fenfe it is oppofed to eri-
minal. With refpeét to punithment, an adtion tho’ culpable is innocent, if it be
ot criminal: with refpect to reparation, it is not innocent if it be culpable.

no
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no lefs than if he avere naturally more fedate and attentive. 'Thus
the eircumfpection natural to mankind in general, is applied as
a ftandard to every individual; and if they fall {hort of that ftand-
ard, they are eulpable and blameable, however unforefeen by them
the mifchief may have been.

What is faid upon culpable a@ions is equally applicable to cul-
pable omiflions ; for by thefe alfo mifchief may be occafioned,
entitling the fufferer to reparation, If we forbear to do our duty
svith an intention to occafion mifchief, the forbearance is crimi-
nal, ‘The only queftion is, how far forbearance without {fuch in-
tention is culpable. Suppofing the probability of mifchiet to
have been forefeen, tho’ not intended, the omiflion is highly cul-
pable ; and tho’ neither intended nor forefeen, yet the omiflion
is culpable in a lower degree, if there have been lefs care and at-
tention than are proper for performing the duty required. But
{uppofing all due care, the omiflion of extreme care and diligence
is not culpable.

By afcertaining what aéts and omifliens are culpable or faulty,
the doétrine of reparation is rendered extremely fimple; for it
may beJaid down as a rule without a fingle exception, That every

culpable a&, and every culpable omiflion, binds us in confcience
to repair the mifchief occafioned by it. The moral {fenfe binds us

no farther; for it loads not with reparation the man who is
blamelefs and innocent : the harm is accidental ; and we are {o
conftituted as not to be refponfible in confcience for what happens
by accident. But here it is requifite, that the man be in every re-
{pect innocent: for if he intend harm, the’ not what he has
done, he will find himfelf bound in confcience to repair the acci-
dental harm he has done; as, for example, when aiming a blow
unjuftly at one in the dark, he happens to wound another whom
he did not fufpect to be there. And hence it is a rule in all mu~
nicipal laws, That one wver/ans i tlficito is liable to repair every con=

fequent
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fequent damage, ‘That thefe particulars are wifely ordered by the
Author of our nature for the good of fociety, will appear after-

ward (a). In general, the rules above mentioned are dictated by

the moral fenfe ; and we are compelled to obey them by the prin-
ciple of reparation.

We are now prepared for a more particular infpe@ion of the
two ends of reparation above mentioned, viz. the reprefling
wrongs that are not eriminal, and the making up what lofs is fuf-
tained by wrongs of whatever kind. With refpect to the firft, it
1s clear, that punifhment, in its proper fenfe, cannot be inflicted
for a wrong that is culpable only ; and if nature did not provide
fome means for reprefling fuch wrongs, fociety would fcarce be a
comfortable ftate. Laying conftience afide, pecuniary reparation
is the only remedy that can be provided againft culpable omif-
fions: and with refpect to culpable commiflions, the neceflity of
reparation is ftill more apparent ; for confcience alone, without
the fanction of reparation, would feldom have authority fufficient
to reftrain us from acting rafhly or uncautioufly, even where the
poilibility of mifchief i1s forefeen, and far lefs where it is not fore-
{een,

With refpet to the fecond end of reparation, my confcience
dictates to me, that if a man fuffer by my fault, whether the mif-
chief was forefeen or not forefeen, it is my duty to make up his
lofs ; and I perceive intuitively, that the lofs ought to reft ulti-
mately upon me, and not upon the fufferer, who has not been
culpable in any degree.

In every cafe where the mifchief done can be eftimated by a pe-
cuniary compenfation, the two ends of reparation coincide. The
fum is taken from the one as a fort of punithment for his faule,

(a) Se&. 7.

NoL. 11,
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and is beftow’d on the other to make up the lofs he has fuftained.
But in numberlefs cafes where mifchief done cannot be compen-
fated with money, reparation is in its nature a fort of punifh-
ment, Defamation, contemptuous treatment, perfonal reftraint,
the breaking one’s peace of mind, are injuries .that cannot be re-
paired by money ; and the pecuniary reparation decreed againft
the wrong-doer, can only be a fort of punifhment, in order to de-
ter him from reiterating {uch injuries : the fum, it is true, 1s a-
warded to the perfon injured ; but not as fufficient to make up
his lofs, which money cannot do, but only as a folatium for what
he has fuffered.

Hitherto it is fuppofed, that the man who intends a wrong ac=
tion, is, at the fame time, confcious of its being fo. But a man
may intend a wrong action, thinking erroneoufly that it is right;
or a right action, thinking erroneoufly that it 1s wrong ; and the
queftion is, What fhall be the confequence of fuch errors with
refpect to reparation. The latter cafe is clear : the perfon who oc-
cafionally {uffers lofs by a right action, has not a claim for repa-
ration, becaufe he has no juft caufe of complaint, On the other
hand, if the action be wrong, the innocence of the author, for
which he is indebted to an error in judgement, will not relieve
him from reparation. When he is made {enfible of his error, he

feels himfelf bound in confcience to repair the harm he has done

by a wrong action: and others, {enfible of his error from the be-
ginning, have the fame feeling : nor will his obftinacy in refifting

conviction, or his dullnefs in not apprehending his error, mend
the matter : it is well that thefe defects relieve him from punifh-
ment, ‘without wronging others by denying a claim for repara-
tion, A man’s errors ought to affect himfelf only, and not thofe
who have not erred. Hence in general, reparation always follows
wrong ; andis not affected by any erroneous opinion of a wrong
action being right, more than of a right action being wrong.

But
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But this doétrine fuffers an exception with refpect to a man,
who, having undertaken a truft, is bound in duty to act. A judge
is in that fituation: it is his duty to pronounce fentence in
every cafe that comes before himj and if he judge according
to the beft of his knowledge, he is not liable for confequences. A
judge cannot be fubjected to reparation, unlefs it can be verified,
that the judgement he gave was intentionally wrong. An ofhcer
of the revenue is in the fame predicament. Led by a doubtful
claufe in a ftatute, he makes a feizure of goods as forfeited to the
crown, which afterward, in the proper court, are found not to
be feizable. - The officer ought not to be fubjeGted to reparation,
if he have aced to the beft of his judgement. 'This rule how-
ever muft be taken with a limitation: a public officer who is
grofsly erroneous, will not be excufed ; for be ought to know bet-
ter.

Reparation is due, tho’ the immediate a&t be involuntary, pro-
vided it be connedted with a preceding voluntary act. Example:
¢ If A ride an unruly horfe in Lincolns-inn ficlds, to tame him,
¢ and the horfe breaking from A, run over B and grievoully hurt
¢ him; B fhall have an action againft A : for tho’ the mifchief

“ was done againft the will of A, yet fince it was his fault to

“ bring a wild horfe into a frequented place, where mifchief
“ might enfue, he muft anfwer for the confequences.” Gaius
feems to carry this rule ftill farther, holding in general, that if a
horfe, by the weaknefs or unfkilfulnefs of the rider, break away
and do mifchief, the rider is liable (a). But Gaius probably had
in his eye a frequented place, where the mifchief might have been
forefeen. Thus in general a man is made liable for the mifchief

occafioned by his voluntary deed, tho’ the immediate act that oc-

cafioned the mifchief be involuntary.

{a) 1. 8. § 1. ad leg. Aquil,

Nna2
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FinaL CAUSEs of the foregoing Laws of Nature.

Everal final caufes have been occafionally mentioned in prece-
ding parts of this effay, which could not conveniently be re-
ferved for the prefent fection, being neceflary for explaining the
fubjects to which they relate, the final caufe for inftance of erect-
ing a ftandard of morals upon the common fenfe of mankind, 1
proceed now to what have not been mentioned, or but flightly
mentioned.

The final caufe that prefents itfelf irflt to view, refpecs man
confidered as an accountable being, The fenfe of being account-
able, is one of our moft vigilant guards againit the filent attacks of
vice. When a temptation moves me, it immediately occurs, What
will the world fay ? I imagine my friends Expoﬁula.ting, niy ene-
mies reviling — I dare not diffemble — my {pirits fink — the
temptation vanithes. 2dly, Praife and blame, efpecially from
thofe we regard, are ftrong incentives to virtue: but if we were
not accountable for our condud, praife and blame would be {el-
dom well directed ; for how fhall a man’s intentions be known,
without calling him to account? And praife or blame, frequent-
ly ill-directed, would lofe their influence, 3dly, This branch of
our nature, is the corner-ftone of the criminal law. Did not a
man think himfelf accountable to all the world, and to his judge
in a peculiar manner, it would be natural for him to think, that
the juiteft fentence pronounced againft him, is oppreflion, not ju-

ftice,
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fice. 4thly, This branch is a ftrong cement to fociety. If
we were not accountable beings, thofe connected by blood, or
by country, would be no lefs thy and referved, than if they were
mere {trangers to each other.

The final caufe that next occurs, being fimple and obvious, is

mentioned only that it may not {feem to have been .overlooked.
All right actions are agreeable, all wrong aions difagreeable.

This 1s a wife appointment of Providence. We meet with fo many
temptations againft duty, that it is not always an eafy tafk to per-
fevere 1n the right path: would we perfevere, were duty difa-
greeable ! And were alts of pure benevolence difagreeable, they
would be extremely rare, however worthy of praife.

Another final caufe refpe@s duty, in contradiftin@ion to pure
benevolence. All the moral laws are founded on intuitive per-
ception ; and are fo fimpleand plain, as to be perfetly apprehend-
ed by the moft ignorant. Were they in any degree complex or
obfcure, they would be perverted by felfilknefs and prejudice. No
conviction inferior to what is afforded by intuitive perception,
could produce in mankind a common fenfe with refpe to moral
duties, Reafon would afford no general convidtion ; becaufe
that f.twlty 15 diftributed in portions fo unequal, as to bar all
hopes from it of uniformity either in pra@ice or in opinion. At
the fame time, we are taught by woful experience, that reafon has
lirtle influence over the greater part of men. Reafon, it is true,
aided by experience, fupports morality, by ccnvmcw g us, that
we cannot be happy if we abandon duty for any mhcr intereft,
But conviction feldom weighs much againft. imperious pafiion ;
t control which the vigorous and commanding principle of duty
15 requifite, direCted by the thining light of intuition,

A propofition Jaid down above appears to be a fort of myflery
in the moral fyftem, viz. That tho’ evidently all moral duties are
contrived for promoting the general good, yet that choice is nor
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permitted among different goods, or between good and il ; and
that we are ftridtly tied down to perform or forbear certain parti-
cular aés, without regard to confequences; or, in other words,
that we muft not do wrong, whatever good it may produce. The
final caufe, which [ am about to unfold, will clear this myftery,
and fet the beauty of the moral fyftem in a confpicuous light. I
begin with obferving, that as the general good of mankind, or e-
ven of the fociety we live in, refults from many and various cir-
cumftances intricately combined, it is far above the capacity of
man, to judge in every inftance what particular actions will tend
the moft to that end. The authorifing therefore a man to trace
out his duty, by weighing endlefs circumitances good and ill,
would open a wide door to partiality and paflion, and often lead
him unwittingly to prefer the preponderating ill, under a falfe ap-
pearance of being the greater good. At that rate, the opinions
of men about right and wrong, would be as various as their faces;
which, as obferved above, would totally unhinge fociety. It is
better ordered by Providence, even for the general good, that, a-
voiding complex and obfcure objects, we are directed by the mo-
ral fenfe to perform certain plain and fimple adls, which are ob-
vious to us by intuitive perception.

In the next place, To permit ill in order to produce greater good,
may fuit a being of univerfal benevolence; but is repugnant to
the nature of man, compofed of {felfith and benevolent principles.
We have feen above, that the true moral balance depends on a
fubordination of {clf-love to duty, and of arbitrary benevolence to
felf-love ; and accordingly every man is fenfible of injuftice when

he is hurt in order to benefit another. Were it a rule in fociety,
That a greater good to any other would make it an act of juftice to
deprive me of my life, of my reputation, or of my property, I
fhould renounce the fociety of men, and aflociate with more harm-
lefs animals,

Thirdly,
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Thirdly, The true moral fyftem, that which is difplay’d above,
is not only better fuited to the nature of man, and to his limited
capacity and intelligence, but contributes more to the general
good, which I now proceed to demonfirate. It would be lofing
time to prove, that a man entirely felfith is ill fitted for fociety ;
and we have {een (a), that univerfal benevolence, were it a duty,

would contribute to the general good perhaps lefs than abfolute

felfithnefs. Man is too limited in capacity and in power for uni-
verfal benevolence. Even the greateft monarch has not power to
exercife his benevolence but within a very {fmall compafs ; and if
fo, how unfit would fuch a duty be for private perfons, who have
very little power ?  Serving only to diftrefs them by inability of
performance, they would endeavour to finother it altogether, and
give full {cope to felfifhnefs. Man is much better qualified for do-
ing good, by a conflitution in which benevolence is duly blended
with felf-love. Benevolence, as a duty, takes place of felf-love;
a regulation eflential to fociety. Benevolence, as a virtue, not a
duty, gives place to felf-love; becaufe as every man has more
power, knowledge, and opportunity, to promote his own good
than that of others, a greater quantity of good is produced, than
if benevolence were our only principle of a&ion. This holds, e-
ven fuppofing no harm done to any perfon : much more would it
hold, were we permitted to hurt fome, in order to produce more
good to others.

The foregoing final caufes refpect morality in general. We nowr
proceed to particulars ; and the firft and moft important is the
law of reftraint. Man is evidently framed for fociety: and as
there can be no fociety among creatures who prey upon each o-
ther, it was neceflary to provide againft mutual injuries ; which
5 effetually done by this law. Its neceflity with refpect to perfo-

(o) Seft. 4
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nal fecurity is felf-evident ; and with refpect to property, its ne-
ceflity will appear from what follows. In the nature of every man,
there isa propenfity to hoard or ftore up things ufeful to himf{elf and
family. But this natural propenfity would be rendered ineffe@tual,
were he not fecured in the pofleflion of what he thus ftores up;
for no man will teil to accumulate what he cannot fecurely pof-
fefs. This fecurity is aiforded by the moral fenfe, which dictates,
that the firlt occupant of goods provided by nature for the fubfift-
ence of man, ought to be fecure in his pofleflion, and that fuch
goods ought to be inviolable as his property. Thus, by the great
law of reftraint, men have a protection for their goods, as well as
for their perfons; and are no lefs fecure in fociety, than if they
were {eparated from each other by impregnable walls.

Several other duties are little lefs eflential than of reftraint to
the exiftence of fociety. Mutual truft and confidence, without
which fociety would be an uncomfortable ftate, enter into the cha-
racer of the human fpecies ; to which the duties of veracity and
fidelity correfpond. The final caufe of thefe correfponding duties,
is obvious : the latter would be of no ufe in fociety without the
former ; and the former, without the latter, would be hurtful, by
laying men open to fraud and deceit.

With refpeét to veracity in particular, man is fo conftituted,
that he muft be indebred to information for the knowledge of
moft things that benefit or hurt him ; and if he could not depend
upon information, fociety would be very little beneficial. Fur-
ther, it is wifely ordered, that we fhould be bound by the moral
{enfe always to {peak truth, even Where we perceive no harm in
tran{erefling that duty ; becaufe it is fufficient that harm may en-
fue, tho’ not forefeen, At the fame time, falfehood always does
mifchief: it may happen not to injure us externally in our ﬁ:pu-
tation, or in our goods : but it never fails to injure us internally ;

for one great blefling of fociety 15, a candid intercourfe of fenti-

ments,
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ments, of opinions, of defires, and wifhes; and to admit any falfe-
hood in fuch intercourfe, would poifon the moft refined pleafures
of life.

Becaufe man is the weakeft of all animals in a ftate of fepara-
tion ; and the very ftrongeft in fociety, by mutual aid and fup-
port to which covenants and promifes greatly contribute, thefe
are made binding by the moral fenfe,

The final caufe of the law of propriety, which enforces the duty
we owe to ourfelves, comes next in order. In difcourfing upon
thofe laws of nature which concern fociety, there is no occafion to
mention any {elf-duty but what relates to fociety ; of which kind
are prudence, temperance, induftry, firmnefs of mind, And that
fuch qualities fhould be made our duty, is wifely ordered in a
double refpect; firft, as qualifying us to a& a proper part in
fociety, and next, as intitling us to good-will from others, It is
the intereft, no doubt, of every man, to fuit his behaviour to the
dignity of his nature, and to the flation allotted him by Provi-
dence ; for fuch rational condué contributes to happinefs, by pre-
ferving health, procuring plenty, gaining the efteem of others,
and, which of all is the greateft blefling, by gaining a juftly-
founded felf-efteem. But here intereft folely is not relied on : the
powerful authority of duty is added, that in a matter of the ut-
moft importance to ourfelves, and of fome importance to the fo-
ciety we live in, our condu@ may be regular and fteady. Thefe
duties tend not only to render a man happy in himfelf, but alfo,
by procuring the good-will and efteem of others, to command
their aid and afliftance in time of need.,

1 proceed to the final caufes of natural rewards and punifliments,

Itis laid down above, that controverfies about property and
bout other matters of intereft, muft be adjufted by the ftandard
of right and wrong. But to bring rewards and punifhments un-

£r=

der the fame flandard, without regard to private confcience;
Vou, IL O o would
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would be a plan unworthy of our Maker, It is extremely clear,
that to reward one who is not confcious of merit, or to punifh
one who is not confcious of guilt, cannot anfwer any good end ;
and in particular, cannot tend either to improvement or to refor-
mation of manners. How much more like the Deity is the plan of
nature, which rewards no man who is not conftious that he me-
rits reward, and punifhes no man who is not confcious that he
-vits punifhment! By that plan, and by that only, rewards
nd punithments accomplifh every good end ; a final caufe mofl
\rious ! The rewards and punifhments that attend the primary
and {econdary virtues, are finely contrived for fupporting the dif=
tin%ion between them, fet forth above. Punifhment muft be
confined to the tranfgreflion of primary virtues, it being the 1n-
tention of nature, that fecondary virtues be entirely free. On the
other hand, fecondary virtues are more highly rewarded than
primacy : generofity, for example, makes a greater figure than ju-
flice; and magnanimity, heroifin, undaunted courage, a full
greater figure. One would imagine, at firlt view, that primary
virtues, being more effential, {hould be intitled to the firft place
in our efteem, and be more amply rewarded than fecondary ; and
yet in elevating the latter above the former, peculiar wifdom and
forefight are confpicuous. Punifhment is appropriated to enforce
primary virtues ; and if thefe virtues were alfo attended with high
rewards, fecondary virtues, degraded to a lower rank, would be

deprived of that enthufiaftic admiration which is their chief fup-
port: felf-intereft would univerfally prevail over benevolence,
ad banifh thofe numberlefs favours we receive from each other

in fociety, which afe beneficial in point of intereft, and {till more

T
(3

fo by generating affection and friendfhip.

In our progrefs through final caufes we come at laft to repara-
tion, one of the principles deftined by Providence for redrefling
wrongs committed, and for preventing the reiteration of them.

The
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The final caufe of this principle, when the mifchief arifes from
intention, is clear: for to prote@ individuals in fociety, it is not
fufficient that the delinquent be punifhed ; it is neceflary over and
above, that the mifchief be repaired.

Secondly, Where the a& is wrong or unjuft, tho' not under-
ftood by the author to be fo, it is wifely ordered that reparation
fhould follow ; which will thus appear. Confidering the fallibility
of man, it would be too fevere to permit advantage to be taken
of one’s error in every circumftance. On the other hand, to make
it a law in our nature, never to take advantage of error, would
be giving too much indulgence to indolence and remiflion of
mind, tending to make us negle@ the improvement of our rational
facultics, Our nature is fo happily framed, as to avoid thefe ex-
tremes by diftinguifhing between gain and lofs. No man is con-
fcious of wrong, when he ‘takes advantage of an error commitred
by another to fave himfelf from lofs : if there muft be a lofs,
common fenfe diQates, that it ought to reft upon the perfon who
has erred, however innocently, rather than upon the perfon who
has not erred. Thus, in a competition among creditors about
the eftate of their bankrupt debtor, every one is at liberty to a-
vail himfelf of every error committed by his competitor, in order
to recover payment. But in lucro captando, the moral fenfe teach-
eth a different leffon ; which is, that no man ought to lay hold of
another’s error to make gain by it. Thus, an heir finding a rough
diamond in the repofitories of his anceftor, gives it away, mifta-
king it for a common pebble: the purchafer is in confcience and
equity bound to reftore, or to pay a juft price.

Thirdly, The following confiderations unfold a final caufe, no
lefs beautiful than that laft mentioned. Society could not {ubfift

in any tolerable manner, were full fcope given to rafhnefs® and
negligence, and to every action that is not {trictly criminal ;
Oo2 wheice
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whence it 1s a maxim founded no lefs upon utility than upon ju-
ftice, That men in fociety ought to be extremely circumfpe®, as
to every action that may poflibly do harm. On the other hand,
it is alfo a maxim, That as the profperity and happinefs of man
depend on action, activity ought to be encouraged, inftead of be-
ing difcouraged by dread of confequences. Thefe maxims, feem-
ingly in oppofition, have natural limits that prevent their en-
croaching upon each other. There is a certain degree of attention
and circum{pection that men generally beftow upon affairs, pro-
portioned to their importance : if that degree were not fuflicient

to defend againft a claim of reparation, individuals would be too
much cramped in adtion; which would be a great difcourage-

ment to activity : if a lefs degree were fufficient, there would be
too great {cope for rafh or remifs condué ; which would prove
the bane of fociety. Thefe limits, which evidently tend to the
good of fociety, are adjufted by the moral fenfe ; which dictates,
as laid down in the feGtion of Reparation, that the man who ads
with forefight of the probability of mifchief, or acs rafhly and
uncautioufly without fuch forefight, ought to be liable for confe-
quences 3 but that the man who adts cautioufly, without forefee-
ing or fufpeiing any mifchief, ought not to be liable for confe-
quences.

In the fame fe@ion it is laid down, that the moral fenfe requires
from every man, not his own degree of vigilance and attention,
which may be very {mall, but that which belongs to the com-
mon nature of the fpecies. The final caufe of that regulation will
appear upon confidering, that were reparation to depend upon per-
fonal circumftances, there would be a neceflity of enquiring into
the characlers of men, their education, their manner of living,
and the extent of their underftanding ; which would render jud-
ges arbitrary, and fuch law-fuits inextricable, But by affuming

the
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the common nature of the fpecies as a ftandard, by which every
man in confcience judges of his own ations, law-fuits about re-
paration are rendered eafy and expeditious.

S MR R VIIL

LiserTY and NECESSITY confidered with refpect to Mora-
lity.

Aving, in the foregoing fetions, afcertained the reality of a

moral fenfe, with its (entiments of approbation and difap-
probation, praife and blame ; the purpofe of the prefent fe@ion
is, to Thew, that thefe fentiments are confiftent with the laws that
govern the actions of man as a rational being, In order to which,
it is firft neceflary to explain thefe laws ; for there has been much
controver{y about them, efpecially among divines of the Armi-
nian and Calvinift feéts.

Human aéions, as laid down in the firft feGtion, are of three
kinds : one, where we act by inftin&, without any view to confe-
quences ; one, where we a& by will in order to produce {fome ef-
fect; and one, where we act againft will. With refpe to the firft,
the agent ad&s blindly, without dehiberation or choice ; and the ex-
ternal act follows neceflarily from the inftin&ive impulfe *, Ac-

tions

* A ftonechatter makes its neft on the ground or near it; and the young, as
foon as they can fhift for themielves, leave the neft inftinétively, An epg of that
bird
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tions done with a view to an end, are in a very different condi-
tion: in thefe, deliberation, choice, will, enter: the intention
to accomplith the end goes firlt; the will to a& in order to ac=
complith the end is next; and the external act follows of courfe,
It is the will then that governs every action done as means to an
end ; and it is defire to accomplifh the end that puts the will in
motion ; defire in this view being commeonly termed the motive to
ac. Thus, hearing that my friend is in the hands of robbers, I
burn with defire to free him : defire influences my will to arm my
fervants, and to fly to his relief. Actions done againit will come
in afterward.

But what is it that raifes defire? The anfwer 1s at hand : it s
the profpet of attaining fome agreeable end, or of avoiding one
that is difagreeable. And if it be again enquired, What makes
an object agreeable or difagreeable, the anfier is equally ready,
that our nature makes it fo; and more we cannot fay. Certain
vifible objects are agreeable, certain founds, and certain fmells;
other objecls of thefe fenfes are difagreeable, But there we muft

flop ; for we are far from being fo intimately acquainted with
our own nature as to aflign the caufes, Thefe hints are fufficient
for my prefent purpofe: if one be curious to know more, the

bird was laid in a fivallow’s neft, fixed to the roof of a church. The fwallow fed
all the young equally without diflinétion. The young ftonechatter left the neit at
the ufual time before it could fly ; and fulling to the g ound, it was taken up dead.
Here is inftinct in purity, exerting itfelf blindly without regard to variation of cir-
cumftances. The fame is obfervable in our dunghill-{awl. They feed on worms,
corn, and other feeds dropt on'the ground. In orde: to difcover their food, na-
ture has provided them with an inftinét to ferape with dae foot; and the inftiné is
fo regularly exercifed, that they ferape even when they are fer upon a heap of
corn.

theory
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theory of defire, and of agreeablenefs and difagreeablenefs, will be
found in Elements of Criticifm (a).
- With refpe&t to inftinétive actions, no perfon, I prefume,
thinks that there is any freedom, more than in acts done againft
will : an infant applies to the nipple, and a bird builds its neft,
no lefs neceffarily than a ftone falls to the ground. With refpect
to voluntary aions, fuch as are done with a view to an end, the
neceflity is the fame, tho’ lefs apparent at firlt view. The exter-
nal a@tion is determined by the will : the will is determined by
defire : and defire by what is agreeable or difagreeable. Hereis a
chain of caufes and effeéts, not one link of which is arbitrary, or
under command of the agent: he cannot will but according to
his defire: he cannot defire but according to what is agreeable
or difagreeable in the objects perceived: nor do thefe qualities
depend on his inclination or fancy; he has no power to make
a beautiful woman ugly, nor to make a rotten carcafe {weet.
Many good men apprehending danger to morality from holding
our ations to be necellary, endeavour to break the chain of can-
fes and effects above mentioned, maintaining, ** That whatever
influence defire or motives may have, it is the agent himfelf

who is the caufe of every action ; that defire may advife, but

cannot command ; and therefore that a man is ftill free to a&

in contradiction to defire and to the ftrongeft motives.” That
a being may exift, which in every cafe acts blindly and arbitrari-
ly, without having any end in view, I can make a fhift to con-
eeive: but it is difficult for me even to imagine a thinking and
rational being, that has affe@ions and paflions, that has a defire-
able end in view, that can eafily accomplifh this end; and yet,
after all, can fly off; or remain at reft, without any caufe, reafon,
or motive, to fway it. If fuch a whimfical being can poiflibly ex-

{#) Chap, 2.
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ift, I am certain that man is not fuch a being. There is perhaps
not a perfon above the condition of a changeling, but can fay
why he did 1o and fo, what moved him, what he intended. Nor
1s a fingle fact ftated to make us believe, that ever a man acted a-
gainft his own will'or defire, who was not compelled by external
violence. On the contrary, conftant and univerfal experience
proves, that human adions are governed by certain inflexible
laws ; and that a man cannot exert his felf~-motive power, but in
purfuance of {fome defire or motive,

Had a motive always the fame influence, a&ions proceeding
from it would appear no lefs neceffary than the actions of mat-
ter. ‘The various degrees of influence that motives have on dif-
ferent men at the fame time, and on the fame man at different
times, occafion a doubt by fuggefling a notion of chance. Some
motives however have fuch influence, as to leave no doubt : a ti-

mid female has a phyfical power to throw herfelf into the mouth
of a lion, roaring for food ; but fhe is with-held by terror no lefs

effectually than by cords : if {he fhould rufh upon the lion, would
not every one conclude that fhe was frantic? A man, tho’ in a
deep fleep, retains a phyfical power to a@, but he cannot exert it
A man, tho’ defperately in love, retains a phyfical power to refufe
the hand of his miftrefs ; but he cannot exert that power in con-
tradiction to his own ardent defire, more than if he were faft a-
fleep. Now if a flrong motive have a neceflary influence, there
1s no reafon for doubting, but that a weak motive muft alfo have
its influence, the fame in kind, tho’ not in degree. - Some ations
indeed are {trangely irregular ; but let the wildeft a&ion be fcru-
tiniz'd, there will always be diftovered fome motive or defire,
which, however whimfical or capricious, was what influenced the
perfon to act. Of two contending motives is it not natural to ex-
pect, that the ftronger will prevail, however little its excefs may
be? If there be any doubt, it muft be from a fuppofition that a

weak
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weak motive can be refifted arbitrarily. Where then are we to fix
the boundary between a weak and a ftrong motive? If a weak
motive can be refifted, why not one a little ftronger, and why not
the ftrongeft? In Elements of Criticifm (a) the reader will find
many examples of contrary motives weighing againft each other.
Let him ponder thefe with the ftriCeft attention: his conclufion
will be, that between two motives, however nearly balanced, a
man has not an arbitrary choice, but muft yield to the ftronger.
The mind indeed flutuates for {fome time, and feels itfelf in a
meafure loofe: at laft, however, it is determined by the more
powerful motive, as a balance is by the greater weight after ma-
ny vibrations,

Such then are the laws that govern our voluntary adions. A
man is abfolutely free to act according to his own will ; greater
freedom than which 1s not conceivable. At the fame time, as
man is made accountable for his condué, to his Maker, to his
fellow-creatures, and to himfelf, he is not left to a& arbitrarily ;
for at that rate he would be altogether unaccountable : his will is
regulated by defire ; and defire by what pleafes or difpleafés him.
Where we are fubjected to the will of another, would it be our
wifh, that his will fhould be under no regulation? And where
we are guided by our own will, would it be reafonable to wifh,
that it {hould be under no regulation, but be exerted without rea-
fon, without any motivé, and contrary to common f{enfe 2 Thus,
with regard to human condu@, there is a chain of laws eftablith-
ed by nature, not one link of which is left arbitrary. By that
wife {yftem, man is rendered accountable : by it, he is made a fit
fubjet for divine and human government: by it, perfons of faga-
city forefee the condu of others : and by it, the prefcience of the
Deity with refpect to human actions, is firmly eftablifhed.

{a) Chap, 2. part 4.

YoL, II, . Pp
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The abfurd figure men would make if they could a&t contraryto
motives, Thould be fufficient, one may think, to open our eyes with-
out an argument. What a defpicable figure doesa perfon make, up-~
on whom the {fame motive has great influence at one time, and
very little at another ?  He is a bad member of fociety, and can-
not be rely’d on as a friend or asan aflociate. - But how highly
rational 1s this fuppofed perfon, compared with one who can a&t
in contradi@ion to every motive? The former may be termed
whimfical or capricious : the latter 1s worfe ; he is abfolutely un-
accountable, and cannot be the fubject of government, more than
a lump of matter unconfcious of its own motion.

Let the faculty of a&ing be compared with that of reafoning:
the comparifon will tend to foften our reluctance to the neceflary
influence of motives. A man fometimes blunders in reafoning; but
he is tied by his nature, to form conclufions upon what appears
to him true at the time, If he could arbitrarily form a different
conclufion, what an abfurd reafoner would he be! Would a man
be lefs abfurd, if he had a power of a@ting againft motives, and
contrary to what he thinks right or eligible? To a¢ in that
manner, 1is inconfiftent with any notion we can form of a fenfible
being. Nor do we fuppofe that man is fuch a being : in account-
ing for any action, however whimfical, we always afcribe it to
{ome motive, never once dreaming that there was no motive,

And after all, where would be the advantage of fuch an arbi-
trary power ! Can a rational man wifh {ferioufly to have fuch a
power ! or can he ferioufly think, that God would make man fb
whimfical a being? To endue man with a degree of felf-com-
mand fufficient to refift every vidous motive, without any power
to refift thofe that are virtuous, would indeed be a gift of value;
but too great for man, becaufe it would exalt him to be an an-
gel. But fuch felf-command as to refift both equally, which is

the prefent {uppofition, would unqualify us for being governed
either
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cither by God or by man, Better far to be led as rational creatures
by the profpect of good, however erroneous our judgement may
fometimes be,

- Confidering that man is the only terreflrial being formed to
know his Maker, and to worfhip him, will it not found harfhly,

while all other animals are fubjected to divine government, and
unerringly fulfil their deftination, that man alone fhould be
withdrawn from divine government, and be {o framed, that nei-
ther his Maker, nor he himfelf, can forefee what he will do the
next moment ! The power of refifting the ftrongeft motives, whe-
ther of religion or of morality, would render him independent of
the Deity.

This reafoning is too diffufe: may it not be comprehended in a
fingle view ? it will make the deeper impreflion. There may be
conceived different {yftems for governing man as a thinking and
rational being. One is, That virtuous motives thould always pre-
vail over every other motive. This, in appearance, would be the
moft perfet government. But. man is not {o conftituted ; and
.there is reafon to doubt, whether fuch perfection would in his
prefent ftate correfpond to the other branches of his nature (a).
Another fyftem is, That virtuous motives fometimes prevail, fome-
times vitious ; and that we are always determined by the prevail-
ing motive. This is the true fyftem of nature; and hence great
variety of character and of conduét among men. A third {yftem
is, That motives have influence ; but that one can a& in contra-
di&ion to every motive. This is the fyftem I have been combat-
ing. Obferve only what it refolves into. How is an acion to be
accounted for that is done in contradiction to every motive ? It
wanders from the region of common fenfe into that of mere

(#) See book 2. fketch 1. atthe end.

Ppa2 chance,
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chance. If fuch were the nature of man, no one could rely on an=
other: a promife or an oath would be a rope of fand : the utmoft
cordiality between my friend and me, would be no fecurity againft
his ftabbing me with the firft weapon that comes in his way,
Would any man wifh to have been formed according to fuch a
{fyftem ? He would probably wifh to have been formed according
to the fyftem firft mentioned : but that is deny’d him, virtuous
motives fometimes prevailing, fometimes vicious ; and from the
wifdom of Providence we have reafon to believe, that this law is
of all the beft fitted for man in his prefent ftate,

To conclude this branch of the fubjet: In none of the works of
Providence, fo far as we can penetrate, is there difplay’d a deeper
reach of art and wifdom, than in the laws of action peculiar to
man as a thinking and rational being. Were he left loofe, to adt
in contradition to motives, there would beno place for prudence,
forefight, nor for adjufting means toan end : it could not be fore-
feen by others what a man will do the next hour; nay it could
not be forefeen, even by himfelf. Man would not be capable of
rewards and punifhments: he would not be fitted, either for di-
vine or for human government : he would be a creature that has
no refemblance to the human race. But man is not left loofe ; for
tho’ he is at liberty to act according to his own will, yet his will
is regulated by défire, and defire by what pleafes and difpleafes.
This conneftion preferves uniformity of conduct, and confines
human ‘actions within the great chain of canfes and effeéts. By
this admirable {yftem, liberty and neceflity, feemingly incompa=
tible, are made perfectly concordant, fitting ‘us for fociety, and
for government both human and divine,

Having explained the laws that govern human a&tions, we proceed
to what is chiefly intended in the prefent fe@ion, which is, to ex=
amine, how far the moral fentiments handled 'in the foregoing
{etions are confiftent with thefe laws. Let it be kept in view,

that
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that our moral fentiments and feelings are founded entirely upon
the moral fenfe ; which unfolds to us a right and a wrong in ac-
tions. From the fame {enfe are derived the fentiments of appro-
bation and praife when a man does right, and of difapproba-
tion and blame when he does wrong. Were we deftitute of the
moral fenfe, right and wrong, praife and blame, would be as little
underftood as colours are by one born blind *,

The formidable argument that is urged, to prove that our mo-
ral fentiments are inconfiftent with the fuppofed neceflary in-
fluence of motives, is what follows. “° If motives have a necef-
“ fary influence on our actions, there can be no good reafon to
“ praife a man for doing right, nor to blame him for doing
“ wrong. What foundation can there be, either far praife or
¢ blame, when it was not in a man’s power to have ated other-
“ wife. A man commits murder inftigated by a fudden fit of
¢ revenge: why fhould he be punifhed, if he acted neceffarily,

*“ and could not refift the violence of the paflion i” Here it is
fuppofed, that a power of refiftance is eflential to praife and
blame. But upon examination it will be found, that this fup-
pofition has not any fupport in the moral fenfe, nor in reafon,
nor in the common fenfe of mankind.

With refpet to the firflt, the moral {fenfe, as we have feen above,
places innocence and guilt, and confequently praife and blame,

* In an intricate fubjeft like the prefent, great care fhould be taken to avoid
smbignities. The term praife has two different fignificarions: in one fenfe it is
oppofed to-dlame ; in another, to difpraife. In the former fenfe it exprefles a mo-
ral fentiment+ in the latter, it exprefles only the approving any objeét that pleafes
me, I praife one man for his candour, and blame another for being a double-
dealer. "Thefe, both of them, imply will and intention. T praife a man for being
dcute 3 but for being dull, Ionl}r difpraife -him. I praife a woman for beaury;
but blame not any for .uglinefs, I only:difpraife them. Nene of thefe particulars
imply will or intentiomn,

entirely
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entirely upon will and intention. The connetion between the
motive and the a&ion, fo far from diminifhing, enhances the
praife or blame, The greater influence a virtuous motive has, the
greater is the virtue of the agent, and the more warm our praife,

On the other hand, the greater influence a vitious motive has, the

=]
oreater 1s the vice of the agent, and the more-violently do we
blame him. As this is the cardinal point, 1 with to have it con-
fidered in a general view. It is eflential both to human and di-
vine government, that the influence of motives {hould be necef-
fary. It is equally effential, that that neceflary influence fhould
not have the effe® to leflen guilt in the eftimation of men. To
fulfil both ends, guilt is placed by the moral fenfe entirely upon
will and intention : a man accordingly blames himfelf for doing
mifchief willingly and intentionally, without once confidering
whether he acted neceffarily or not. And his {entiments are ad-
opted by all the world : they pronounce the fame fentence of con-
demnation that he himfelf does. A man put to the torture, yields
to the pain, and with bitter relucance reveals the fecrets of his
party : -another does the fame, yielding to a tempting bribe. The
Jatter only is blamed as guilty of a crime ; and yet the bribe per-
haps operated as ftrongly on the latter, as torture did on the for-
mer. Buttheonewascompelled againft his will to reveal the fecrets
of his party ; and therefore is innocent : the other acted willingly,
in order to procure a great fum of money ; and therefore 1s
guilty.

With refpe to reafon, I obferve, that the argument I am com-
bating is an appeal to a wrong tribunal: the moral fenfe is the
only judge in this controverfy, not the faculty of reafon. At the
fame time, I fhould have no fear of a fentence againft me, were
reafon to be the judge. For would not reafon ditate, that the lefs
4 man wavers about his duty ; or, in other words, the lefs influ-
ence
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ence vitious motives have, the more praife-worthy he is; and the
more blameable, the lefs influence virtuous motives have,

Nor are we led by common fenfe to differ from reafon and the
moral {fenfe. A man commits murder, overcome by a fudden fit
of revenge which he could not refift ; will not one be led to reflet,
even at firflt view, that the man did not wifh to refit ? on the
contrary, that he would have committed the murder, tho’ he had
not been under any neceflity ! A perfon of plain underftanding
will fay, What fignifies it whether the criminal could refift or not,
when he committed the murder wittingly and willingly? A man
gives poifon privately out of revenge. Does any one doubt of his
guilt, when he never once repented ; tho’ after adminiftering the
poifon it no lenger was in his power to draw back? A man may
be guilty and blame-worthy, even where there is external com-
puliion that he cannot refit. With fivord in hand I run to at-
tack an enemy : my foot {lipping, I fall headlong upon him, and

by that accident the {fword is pufh’d into his body. The external
act was not the effe@ of Will, but of accident: but my inten-
tion was to commit murder, and I am guilty. All men ac-
knowledge, that the Deity is neceflarily good. Does that cir-
cumftance detract from his praife in common apprehenfion ? On

the contrary, he merits from us the higheft praife on that very
account,

It 1s commonly faid, that there can be no virtue where there i
no {truggle. Virtue, it is true, is beft known from a ftruggle: a
man who has never met with a temptation, can be little confident
of his virtue. But the obfervation taken in a {trict fenfe, is un-
doubtedly erroneous. A man, tempted to betray his trufl, wa-
vers ; but, after much doubting, refufes at laft the bribe, Ano-
ther hefitates not a moment, but rejeéts the bribe with difdain :
duty is obfiinate, and will not fuffer him even to deliberate. Is:

there
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there no virtue in the latter ?  Undoubtedly more than in the for-
mer.,

Upon the whole, it appears that praife and blame reft ultimate-
ly upon the difpofition or frame of mind. Nor is it obvious, that
a power to act againft motives, could vary in any degree thefe mo-
ral fentiments, ‘When a man commits a crime, let it be fuppo-
fed, that he could have refifted the prevailing motive. 'Why then
did he not refift, inftead of bringing upon himfelf thame and mi-
fery? The anfwer muft be, for no other can be given, that
his difpofition is vitious, and that he is a deteftable creature,
Further, it is not a little difficult to conceive, how a man can re-
fitt a prevailing motive, without having any thing in his mind
that fhould engage him to refift it. But letting that pafs, I make
the following fuppofition. A man is tempted by avarice to ac-
cept a bribe : if he refift upon the principle of duty, he is led by
the prevailing motive : if he refift without having any reafon or
motive for refifting, I cannot difcover any merit in fuch refift-
ance : it feems ‘to refolve into a matter of chance or accident,
whether he refift or do not refift. Where can the merit lie of re-
fifting a vitious motive, when refiftance happens by mere chance?
and where the demerit of refifting a virtuous motive, when it is
owing to the fame chance? If a man, aftuated by no principle,
good or bad, and having no end or purpofe in view, fhould kill
his neighbour, I {eenot that he would ‘be more aceountable, than
if he had acted in his {leep, or were mad.

Human punifhments are perfectly confiftent with the neceflary
influence of motives, without fuppofing a power to withftand
them, If it beurged, That a man ought not to be punifhed for
committing a crime when he could not refift; the anfwer is, That
as he committed the ecrime intentionally, and with his eyes open,
he is' guilty in his .own opinion, and in the opinion of all men;
and he juftly fuffers punithment, to prevent him or others from

doing
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doing the like in time to come, The dread of punithment is a
weight in the {cale on the fide of virtue, to counterbalance vicious
motives.

The final caufe of this branch of our nature is admirable. If
the neceflary influence of motives had the effe¢t either to leflen
the merit of a virtuous action, or the demerit of a crime, morali-
ty would be totally unhinged. The moft virtnots acion would
of all be the leaft worthy of praife ; and the moft vicious be of all
the leaft worthy of blame. Nor would the evil ftop there: inftead
of curbing inordinate paflions, we fhould be encouraged to in-
dulge them, as an excellent excufe for doing wrong. Thus, the
moral fentiments of approbation and difapprobation, of- praife
and blame, are found perfedly confiftent with the laws above
mentioned that govern human actions, without hawng recourfe
to an imaginary power of acting againft motives.

The only plaufible objection I have met with againft the fore-
going theory, 1s the remorfe a mah feels for a crime he fuddenly
commits, and as {fuddenly repents of. During a fic of bitter re~
morfe for having flain my favourite fervant in a violént paffion,
without juit provocation, I accufe myfelf for having given way to
paflion ; and acknowledge thatI could and ought to have re-
{ftrained it. Here we find remorfe founded on a fyftem dire@ly
oppofite to that above laid down ; a {yftem that acknowledges no
neceflary connection between an action and the motive that pro-
duced it; but, on the contrary, fuppofes that it is in a man’s
power to refift his paflion, and that he ought to refift it, What
thall be faid upon this point? Can a man be a neceflary agent,
when he 1s conicious of the contrary, and is fenfible that he
can aét in contradiction to motives ? his objection is ftrong
in appearance ; and would be invincible, were we not happily
rclieved of it by a dolrine laid down in Elements of Criti-

-
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cifin (a) concerning the irregular influence of paffion on our opi=
nions and {entiments. Upon examination, it will be found, that
the prefent cafe may be added to the many examples there given
of this irregular influence.. In a peevith fit, 1 take exception at
Eijmt: flight word or gefture of my friend, which I interpret as if
he doubted of my veracity. I am inftantly in a flame: in vain
lie protefts that he had no meaning, for impatience will not fuffer
me to liften. 1 bid him draw, which- he does with reluctance ;
and before he is well prepared, I give him a mortal wound. Bit-
ter remorfe and anguith fucceed inftantly to rage. * What have
* Idone? why did I not abftain ? I was not mad, and yet I have
* murdered my innocent friend : there is the hand that did the
* horrid deed ; why did not I rather turn it againft my own
* heart?” Here every impreflion of neceflity vanithes : my mind
tells me that I was abfolutely free, and that I ought to have
{mothered my paflion. I put an oppofite cafe. A brutal fellow
treats me with great indignity, and proceeds even to a blow. My
paflion rifes beyond the poflibility of reftraint: I can fcarce for-
bear {o long as to bid him draw ; and that moment I {tab him to
the heart. | am forry for 11’11.111”' been engaged with a ruflian,
but have no contrition nor remorfe. In this C;l.c, my {entiments
are very different from what they are in the other. I never once

dream that I could -'a wve refifted the impulﬁ: of p"““:n- on t]",

t bear the affront; am_l that I muit have l}c--::l [.‘rl'd:hiCEl

bk

1"1;-;' a coward, bad 1 not done what I did.” In reality, both the
altions were equally neceflary. Whence then opinions and i'ctli:_-
ments o oppofite to each other? The irregular influence of paflion
on our u]:-inimls and fentiments, will folve the queftion. AH viar
lent paflions are prone to their own gratification, A man affeéted

{e) Chap. 2. partg.

& -

with
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with deep remorfe abhors himfelf, and is odious iii 'his own eyes;
and it gratifies the paflion, to indulge the thought that his guilt
is beyond the poflibility of excufe. " In the firfl cafe accordingly;
remorfe forces upon me a conviction that I might have reftrained
my paflion, and ought to have reftrained it. I will not give way
to any excufe; becaufe in a fit of remorfe it gives me pain to be
excufed. In the other cafe, there being no remorfe, there is no
difguife ; and things appear in their true light, To illuftrate this
reafoning, I obferve, that paflion warps my judgement of the ac-
tions of others, as well as of my own, Many examples are given
in the chapter above quoted : join to thefe the following. My fer-
vant aiming at a partridge, happens to fhoot a favourite fpaniel
crofling the way unfeen. Inflamed with anger, I ftorm at his
rathnefs, pronounce him guilty, and will liften to no excufe.
When my pailion is {pent, | become fenfible that it was merely
accidental, and that the man is abfolutely innocent. The nurfe
overlays my only child, the long-expeéted heir to a great eftate.
It is with difficuley that I reframn from putting her to death: ** The
¢ wretch has murdered my infant, and deferves to be torn to
“ pieces.” When my pafiion fubfides, I {ee the matter in a very
different light. The poor woman is inconfolable, and can fcarce
believe that fhe is innocent: the bitterly reproaches herfelf for
want of care and concern. But, upon cool refle¢tion, both ,fhe
and I are {fenfible, that no perfon in found fleep has any {elf-com-
mand ; and that we cannot be anfwerable for any adtion of which
we are not confcious. Thus, upon the whole, we find, that any
impreflion we may occafionally have of being able to act in con-
tradiction to motives, is the refult of paflion, not of found judge-
ment.

The reader will obferve, that this fe@ion is copied from Effays
on Morality and Natural Religion, The ground-work is the {fame:

the alterations are only in the {uperftructure ; and the fubj
Qq2 abridged
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abridged in order to adapt it to its prefent place. Part of the a-
bridgement was publifhed in the fecond edition of the Principles
of Equity. But as law-books have little currency, the publifh-
ing the whole in one effay, will not, 1 hope, be thought impro-

Per.
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Upon CHANCE and CONTINGENCY,

Hold it to be an intuitive propofition, That the Deity is the

primary caufe of all things; that with confummate wifdom
he formed the great plan of government, which he carries on by
laws fuited to the different natures of animate and inanimate be-
ings; and that thefe laws, produce a regular chain of caufes and
effeCts in the moral as well as the material world, admitti.ng no e-
vents but what are comprehended in the original plan (a). Hence
it clearly follows, that chance is excluded out of this world, that
nothing can happen by accident, and that no event is arbitrary or
contingent, . 'This is the doétrine of the effay quoted; and, in my
apprehenfion, well founded. But I cannot fubferibe to what fol-
lows, viz. ** That we have an impreflion of chance and. contin-
¢ gency, which confequently muft be delufive.” 1 would not
willingly admit any delufion in the nature of man, where it is not

‘made evident beyond contradiction ; and 1 now fee clearly, that

{a) See Effays on Morality and Natural Religion, part 1. effay 3.
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the impreflion we have of chance and contingency, is not delufive,
but perfectly confiftent with the eftablifhed plan.

The explanation of chance and contingency in the faid eflay,
fhall be given in the author’s own words, as a proper text to rea-

fon upon. *“ In our ordinary train of thinking, it is certain

¢ that all” events appear not to us as neceflary. A mulatude of

“ events feem to be under our power to caufe or to prevent ; and

“ we readily make a diftinction betwixt events that are neceffary,

“ 7, e. that muft be; and events that are contingent, 1. ¢. that may

*be

(11

, or may not be. This diftinftion is void of truth: for all

things that fall out either in the material or moral world, are,
a5 we have feen, alike neceffary, and alike the refult of fixed
“ Jaws, Yet, whatever convition a philofopher may have of
this, the diftinGtion betwixt things neceflary and things con-
“ tingent, poflefles his common train of thought, as much as it
“ poffefles the moft illiterate.  We act univerfally upon that dif-
“ tin@ion: nay it is in truth the caufe of all the labour, care,
¢ and induftry, of mankind. I #lluflrate this doéirine by an ex-~

“ ample. Conftant experience hath taughtus, that deathisa ne-
¢ ceflary event. ‘The human frame 1s not made to laft for ever
“ in its prefent condition; and no man thinks of more than a

“ temporary exiftence upon tl

s globe. But the particular time
 of our death appears a contingent event. However certain it
“ be, that the time and manner of the death u'i each individual

“is determined by a train of preceding caufes, and is no lefs

¢ fixed than the hour of the fun’s 1'1!'1:1“; or fetting ; yet no perfon
“ is affected by this doftrine. In the care of prolonging life, we
i - dm,l:.! by the fuppofed contingency of the time of death,
“ which, to a certain term of years, we confider as depending in
“ a great meafvre on ourfelves, by caution againft accidents,
“ due ufe of food, exercife, &c. Thefe means are profecuted
“ wwith the fame diligence ag if there were in fa@ no neceflary

¥ tran
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fcs to fix the period of life. In fhort, whoever
own practical ideas, whoever refleéts upon the
meaning of the following words which occur in all languages,
hings if-;;’,"'.-.-ﬁrﬂ', centmgent, that are in aur powver to caufe or pre=
L SRR N v ey s B o (SR T e U T O
W1 OeVEer, lay, FCHCCLS upon thele words, will clearly
, that they {uggeft certain perceptions or notions 1'cm13:‘.;u1t

&rine above eftablithed of univer{al necefiity

‘der to fhow that there 15 no repugnance, I hl:a-i:} wit
hance and contingency. 'The former i1s applied to events
have happened ; the latter to future events. When we fay a
thing has happened by chance, we do not mean that ‘chance was

s 1

the caule; for no perfon ever thought that chance is a thing that
can act, and by acting produce events: we only mean, that we
are ignorant of the caufe, and that, for ought we fee, it might
have happened or not happened, or have happened differently.
Aiming at a bird, I thoot by chance a favourite fpaniel : the mean-
ing is not, that chance killed the dog, but that as to me the dog’s
death was accidental.: With refpect to contingency, future events
that are variable, and the caufe unknown, are faid to be contin-

gent '3

froft or thaw to-morrow, whether fair-or foul. In a word,

changes of the weather, for example, whether it will be

chance and contingency applied to events, mean not that fuch e-
vents happen without any caufe, but only that we are ignorant of

L.lf‘ C: L'L'L-_.

[t appears to me clear, that there is no fuch thing in human na-

ure as a fenfe of contingency; or, in other words, a fenfe that a-
hing happens without a caufe: fuch a fenfe would be grofsly
True it is imlr:ud, that our fenfe of a caufe is but clou-

n-

dy and indiftinct with refpeét to certain events.  Events that hap-
pen regularly, fuch as fummer and winter, rifing and fetting of

the fun, give us a diltin& impreflion of a caufe. The impref-
fion is lefs diltin¢t with refpect to events lefs regular, fuch as al-

terations
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terations of the weather ; and extremely indiftinét with refpect to
events that feldom happen, and that happen without any known
caufe. But with refpeét to no evenr whatever does our fenfe of
a caufe vanifh altogether, and give place to a pofitive fenfe of
contingency, that is, a_fenfe of things happening without a
caufe.

Chance and contingency thus explained, fuggelt not any per-
ception or notion repugnant'to the dorine of univerfal neceflity ;
for my ignorance of a caufe, does not, even in my own apprehen-
fion, exclude a caufe. Defcending to particulars, I take the ex-
ample mentioned in the text, viz, the uncertainty of the time of
my death. Knowing that my life depends in fome meafure on
myfelf, I ufe all means to preferve i, by proper food, exercife,
and care to prevent accidents. Nor is there any delufion here, 1
am moved to ufe thefe means by the defire I have to live: thefe
means accordingly prove effectual to carry on my prefent exifi-
ence to the appointed period ; and in that view are {6 many links
in the great chain of caufes and effe&s. A burning coal fulling
from the grate upon the floor, wakes me from a found fleep. 1
ftart up to extinguifh the fire. The motive is irrefitible: nor have
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and I have no reafon to forbear, confidering that my actions, by
producing their intended effects, contribute to carry on the uni-
verfal chain.

PudAs R o 11,

ProcrEss of MoRALITTY,

- FAving unfolded the principles of morality, the next ftep
is, to trace out its gradual progrefs, from its infancy a-
mong favages, to its maturity among polithed nations. 'The
hiftory of opinions concerning the foundation of morality, falls not
within my plan; and I am glad to be relieved from an article
that is executed in perfedtion by more able hands (a).

An animal is brought forth with every one of its external mem-~
bers ; and completes its growth, not by production of any new
member, but by addition of matter to thofe originally formed.
The fame holds with refpe& to internal members ; the fenfes, for
example, inftinéts, powers and faculties, principles and propen-
fities : thefe are coeval with the individual, and are gradually un-
folded, fome early, fome late, The external fenfes, being necef-
fary for {elf-prefervation, foon arrive at maturity. Some internal
fenfes, of order for inftance, of propriety, of dignity, being of no
ufe during infancy, are not only flow in their progrefs toward
maturity, but require much culture. Among favages they are
{carce perceptible,

The moral fenfe, in its progrefs, differs from thofe laft men-

{a) Dr Cudworth and Dr Smath.
tioned :
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tioned : it is frequently difcovered, even in childhood. It is how-
ever flow of growth, and feldom arrives at perfetion without
culture and experience.

The moral fenfe not only ripens gradually with the other inter-
nal fenfes mentioned, but from them acquires force and additional
authority : a favage makes no difficulty to kill an enemy in cold
blood : bloody feenes are familiar to him, and his moral fenfe is
not {ufficiently vigorous to give him compundction. The action
appears in a different light to a perfon who has more delicacy of
feeling ; and accordingly the moral fenfe has much more autho-
rity over thofe who have received a refined education, than over
{avages.

It is pleafant to trace the progrefs of morality in members of a
polithed nation. Objedts of external fenfe make the firft impreflions;
and from them are derived a ftock of fimple ideas. Affection, ac-
companying ideas, is firft directed to particular objeéts, fuch as
my brother, my wife, my friend. The mind, opening by degrees,
takes in complex objects, fuch as my country, my religion, the
government under which I live; and thefe alfo become objeds of
affetion. Our connections multiply, and the moral {fenfe gain-
ing {lrength as the mind opens, regulates our duty to each of
them. Obje@s of hatred multiply, as well as objects of affection,
and give full fcope to diffocial paflions, the moft formidable an-
tagonifts that morality has to encounter. But nature hath pro-
vided a remedy : the perfon who indulges malice or revenge, is
commonly the greateft fufferer by the indulgence : men become
wife by experience, and have more peace and fatisfaction in fo-
ftering kindly affection : ftormy paflions are fubdued, or brought
under rigid difcipline ; and benevolence triumphs over felfilhnefs.
We refine upon the pleafures of fociety: we learn to {ubmit our
opinions : we affe® to give preference to others ; and readily fall
in with whatever fweetens focial intercourfe: we carefully avoid

Vou. 1L R r caufes
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caufes of difcord ; and overlocking trifling offences, we are fatif-
fied with moderate reparation, even for grofs injuries.

A nation from its original favage ftate, grows to maturity like
the individuals above deferibed, and the progrefs of morality is the
fame in both. The favage ftate is the infancy of a nation, during
which the moral fenfe is feeble, yielding to cuftom, to imitation,
to paflion. But a nation, like a member of a polithed fociety,
ripens gradually, and acquires a tafte in the fine arts, with a-
cutenefs of fenfe in matters of right and wrong. Hatred and re-
venge, the great obftacles to moral duty, raged without control,
while the privilege of avenging wrongs was permitted to indivi-
duals (). But hatred and revenge yielded gradually to the plea-
fures of fociety, and to the growing authority of the moral fenfe;
and benevolent affections prevailed over diffocial paflions. In that
comfortable period, we hear no more of cruelty as a national cha-
racter : on the contrary, the averfion we have to an enemy, is e~
ven in war exercifed with moderation. Nor do the ftormy paffions
ever again revive ; for after a nation begins to decline from its
meridian height, the paflions that prevail are not of the violent
kind, but felfifh, timorous, and deceitful.

Morality however has not to this day arrived to fuch maturity
as to operate between nations with equal fteadinefs and vigour as
between individuals. Ought this to be regretted as an imperfec-
tion in our nature? I think not: had we the fame compun@ion
of heart for injuring a nation as for injuring an individual, and
were injuftice equally blameable as to both, war would ceafe,

and a golden age enfue; than which a greater misfortune could
not befal the human race (&),

q *7

{#) See Hillorical Law-trads, trad 1.

(#) Book 2. fketch 1.

In
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In the progrefs from maturity to a declining ftate, a nation
differs widely from an individual, Old age puts an end to the
latter : there are many caufes that weaken the former; but old
age is none of them, if it be notin a metaphorical fenfe. Riches,
felfithnefs, and luxury, are the difeafes that weaken profperous na-
tions : thefe difeafes, following each other in a train, corrupt the
heart, dethrone the moral fenfe, and make an anarchy in the
foul : men ftick at no expence to purchafe pleafure ; and they ftick
at no vice to fupply that expence.

Such are the outlines of morality in its progrefs from birth to
burial ; and thefe outlines I propofe to fill up with an induction
of particulars. Looking back to the commencement of civil foci-
ety, when no wants were known but thofe of nature, and when
fuch wants were amply provided for ; we find individuals of the
fame tribe living innocently and cordially together : they had no
irregular appetites, nor any ground of ftrife. In that flate, mo-
ral principles joined their influence with that of national affection,
te fecure individuals from harm, Savages accordingly, who have
plenty of food, and are fimple in habitation and cloathing, fcl-
dom trafgrefs the rules of morality within their own tribe. Dio-
dorus Siculus, who compofed his hiftory recently after Cefar’s ex-
pedition into Britain, fays, that the inhabitants dwelt in mean
cottages covered with reeds or fticks ; that they were of much [ince-
rity and integrity, contented with plain and homely fare; and
were {trangers to the excefs and luxury of rich men. 1n Friezeland,
in Holland, and in other maritime provinces of the Netherlands,
locks and keys were unknown, till the inhabitants became rich
by commerce : they contented themfelves with bare neceflaries,
which every one had in plenty. The Laplanders have no notion
of theft. When they make an excurfion into Norway, which is
performed in the fummer months, they leave their huts open,
without fear that any thing will be purloined. TFormerly, they

‘ ‘Rr2 were
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were entirely upright in their only commerce, that of bartering
the fkins of wild beafts for tobacco, brandy, and coarfe cloth, But
being often cheated by firangers, they begin to be more cunning,
Crantz, defcribing the inhabitants of Iceland before they were cor-
rupted by commerce with ftrangers, fays, that they lived under
the fame roof with their cattle; thart every thing was common a-
mong them except their wives and children; and that they were
fimple in their manners, having no appetite but for what nature
requires. In the reign of Edwin King of Northumberland, a
child, as hiftorians report, might have travelled with a purfe of
gold, without hazard of robbery : in our days of luxury, want is
1o tutolerable, that even fear of death is not fufficient to deter us.
All travellers agree, that the native Canadians are perfectly difin-
terelted, abhorring deceit and lying. The Californians are fond
of iron and fharp inftruments ; and yet are fo {tri@tly honeft, that
carpenter-tools left open during night, were fafe. The favages of
North America had no locks for their goods: they probably have
learned from Europeans, to be more circumfpect. Procopius bears
teftimony (a), that the Sclavi, like the Huns, were innocent people,
frec of all malice. Plan Carpin, the Pope’s ambaffador to the
Cham of Tartary, ann. 1246, fays, that the Tartars are not ad-
cdicted to thieving ; and that they leave their goods open without
a lock, Nicholas Damafcenus reports the fame of the Celtz, The
original inhabitants of the ifland Borneo, expelled by the Maho-
metans from the fea-coaft to the center of the country, are honeft,
indufirious, and kindly to each other: they have fome notion of
property, but not fuch as to render them covetous. - Pagans in Si-
beria are numerous ; and, tho’ grofsly ignorant efpecially in mat-
ters of religion, they are a good moral people, It is rare to hear

{) Hiftoria Gothica, lib. 3.

among
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among them of perjury, thieving, fraud, or drunkennefs; if we
except thofe who live among the Ruflian Chriftians, with whofe
vices they are tainted. Strahlenberg (a) bears teftimony to their
honelty. Having employ’d a number of them in a long naviga-
tion, he flept in the fame boat with men whofe names he knew
not, whofe language he underftood not, and yet loft not a particle
of his baggage., Being obliged to remain a fortnight among the
Oftiacs, upon the river Oby, his baggage lay open in a hut inha-
bited by a large family, and yet nothing was purloined. The fol-
lowing incident, which he alfo mentions, is remarkable, A Ruf-
fian of Tobolfki, in the courfe of a long journey, lodged one
night in an Oftiac’s hut, and the next day on the road mifled his
purfe with a hundred rubles. His landlord’s fon, hunting at
fome diftance from the hut, found the purfe, but left it there.
By his father’s order, he covered it with branches, to fecure
it in cafe an owner fhould be found. After three months, the
Ruffian returning, lodged with the fame Oftiac; and mentioning
occafionally the lofs of his purfe, the Oftiac, who at firft did not

recollect his face, cry’d out with joy, *

Art thou the man who
“ loft that purfe ? my fon fhall go and fhow thee where it lies,
‘ that thou may’ft take it up with thine own hand.” The Hot-
tentots (4) have not the leaft notion of theft: tho' immoderately
fond of tobacco and brandy, they are employ’d by the Dutch for
tending warehoufes full of theft commodities. Here is an in-
ftance of probity above temptation, even among favages in the
firft ftage of focial life. Some individuals are more liberally en-
dued than others with virtuous principles : may it not be thought,

that in that refpe nature has been more kind to the Hottentots

{#) Defcription of Ruffia, Siberia, &c.

(#) Kolben,
than




ATy,

et

318 S B 4:B NG E S Book IIL,

than to many other tribes? Spaniards, fettled on the fea-coaft of
Chili, carry on a commerce with neighbouring favages, for
bridles, {purs, knives, and other manufactures of iron; and in
return receive oxen, horfes, and even children for flaves. A Spa-
niard carries his goods there; and after obtaining liberty to dif-
pofe of them, he moves about, and delivers his goods, without
the leaft referve, toevery one who bargains with him. When all
is fold, he intimates his departure; and every purchafer hurries
with his goods to him; and it is not known that any one Indian
ever broke his engagement. They give him a guard to carry him
{fafe out of their territory, with all the flaves, horfes, and cattle
he has purchafed. The favages of Brazil are faithful to their
promifes, and to the treaties they make with the Portuguefe,
Upon fome occafions, they may be accufed of error and wrong
judgement, but never of injuftice nor of duplicity.

While the earth was thinly peopled, plenty of food, procured by
hunting and fifhing, promoted population; but as population
leflens the ftock of animal food, a favage nation, encreafing in
numbers, muft {pread wider and wider for more game. Thus
tribes, at firlt widely feparated from each other, approach gra-
duallytill they become neighbours. Hence a new fcene with refpect
to morality. Differences about their hunting-fields, about theit
game, about perfonal injuries, multiply between neighbours ; and
every quarrel is blown into a flame, by the averfion men naturally
have to ftrangers, Anger, hatred, and revenge, find now vent,
which formerly lay latent without an objet : diflocial paflions
prevail without control, becaufe among favages morality is no
match for them ; and cruelty becomes predominant in the hu-
man race. Ancient hiftory accordingly 1s full of enormous cruel-
ties ; witnefs the incurfions of the northern barbarians into the
Roman empire ; and witnefs the incurfions of Genhizcan and Ta-

merlane
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merlane into the fertile countries of Afia, {preading deftru@ion
with fire and fword, and fparing neither man, woman, nor in-
fant.

Malevolent paflions daily exercifed againft perfons of a different
tribe, acquiring ftrength by exercife, came to be vented againft
perfons even of the fame tribe; and the privilege long enjoy’d
by individuals, of avenging the wrongs done to them, beftow’d
irrefiftible force upon fuch paffions (a). The hiftory of ancient
Greece prefents nothing to the reader but ufurpations, aflaflina-
tions, and other horrid crimes. The names of many famous for
wickednefs, are flill preferved; Atreus, for example, Eteocles,
Alcmeon, Phedra, Clytemneftra, The ftory of Pelops and his de-
{cendents, is a chain of criminal horrors: during that period, par-
ricide and inceft were ordinary incidents. Euripides reprefents
Medea vowing revenge againft her hufband Jafon, and laying a
plot to poifon him, Of that infamous plot the chorus exprefs
their approbation, juftifying every woman who, in like circum-
ftances, acls the fame part,

The frequent incurfions of northern barbarians into the Roman
empire, {pred defolation and ruin through the whole, The Ro-
mans, from the higheft polith degenerating into favages, aflumed
by degrees the cruel and bloody manners of their conquerors; and
the conquerors and conquered, blended into one mafs, equalled
the groffeft barbarians of ancient times in ignorance and brutali-
ty. Clovis, King of the Franks, even after his converfion to
Chriftianity, aflaffinated without remorfe his neareft kinfinan,
The children of Clodomir, ann. 530, were affaffinated by their
two uncles. In the thirteenth century, Ezzelino de Aromano ob-
tained the fovereignty of Padua, by mallacring 12,000 of his fel-
low-citizens. Galeas Sforza, Duke of Milan, was aflaflinated

(a) See Hiltorical Law-trads, trad 1,

a1011,
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ann. 1476 in the cathedral church of Milan, after the affafling
had put up their prayers for courage to perpetrate the deed. Ttis
a ftill ftronger proof how low morality was in thofe days, that
the Pope himfelf, Sextus IV. attempted to affaffinate the two bro-
thers, Laurent and Julien de Medicis ; chufing the elevation of
the hoft as a proper time, when the people would be bufy about
their devotions. Nay more, that very Pope, with unparallelled im-
pudence, excommunicated the Florentines for doing juflice upon

the intended affaflins, The moft facred oaths were in vain em-

ployed as a fecurity againft that horrid crime. Childebert I,
King of the Franks, enticed Magnovald to his court, by a folemn
oath that he fhould receive no harm’; and yet made no difficulty
to affaflinate him during the gaiety of a banquet. But thefc in-
ftances, however horrid, make no figure compared with the mal-
facre of St Bartholomew, where many thoufands were inhumanly
and treacheroufly butchered. Even {0 late as the fourteenth and
fifteenth centuries, allaflination was not held in every cafe to be
criminal, Many folicitous applications were made to general
councils of Chriftian clergy, to declare it criminal in every cafe;
but without fuccefls. Ferdinand King of Aragon and Navarre, after
repeated aflaffinations and aéts of perfidy, obtained the appellation
of Great : fo litde authority had the moral fenfe during thefe dark
ages.

But it is fcarce neceflary to mention particular inftances of the
overbearing power of malevolent paflions during fuch ages. An
opinion, formerly univerfal, that the innocent may be juftly in-
volved in the fame punifhment with the guilty, is of itfelf irrefra-
gable evidence, that morality once had very little influence when
oppofed by revenge. There is no moral principle more evident,
than that punifhment cannot be inflited with juftice’ but upon
the guilty ; and yet in Greece, the involving of the innocent with
the guilty in the fame punifhment, was authorifed even by pofi-

tive




Sk, I1. 1, MoRALITLY, 321

tive law, By an Athenian law, a man committing facrilege, or
betraying his country, was banifhed with all his children (a).
And when a tyrant was put to death, his children fuffered the
fame fate (). The punifhment of treafon in Macedon, was ex-
tended againft the criminal’s relations (¢). Hanno, a citizen of
Carthage, formed a plot to enflave his country, by poifoning the
whole fenate at a banquet. He was tortured to death; and his
children, with all his relations, were cut off without mercy, tho’
they had no acceflion to his guilt. Among the Japannefe, a people
remarkably ferocious, it is the pra&tice to involve children and
relations in the punifhment of capital crimes. Even Cicero, the
chief man for learning in the moft enlightened period of the Ro-
man republic, and a celebrated moralift, approves that practice :
 Nec vero me fugit, quam fit acerbum parentum {fcelera filiorum
“ peenis lui: fed hoc praclare legibus comparatum eft, ut caritas
“ liberorum amiciores parentes reipublicz redderet * (4).” In
Britain, every one knows, that murder was retaliated, not only a=
gainft the criminal and his relations, but againft his whole clan
a practice fo common as to be diftinguifthed by a peculiar name,
that of deadly feud. As late as the days of King Edmund, a law
was made in England, prohibiting deadly feud, except between
the relations of the perfon murdered and the murderer himfelf,

® ¢ Jam fenfible of the hardfhip of punifhing the child for the crime of the
¢ parent : this, however, is a wife enaftment of our laws; for hereby the parent
“ is bound to the intereft of the ftate by the ftrongeft of all ties, the affeftion to
% his offspring.”
(a) Meurfeus de legibds Atticis, lib. 2. cap. 2.
{#) Eod. lib, 2. cap. 15.
(2) Quintus Curtius, lib, 6. cap. 11.

(4) Ep. 12+ ad Brutum.

Vou, II, 5 )
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I embrace the prefent opportunity to honour the Jews, by ob-
ferving, that they were the firft people we read of, who had
corret motions of morality with refpect to the prelent point.

The following law is exprefs : ““ The fathers fhall not be put to
*“ death for the children, neither fhall the children be putto

* death for the fathers: every man fhall be put to death for his
(1

o
®

own fin (a).” Amaziah, King of Judah, gave {tri¢t obedience
to that law, in avenging his father’s death: * And it came to
‘ pafs as foon as the kingdom was confirmed in his hand, that he
¢ dlew his fervants which had flain the king his father. But the
* children of the murderers he flew not ; according to that which
* is written in the book of the law of Mofes (4).”

legant paflage in Ezekiel to the fame purpofe (¢) : ** What mean

There 15 an e-

“ ye, that ye ufe this proverb concerning the land of Ifrael, fay-
“ ing, The fathers have eaten four grapes, and the childrens
teeth are feton edge? As I live, faith the Lord Ged, ye fhall
““ not have occafion any more to ufe this proverb in Ifracl. The
“ foul that finneth, it {hall die: the fon fhall not bear the iniquity
* of the father, neither fhall the father bear the iniquity of the
fon ; the righteoufnefs of the righteous fhall be upon him, and
the wickednefs of the wicked fhall be upon him.” Among the
Jews however, as among other nations, there areinftances with-

(13

(33

(73

out number, of involving innocent children and relations in the
fame punifhment with the guilty., Such power has revenge, asto
trample upon confcience, and upon the moft exprefs laws, In-
{tigated with rage for Nabal's ingratitude, King David made a
vaw to God, not to leave alive of all who pertained to Nabal any
{#) Deuteronomy xxiv. 16.
{4) 2 Kings, chap. 14,

(¢} Chap. 18

that
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that pifleth againft the wall. And it was not any compunction
of confcience that diverted himy from his eruel purpofe, but Na-
bal's beautiful wife, who pacified him (a). But fuch contradiction

etween principle and practice, is not peculiar to the Jews, We
find examples of it in the laws of the Roman empire. The true
principle of punifhment is laid down in an ediét of the Emperors
Arcadius and Honorius (4). ** Sancimus, ibi efle pcenam, ubi
‘ et noxia eft. Propinquos, notos, familiares, procul a calum-
nia fubmovemus, quos reos {celeris focietas non facit., Nec e-
nim adfinitas vel amicitia nefarium, crimen admittunt, Pecca-

L
(11

¢ ta igitur fuos teneant anctores : nec ulterius progrediatur me-

tus quam reperiatur deliGtum. Hoc fingulis quibufque judici-
bus intimetur.*” Thefe very Emperors, with refpeé to treafon,
which touched them nearer than other crimes, talk a very differ-
ent languge.  After obferving, that will and purpofe alone without
an ouvert act, is treafon, fubjecting the criminal to capital punifh-
ment, and to forfeiture of all that belongs to him, they proceed

in the following words (¢). ““ Filii vero¢jus, quibus vitam Impe-
119

(1

119

ratoria {pecialiter lenitate concedimus, (paterno enim deberent

¢ perire fupplicio, in quibus paterni, hoc eft, hereditarii criminis

¢ exempla metuuntur), a materna, vel avita, omnium etiam proxi-

# « We ordain, that the punifhment of the crime fhall extend to the criminal
¢ alone. We hold his relations, his friends, and his acquaintances, unfulpefted ;
for intimacy, friendfhip, or connedtion, are no proof or argument of guilt,
The confequences of the crime fhall purfue only its perpetrator.  Let this ftatute

b intimated to all our judges.”

() 1 Samuel, chap. 25.
(8} 1. 22, Cod. De peenis,

() L 5. Cod, ad leg. Jul. majeft.

MOTrIT.
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*“ morum hereditate ac fucceflione, habeantur alieni: teftamentis

extraneorum nihil capeant: fint perpetuo egentes et pauperes,
infamia eos paterna femper comitetur, ad nullos prorfus hono-
res, ad nulla {acramenta perveniant: fint poftremo tales, uc
his, perpetua egeftate fordentibus, fit et mors folatium et vira
fupplicium *.”

Human nature is not fo perverfe, aswithout veil or difguife to
punifh a perfon acknowledged to be innocent.  An irregular bias
of imagination, which extends the qualities of the principal to its
acceflories, paves the way to that unjuft practice (¢). That bias,
firengthened by indignation againft an atrocious criminal, leads
the mind haftily to conclude, that all his conneftions are parta-
kers of his guilt, In an enlightened age, the clearnefs of moral
principles fetters the imagination from confounding the innocent
with the guilty. There remain traces however of  that bias, tho'
not carried fo far as murder. The fentence pronounced againft
Ravilliac for affaflinating Henry 1V. of France,; ordains, * That
** his houfe be erazed to the ground, and that no other bi[i](ling
“ be ever ere¢ted upon that fpot.” Was not this in imagination
punithing a houfe for the proprietor’s crime ?

# ¢ By a fpecial extenfion of our imperial clemency, we allow the fons of the

criminal to live; altho’, in firi&t juftice, being tainted with hereditary guilr,

* they ought to fuffer the punifhment of their father. But it is our will, that

‘¢ they fhall be incapable of all inheritance, cither from the mother, the grand-

* father, or any of their kindred; that they fhall be deprived of the power of in-

¥ heriting by the teftament of a ftranger; that they fhall be abandoned to the ex-

* treme of poverty and perpetnal indigence; that the infamy of their father fhall

¢ ever attend them, incapable of honours, and excluded from the participation

i of religions rites 3 that fuch, in fine, fhall be the mifcr}' of their condition, that -
¢ life {hall be a punithment, and death a comfore.”

) Elements of Criticifin, chap. 2. &, 5.

Murder
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Murder and aflaflination are not only deftructive in themfelves,
but, if poflible, {till more deftructive in their confequences.. The
practice of fhedding blood unjuitly, and often  wantonly, blunts
confcience, and paves the way to every crime.. This obfervation
is verified in the ancient Greeks : their cruel and {fanguinary cha-
racter, rendered them little regardful of the {tric rules of juftice.
Right was held to depend on power, -among men as among wild
beafts : it was conceived to be the will of the gods, that fuperior
force thould be a lawful title to dominion ; * for what right can
* the weak have to what: they cannot defend ?” Were that ma-
xim to obtain, a weak man would have no right to liberty nor
to life; - That impious doctrine was avowed by the Athenians,
and publicly afferted by their ambafladors in a conference with
the Melians, reported by Thucydides (2). Many perfons act as if
force and right were the fame ; but a barefac’d profeflion of fuch
a do@rine, is uncommon. In the Eumenides, a tragedy of Ef-
chylus, Oreftes is arraigned in the Areopagus for killing his mo-
ther. Minerva, prefident of the court, decrees in favour of Ore-
ftes: and for what reafon? °*° Having no mother myfelf, the
“ murder of a mother toucheth not me *.” In the tragedy of E-
lectra, Oreftes, confulting the Delphic oracle about means to a-
venge his father’s murder, was enjoined by Apollo to forbear

* Athens, from the nature of its government as eftablifhed by Solon, was ren-
dered uncapable of any regular or confiftent body of laws. In every cafe, civil
and criminal, the whole people were judges in the laft refort. And what fort of
judges will an_ ignorant multitude make, who have no guide but paflion and preju-
dice ? It is vain to make good laws, when fuch judges are the interpreters. A-
nacharfis, the Scythian, being prefent at an affembly of the people, faid, ¢ It was
“ fingular, that in Athens, wifc men pleaded caufes, and fools determined them.”

f_c?] Lib. Ee

force.
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force, but to employ fraud and guile, Obedient to that injunc-
tion, Oreftes commands his tutor to {pread in Argos the news of
his death, and to confirm the fame with a folemn oath. In Ho-
mer, even the great Jupiter makes no difficulty to fend a lying
dream to Agamemnon, chief of the Greeks. Diflimulation is re-
commended by the goddefs Minerva (). Ulyfles declares his de-
teftation at ufing freedom with truth (4): and yet no man deals
more in feigned flories (¢). In the 22d book of the Iliad, Mi-
nerva is guilty of grofs deceit and treachery to Hector. When
he flies from Achilles, {he appears to him in the fhape of his bro-
ther Deiphobus, exhorts him to turn upon Achilles, and promifes
to affift him. Hector accordingly, returning to the fight, darts
his lance; which rebounds from the fhield of Achilles; for by
Vulcan it was made impenetrable. Hector calls upon his bro=
ther for another lance; but in vain, for Deiphobus was not
there. The Greeks in Homer’s time muft have been ftrangely
deformed in their morals, when fuch a ftory could be relifhed #,
A nation begins not to polifh nor to advance in morality, till wri-
ting be common ; and writing was not known among the Greeks
at the fiege of Troy. Nor were the morals of that people, as we
fee, much purified for a long time after writing became common.

& Upon the ftory of Jupiter being deceived by Juno in the 14th book of the
Hiad, Pope fays, ¢ That he knows not a bolder fition in all antiquity, nor one
¢ that has a greater air of impiety.” - Pope it would feem was ' little acquainted
with ;;uﬂqll_-,:,l::.': for fuch adls of impiety were common among the Greeks; and in
pacticular the incident mentioned in the text, is not only more impious, but alfo a
more grofs violation of the laws of morality.

1

(@) Odyfley, book 13.

{5} Book 14.
{c) Book 14. book 15,
When
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When Plautus wrote, the Roman fyftem of morals muft have
been extremely impure, 1In his play termed Menechmi, a oentle-
man of fathion having accidentally got into his hands a lady’s
robe with a gold clafp, inftead of returning them to the owner,
endeavours to fell them without fhame or remorfe. Such a ftene
would not be fuffered at prefent, except among pick-pockets.
Both the Greeks and Carthaginians were held by the Romans to
be artful and cunning. The Romans continued a plain people,
with much fimplicity of manners, when the nations mentioned
had made great progrefs in the arts of life; and it is a fad truth,
that morality declines in proportion as a nation polithes, But if
the Romans were later than the Greeks and Carthaginians in the
arts of life, they foon furpafled them in every fort of immorality.
For this change of manners they were indebted to their rapid
conquefts. The fanguinary difpofition both of the Greeks and
Romans, appears from another praétice, that of expofing their in-
fant children, which continued till humanity came in fome mea-
fure to prevail. The praétice continues in China to this day, the
populoufnefs of the country throwing a veil over the cruelty ;
but from the humanity of the Chinefe, I conjefture, that the
practice will be found rare.. The Jews, a cloudy and pee-
vilh tribe, much addi@ed to bloodfhed, were miferabl y defective
i moral principles, Take the following examples out of an end-
lefs number recorded in the books of the Old Teftament, Jael,
wife of Heber, took undér her proteGtion Sifera general of the
Canaanites, and engaged her faith for his fecurity. She put him
treacheroudly to death when afleep ; and was applauded by Debo-
rah the prophetefs for the meritorious aion (4).. That horrid
deedd would probably have appeared to her in a different light,
had it been committed againft Barac, general of the Ifraelites,
{a) Judges iv. §.

David,
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David, flying from Saul, took refuge with Achifh, King of Gath;
and tho’ prote@ted by that King, made war againft the King’s
allies, faying, that it was againft his own countrymen of Judah.
“ And David faved neither man nor woman alive to bring ridings to
* Gath., And Achifh believed David, faying, He hath made his people
““ Ifrael utterly to abhor him: therefore he fhall be my fervant for
“ ever (¢).” 'This was a complication of ingratitude, lying, and trea-
chery. Ziba, by prefents to King David, and by defaming his mafter
Mephibofheth, procured from the King a gift of his maflter’s in-
heritance ; tho' Mephibofheth had neither trimmed his beard, nor
wafhed his cloaths, from the day the King departed till he re-
turned in peace. *° And it came to pafs, when Mephibofheth
“ was come to Jerufalem to meet the king, that the king faid
“ unto him, Wherefore wenteft thou not with me, Mephibotheth ?
“ And he anfwered, My lord, O king, my fervant deceived
“ me; for thy fervant faid, I will faddle me an afs, that I may
“ ride thereon, and go to the king ; becaufe thy fervant is lame,
“ and he hath flandered thy fervant unto my lord the king. But
“ my lord the king is as an angel of God: do therefore what is
“ good in thine eyes. For all my father’s houfe were but dead
~“ men before my lord the king : yet didft thou fet thy fervant a-
“ mong them that did eat at thine own table: what right there-
‘“ fore have 1 to cry any more unto the king ?” David could
not poflibly atone for his rafhnefs, but by reftoring to Mephibo-
fheth his inheritance, and punifhing Ziba in an exemplary man-
ner. But hear the fentence: *“ And the king faid unto him, Why
¢ fpeakeft thou any more of thy matters ? I have faid, Thou and
“ Ziba divide the land (§).” The fame king, after pardoning

{a) 1 Samuel, xxvii. 11,
(5} 2 Samuel, xix. 24.

Shimel
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Shimei for curfing him, and fwearing that he fhould not die ; yet
upon deathbed enjoined his fon Solomon to put Shimei to death :
‘“ Now therefore hold him not guiltlefs; but his hoary head bring
“ thou down to the grave with blood (4).” I wifh not to be
mifapprehended, as intending to cenfure David in particular, If
the beft king the Jews ever had, was fo miferably deficient in mo-
rality, what muft be thought of the nation in general? When
David was lurking to avoid the wrath of Saul, he became ac-
quainted with Nabal, who had a great ftock of catde. ¢ He dif=
“ charged his followers,” fays Jofephus (), ** either for avarice,
* or hunger, or any pretext whatever, to touch a fingle hair of

* them ; preaching flill on the text of doing juftice to all men, in

* conformity to the will of God, who is not pleafed with any

man that covets or lays violent hands on the goods of his neigh-
* bour.” Our author proceeds to acquaint us, that Nabal having
refufed to fupply David with provifions, and having fent back the
meflengers with a fcoffing anfwer, David in great rage made a
vow, that he would deftroy Nabal with his houfe and family,
Our author obferves, that David’s indignation againft Nabal, was

L1

not fo much for his ingratitude, as for the virulence of an infolent
outrage againit one who had never injured him. And what was
the outrage ? It was, fays our author, that Nabal enquiring who
the faid David was, and being told that he was one of the fons
of Jefle, * Yes, yes,” fays Nabal, * your run-away fervants look
** upon themfelves to be brave fellows, [ warrant you.” Strange
loofenefs of morals! I mean not David, who was in wrath, but
Jofephus writing fedately in his clofet. He every where celebrates
David for his juftice and piety, compofes for him the very warm

{#) 1 Kings, ii. o,
(&) Antiquities, book &.

Yor.lIL Tk exhortation
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exhortation mentioned above : and yet thinks him not guilty of
any wrong, in vowing to break every rule of juftice and huma-
nity, upon fo flight a provocation as a fcoffing expreflion, fuch as
no man of temper will regard.

European nations, who originally were fierce and fanguinary
like the Greeks and Jews, had the fame cloudy and uncorreét no-
tions of right and wrong. It is fcarce neceflary to give inftances,
the low ftate of morality during the dark ages of Chriftianity be-
ing known to all. In the time of Louis XI. of France, promifes and
engagements were utterly difregarded, till they were fan@ified by
a folemn oath: nor were fuch oaths long regarded ; they loft
their force, and were not relied on more than fimple promifes. All
faith among men feemed to be at an end. Even thofe who ap-
peared the moft fcrupulous about charaéter, were however ready
to grafp at any fubterfuge to excufe their breach of engagement,
And it is a full ftronger proof of felf-deceir, that fuch fubterfuges
were frequently prepared beforehand, in order to furnifh an excufe.
It was a common practice fome ages ago, to make private protefta-
tions, which were thought {ufficient to relieve men in confcience
from being bound by a folemn treaty. Charles, afterward Em-
peror of Germany, during his minority, gave authority to declare
publicly his acceffion to a treaty of peace, between his grandfather
Maximilian and the King of France: but at the fame time pro-
tefted privately, before a notary and witnefles, *° That, notwith-
¢ ftanding his public acceflion to the faid treaty, it was not his
“ ‘intention to be bound by every article of it; and particularly,
““ that the claufe referving to the King of France the fovereignty
** of certain territories in the Netherlands, fhould not be binding.”
Is it poflible Charles could be fo blind, as not to fee, that fuch
practice, if it have any effe¢t, muft deftroy all faith among men ?
‘What better was this than what was practifed by Robert King of
France in the tenth century, to free his fubje&s from the guilt of
perjury ! They {wore upon a bex of relics, out of which the re-

lics
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lics were privately taken. Correa, a Portuguefe general, made a
treaty with the King of Pegu; and it was agreed, - that each party
fhould fwear to obferve the treaty, laying his hand upon the fa-
cred book of his religion. Correa fwore upon a colleétion of fongs,
and by that vile ftratagem thought that he was not bound. The
inhabitants of Britain were {o loofe formerly, that a man was not
reckoned fafe in his own houfe, without a maftiff to protet him
from violence. Maftiffs were permitted even to thofe who dwelt
within the king’s forefts ; and to prevent danger to the deer, there
was in England a court for lawing or expeditation of maftives, 1. ¢
for cutting off the claws of their fore-feet, to prevent them from
running (4). The trial and condemnation of Charles I. in a pre-
tended court of juftice, however audacious and unconftitutional,
was yet an effort toward regularity and order. In the preceding
age, the king would have been taken off by affaflination or poifon,
Every prince in Europe had an officer whofe province it was to
fecure his mafter againft poifon. A lady was appointed to that
office by Queen Elifabeth of England ; and the form was, to give
to each of the fervants a mouthful to.eat of the difh he brought
in, Poifon muft have been frequent in thofe days, to make fuch
a regulation neceflary. To vouch ftill more clearly the low ebb
of morality during that period, feldom it happened that a man
of figure died fuddenly, or of an unufual difeafe, but poifon was
{fufpected. Men confcious of their own vicious difpofition, are
prone to {ufpect others. The Dauphin, fon to Francis I. of France,
a youth of about ¢ighteen, having overheated himfelf at play, took
a great draught of iced water, and died of a pleurify in five days.
The death was fudden, but none is more natural. - The fufpi-
cion however of poifon ‘was univerfal ; and Montecuculi, who at-

tended the young prince, was formally condemned to death and

(¢) Carta de Forelta, cap. 6,

T t2z2 _ executed
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executed for it ; for no better reafon, than that he had at all times
ready accefs to the prince.

Confidering the low ftate of morality where diffocial paflions
bear rule, as in the {tenes now difplay’d, one would require a mi-
racle to recover mankind out of fuch anarchy. But, as obferved
above (@), Providence brings order out of confufion. The into-
lerable diftrefs of a flate of things where a promife, or even an
oath, is a rope of fand, and where all are fet againft all (£), made
people at laft fenfible, that they muft either renounce fociety alto-
gether, or qualify themfelves for it, by checking their diffocial
paflions. Finding from experience, that the gratification of focial
affetions exceeds greatly that of cruelty and revenge, men endea-
voured to acquire a habit of felf-command, and of reftraining
their ftormy paflions. The neceflity of fulfilling every moral duty
was recognifed : men liftened to confcience, the voice of God in
their hearts: and the moral fenfe was cordially fubmitted to, as
the ultimate judge in all matters of right and wrong. Salutary
laws and fteady government contributed to perfect that glorious
revolution: private conviétion alone would not have been effectual,
not at leaft in many ages.

From that revolution is derived what is termed the law of na-
tions, meaning certain regulations dictated by the moral fenfe in
its maturity. 'Thelaws of our nature refine gradually as our na-
ture refines. The putting an enemy to death in cold blood, is a-
verfe to improved nature, tho’ common while barbarity prevailed,
It is held infamous to ufe poifoned weapons, tho’ the moral fenfe
made little oppofition while rancour and revenge were ruling paf-
figns. Averfion againft flrangers is taught to vary its object; from

() Book 2. fketch 1.
{5) Hobbes,

individuals,
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individuals, to the nation that is our enemy: I bear enmity a-
gainft France ; but diflike not any one Frenchman, being con-
{cious that it is the duty of fubjects to ferve their king and coun-
try *. In diftributing juflice, we make no diftin&ion between
natives and foreigners : if any partiality be indulged, itis in fa-
vour of the helplefs ftranger.

But cruelty is not the only antagonift to morality, There is an-
other, lefs violent indeed, but more cunning and undermining ;
and that is the hoarding-appetite. Before money was introduced,
that appetite was extremely faint: in the firft ftage of civil {ociety,
men are fatisfied with plain neceflaries ; and having thefe in
plenty, they think not of providing againft want. But money is
a {pecies of property, fo univerfal in operation, and fo permanent
in value, as to roufe the appetite for hoarding : love of money ex-
cites induftry ; and the many beautiful productions of induftry,
magnificent houfes, fplendid gardens, rich garments, inflame the
appetite to an extreme. In the thirteenth century, fo obfeured was
the moral fenfe by rapacity and avarice, that robbery on the high-
way, and the coining filfe money, were in Germany held to be
privileges of great lords. That perjury was common in the city of
London, efpecially among jurymen, makes a preamble in more
than one ftatute of Henry VII. In the Dance of Death, tranilated
from the French in the faid king’s reign, with additions adapted
to Englifh manners, a juryman is introduced, who, influenced by
bribes, had often given a falfe verdict. And the {heriff was often
fufpected as acceflory to the crime, by returning for jurymen per-
fons of a bad charater, Carew, in his account of Cornwall, fays,

* In one of our ill-concerted deflcents upon France during the late war, fignal
Rumanity appeared, in forbearing to burn a manufaftory of fails and ropes, be-
longing to the ]{E:Ig : becaufe it would have dl‘.‘ﬁl‘ﬂy’d an adjninlng htlﬂdiug of the
‘fame kiad belonging to a private manufatturer.

that
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that it was an ordinary article in an attorney’s bill, to charge pro
ancitia vicecomitis ¥, Perjury in jurors of the city of London, is
greatly complained of, _Stow informs us, that, in the year 1468,
many jurors of that city were punifhed, and papers fixed on their
heads, declaring their offence, of being corrupted by the parties
to the fuit. He complains of that corruption as flagrant in the
reign of Elifabeth, when he wrote his account of London. = Ful-
ler, in his Englifh Worthies, mentions it as a proverbial faying,
“ That London juries hang half, and fave half” Grafton, in
his Chronicle, mentions, that the chancellor of the Bifhop of Lon-
don being indi¢ted for murder, the Bifhop wrote a letter to Car-
dinal Wolfey, begging his interpofition for having the profe-
cution ftopt, “ becaufe London juries were fo corrupted, that
* they would find Abel guilty of the murder of Cain.”  In that
period, the morals of the Englifh were in every particular ex-
tremely loofe. We learn from Strype’s annals (a), that in the
county of Somerfet alone, forty perfons were executed in one
year for robbery, theft, and other felonies, thirty-five burnt in
the hand, thirty-feven whipped, one hundred and eighty-three
difcharged, tho’ moft wicked and defperate perfons; and yet that
the fifth part of the felonies committed in that county were not
brought to trial, either from cunning in the felons, indolence in
the magiftrate, or foolifh lenity in the people ; that other counties
were in no better condition, and many in a worfe ; and that com-
monly there were three or four hundred able-bodied vagabonds in
every county, whe lived by theft and rapine, Harrifon computes,
that in the reign of Henry VIIL feventy-two thoufand thieves
and rogues were hanged; and that in Elifabeth’s time there were

* ¢ For the friendfhip of the theriff.”
(«) Vol. 4.

only
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only hanged yearly between three and four hundred for theft and
robbery. At prefent, there are not forty hanged in a year for
thefe crimes. The fame author reports, that in the reign of Eli-
fabeth, there were computed to be in England ten thoufand
gyplies. In the year 1601, complaints were made in parliament,
of the rapine of the juftices of peace; and a member faid, that
this magiftrate was an animal, who, for half a dozen of chickens,
would difpenfe with a dozen of penal ftatutes. The people of
Whidah, in Guinea, are much addiéted to pilfering. Bofman was
told by the King, *f That his fubjects were not like thofe of Ar-
* drah, who on the {lighteft umbrage will poifon an European.
“ This, fays he, you have no reafon to apprehend here : but take
““ care of your goods; for fo expert are my people at thieving,
* that they will fteal from you while you are looking on,” The
Caribbeans, who know no wants but what nature infpires, are a-
maz'd at the induftry of the Europeans in amafling wealth, Li-
ften to one of them expoftulating with a Frenchman in the fol-
lowing terms : ““ How miferable art thou, to expofe thy perfon
“ to tedious and dangerous voyages, and to fuffer thyfelf to be

“ opprefled with anxiety about futurity! An inordinate appetite

“ for wealth is thy bane; and yet thou art no lefs tormented in
** preferving the goods thou haft acquired, than in acquiring
more : fear of robbery or thipwreck fuffers thee not to enjoy a

quict moment., Thus thou groweft old in thy youth, thy hair

13
L1

““ turns gray, thy forehead is wrinkled, a thoufind ailments af-

flit thy body, a thoufand diftrefles furround thy heart, and

11

““ thou moveft with painful hurry to the grave. 'Why art thou

‘not content with what thy own country produceth? Why not
contemn fuperfluities, as we do ?”

To control the hoarding appetite, which when inflamed is the
bane of civil fociety, the God of nature has provided two effica-
clous principles ; the moral fenfe, and the fenfe of property, The
hoarding

i

L1
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hoarding appetite, it is true, is more and more inflamed by beau-
tiful productions in the progrefs of art: but, on the other hand,
the fenfes mentioned growing to maturity, have a commanding
influence over the actions of men; and, when cherifhed in a good
government, are a {ufficient counterbalance to the hoarding appe-
tite, 'The ancient Egyptians enjoy’d for ages the bleflings of good
government ; and moral principles were among them carried to a
greater degree of refinement, than at prefent even in our courts
of equity. It was made the duty of every one, to fuccour thofe
who were unjuftly attacked : even paffengers were not exempted,
A regulation among them, that a man could not be imprifoned for
debt, was well fuited to the tenor of their laws and manners : it
could not have taken place but among an honeft and induftrious
people. In old Rome, tho’ remarkable for temperance and aufte-
rity of manners, a debtor could be imprifoned, and even fold as a
flave, for payment of the debt; but the Patricians were the credi-
tors, and the poor Plebeians were held in woful fubjecion *. The

moderation

#* A bankrupt in England who pays three fourths of his debt, and obtains'a
certificate of his good behaviour, is difcharged of all the debts contracted by him
before his bankruptey. Such regulation was perhaps not unfuitable to the mode-
ration and frugality of the period when it was made. But luxury and external
fhow, have now become our ruling paflions; and to fupply our extravagance;
money muft be procured at any rate. Trade in particular has degenerated into a
fpecies of gaming ; men venturing their all, in hopes of a lucky hit to elevate them
above their neighbours. And did they only venture their own, the cafe would
not be deplorable: they venture all they can procure upon credity and by that
means, reduce to beggary many an innocent family : -with refpeét to' themfelves,
they know the worft of it, which is to be clear’d from their debts by a eettificatel
The morals of our people are indeed at fo low an ebb, as to require the moft fe-
vere laws againft bankruptey. When a man borrows a fum, itis implied in the
covenant, that all his effefts prefent and furure fhall lie open to the creditor; for
which reafon, it is contradiftory to juftice, that a creditor fhould be fore'd to difs

charge
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moderation of the inhabitants of Hamburgh, and their public
fpirit, kept in vigour by a free government, preferve morality
among them entire from taint or corruption. I give an illuftrious
inftance. Inftead of a tax upon trade or riches, every merchant
puts privately into the public cheft, what he thinks ought to be
his contribution : the total fum feldom falls fhort of expe@ation ;
and among that numerous body of men, not one is fufpeed of
contributing lefs than his proportion. * But luxury has not yet got
footing in that city. A climate not kindly, and a foil not fertile,
enured the Swifs to temperance and to virtue. Patriotifm conti-
nues their ruling paffion : they are fond of ferving their country;
and are honeft and faithful to each other: a law-fuit among them
is a wonder ; and a door is feldom fhut unlefs to keep out cold.
The hurtful effe@ts of the hoarding appetite with refpect to in-
dividuals, make no figure compared with its poifonous influence
upon the public, in every ftate enriched by conqueft or by com-
merce ; which I have had more than one opportunity to mention.

charge his debtor without obtaining complete payment. Many debtors, it is true,
deferve favour ; but it ought to be left to the humanity of creditors, and not be
forc'd from them by law. The debtor, atthe fame time, may be fafely left to the
humanity of his creditors : for if he have condufted his affairs with ftrict integri-
ty. and with any degree of prudence, there will fearce be found one man fo hard-
hearted, as to ftand out againft the laudable and benevolent intentions of his fel-
low-creditors. Nay, if he have any regard to charafter, he dares not ftand out:
he would be held as a moniter, and be abhorred by all the world. To leave a
bankrupt thus to the mercy of his creditors, would produce the moft falutary cf-
fects. It would excite men to be ftriétly juft in their dealings, and put an end 1o
gaming, fo delrudlive to credic ; becaufe mifbehaviour in any of thefe particulars
would fet the whole creditors againit their debtor, and leave him no hope of fa-
wour., In the late bankrupt-ftatute for Scotland, accordingly, the claufe concern-
ing the certificate was wifely left out, as unfuitable to the depraved manners of
the prefent times. .

Vou. II, Unu Overflowing
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Overflowing riches unequally diftributed, multiply artificial wants
beyond all bounds : they eradicate patriotifm : they fofter luxu-
ry, fenfuality, and felfilhnefs, which are commonly gratified at
the expence even of juftice and honour. The Athenians were
early corrupted® by opulence; to which every thing was made
fubfervient. “‘ Itis an oracle,” fays the chorus in the Agamems-
non of Efchylus, * that is not purchafed with money.” During
the infancy of a nation, vice prevails from imbecility in the mo-
ral fenfe: in the decline of a nation, it prevails from the corrup-
tion of aflluence.

In a {mall ftate, there is commonly much virtue at home, and
much violence abroad. The Romans were to their neighbours
more baneful than famine or peftilence ; but patriotifin in them
occafioned great integrity at home. An oath when given to forti-
fy an engagement with a fellow-citizen, was more facred at
Rome than in any other part of the world (2). The cenforian of-
fice cannot fucceed but among a virtuous people ; becaufe its re-
wards and punifhments have no influence but upon thofe who are
afhamed of vice *, As foon as Afiatic opulence and luxury pre-
vailed in Rome, felfifhnefs, fenfuality, and avarice, formed the
chara&er of the Romans ; and the cenforian power was at an end.
Such relaxation of morals enfued, as to make a law neceflary pro-
Libiting the cuftody of an infant to be given to the heir, for fear
of murder. And for the fame reafon, it was held unlawful to
make a covenant de bereditate viventis, Thefe regulations prove the

* In the fifteenth century, the French elergy from the pulpit cenfured public
teanfadtions, and even the conduét of their king, as our Britith clergy did in the
days of Charles L. and II. ‘They affumed the privilege of a Roman cenfor; but
they were not men of fuch auchority as to do any good in 2 corrupted nation.

{«) L’Efprit des loix, liv, 8.¢h. 12,

Romans
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Romans to have been grofsly corrupt, Our law is different in both
articles ; becaufe it entertains not the fame bad opinion of the people
whom it governs. Domitius Enobarbus and Appius Pulcher were
confuls of Rome in the 6ggth year ; and Memmius and Calvinus
were candidates for fucceeding them in that office. It was agreed
among thefe four worthy gentlemen, that they thould mutually affift
each other. The confuls engaged to promote the eleétion of Mem-
mius and Calvinus: and they, on the other hand, {fubfcribed a bond,
obliging themfelves, under a penalty of about L. 3oco Sterling,
to procure three augurs, who fhould atreft, that they were prefent
in the comitia when a law pafled, invefting the confuls with mili-
tary command in their provinces ; and alfo obliging themfelves to
produce three perfons of confular rank, to depofe, that they were
not only prefent in the fenate, but actually in the number of thofe
who figned a decree, conferring on the confuls the ufual procon-
fular appointments.  And yet the law made in the comitia, and
the decree in the {enate, were pure fictions, never even {poken of,
Infamous as this tranfaction was, Memmius, to anfwer fome po-,
litical purpofe, was not afhamed to divulge it to the fenate. 'This
fame Memmius, however, continued to be Cicero’s correfponclent,
and his profefled friend. Prob tempora! prob mores! DBur power
and riches were at that time ruling paflions; and the principles
of morality were very little regarded.

It is needlefs to diffemble, that felfilhnefs, fenfuality, and ava-
rice, muft in England be the fruits of great opulence, as in every
other country ; and that morality cannor maintain its authority a-
gainft fuch undermining antagoniits. Cuftomhoufe-oaths have be-
come fo familiar among us, as to be fivallowed without a wry face;
and is it certain,. that bribery and perjury in elecling parliament-
members, are not approaching to the fame cool ftate ! In the infan-
cy of morality, a promife makes buta flight impreflion : to give it

Uz force,
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force, it is commonly accompanied with many folemnities (a) ;
and in treaties between fovereigns, even thefe folemnities are not
relied on without a folemn ocath, When morality arrives at ma-
turity, the oath is thought unneceffary ; and at prefent, morali-
ty 1s fo much on the decline, that a {folemn oath is not more re-
lied on, than a fimple promife was originally. Laws have been
made to prevent fuch immorality, butin vain: becaufe none but
patriots have an intereft to fupport them ; and when patriotifin is
banifhed by corruption, there is no remaining fpring in govern~
ment to make them effetual. The ftatutes made againft gaming,
and againft bribery and corruption in elections, have no authori-
ty over a degenerate people. Nothing is ftudied, but how to e=
vade the penalties ; and fuppofing {tatutes to be made without end
for preventing known evafions, new evafions will {pring up in
their ftead. The mifery is, that fuch laws, if they prove abor-
tive, are never innocent with regard to confequences; for no-
thing is more fubverfive of morality as well as of patrioti{m, than
a habit of difregarding the laws of our country *,

But

{2) See Hiftorical Law-trafts, traft 2.

* Lying -and perjury are not in every cafe equally criminal; at Ieaft are not
commonly reckoned fo. Lying or perjury, in order to injure a man, is held highly, .
eriminal ; and the greater the hurr, the greater the crime. To relieve from pu-
nifhment, few boggle at a lie or at perjury: fincerity is not even expefted; and
hence the practice of torture. Many men are not fcrupulous about oaths, when
they have no view but to obtain juftice. to themfelves: the Jacobites, that they !
might not be deprived of their privileges as Britith fubjefts, made no great diffi«
zulty to {wallow oaths to the prefent government, tho’ in them it was perjury. It
is dangerous to withdraw the fmalleft peg in the moral edifice 5 for the whole will
totter and tumble. Men creep on to vice by degrees. Perjury, in order to fup-
port a friend, has become cuftomary of late years 3 witnefs fickitions' qualifications
in the eleftors of parliament-men, which. ave made effe@ual by perjury: yet fuch;
is the degeneracy of the prefent times, that no man is the worfe thought of upon..

that
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But pride fometimes happily interpofes to ftem the tide of cor-
ruption, The poor are not athamed to take a’ bribe from the
rich ; nor weak ftates from thofe that are powerful, difguifed on-
ly under the name of fubfidy or penfion. Both France and England
have been in the practice of fecuring the alliance of fome foreign
princes by penfions ; and it is natural in the minifters of a pen-
fioned prince, to receive a gratification for keeping their mafter to
his engagement. England never was at any time {o inferior to
France, as to fuffer their king to accept a penfion, whatever pri-
vate tranfactions might be between the kings themfelves. But
the minifters of England thought it no difparagement, to receive
penfions from France. Every minifter of Edward IV. of England
received a penfion from Louis XL ; and they made no difficulty
of granting a receipt accordingly. The old Earl of Warwick, fays
Commines, was the only exception : he took the money, but re<
fufed a receipt. Cardinal Wolfey had a penfion both from the
Emperor and from the King of France: and his mafter Henry
was vain, that his minifter was {fo much regarded by the firlt
powers in Europe. During the reigns of Charles IL. and of his
brother James, England made fo defpicable a figure, that the mi-
nifters accepted penfions from Louis XIV, A king void of vir-
tue was never well ferved, King Charles, moft difgracefully, ac-
Tepted a penfion from France: what feruple could his minifters
have? Britain, governed by a king eminently virtuous and pa-
triotic, makes at prefent fo great a figure, that even the loweft
minifter would difdain a penfion from any foreign prince, Men
formerly were fo blind as not to fee, that a penfion creates a bias
in a minifter, againft his mafter and his country. At prefent,

that account. . We muft not flatter ourfelves that the poifon will reach no farther »
a man who boggles not at perjury to ferve a friend, will in time become fuch an
adept, as to commit perjury in order to ruin 3 fricnd when he becomes an enemy.

men
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men are fo quick-fighted as clearly to fee, that a foreign penfion
to a minifter is no better than a bribe; and it would be held
{o by all the world.

In a nation enriched by conqueft or commerce, where {elfith
paflions always prevail, it 1s difficult to ftem the tide of immora-
lity : the decline of virtue may be retarded by wholefome regula-
tions ; but no regulations will ever reftore it to its meridian vi-
gour, Marcus Aurelius, Emperor of Rome, caufed ftatues to be,
made of all the brave men who figured in the Germanic war. It
has long been a pracice in China, to honour perfons eminent for
virtue, by fealting them annually at the Emperor's expence. A
late Emperor made an improvement: he ordered reports to be
fent him annually, of men and women who when alive had been
remarkable for public {pirit or private virtue, in order that mo-
numents might be erected to their memory. The following. re-
port is one of many that were {ent to the Emperor. ** According
* to the order of your Majefty, for ere¢ting monuments to the ho-
* nonr of women, who have been celebrated for continence, for
* filial piety, or for purity of manners, the viceroy of Canton re-
“ ports, that in the town of Sinhoei, a beautiful young woman,
““ named Leang, facrificed ber life to fave her chaftity. In- the
¢ fifteenth year of our Emperor Canghi, the was dragg’d by pi-
 pates into their thip ; and having no other way to efcape their
““ brutal luft, the threw herfelf headlong into the fea. Being of
opinion, that to prefer honour before life 1s an example worthy
of imitation, we purpofe, according to your Majefty’s order, to
erect a triumphal arch for that young woman, and to engrave
her ftory upon a large flone, that it may be preferved in per=
¢ petual remembrance.” At the foot of the report is written,
The Emperor approves,. Pity it is, that fuch, regulations fhould e~
ver prove abortive, - for their purpofe is excellent. But they would
necd angels to put them in execution, Every deviation from a

jull
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juft felection enervates them; and ﬂ'&qucnf deviations render them
a fubjeét of ridicule. But how are deviations to be prevented,
when men are the judges? Thofe who diftribute the rewards
will prefer their friends, ‘and overlook thofe of ‘greater merit.
Like the cenforian power in Rome, fuch regulations, after many
abufes, will fink into contempt.

Two errors, which infefted morality in dark times, have occa-
fioned much injuftice ; and I am not certain, that they are yet to-
tally eradicated. The firft is an ‘opinion, That an aion derives
its quality of right and wrong from the event, without regard to
intention. © The other is, That the end juftifies the means; or, in
other words, That means, otherwife unlawful, may be lawfully
employ'd to bring about a good end. With an account of thefe
two errors, Ifhall clofe the prefent hiftorical fketch.

That intention is the circumftance which qualifies an action,
and its author, to be criminal or innocent, is made evident in the
firlt part of the prefent fketch, and is now admitted to be o by
every moral writer. Butrude and barbarous nations feldom carry
their thoughts beyond what falls under their external fenfes : they
conclude an action to be right that happens to do goed, and an
aftion to be wrong that happens to do harm; without ever think-
ing of motives, of Will, of intention, or of any circumftance
that is not obvious to eye-fight. From many paflages in the Old
Teftament it appears, that the external act only, with its confe-
quences, were regarded. Ifaac, imitating his father Abraham,
made his' wife Rebecca pafs for his fifter. - Abimelech, Kingx of
the Philiftines, having difcovered the impofture, faid to Ifaac,
“ What is this thou haft done unto us ? One of the people might
“ lightly have lien with thy wife, and thou fhouldft have
* brought guiltinefs upon us (a).” Jonathan was condemned to die

(¢) Genelis, chap.z26.
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for tranfgrefling a prohibition he had never heard of (4). A fin
of ignorance, i. ¢. an action done without ill intention, required
a facrifice of expiation (§). Saul being defeated by the Philiftines,
fell on his own fword : the wound not being mortal, he prevail-
ed on a young Amalekite, to pull out the fword, and to difpatch
him with it. Jofephus (¢) fays, that David ordered the criminal
to be delivered up to juftice as a regicide.

The Greeks appear to have wavered greatly about intention,
fometimes holding it eflential to a crime, and fometimes diffe-
garding it as a circumftance of no moment. Of thefe contradic-
tory opinions we have pregnant evidence in the two tragedies
of Oedipus ; the firft taking it for granted, that a crime confifts
entirely in the external a& and its confequences ; the other hold-
ing intention to. be indifpenfable. Oedipus had killed his father
Laius, and married his mother Jocafta ; but without any crimi-
nal intention, being ignorant of his relation to them. And yet
hiftory informs us, that the gods punifhed the Thebans with pe-
ftilence, for fuffering a wretch fo grofsly criminal to live. Sopho-
cles, author of both tragedies, puts the following words in the
mouth of Tirefias the prophet.

Know then,

That Oedipus, in fhameful bonds united,
With thofe he loves, unconfcious of his guilt,
Is yet moft guilty,

And that doctrine is efpoufed by Ariftotle in a later period, who
holding Oedipus to have been deeply criminal, tho' without in-
tention, is of opinion, that a more proper fubject for tragedy ne-

-

{«) 1 Samuel, xiv. 44.
(£} Leviticus, chap, 4.
{c} Book 3. of Antiquities.
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ver was brought upon ‘the Rage. Nay asa philofoplier he'talks
eur u..lv of an involuntary erime.  Oreftes,” in Euripides, ac-
knowledges himfelf to be guilty in killing his mother; yet aflerts
with the fame breath, that his crime was inevitable, a neceflary
erime, a crime commanded by religion.

In Oedipus Coloneus, the other tragedy mentioned, a very dif-
ferent propofition is maintained, A defence is made for that un-
lucky man, agreeable to found moral principles, that, having had
no bad intention, he was entirely innocent ; and that his mif-
fortunes ought to be afcribed to the wrath of the gods.

Thou who upbraid’ft me thus for all my woss,

Murder and inceft, which agriinrl my will

1 had committed ; {o it pleas’d the gods,

Offended at my race for former crimes.

But I am guiltle(s ; can’ft thou name a fault

Deferving this ! For, tell me, was it mine,

‘When to my father, Phacbus did declare,

That he fhould one day perifth by the hand

Of his own child ; was Oedipus to blame,

Who had no being then ? 1f, born at ler 1gth

To wretchedaels, he met his fire unknown,

And {lew him, L‘i*.;‘-.t mvoluntary deed

Can'fiithow eondemn 2 And for my fatal marriage,

Dofl thon not bluth to name it? was not fhe

Thy 'hj‘.-".‘, t’he who bere me, 1gnorant

tléfs woman ! afterwards my wife,

And mother 'té' my children? What fhe did, fhe did un-
Kitowing.

not for'that, nor for my murder’d father,

Have 1 deferv'd thy bitter taunts: for, tell me,

T'hy life attack'd, 'EULT-’.""L thou have ftaid to alk
Now; 1I, X x Th' affaflin,
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Th’ affaflin, if he were thy father?  No 3
Selt~love would urge thee to revenge the infult,
Thus was I drove to ill by th’ angry gods ;
This, fhou’d my father’s foul revifit earth,
Him{elf would own, and pity Oedipus.

Again, in the fourth a&, the following prayer is put up for Oedi-
pus by the chorus,

O grant,

That not opprefs’d by tort’ring pain

Beneath the ftroke of death he Linger long ;

But {wift, with eafy fteps, defcend to Styx’s drear abode ;
For he hath led a life of toil and pain ;

May the juft gods repay his undeferved woe,

The audience was the fame in both plays. Did they think Oedi-
Pus to be guilty in the one play, and innocent in the other? If
they did not, how could both plays be relifhed ? if they did, they
muft have been grofsly ftupid.

The ftatues of a Roman Emperor were held {o facred, that to
treat them with any contempt was high treafon. This ridiculous
opinion was carried fo far out of common fenfe, that a man was
held guilty of high treafon, if a ftone thrown by him happened
accidentally to touch one of thefe ftatues. And the law continued
in force till abrogated by a refcript of Severus Antoninus (a).

In England, {o little was intention regarded, that cafual homi-
cide, and even homicide in felf-defence, were capitally punifhed.
It requires flrong evidence to vouch fo abfurd a law ; and I have
the ftrongeft, viz. the act 52° Henry IIL cap, 26. converting the
capital punifhment into a forfeiture of moveables, The fime grofs
blunder continued much longer to be law in Scotland. By act 19.

(a) L 5. ad leg. Jul, Majelt,
' parl.
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parl. 1649, renewed aét 22. parl. 1661, the capital punifhment
is converted to imprifonment, or a fine to the wife and children,
In a period {o late as the Reftoration, ftrange blindnefs it was, not
to perceive, that homicide in felf-defence, being a lawful ad,
Juftified by the ftricteft rules of morality, fubje@s not a man to
punithment, more than the defending his property againft a rob-
ber; and that cafual homicide, meaning homicide committed in-
rocently without ill intention, may {ubject him to reparation, but
iever to any punifthment, mild or fevere,

The Jefuits in their do@rines feem to reft on the external act,
difregarding intention. Itis with them a matter of perfe@ in-
difference, from what motive men obey the laws of God; and
that the fervice of thofe who obey from fear of punifhment, is no
lefs acceptable to the Deity, than of thofe who obey from a prin-
ciple of love *,

The other error mentioned above, is, That the end juflifies the
means. In.defence of that propofition, it is urged, that the cha-
racter of the means is derived from the end; that every action
muft be right. which contributes to a good end, and that every
action muft be wrong which contributes to an jll end. But thofe
who reafon thus, ought firft to confider, whether reafoning be at
all applicable to the prefent fubje. Reafon is the true touchftone
of truth and falfehood ; but the moral fenfe is the only touchftone
of right and wrong ; and to maintain, that reafon is our guide in

judging of right and wrong, is no lefs abfurd than to maintain,

* External thow made a great figure, when nothing was regarded bur what js
vifible. By acutenefs of Judgement, and refinement of tafte, the pleafures of fo.
ciety prevail, and forms and ceremonies are difregarded. Fxternal thow, however,
continues to ftand is ground in feveral inftances. It occafions, in particular, many
an ill-forted match : a young man is apt to be captivated with beauty or drcfs; a

young woman with equipage or a title.

X x2 that
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that the moral fenfe is our guide in judging of truth and falfe-
hood. The moral fenfe dictates, that on no pretext whatever is
it lawful to do an a@ of injuftice, or any wrong (a): and men,
confcious that the moral fenfe governs in matters of right and
wrong, fubmit implicitly to its dictates. Influenced however by
the reafoning mentioned, during the nonage of the moral {enfe,
men did wrong currently in order to bring about a good end ;
witnefs pretended miracles and forged writings, urged without
referve by every fe&t of Chriftians againft their antagonifts. And
I am forry to obferve, that the error is not totally eradicated:
miflionaries employ’d in converting infidels to the true faith, are
little fcrupulous about the means: they make no difficulty to
feign prodigies in order to convert thofe who are not moved by
argument. Such pious frauds tend to fap the very foundations

of morality. 2

{.:': See the firll part of this fketch, 2 oAt the end,
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