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PREFACE

In this little book, I have tried to say
what I think of man’s place tn the
universe, and of his possibilities tn the
way of achieving the good hfe In
Icarus 1 expressed my fears, tn the
following pages I have expressed mjy
hopes  The inconsistency 1s only
apparent  Eacept 1n astronomy, man-
kind have not achieved the art of
predicting  the future 1n human
affairs, we can see that there are forces
making for happiness and forces
making for misery We do not know
which will prevail, but to act wisely
we must be avare of both

January 1st, 1925 B R
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WHAT 1 BELIEVE

CHAPTER 1
NATURE AND MAN

Man 1s a part of Nature, Tnot
something contrasted with Nature His
thoughts and his bodily movements
follow the same laws that describe the
motions of stars and atoms The
physical world 1s large compared with
Man-—Jarger than 1t was thought to be
1n Dante’s time, but not so large as 1t
scemed 2 hundred vears age  Both
upward and downward, both in the
large and tn the small, science seums to
be reaching limits Ttas thought that the
unverse is of finite extent 1 space and
that light could traved round 1t 1n a few
hundred millions of years Itis thought
that matter consists of electrons and
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can never be reduced to physics, but
theirarguments are not very convincing
and it seems prudent to suppose that
they are mistaken. What we call our
“‘thoughts®’ seem to depend upon the
organization of tracks in the’brain in
the same sort of way in-whicH journeys
depend upon roads and railways. The
energy used in thinking seems to have
a chemical origin; for instance, a
deficiency of iodine will turn a clever
man into an idiot. Mental phenomena
seem to be bound up with material
structure. If this be so, we cannot
suppose that a solitary electron or
proton can “think’’ ; we might as well
expect a solitary individual to play a
football match. We also cannot suppose
that an individual’s thinking survives
bodily death, since that destroys the
organization of the_brain, and dissi-
pates the energy which uhhzed the
brain.tracks, ~
fr3



NATURE AND MAN

God and immortahity, the central
dogmas of the Christian religion, find
no support in science. It cannot be said
that either doctrine is essential to
religion, since neither is found in
Buddhism. (With regard to im-
mortality, this statement in an un-
qualified form might be misleading,
but itis correct in thelastanalysis.) But
we in the West have come to think of
them as the irreducible minimum of
theology. No doubt people will con-

“finue to entertain these beliefs, because
they are pleasant, just,as it is pleasant
to think ourselves virtuous and our
enemies wicked. But for my part
I cannot see any ground for either.
I do not pretend to be able to prove
that there is no God. T equally cannot
prove that Satan is a fiction. The
Christian God may exist; so may the
Gods of Qlympus, or of ancient Egypt,
or of Babylon. But no one of these

' [13]



WHAT I BELIEVE

hypotheses is more probable than any
other ; they lie outside the region of
even probable knowledge, and therefore
there is no reason to consider any of
them. I shall not enlarge upon this
question, as I have dealt with it
elsewhere.*

The question of personal immortal-
ity stands on a somewhat different
footing. Here evidence either way is
possible. Persons are part of the
everyday world® with which science
is concerned, and the conditions which
determine their existence are discover-
able. A drog of water is not immortal;
it can be resolved into oxygen and
hydrogen. If, therefore, a drop of water
were to maintain that it had a quality
of aqueousness which would survive its
dissolution we should be inclined to
be sceptical. In like manner we know
that the brain is not imfnortnl, and

* See my Philosophy of Leibniz, Chipter XV,

(4] - &




NATURE AND MAN

that the organized energy of a lving
body becomes, as 1t were, demabihzed
at death, and therefore not available
for collecuive action.  All the evidence
goes to show that what we regard as
our mental hife 1s bound up with brain
* structure and orgamzed bodily energy.
heréfore it 15 rational to suppose that
mental life ccases when bodily life
eases. The argument 1s only one of
probabulity, but 1t 15 as strong as those
u{shr\\ fuch most scettific conclustons
are based.
There are various grounds upon
which thisconclusion might beattacked
Psychical_research professes to have
actual scientific evidence of survival,
and undoubtedly its procedure ts, n
prineiple, scientifically correct. Ewvi-
dence of this sort-mught be so over-
whelming that no one with a scientific
temper could reject it. The weight to
be attached to the evidence, however,

[15]
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must depend upon the antecedent
probability of the hypothesis of sur~
vival. There are always different ways
ofaccounting for any setof phenomena,
and of these we should prefer the one
which is antecedentally least improb-
able. Those who already think it likely
that we survive death will be ready to
view this theory as the best explanation
of psychical phenomena. Those who,
on ather grounds, regard this theory as
unplausible will seek for other explana.
tions. For my part, I consider the
evidence so far adduced by psychical
research in favour of survival much
weaker than the physiological evi-
dence on the other side. But I fully
admit that it might at any moment
become stronger, and in that case it
would be pnscientific to disbelieve in
survival,

Survival of bodily death is, however,
a different matter from immortality :

[16)



NATURE,AND MAN

it may only mean a postponement of
psychical death It 15 immortalitv that
men destre to believe in  Believers 1n
mmmortality wall object to phystological
arguments, such as I have been using,
on the ground that soul and body are
totally disparate, and that the soul 15
something quite other thanitsemprrical
manifestations  through our  bodity
organs [ belteve this to be a meta-
physical superstition Mind and matter
alike are for certain purposes con-
ventent terms, but are not ultimate
realittes  Electrons and protons, ltke
the soul, are logical ficions each 1s
really a tustorv, a series of events, not
a single persistent entity  In the case
of the soul, this 1s obvious from the
facts of growth Whoever considers
conception, gestation, and tnfancy can-
not seriously behewve that the soul 1s
an indivisible something, perfect and (
complete throughout this process It

B [17]
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is evident that it grows like the body,
and that it derives both from the
spermatozoon and from the ovum, so
that it cannot be indivisible. This is
not materialism: it is merely the
recognition that everything interesting
is a matter of organization, not of
primal substance.

Metaphysicians have advanced in-
numerable arguments to prove that the
sout must be jmmurtal. There is one
simple test by which all these argu-
ments can be demolished. They all

jpruve equally that the soul must

pervade all space. But as we are not
so anxious to be fat as to live long, none,
of the metaphysicians in question have
ever noticed this application of their
reasonings. This is an instance of the
amazing power of desire in blinding
‘even very able men to fallacies which
would otherwise be obvious at once.
1 If we were not afraid of death, I do not

[18] 3
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hehevc that_the idea of rmmortahty
d ever have arssen,
car 1s the basts of religtous dogma,
as of so much else in human life ¥ Fear
of human beimngs, ndividually or
collectively, domnates much of ourl
social Iife, but 1t 1s fear of nature thar ”
gives nise to relignon. The antithesis of
mind and matter 15, as we have scen,
moze or Jess tlusory, but there is
another antithests which 1s more
mnportant—that,  namely, be!ween
things that can be affected by our
destres and things that cannot be so I
affected. The line between the two 15
neither  sharp nor ummutable—as
science advances, more and more things }
are brought under human control.
Nevertheless  there remamn  things
definitely on the other side  Among
theseareall the large facts of ourworld,
the sort of facts that are dealt with b} .
astronomy. It ts only facts on or near

[0}
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the surface of the earth that we can, to
some extent, mould to suit our desires.
And even on the surface of the earth
our powers are very limited. Above all,
we cannot prevent death, although we
can often delay it.

Religion is an attempt to overcome
this antithesis. If the world is con-}
trolled by God, and God can be moved
by .prayer, we acquire a share in:
omnipotence. In former days, miracles '
happened in answer to prayer; they
still do_in the Catholic Church, but
Protestants have lost this power. How-
ever, it is possible to dispense with
miracles, since Providence has decreed
that the operation of natural laws shall
produce the best possible results, Thus
belief in God still serves to humanize
the world of nature, and to make men
feel that physical forces are really their
allies. In like manner immortality
removes the terror from death. People

[20]
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who believe that when they die they |
willinheriteternal bliss may beexpected |
to view death without horror, though, !
fortunately for medical men, this does
not tnvanably happen. It does, how-
ever, soothe men’s fears somewhat,
even when it capnot allay them wholly.
Religion, since 1t has 1ts source 1n
terror, has digmfied certain kinds of
fear, and made people think them not
disgraceful, In this 1t has done man-
kind a great disservice : all fear 1s bad
and ought to be overcomé, not by
fairy tales, but by courage and rational
reflection. I believe that when [ die
“Tshall rot, and nothing of my ego will
survtve (I am not young, and I love
hife. But [ should scorn to shiver w1
terror at the thought of annihilation,y
“H':\pTﬁ_—"4—_g e85 15 none the less true happi-
niess because 1t must come to an end,
nor do thought and love lose their
value because they are not everlasting.

[21]
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Many a man has borne himself proudly
on the scaffold; surely the same pride
should teach us to think truly about
man’s place in the world.{ Even if the
open windows of science at first make
us shiver after the cosy i indoor warmth
of traditional humamzmgm
he end the Tresh qif brings vigour, and
{lie greaf spaces have a Spledour of
their own.

The philosophy of pature is one
thing, the philosophy of value is quite
another. Nothing but hafm can come
of confising them. What we think
good, 'what we should like, has no
bearing whz\tever upon what is, which
is the quest)on for the philosophy of
nature.  On the other hand, we cannot
be forbidden to value this or that on
the ground that the non-human world '
‘dues not value it, nor can we be com-
‘pelled to admire anything because it |
is a *law of nature ”’. Undoubtedly

[22]



NATURE’ AND MAN

we are part of nature, which has
produced our desires, our hopes and
fears, 1n accordance with laws which
the physicist 1s beginning to discover
In this sense we are part of nature, tn
the philosophy of nature, we are
subordinated to nature, the outcome of
natural laws, and their victims 1n the
long run

The philosophy of nature must not
be unduly terrestrial for it, the earth
1s merely one of the smaller planets of
one of the smaller stars of the Milky
Way. It would be ridiculous to_warp,
the phiesophy ot nature in order 1o
bring out results that are pleasing to
the tiny parasites of this msignificant
planet Vitalism as a philosophy, and
evolutionism, show, i this respect,
a lack of sense of proportion and logical
relevance  They regard the facts of
Iife, which are personally interesting to
us, as having a cosmic significance, not +

[23]



WHAT I {}ELIEVE

a significance confined to the earth’s
surface. Optimism and pessimism, as
cosmic philosophies, show the same
naive humanism; the great werld, so
far as we know it from the philosophy
of nature, is neither good nor bad, and
is not concerned to make us either
happy’or unhappy. Afl such philo-.
sophies spring from self-importance,
and are best corrected by a little
astronomy.

But in the philosophy of value the
situation is reversed. Nature is only a
partof what wecanimagine ;everything,
real or imagined, can be appraised by
us, and there is no outside standard
to show that our valuation is wrong.
We are’ ourselves the ultimaté and
irrefutable arbiters of value, and in the
world of value Nature is only a part.
Thus in this world we are greater than
Nature. In the world of values, Nature
in itself is neutral, neither’ good nor

[24]
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bad, deserving of neither admiration
nor censure. 1t is we who create value
and our desires which confer wvalue.
In this realm we are kings, and we
debase our kingship if we bow down to
Nature, | It is for us to determine the
good life, not for Nature—not even for
Nature personified as God.

[25]-



CHAPTER 11
THE GOOD LIFE

There have been at different umes
and among different people many
varying conceptions of the good life.
To some extent the differences were
amenable to argument; this was
when men differed as to the means to
achieve a given end, Some think
that prison 1s a good way of preventing
crime; others hold that education
would be better A differente of
this sort can be decided by suffictent
evidence. But some differences cannot
be tested in thts way. Tolstoy con-
demned all war; others have held the
Iife of a soldier doing battle for the
right to be very noble. Here there

(271



WHAT I{BELIEVE

was probably involved a real difference
as to ends, Those who praise the
soldier usvally consider the punishment
of sinnersa good thing initself ; Tolstoy
did not think so. On such a matter
no argument is possible. I cannot,
therefore, prove that my view of the
good life is right; I can only state my
view, and hope that as many as possible
will agree. My view is this:
The good life is one inspired by
love and guided by knowledge.
, Knowledge and love are both in-
fdeﬁnitely extensible; therefore, how-.
' ever good a life may be, a better life
. can be imagined. Neither love without
\knowledge, nor knowledge without
love can produce a good life. In the
Middle Ages, when pestilence appeared
inacountry, holy men advised the popu-
lation to assemble in chiurches and pray
for deliverance ; the result was that the
infection spread with extraordinary

(s8] -



THE GO(‘)D LIFE

rapidity among the crowded masses
of supplicants Tlis was an example
of_love without knowledge. The late
Warafiorded an example of knowledge
without love. In each case, the result
was death on a large scale
Although both love and knowledge
are necessary, love 1s tn a sense more
fundamental, since 1t wiil lead inteili-
gent people to seek hnowledge, n order
to find out how to benefit those whom
they love. But if people are not ntelli-
gent, they will be content to belteve
what they have been told, and may do
harm 1n spite of the most genune |
* benevalence. Medicineafiords, perhaps,
the best example of what I mean
An able phystcian 1s more useful to
’ Ia pattent lha‘ the most devoted friend,
and progress in medical knowledge
does more for the health of the
community than iiltnformed philan-
thropy Netertheless, an element of

[29]
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benevolence 15 essential even here
if any but the rich are to profit by
scientific discoveries.

Love is a word which covers a variety
of feelings; I have used it purposely,
as 1 wish to include them all. Love
as an emotion—which is what I am
speaking about, forlove “‘on principle”
does not secem to me genuine-~moves
between two poles: on the one side,
pure_ delight in contemplation; .on
the other, pure benevolence. Where
inanimate objectsare concerned, delight
alone enters in: we cannot feel bene- -
volence towardsa landscape or asonata.
This type of enjoyment is presumably.
the source of art, It is stronger, as

a rule, in very young children than in
z\dults, who are apt t6 view objects
in a ufilitarian spirit. It plays a
large par{ in our feelings towards,
human _beings} some of whom havé
charm and some the reverse, when

[39]



THE GObD LIFE

«eanstdered simply as objects of zesthetic
contemplation

The oppostte pole of love 1s pure
benevolence Men have sacrificed therr
Tives to helping lepers, n such a case
the love they felt cannot have had any
element of wmsthetic delight Parental
affection, as a rule, 15 accompansed
by pleasure i the cluld’s appearance,
but rematns strong when this element
15 wholly absent It would seem odd
to call a mother's interest 1 a sich
chuld “‘benevolence,” because we are
i the habit of using this word to
describe a pale emotion mine parts
humbug  But 1t 15 difficult to find any
other word to describe the desire for
another person’s welfare It 1s a fact
that 1 destre of this sort may reach any
degree of strength in the case of paren-
tal feehng  In other cases it 1s far less
intense, deed 1t would scem likely
that all altruistic emotion 15 a sort of

[31]
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overflow of parental feeling, or some-
times n sublimation of w. For want
of a better word, I shall call this
emotion *‘benevolence.” But 1 want to
make it clear that I am speaking of an
emotion, not a principle, and that |
do not include in it any feeling of
superiority  such as< iy sometimes

. associated with the word, The word

. 10

ympathy' expresses part of what 1
mean, but leaves out the element of
activity that 1 wish to include.
Love'at its fullest is an indissoluble
combination of the two elements,
delight and well-wishing. The pleasure
of a parent in a beautiful and successful
child combines both elements; so
does sex-love at its best.  But in sex-
tove benevolence will only exist where
there is secure possession, since other-
wise jealousy will destroy it, while
perhaps actually increasing the delight
in contemplation.  Delight without

(321




THE GOOD LIFE

wellawishing may be cruel , well-wishing
without delight easily tends to become
cold and a httle supertor A person
r who wishes to be loved wishes to be
the object of a love contaiung both
elements, escept in cases of extreme
weahness, such as infancy and severe
[mgss In these cases benevolence
mav be all that 1s desired  Conversely,
in cases of extreme strength, admira-
tion 15 more destred than benevolence
this 1s the state of mind of potentates
and famous beauties We only desire
other people’s good wishesin proportion
as we feel ourselves in need of help
or 1n danger of harm from them At
least, that would seem to be the
| biologieal logic of the situation, but
1t 1s not quite true to hfe We desire
affection 1n order to escape from the
feeling of loneliness, in order to be,
s we sav, ‘“‘understood '’ This 1s a
matter of sympathy, not merely of

T [33]
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aoverflow of parental fecling, or some-
times a sublimation of at. For want
of a better word, 1 shall call this
emotinn “benevolence.” But } want to
ake it clear that | am speaking of an
emotion, not a principle, and that 1
do nat include in it any fecling of
superiority  such as is  sometimes
associated with the word. The word
“sympathy’™ expresses part of what [
mean, but leaves out the element of
activity, that 1 wish to include,

Love'at its fullest is an indissoluble
combination of the two clements,
delight and well-wishing. The pleasure
of a parent in a beautiful and successful
child combines Dboth c¢lements; so
does sex-love at its best.  But in sex-
love benevolence will only exist where
there is secure possession, since other-
wise jealousy will destroy it, while
perhaps actually increasing the delight
in contemplation.  Delight without

(321
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well-wishing may becruel , well-wishing
without delight easily tends to become
cold and a hittle superior A person
who wishes to be loved wishes to be
the object of a love contatning both
elements, except 1n cases of extreme
weahness, such as infancy and severe
ilingss  In these cases benevolence
may be all that 1s desired Canverse]y,
in cases of extreme strength, admira-
tion 1s more desired than benevolence -
this s the state of mind of potentates
and famous beauties We only desire
other people’ sgoodmshesm proportion
as ne fai ourseles w meed of el
or 1n danger of harm from them At
tleast, that would seem to be the
1biological logic of the situation, but
it 15 not quite true to hfe We desire
,affection 1n order to escape from the
feehng of lonehness, in order to be,
as we s1y, ‘‘understood ' This 15 3
matter of sympathy, not merely of

c [33]
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benevolence; the person whose affec-
tion is satisfactory to us must not
merely wish us well, but, must know,
in what our happiness consists. “But
this belongs to the other element of
the good life, namely knowledge.

In a perfect world, every sentient
being would be to every other the
object of the fullest love, compoundéd
of delight, benevolénce,’ and under-
standing inextricably blended. Itdoes
not follow that, in this actual world, -
we ought to attempt to have such '
feelings towards all the sentient beings
whom we encounter, There are many
inwhom we cannot feel delight, because
they are disgusting; if we were to do
violence to our nature by trying to se¢
beauties in them, we should merely *
blunt our susceptibilities to what we
naturally find beautiful. Not to
mention human Beings there are fleas
and bugs and lice. ~ We should have

[34]
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to be as hard pressed as the Ancient
Mariner before we could feel delight
in contemplating these creatures. Some
saints, it is true, have called them
“pearls of God," but what these men
delighted in was the opportunity of
displaying their own sanctity.
Benevolence is easier to extend
widely, but even benevolence has its
limits, If a man wished to marry a lady,
we should not think the better of him
for withdrawing if he found that some-
one else also wished to marry her: we
* should regard this as a fair field for
competition. Yet his feelings towards
a rival cannot be whollv benevolent.
1 think that in all descriptions of the
good life here on earth we must assume
a certain basis of animal vitality and
Animal ifistinct; Wwithout this, life
becomes” tame and uninteresting.
{_Civilization should be something added
to this, not substituted for it; the

{3s]
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ascetic saint and the detached sage
fail in this respect to be complete
human beings. A small number of
them may enrich a community; but
a world composed of them would die
of horedom.’]

These considerations lead to a certain
emphasis on the element of defight as
an ingredient in the best love. Delight,
in this actval world, is, unavoidably
selective, and prevents us from’ having
‘the same feelings towards all mankind.
‘When conflicts arise between delight
and benevolence, they must, as a rule,
be decided by a compromise, not bv
a complete surrender of either. Instinct
has its rights, and if we do violencé to
it beyond a point it takes vengeance
in subtle ways. Therefore in aiming
at a good life the limits of human
possibility must “be " borne” if “mind.
Here again, however, we are brought
back to the necessity of knowledge.

f36]
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When T speak of knowledge as an
ingredient of the good hfe, T am not
thinking of ethical knowledge, but of
scientific knowledge and knowledge of
particilaf facts 1 do not think there
1s, strictly speaking, such a thirg as
ethical knowledge. If we desue to
achieve someend, hnowledge may show
us the means, and thus knowledge may
loasely pass as ethical But T do not
believe that we can decide what sort
of conduct 1s nght or wrong except by
reference to 1ts probable consequences
Given an end to be achieved, 1t 15 a
question for science to discover fiow to
achiene 1t,  All moral rules must be
tested by examining whether they
tend to realize ends that we desire
1 say ends that we desire, not ends
that we ought to desire What we
“‘ought” to desire 15 merely what
someone else wishes us to desire
Ustally 1t 1s what the authorities wish

(371
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us to desire—parents, schoolmasters,
policemen, and judges. If you say to
e “‘you ought to do so-and-so,” the
motive power of your remark lies in
my desire for your approval—together,
possibly, with rewards or punish-
ments attached to your approval or
disapproval.  Since all behaviour
springs from desire, it is clear that
ecmc:u notions can have ng importance
exceépt 5 “they influence desire. They
do this through the desire for approval
and the fear of d:sapprmal These
are powerful sSccial ’ forces, and we
shall naturally endeaveur to win them
to our side if we wish to realize any
social purpose. When I say that the
morality of conduct is to be judged by .
its probable consequences, I mean that
I desire to see approval given to
behaviour likely to realize social
purposes which we desire, and dis-
appm\n( to opposite behaviour. At

R FaR1 L



THE GOOD LIFE”,

present this is not done; there are
ricertain traditional rules according to
which approval and disapproval are
- meted out quite, regardless of con-
sequences. But this is a topic with
' which we shall deal in the next chapter.
*"*The superfluity of theoretical ethics *
1s obvious in simple cases. Suppose,
for instance, that your child is dl.
Loye makes you wish to cure it, and
“science tells you how to do so. There
is not an intermediate stage of ethical
theory, where it is demonstrated that
your child had better be cured. Your
™act Springs directly from desire for
‘. an end, together with knowledge of
~means. This is equally true of all
acts, whether good or bad, The ends
differ, and the knowledge is more
adequate 1n some cases than in others,
But there is no conteivable way of
making people do things they do not
wish to do, ,What is possible is to

[39] '
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- alter their desires by a system of

rewards and penalties, among which
social approval and disapproval are
not the least potent. The question for
the legislative moralist is, therefore:
How shall this system of rewards and
punishments he arranged so as to
secure the maximum of what is desired
by the legislative authority ? If I say
that the legislative authority has bad
desires, 1 mean merely that its desires
conflict with those of some section of
the community to which I belong
'} Outside human desires there is no,
. moral standard.

Thus, what distinguishes eth:cs
from science is not any special kind of
knowledge, but merely desire, The
knowledge required in ethics is exactly
like the knowledge elsewhere; what =
is peculiar is thnt certain ends are

. desired, and that right conduct is what s

conduces to them. Of course, if the

[40]
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definition of night conduct 1s to make
a wide appeal, the ends must be such
as large sections of manhind desire
If I defined right conduct as that which
increases my own income, readers
would disagree  The whole effective-
ness of any ethical argument lies tn
its saientific part, 1.e 1n the proof that
one kind of conduct, rather than some
other, 1s a means to an end which 15
widely desired I distinguish, how-
ever, between ethical argument and
ethical_education The latter consists
in strengthening certain desires and
weakening others This s quite a
different -process, which will be
separately discussed at a Jater stage
We can now explain more exactly
the purport of the defimtion of the
good hfe with which this chapter
began  When 1 sud that the good
hfe consists of love guided by know-
ledge, the desire which prompted me

[41]
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was the desire to live such a life as far
as possible, and to see others living it;
and the logical content of the state-
ment is that, in a community where
men live in this way, more desires will
be satisfied than in one where there
is less love or less knagwledge, I do
not mean that such a life is **virtuous”
or that its opposite is ‘‘sinful,” for,
these are conceptions which seem to me
to have no scientific justification, ”

. [43]



CHAPTER 111
MORAL RULES

The practical need of morals arises
from the conflict of desires, whether
of different people or of the same
person at different times or even at
one time, A man desires to drink,
and also to be fit for his work next
morning. We think him immoral if
he adopts the course which gives him
the smaller total satisfaction of desire.
We think ill of people who are
extravagant or reckless, even if they
injure no one but themselves. Bentham
supposed that the whole of morality
could be denved from “enlightened

self-interest,’” and that a person who
always_acted with a viETv-RtZﬂTis_Tﬁm
maximum satrsfaction _n the long
run would always act rightly. I cannot
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accept this view. Tyrants have existed
who derived exquisite pleasure from
watching the infliction of torture;
I cannot praise such men when
prudence led them to spare their
victims' lives with a view to further
sufferings another day. Nevertheless,
other things being equal, prudence is
g

a part of the good life. Even Robinson
Tusoe  had occasion to  practise
industry, self-control, and foresight,
which .must be reckoned as morat
qualities, since they increased his total
satisfaction -without counterbalancing
dnjury to oth@S ~This part of miorals
plays a great part in the training of
young children, who have little inclina-
tion to think of the future. If it were
more practised in later life, the world
would quickly’ become a paradise,
since it would be quite sufficient to
prevent fvars, which are acts_of
pis_si_oir, not of reasan. Nevertheless,
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1 spite of the smportance of prudence
1t 1s not the most interesting part of
morals  Nor 1s 1t the part that raises
intellectual problems, since 1t does
not require an appeal to anything
beyond self-interest

The part of moralty that ss not
included sn prudence ts 1n essence,
analogous to law, or the rules of 1
club It 1s a method of enabling men
to lnve together 1n a community 1n
spite of the possibthity that thewr desires
may conflict But here two very
chfferent methods are possible There
1s the method of the criminai law,

=

which ams at a merely “external
harmony by attaching disagreeable
consequences to acts which thwart
otheér men’s desires in certun ways
This 1s also the method of social
censure to be thought ill of by one's
own soctety 1s 1 form of punish-
ment, to avoird which most people
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avoid being known to transgress the
code of their set. But there is another
method, more fundamental, and far
more satisfactory when it succeeds.
This is to alter men’s characters and
>desires in such a way as to minimize
occasions of conflict by making the
success of one man’s desires as far as
possible consistent _with that of
another’s. That is why love is better
than hate, because it_brings harmony
instead of conflict into the desires of
the persons concerned. Two people.
between whom there is love succeed
or fail together, but when two people
hate each other the success of either
is the failure of the other, :

If we were right in saying that the
good life is inspired by love and guided
by knowledge, it is clear that the
moral code ‘of any_community is not
ultimate and self-sufficient, but must
be examined with ‘a view to seeing
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MORAL RULES

whether 1t 1s such as wisdom and
benevolence would have decreed
Mofal codes have not always been
Tattitless. The Aztecs considered it their
—yiiiful duty to eat human flesh for fear
the hight of the sun should grow dim
The)y erred 1n their science; and per-
haps they would have percened the
scientific error if they had had any
love far the sacrificial victims. Some
~
tribes immure girls i the dark from
the age of ten to the age of seventeen,
for fear the sun’s rays should render
them pregnant. But surely our modern
codes of morals contarn nothing
analogous to these savage practices?
Surel) we only forbed things which
really are hacmful, or at any rate so
abomnable that no decent person
coui] defend them2 1 am nat so sure
Wralxty 13 & cunous blend
of*ltilitarianism and superstition, but
the superstitious part has the stronger
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hold, as iy nnatural, since superstition_
1s the origin of moral rules. Originally,

certain pels were thought displeasing

to the gods, and were forbidden by

taw because the divine_wmath was

apt to descend upon the community,
not merely upon the guilty individua
Hence arose the tonception of] sinj
as that which is displeasing 16 God.
No_reason can be assigned as to why
certain acts should be thus displeasing ;
it would be very difficult to say, for
instance, why it was displeasing that
the kid shauld he seethed in its
mather's milk, But it was knowa by
Revelation that this wasthe case. Some-
times the Divine commands have been
curiously inteffireted.  For example,
we are told not to work on Saturdays,
and Protestants take this to mean that
we are not to play on Sundays. But the
same sublime authority is attributed
to the new prohibition as to the old.
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It 1s ewident that a man with a
scientific outlooh. on life cannot let
himself be intumdated by texts of
Scripture or by the ferching of the
Church  He wll _not_be content to
say “suchand-sach an act 15 sinful, «~
and that ends the matter” He
will inquire whether it does any harm,
ar whether on the contrary, the
belief that 1t 1s sinfut does harm s
And he will find that, especially n
what concerns sex, our current morality
contains a very great deal of which
the onigin 15 purely syperstitious  He
wiil ﬁnd also that this superstition,
Ike that of the Aztecs, volves
needless cruelty, and would be swept
awa) if people were actuated by kindly \4
feehings towards their neighbours
But the defenders of traditional
morality are seldom people with warm
hearts, as mayv be seen from the love
of mulitarism displayed by Church
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dignitarics. One is tempted to think
that they value_morals as affording o,
legitimate outlet itlet for their desire to
mWnner is fair game,
and thercfore away with tolerance !

Let us follow an ordinary human
life from conception to the grave, and
note the points where superstitious
morals inflict preventable suffering.
1 begin with conception, because here
the influence of superstition is par-
ticularly noteworthy. If the parents
are not married, the child has a stigma,
as- clearly undeserved as anything
could be. If ecither of the parents
has venereal disease, the child is likely
to inherit it. 1f they already have too
many children for the family income,
there will be poverty, underfeeding,
overcrowding, very likely incest.
Yet the great majority of moralists
agree that the parents had better not
know how to prevent this misery by

: [s0]



MORAL RULES

preventing conception To please these
moralists, a life of torture 15 inflicted
upon mulions of human beings who [
ought never to have eusted, merely
because 1t 1s supposed that sesual
mtercourse ts wiched unless accom-
pamed by desire for offspring, but not
wicked when this desire 1s present,
even though the offspring is humanty
certain to be wretched To be hilled
suddenly and then eaten, which was
the fate of the Aztec’s victums, 15 a far
less degree of suffering than 1s inflicted
upont a child born m miserable sur-
roundings and famted with Venereal
digease  Yet 1t 15 the greater Sufférning
which 15 dehberately inflicted by
Bishops and politicians in the name of
morality I they hnd even the smallest
sparh_of love or pity for children
they could not adhere to 1 moral code
mvolving this fiendish_eruelty.

At urth, and 1o early snfancy, the
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average child suffers more from
economic causes than from superstition.
When well-to-do women have children,
they have the best doctors, the best
nurses, the best diet, the best rest,
and the best exercise. Working-class
women do not enjoy these advantages,
and frequently their children die for
lack of them, A little is done by the
public authorities in the way of care
of mothers, but very grudgingly. At
a moment when the supply of milk
to nursing mothers is being cut down
to save expense, public authorities
will spend vast sums on paving rich
residential districts where. there is
little traffic. They must know that
in taking this decision they are con-
demning a certain number of working-
class children to death for the crime
of poverty. Yet the ruling party are
supported by the immense majority of
ministers of religion, who, with the Pope
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at their hend, have pledged the vast
forces of superstinon throughout the
world to the support of soeial injustice

In il stages of education the
nfluence of auperstition 18 disastrous
\ certun percentage of children have
the habit of thinhing onc of the vims
of education s to cure them of thus
habit  Incontentent questions are met
with * hush Thush® or with punish-
ment  Collective emotion 1s used to
nstil certain kinds of belief more par-
ticularlv nationalistickinds Capitalists
mulitarists, and ecclesistics co-operate
in education because all depend for
thewr power upon the presalence of
emotionilisin and the ranty of crifical
judgment  With the aid of human
nature, education succeeds 1 increas-
ing and intensify ing these propenstties
of the average man

Another way 1o which superstition
damages education s through s
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influence on the choice of teachers.
For economic reasons, a woman-
tencher must not be married; for
moral reasons, she must not ‘have
extra-marital sexual relations.  And
yet everybody who has taken the
trouble 1o study morbid psychology .
knows that prolonged virginity is, as
a rule, extraordinarily harmful to
women, so harmful that, in a sane
‘socxct), it would be severely discour-
aged in teachers. The restrictions
imposed lead more and more to 2
refusal, on the part of energetic and
cmerpn:mn' women, tg enter the teach-
ing profession.” This is all due (o the
Tingering influence of superstitious
asceticism.

At middle and upper~class schools
the matter is even worse. There are
chapel services, and the care of morals
is in the*hands of clergymen, Clergy-
_men, almost necessarily, fail in two
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ways as teachers of morals, They -
condemn acts which do no harm and
they condone acts which do great harm
They all condemn sexual relations be-
tween unmarned people who are fond
of each other but not vet sure that they
wish to hve together all their lves.
Most of them condemn birth-control
None of them condemn the brutality of
a husband who causes his wife to die of
too frequent pregnancies. I knew a
fashionable clergyman whose wife had
mne children m mne years Thedoctots
told him that 1f she had another she
would die Nent year she had another
and died No one condemned him; he
retained hus benefice and married again.
So long as tlergymen continue to con-
done cruefty and condemn mnocent
pleasure, they can only do harm 89]
guardins of theTorals of the young.
Another bad effect of superstition on
education 1s the absence_of mstruction
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about the facts of sex. The main
physiological facts ought to be taught,
quite simply and naturally before
puberty at a time when they dre not
exciting, At puberty, the elements
of an unsuperstitious sexual morality
ought to be taught. Boys and girls
should be taught that nothing can
justify sexual intercourse unless there
(_is mutual inclination. This is contrary
to the teaching of the Church, which
holds that, provided the parties are
married and the man desires another
child, sexual intercourse is justified
however great may be the reluctance
of the wife. Boys and girls should be
taught respect for each other's liberty ;
they should be made to feel that

othing gives one human being rights
over another, and that jealousy and
possessiveness kil Jove, They should,
be taught that to bring another human
being into the world is a very setious
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matter, only to be undertaken when
the child will have a reasonable pros-
pect of health, good surroundings, and
parental care. But they should also be
taught methods of hirth-control, so as
to snsure that chuldren shall only come
when they are wanted I'ially, they
shourdHetaught the dangers of venereal
disease, and the methods of prevention v 7
and cure The increase of human happi- I

—

ness to be expected from sex-education
on these lines 1s immeasurable.

It should be recognized that, 1n the
1bsence of chuldren, sexual relations
are 1 purely_private matter, which does
not concern cither the State or the
neighbours Certamn forms of sex whict
do not lead to children are at present
punished by the enminal law  thus s
purely superstitious  since the matter
1s one whicli"affects no one except the
pites directly concerned  Where
there are children, tt 15 a mstake to
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suppose that 1t is necessarily to their
interest 1o make divorce very difficult.
Habitualdrunkenness, eruelty, insanity
are grounds upon which divorce is
necessary for the children’s sake quite
as much as for the sake of the wife or
hushand, The peculiar importance
attached, at present, to adultery is
quite irrational, It is obvious that
many forms of misconduct are more
fatal o married happiness than an
occasional infidelity. Masculine insist-
ence on_n child a ar,” which™is hot
con\'cmmmll\' isconduct or cruelty,
is the most fatal of all.

Moral rules ought not to be such
a8 to make instinctive happiness
impossible, Yet that is an effect of
steict monogamy  in a  community
vhere the numbers of the two sexes
we very unequal. Of cousse, under
iuch circumstancés, the moral rules
we infringed. But when the rules are
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such that they can only be obeyed by
greatlv dimimishing the happiness of
the commumty, and when 1t 15 better
they should beinfringed than observed,
surelv 1t 1s time that the rules were
changed If this 1s not done, many
people who are acting 1n a way not
contrary to the public interest are
faced with the undeserved alternative
of hypocnisy or obloquy  The Church
does not mind hypocrisy, which 1s a
flattering tribute to its power but
elsenhere 1t has come to be recogmized
as an evil which we ought not lightly
to inflict

Even more harmful than theologicat
superstition 1s the superstiion _of
nationalism, of duty to one’s own State
and to no other  But I do not propose
on this occasion to discuss this matter,
beyond pointing out that limitation to
one’s compatriots i1s contrary to the
principle of Jove which we recogmized
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as constituting the good life. It is also,
of course, contrary to enlightened self-
interest, since an exclusive nationalism
does nat pay ‘even the victorious
nations.

One other respect in which our
society suffers from the theological
conception of ‘‘sin” is the treatment of
criminals. The view that criminals
are “‘wicked' and ‘*deserve” punish-
ment is not one which a rational
morality can support. Undoubtedly
certain people do things which society
wishes to prevent, and does right in
preventing as far as possible. We may
take murder as the plainest case
Obviously, if a community is to hold
together and we are to enjoy its
pleasures”and advantages, we cannot
allow people to kill each other whenever
they feel ap impulse to do so. But this
problem should be treated in a purely
scientific spirit, We should ask snmply :

[60} ,
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What 1s the best method of preventing
murder? Of two methods which are
equally effecti7¢ in preventing murder,
the one involving feast harm to the y
murderer 1s to be preferred The harm
to the murderer 1s wholly regrettable,
ihe the pain of a surgical operation
Tt may be equally necessary, but it 15
291.’:]__511})4;91 for_tegjorcing.  The
Vindictive  fesling  called  “moral {
indignatton” 1s merely a form of
cruelty  Suffering to the crimnal can
never be justified by the notion of
vindietive purishment I education
combined with kindness ISM
effecine, 115 1o _ho preferred, stit
more 1s it to be preferred if 1t 15 more
effective  Of course the prevention of
cnme and the punishment of crime are
two different questions, the object of
causing pain to the criminal 15 presum-
ably deterrent  1f prnisons were so
humanzed that a prisoner got a good

fer]
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education for nothung, people might
commut crumes in order to qualify for
entrance.  No doubt prison must be
sant than_freedoms but the

to secure this result i$ to
make-freedonLmore pleasant than it
sametimes is atpresent. o not wish,
haﬁevc'r‘fét-o :'r{:l,mr(' upon the subject
of Penal Reform. T merely wish to
suggest that we should treat the
cgiminal a5 we treat a_man suffering
from plague. Ench is 7 poblicdanger,
each must have his liberty_curtailed
until he has ceased to be a danger.
But the man suffering from plague is
an object of sympathy and com-
miseration, whereas the eriminal is an
object of esecration.  This is quite
irrational.  And it is because of this
difference of attitude that our prisons
are so much less successful in curing
criminal tendencies than our hospitals
are in curing disease.
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CHAPTER 1V

SALVATION: INDIVIDUAL
AND SOCIAL

One of the defects of traditional
rehgton is its individualism, and this
defect belongs also to the morality
associated with it. Traditionally, the
religious Iife was, as it were, a duologue
between the soul and God. To obey
the will of God was virtue; and this
was possible for the individual quite
regardless of the state of the com-
munity. Protestant sects developed
the idea of *‘fnding salvation,” but o
was always present in Christian teach-
g, This individualism of the separate
soul had its value at certain stages of
history, but in the modern world we
need rather a social than an individual
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conception of welfare. I want to
consider, in this chapter, how this
affects our conception of the good life.

Christianity arese in the Roman
Empire among populations wholly
destitute of political power, whose
nationat States had been destroyed
and merged in a vast impersonal
aggregate. During the first three
centuries of the Christian Era the
individuals who adopted Christianity
could not dlter the social or political
institutions under which they lived,
_although they were profoundly con-
vmcedv of their” badness. In these
cxrcumqt:mces, it was ‘nmatural that
they should adopt the belief that an
individual may be perfect in an imper-
fect world, and that the good life has
nothing to do with this world. What
I mean may become plain by compari-
son with Plato’s Republic. When
Plato wanted to describe the good
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life, be descnbed a whole community,
not an individual, he did so i order
to define justice, whxch 1san essenually
socsal conception  He was
to cit hip of a Republic, and
polttical responsibility was somethmg
which he taok for granted  With the
loss of Greeh freedom comes the nise
of Stoictsm, which 1< like Christianity,
and, unithe Plato, i hwving an
induvidualistic conception of the good
life

We, who belong to great democra-
ctes should find 1 more appropriate
morality 1n free Athens than tn despotic
Imperial Rome In India, where the
politrcal circumstances are very similar
to those of Juden n the time of Christ,
we find Ghandi preaching a very sumilar
morality to Christ’s and being punished
for 1t by the christianzed successors of
Pontius Pilate  But the more extreme
Indian nationalists are not content
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with individual salvation: they want
national salvation. In this they have
taken on the outlook of the free
democracies of the West. I want to
stuggest some respects in which this
outloak, owing to Christian influences,
is not yet sufficiently bold and self-
conscious, but is still hampered by the
belief in individual salvation. ,
The good life, as we conceive it,
demands a multitude of social con-
ditions, and cannot be realized without ,
them. The good life, we said, is a life
inspired by love and guided by know-
ledge. The knowledge required can
only. exist where gavernments or
millionaires devote themselves to its’
discovery and diffusion. For example:
the spread of cancer is alarming—
what are we to do about it? At the
moment, no one cananswer the question
for lack of knowledge; and the know-
ledge is not likely to emerge except
C [66] '
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Christian conception, the good life is
the virtuous life, and virtue consists in
obedience to the will of God, and the
will of God is revealed to each individ-
ual through the voice of conscience.
This whole conception is that of men
subject to an atien despotism. The good
life involves much besides virtue—in-
telligence, for instance. And conscience
is a most fallacious guide, since it con-
sists of vague reminiscences of precepts
heard in carly youth, so that it is never
wiser than its possessor’s nurse or
mother. To live a good life in the
fullest sense a man must have a good
education, friends, love, children (if
he desires them), a sufficient income
to keep him from want and grave
anxiety, good health, and work which
is not uninteresting. All these things,
in varying degrees, depend upon the
community, and are helped or hindered
by political events. The good life must
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be hived 1n a good soniety, and 1s not
fully possible otherwise.

This 1s the fundamental defect of
the arnstocratic tdeal Certain good
things, such as art and science and
friendship, can flourish very well 1n an
anstocratic soctety. They ewsted 1n
Greece on a basis of slavery, they
extst among ourselves on a basis of
exploltation  But love, tn the form of
sympathy or benevolence, cannot exst
freely 1n an anstocratic society  The
anstocrat has to persuade hinself that
the slave or proletanan or coloured man
15 of mienor clay, and that his suffer-
ngs do not matter. At the present
moment, polished English gentlemen
flog Afnicans so severelv that they die
after hours of unspeakable anguish.
Even if these gentlemen are well-
educated, arfistic, and admurable con-
versationalists, 1 cannot admut that
they are ltving the good ife  Human
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nature imposes some limitation of
sympathy, but not such a degree as
that.  In a democratically-minded
society, unly a maniac would behave in
this way. The limitation of sympathy
involved in the aristocratic ideal is its
condemnation. Salvation is an aristo-
cratic ideal, because it is individualistic.
For this rcason, also, the idea of
personal salvation, however inter-
preted and expanded, cannot serve for
the definition of the good life.

Another characteristic of salvation

is that it results from a catastrophic

change, like the conversion of Saint:
Paul.  Shelley’s poems afford an
illustration of this conception applied
to societies; the moment comes when
everybody is converted, the “anarchs”
fly, and *‘the world’s great age begins
.anew.”” It may be said that a poet is

an unimportant person, whose ideas.

are 'of no consequence. But I am
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persuaded that a large proportion of
revolutionary leaders have had ideas
extremely lthe Shelley’s  They have
thought that musery and cruelty and
degradation were due to tyrants or
priests or capitalists or Germans, and
that if these sources of evil were overs
thrown there would be a general
change of heart and we should all live
happy cier after. Holding these
beliefs, they have been willing to wage
a ‘‘war to end war.” Comparatively
fortunate were those who suffered
defeat or death, those who had the
misfortune to emerge victortous were
reduced to cyniersm and despair by the
farlure of all therr glowing hopes The
* ultimate source of these hopes was the
Christian  doctrine  of catastrophic
conversion as the road to salsation.
1 do not wish to suggest that revolu-
t1ons are never necessary, but I do wish
to suggest that they are not short cuts
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to the millennium,. There is no short
cut to the good life, whether individual
or social. To build up the good life, we
must build up intelligence, self-control,
and sympathy. This is a quantitative
matter, a matter of gradual improve-
ment, of early training, of educational
experiment. Only impatience prompts
the belief in the possibility of sudden
improvement. The gradual improve-
ment that is possible, and the methods
by which it may be achieved, are a
matter for future science. But some-
thing can be said now. Some part of
what can be said I shall try to mdncate
in a final chapter.

Dl



CHAPTER V
SCIENCE AND HAPPINESS

The purpost of the moralist is to

! ymprove men’s behaviour.” “This is a
+ laudable ambition, since their behaviour
is for the most part deplorable. But
I cannot praise the moralist either for
the particular improvements he desires,
or for the methdds he adopts for
achieving them. His ostensible method
is moral evhortanon bis real method
(if he'is orthodc».) is a system of
economic rewards and punishments.
The former effects nothing permanent
or important; the influence of revival-
ists, from Savonarola downwards, has
always been very transitory. The
latter—the rewards and punishments—

. [731,



WHAT I BELIEVE

have a very considerable effect. They
cause a man, for example, to prefer
casual prostitutes to a quasi-permanent
mistress, hecause it is necessary to
adopt the method which is most casily
concenled.  They thus keep up the.
numbers of a very dangesous profes-
sion, and sccure the prevalence of
venereal discase. These are not the
objects desired by the moralist, and he
is too unscientific to notice that they arc
the objects which he actually achieves.

Is there anything better to be
substituted for this unscientilic mixture
of preaching and bribery? 1 think
there is.

Men’s actions are harmful either
from ignorance or from bad desires.
*“Bad" desires, when we are speaking
from a social point of view, may be
defined as those which tend to thwart
the desires of others, or, more exactly,
those which thwart more desires than
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they assist It 15 not necessary to dwell
upon the harmfulness that springs
from 1gnorance, here, more hnowledge
1s il that 15 wanted, so that the road
to wnpravement hes i more research
and more education  But the harm{ul-
ness that springs from bad destres 1s 1
more difficult matter

In the ordiniry man and woman
there 1s 1 certain amount of 1ctive mal-
evalence, both special 1ll will directed
fo” pirticutar enemies and general
impersonal pleasure 1n the misfortunes
of othurs It 15 customary to cover
Ains over with fine phrases, about half
of conventional morality 1s 4 cloah for
1t But st must be faced if the
moralists’ aim of improving our actions
15 to be achieved It 1s shown m a
thousind ways great and small 1
the glee with which people repeat and
believe seandal, i the unlind treate
ment of ciminals (i spite of clear proof
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that hetter treatment would have more
effect in reforming them, in the un-
believable barbarity with which all
white races treat negroes, and in the
gusto with which old ladies and clergy-
men pointed out the duty of military
service to young men during the War.
Even children may be the objects of
wanton cruelty : David ’ Copperfield
and Ofiver Twist are by no means
fmaginary.  This active malevolence
is the worst featuré of human hature,
and the one which it is most necessary
to change if the world is to grow
happier.  Probably this one cause has
more to do with war than all the
economic and political causes put
together.

Given this problem of preventing
malevolence, how shall we deal with
it? First let us try to undérstand its
causes, These are, 1 think, partly
social, partly physiological, The world,
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now as much s at any former time, 15
based upon lfe-and-death competition,
the question at 1ssue i the War was
whether German or allted children
should die of want and starvation

(Ap1rt from mnlevolence on both sides
there was not the shghtest reason why
both should not survive ) Most people
have 1n the bickground of their minds
a haunting fear of ruin, this s
especially true of people who have
children The nich fear that Bolsheviks
wili confiscate their investments, the
poor fear that they will lose their job
or their health  Fveryone 1s engaged
m the frantte pursuit of ‘security,”
and inagnes that this 1s to be aclieved
by kecping potential enemies 1n
subjection It 15 1n moments of panic
thit cruelty becomes most widespread
and most atrocious  Reactionaries
everywhere appeat to fear 1n England

to fear of Bolshevism, in France, to
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group, lest just resentment should lead
the oppressed to rebel. Onfy justice
can give security; and by ”)usuce
1 mean the recognition o ,the__egml
claims of allhuman beings.

In addition to social changes de-
signed to bring security, there is, how-
ever, another and more direct means of
diminishing.fear, namely by a regimen_.

| designed to_increase courage. Owing
to the importance of courage in battle,
men earl\* discovered means of increas-
i ducation_and dxet——e:mng
human ﬂesh, for e_\ample, was sup-
posed tobe useful., But military courage
was to be the prerogative of the ruling
caste: Spartans were to have more
. than helots, British officers than Indian
“privates, men than women, and so on.
1For centuries it was supposed to be the
,privilege of the aristocracy. Every
+increase of courage in the ruling caste
was used to increase the burdens on the

[84]




SCICNCE AND HAPPINESS

oppressed, and therefore to increase the
grounds for fear in the oppres=ars, and
therefore to feave the causes of criclty
undiminished,  Courage must  be
democratized before 1t can make men
humane.

To a great extent, courage has
alrcadv been democratized by recent
events The suffragettes showned that
they passessed as much courage as the
bravest men: this demonstration was
essenttal 1 winning them the vate.
The common soldier 1n the War needed
as much courage as a Captan or
Lieutenant, and much more than a
General: this had much to do with his
lack of servility after demobilization.
The Bolsheviks, who proclaim them-
selves the champions of the proletariat,
are not laching 1n courage, whatever
cise may be said of them ; this 1s proved
by their pre-revolutionary record In
Japan, where formerly the samura: had

r [8:]
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a monopoly of martial ardour, con-
scription brought the need of courage
throughout the male population. Thus
among all the Great Powers much
has been done during the past half-
century to make coutage no longer an
anslocranc monopoly : if this were not »

) ‘the case, the danger to democracy
would be far-greater than it is.

Buy courage jn fighting is by no
means the anly farm, nor perhaps even
the most important, There is courage

}'m facing poverty, courage in facing

| derision, courage in facing the hostility
of one’s own herd. In these, the
bravest soldiers are often lamentably
deficient.  And above all there is the
courage fo think calmly and rationatly
inthe face anger, and L’gmmuhe
impulse_of panic_fear or panic rage.
Thesearecermml) things wlnchedumvd
tion can help to give. And the teaching
“of every form of courage is rendered
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easer by good henith, good physique,
adegquate notirishment, and free ploy
for fundimental sital unpulss  Per-
haps the phvsialogeal sources  of
courige could be discovered by compar-
g the blood of a cat with that of o
et T all Bhelhood there s no
limat to what scrence could do in the
Wiy of tnereaming eoutage, by example,
experience of danger, an athlctic life,
nnd 1 sutable diet, Al these things our
upp -t lrss boys to a grent extent
«njoy, hut as yet they are in the man
the prerogative of wealth The courage
sa far e ncour wud In the poorer sections
of the community s courage under
orders, not the lund that aimvoles
imtatine and leaderstup When the
quilities thit now confer leadership
hnve become universal, there will no
longer be leders and followers, and
({Lmrirr1c3 will have been reahzed at
Inst
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But fear is not_the only source of
_malevolence; envy and disappoint-
ment also have their share. The envy®
of cripples and hunchbacks is provef-
bial as a source of malignity, but other
misfortunes than theirs produce simifar
results. A man or woman who has been
thwarted sexually is apt to be full of
envy; this generally takes the form
of moral condemnation of the more
fortunate. Much of the driving force
of revolutionary ‘movements is due t0
envy of the rich. Jealousy is, of
course, a special form of envy: envy
of love. The old often envy the young:
when they do, they are apt.to treat
them crueily.

There is, so far as I know, no way of
dealing with envy except to make,the
fives of the envious happier and fuller,
and to encourage in youth the idea of
collective enterprises rather than com-
petition. The worst forms of envy are
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in those who have not had a full life in
the way of marriage, or children, or
career.  Such misfortunes could in
most cases be avoided by better social
institutions. Still, it must be admitted
that a residuum ot’ envy is likely to

, remain. There are many instances in

bistory of Generals so jealous of each
other that ‘they preferred defeat to
enhancement of the other's reputation.
Two politicians of the same party, or
two artists of the same school, are
almostsureto be jealous of oneanother.
In such cases, there seems nothing tobe
done except to arrange, as far as possi-
ble, that each competitor shall beunable
to injure the other, and shall only be
ala,lLM\_i_rLisx__iLxm:ior merit. An
artist’s jealousy of a Tival UsUally does
little harm, because the only effective
way of indulging it is to paint better
pictures than his rival's, since it is not
open to him to destrov his rival's



WHAT I BELIEVE

pictures, Where envy is unavoidable
it must be used as a stimulus to one'’s
own efforts, not to the thwarting of
the efforts of rivals, M

The possibilities of science in'the way
of increasing human happiness are not
confined to diminishing those aspects
of human nature which make for mutual
defeat, and which we therefore call
“bad.” There is probably no limit to
what science can do in the way of
increasing positive excellence. Health
has already been “greatly improved; in
spite of the lamentations of those who
idealize the past, we live longer and
have fewer illnesses than any class or
nation in the eighteenth century, With
a little more application of the know-
ledge we already possess, we might be
much healthier than we are. And
future discoveries are likely to acceler—
ate this process enormously.

So far, it has been physical science
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that has had most effect upon our hves,
but in the future phystology and
psychology are hkely to be far more
potent. When we have discovered how
character depends upon physiclogieal
conditions, we shall be able, if we
choose, to produce far more of the type
of human being that we admure.
Intelligence, artistic capacity, benevo-
lence—all these things no doubt could
be increased by science. There seems
scarcelyany imit to what could bedone
tn the way of producing a good world,
if only men would use science wisely
I have expressed elsewhere my fears
that men may not make a wise use of
the power they derive from science * At
present I am concerned with the good
that men could do f they chose, not
with the questron whether they will
choose rather to do harm

There 15 a certain attsitude about the

« See Icarus
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application of science to human life
with which 1 have some sympathy,
though I do not, in the last analysis,
agree with it, It is the attitude of
those who dread what is ‘‘unnatural.”
Rousseau is, of course, the great pro-
tagonist of this view in Europe. In
Asia, Lao-Tzc has set it forth even
more persuasively, and 2400 years
sooner. I think there is a mixture of
truth and falsehood in the admiration
of “*nature,” which it is important to
disentangle, To begin with, what is
‘natural’ 2 Roughly speaking, any-
thing to which the speaker was accus~
tomed in childhood. Lao-Tze objects
to roads and carriages and boats, all
of which were probably unknown in
the village where he was born,
Rousseau has got used to these things,
and does not regard them as against

nature. ‘But he \vould no douBt have ~

thundered against railways if he had
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hved to see them Clothes and cooking
are too ancient to be denounced by
most of the apostles of nature, though
they all object 1o new fashions in esther
Birth-control 15 thought wiched by
people who tolerate celibacy, because
the former 15 1 new violation of nature
and the latter an ancient one In all
these ways those who preach **nature”
are inconsistent and one ts tempted to
regard them 4s mere conservatives
Nevertheless there 1s something to
be smd i ther favour Tahe for
mstance witamines  the discovery of
which has produced a resvuision 1n
favour of “natural” foods It seems,
however, that vitamines can besupplied
by cod Iner oil and electric hght, which
are certainly not part of the * natural *
diet of 1 human bemng Fms case
tlustrites  thar, n the absence of
Tnowledge, unccpected harm may be
done by a new departure from nature

(891
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but when the harm has come to be
understood it can usually be remedied
by some newartificiality. Asregardsour
physical environment and our physical
means of gratifying our desires, I do
not think the doctrine of ‘‘nature’’
justifies anything beyond a certain’
experimental caution in the adoption of
new expedients. Clothes, for instance,
are contrary to nature, and need to be
supplemented by another unnatural
practice, namely washing, if they,are
not to bring disease, But the two
practices together make a man healthier
than the savage who eschews both.
‘There is much mare to be said for
“nature” in the realm of human
desires. To force upon man, woman,
or child a‘life which thwarts their
strongest impulses is both cruel and
dangerous; in this sense, a life accord-
ing to “nature” is to be commended
with certain provisos. Nothing could
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be more artificial than an underground
electric railway, but no violence 15
done to a child’s nature when 1t is
taken to travel in one; on the contrary,
almost ali children find the expenence
delightful. Artificialities which graufy
the desires of ordinary human beings
are good, other things bemng equal.
But there is nothing to be said for ways
of life which are aruficial in the sense
of bemng imposed by authority or
economic necessity.  Such ways of life
are, no douht, to some extent necessary
at present : ocean travel would become
very difficult if there were no stokers on
steamers, But necessities of this kind
are regrettable, and we ought to look
for ways of avoiding them. A certain
amount of work is not a thing to
complain of;—nﬁéed, in nine casegout
of ten, it makes a man happier than
complete. idleness. But the amount
and ‘kmd of work that most people have

- fo1
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to do at present is a grave evil:
especially bad is the life-long bondage
‘. to routine. Life should not be too
closely regulated or too methodical ; our
xmpulses, when not positively destrucx-
s
ive ot injurious to others, ought it
possibleto have free play ; there should
be room for adventure. Human nature
we should respect, becausé¢™our im-
pulses ‘and desires are the stuff out “of
) which our- lmggmess is to be made, It
is no use to give men something ab-
stractly considered “‘good*; we muist
give them something desired or needed
if we are to add to their happiness,
Science may learn in time to mould our
desites so that they shall Tt conflict
with those of other people to the same
extent as they do now; then we shatl
be able to satisfy a larger proportion of
our desires than at present. In that
sense, but in that sense only, our
desires will then have become “‘hetter.”

[o2] g



SCIENCE AND HAPPINESS

A _single desire is no better and no
worse, considered i in xsolatxon, than any
other ; but a group 6f desires is better
than anothen group if all of the first .
group can be satisfied snmultaneously-
while i the second group some are
inconsistent with others. That is why
love 1s better than hatred.

To respect physical nature is foolish ;
physical nature should be studied with
a view to making it serve human ends
as far as possnble, but 1t remains
ethicolly neither good nor bad. And
where physical nature and human
nature interact, as in the population
question, there is no need to fold our
hands in passive adoration and accept
war, pestilence, and famine as the only
possible means of dealing with exces
sive fertility, The divines say: it is
wicked, in this matter, to apply science
to the physical side of the problem,
we must (they say) apply morals to the
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human side, and practise abstinence.
Apart from the fact that everyone,
including the divines, knows that their
advice will not be taken, why should it
be wicked to solve the population
question by adopting physical means
for preventing conception ? No answer
is forthcoming except one based upon
antiquated dogmas. And clearly, the
violence to nature advocated by the
divines is at least as great as that
involved in birth-control. The divines
prefer a violence to human nature
which, when successfully practiséd,
involves unhappiness, envy, a tendency
to persecution, often madness. I prefer
a1 ‘“violence’ to physical nature which
is of the same sort as that involved in
the steam engine or even in the use of
wn umbrella.  This instance shows how
mmbiguous and uncertain is the appli-
:ation of the principle that we should
‘ollow “nature.”

[94]



SCIENCE AND HAPPINESS

Nature, even human nature, will
cease more and more to be an absolute
datum ; more and more 1t will become
what scientific manipulation has made
. Science can, if 1t chiooses, enable our
grandehildren to e the good hife, by
giving them knowledge, self-control,
and characters productive of harmony
rather than stnfe. At present st 1s
teaching out children to hill each other, I
because many men of science are wili-
ing to sacrifice the future of mankind to
their own momentary prosperity. But'
this phase will pass when men have
acquired the same domination over
their own paseions that they afready
have over the physical forces of the
external world. Then at last we shall
have won our freedom.

{os]
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success A gently malicious wil sparkles in every page.”
—Sundsy Zemes, * Haviog deliberately set humss{f en
almost 1m able lask has succeeded Eeyund belwf *—
Sntuvﬂalo s Quite the liveliest even of this spuited

Orpheus, or the Music of the Future. By
. J. TURNER. Second impressiot.
- A book oo music that we can reed ot merely once, but
or thnce.  Mr. Turner has given us some of the ﬁnsl
thinking, Gron Tisethoven That | have ever et Wi
Ernest Newman 1o Sunday Times,

Terpander, or Music and the Future. By

E. J. DENT,
= 1a Orpheus e, Turner made a l‘mlhun( vuyage in search

of first priocrples. 3ir, Dent’s book s 4 salful revew of
the de"lopmen! of music, 1 t is the o: sycriset and
stimulats esmay op music 1 bave lohnd "—Mﬂ cal
Neaes—* Rmm:bly able snd  stimulatog,”—Temes
Literary Supplemens.

Sibylla, o[r the Revival of Prophecy. By
C. A. M

" An enumlning and instructive pamphiet."—Morning
_\;tp ** Vlates & nightrmare before us very ably and mitnly.”
tator,

Lucullus, or the Food of the Future. By
Orca HarTIEY and Mrs. C. F. LEYEL.
** This Is 4 witty volume o an entertalniwog senes, and It
makes mmnﬂu readmg.—Times ooy Suppioment.
* Opens with @ bﬂllxaut ctnre of rnodem man, vai&n
a vacunm-cleaned, steam-; E:;ud uaixl shed suburi
= This banquet of eprgrams.”-

Procrustes, or the Future of English
Education. By M. ALDERTON PINE.

* Undonbtediy he makes out 2. good tase, —Dlﬂy
Horad R nteresting sadiion 1 the sons. T im
Edveasional Supplem
{ro]}



The Future of Futurism. By Jomn
RoODKER
Mr Rodker {5 up-to-the minute and he has accom
plls;z(i @ Comidsrable feat in woung on roch 2 vege

= 'ty 2 tremel 12
Ehaot inn‘\“:lbn © Y latersting pages”1 S

Pomona, or the Future of Enghsh By
BasiL DE SELINCOURT

“ Fiis later pages mast otls the blood of any wan wha
1oves his country and her poetry “~=J C Squsr¢ in Observer
“Hu finely-concelved essay “-—Vfanchester Guardias

Balbus, or the Future of Architecture
By CHRISTIAN BARMAN,

5 A ety brthant additen to tis slirady dntinguithed
senes and ipudentally sp boo or co of excellent eoter
foloment “—Spetator~ Stost radatle o
D T ommmaent T wastiy B bw Stakiom

Apella, or the Future of the Je\\s By
A QUARTERLY REVICWER

* Cogent becsuse of brevity and a tagni
71c e ook b o et praba. 15 Boe rlmphk!
-:‘lpns 1o the value of the senes, and should not be missed ™

Lars Porsena, or the Future of Sweanng
and Improper Language By ROBERT
GRAVES ~ Sixth smpression

r« slng] ed coutribution bay bee
made 1o T s n',‘,”,a Sriiously iromical Alelt S
Dystunder "~ Hiis Dihly enterramink esssy 4 84 full as
}\h: cgn’!:ll lundlrd of priters aod pol ez wll atlow "—

Mrs Fisher, or the Future of Humour,
By RoBERT GRAVES Second smpres-
ston

* Few volumes l.n this celebrated series hrve snfoyed 2
than should be (hkvtd by s

re descrved wu
F ln I'he -(l and danu of Lars }‘«n-u »om took it
to & founh fmpression  Mri Fsdet fs cven better "—

Dol Eapeent
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Socrates, or the Emancipation of Man-
kind. By H. F. CARLILL.

 Devotes 8 specially lyvety section to the herd fnstizct.»
—Tsmes ¢ Clearly, and with a balance that is
Arstonelian, be revsals nbat wd:m ‘psychology s gnmg
(0 accomplish.”—New Statesm:

Delphos, or the Future of International
Language. By E. SyLvia PANKHURST.

- ! ual to anything yet produced iy this brlltant serfes.
‘ankluurst states veey cleasly that 2a ttemations!
lmg\lage would be one of the greatest assets of cintization.”
—Spectator,
Gallio, or the Tyranny of Science. By
J. W.N. SurLivan,  Second impression.
"So packed with (deas that I( Is nol possible to gve
y adequate rl:nm[ f its contents,”—7 smes [ térary
sﬁ!‘f‘lmml. " “ His nmarkatb;e mollognph bis dtvﬂsﬂ-
s t {1 "

Sputator,

Apolfonius, or the Future of Psychical
Research. ByE N. BENNETT.

** A sane, temperate and suggesve survey of a field of
Inquiry which i slovlly bu; surely pisbmg 1o the front."—
Tomes Laterary Supplem

Acolus, or the Future of the Flying
Machine. By OLIVER STEWART
" Doth his wit and b expem:es; an hlm from the
nontensical fantastic.” " ~Daily A an i3 o be con-
gratulated, His book is small, bul dehghﬂully 1\|nny. lnd
lh!rt really are senuble ideas behmnd the jesting.™-
erop

Stentor, or the Press of To-day and
To-morrow. By Davip OCKHAM,
* A valuable and exceedingly intetcstig vomment 17
00 4 wital phase f moders developtieat - Daly llersl
*Vigarous and  well wntted, emmently readabie”—
Yoraskire Past,
{12]



Rusticus, ot the Future of the Country-
side. By MarTIN S. BRIGGS, F.R.LB.A,

* Few of the Efty wvolures, provocative and brilhant
s most of them base bu-u (Apmnwnmaxina ition as does
this one "~Datly Tdegr. Serves 2 pabonal end.
The book fsa pamphlel Lhnuy: It has the form and charm of

P—Spettal

Janus, or the Conquest of War. By
WiLL1AM McDoUGALL, M B., F R S.

* Among all the booklats of th brillhn( uﬂu noze, 1
think, 1 %0 weighty and Impressive a this It tootais
thrite as wuch maiter as the otber volumes, sad i3 pro-
foundly serious."—Dien Ings, 18 Evenies Staniard,

Vulean, or the Future of Labour. By
CreiL CHISHOLM.

Ot absorbing interest*—Daidy Hevald, *No
pechaps hay ever beld the bajauce o oicely betwced
techuicalities and Qixhts of fancy, 83 the auttor of tbla
excellent book in a brulliant series ¥ —Speciator.

Hymen, or the Future of Marriage. By
NorMAN HAIRE. Third impression.
* Has something serious to &3y, something that may be

ot valus  Dr Haure bs_fortusately, s lueid 2s he is bold.*
Sfituraay Rees = A ectilyng adhton . the
weries = Gpher

The Next Chapter :  the War against
the Moon. By ANDRE Maurots
*This delicate lnd delybttul thnusy presented wi
consummate _art ectaro but -.m.nnuy
sarcastic “wFuld “Aﬂmh y paxvdlrs the melancholy
;n,%ﬂl;xptmr tone cnbmnry.xmk. o =T e rterory
v

Archon, or the Future of Government.
By HAMiLTON FYFE.

“Tius 1 3 brave *—E congm

X brochure hat thl\ng K.opl. il e T tretor,
<4 tancly exposare o ypocnsy of polities."—Sunduy
Tom
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Scheherazade, or the Future of the
Enghsh Novel. By Jonx CARRUTHERs,

** A brilllani essag and, 1 thiok, & true one, It dese,
ttention of alt - ooy Wy lnterested crieally i the

the ai
novel."—Darly Her

Caledonia, or the Future of the Scots.
By G. M. THoMSON, Second smpression,

It b Ilentles and terible lo ts exposure of, the

realities that underlie the myth of the * canny S
Inch Statesman " As & pitce of inclsive wrtng
powerfu), though restrained, invective, Cul{lamalslpeclq“y
notable, "mSpectator.

Albyn, or Scotland and the Future. By
GRIEVE,

A vigoras answer, explist and feplic, o Caledoni,
tracig bomnd the seanes 14 deee t'a real Soottss
e amm oes e opgh e peciton,

Iconoclastes, or the Future of Shakes-
peare. By HUBERT GRIFFITH.
* To my dusappofatmest I fouad mysell in eomplgt.
201 with nearly all its a\llhor l arguments. There
Jdr ook Ahad B paa) and e rhat o bax 10 a2y,
~Nige! Playfasr, in Evening Slandarl.

Bacchus, or the Future of Wine. By

B, MoRrow SHAND.

“ \'ezy sense."—T1mrs mmny s.w:/mm,
“ A learned nnd zmns!ngly written book on wne,"—Dov,;
Ex‘pmx “An entrancing Intle ol et ang
Wine Merchant,

Hermes, or the Future of Chemistry.

By T. W. JORES, B.5G., F.C.5.

= Tells vy briefly, yet with bnihaat elanty, what Chexn.

tsu—y s doing ti-dag, wnd what 1fs achieyements are fikel
o be ru the future,*—Aformng Post,

Archlmcdes, or the Future of Phy51cs
WHYTE.

By L. L.
ans e notion ot asymmeteical e can be soccesatolly
llni to physics Itself, the vm\enal science will be bor
me great Synthesis 1o on 1be way seems um.
Cne ol the most suggestive nccounts of it may be found lp
this fascwwating volume."—7 imes mey Supplemend,

(4]



Atalanta, or the Future of Sport By
G S SaNpILANDS

- His provecat ve snd most foteresting book »—Daily
Herald 2ts qut some of the p nnacles of soreasm
climbed by mo;e tryng to separate amateur from pro-
T T es ey Sy

Lares et Penates, or the Home of the
luture By H J BIrvsTINGL

~ Iadicating vicilly what o k{v io abead If we allow
our worship of th al of Industrial output
Tor e o sake b procesd uad sctad - Conntry L
D ans am apoiing bicvere. —Eten og Standard.

Brealing Priscitn’s Head, or Enghsh
as She will be Spoke and Wrote By
Y T Greig, D LITT
* His vivacious book "—Daily Afad The most vehe-
ment attark fon standard Englsh} we have ever read
We sre equally amared aod amused - g Fot
A roliclong book. —Spectator

Cain, or the Tuture of Cnme By
GEORGE GODWIN
Corupels Lhe Itader ta !hlnk whether he wyllor no "—
Saturday Hevs “ A most intercstog propbecy
Godw 3 makes outa nmng me aga nsg the nupxd ty nnd
cruelty of our present dealings with come —Even
Standurd

Morpheus, or the Future of Sleep By
DaviD FRASER HARRIS M D, DSC
* Shews that the doctors do not as yet kuow much about
subwect " wee  Ha arguments, clearly and
lh|ydprarm(d hold our fnterest  Thls h ﬂ book fall of
2nd wise instruction *—-Cla

Hibernia, or the Tuture of Ireland By
Bortaw C Waricr
- An camest ant ﬂn"mgng plece of work *—Irish
seno 8 n:dﬂ book, tull of knowledge”
—;ﬂxliwr Notable n a wotable series —Foragn
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Hanno, or the Future of Exploration,
By J. LesLiE MitchELL,
* His wondertyl little book, in which b
ar notiot that the explarer’s task is ﬁﬂz”ylm‘ﬁlf
~\tgrmng Fort St ating, packed with mmmuy
praceical SUgEestions, “ums smier Literary Supplement.

Metamhropos, or the Body of the Future.
By R. CAMPBELL MACFIE, LL.D. .

“ Ao zxceplwn:"y stimulatiog book, the work of 4

ar au

clear
e urag g SLhent enccuniy b bead by Fherze
bt ancely

Heraclitus, or the Future of the Films.
-By Erv~EST BETTS.
tectaming book, foll of sparkling aad ongraal
PR yicar bt i gk oy R
serioss consideration of (b artistic asd meral aspects of
the S1m industry. —Spectator.

Eos, or the Wider Aspects of Cosmogony.
By Sir J. H. JEANS, L1.D., F.R.S. With

6 plates. Sixth smpusszan
* A fascinating symmary of his tremeadous conelusions,

Ulustrated. by some mll{\beauuml phatographs.'— ymes

the series s s
itabe o ‘profundity, for one of the best braiss
engag:d 0 research gives by here the frmts of Joog Jabour
in terms that alt may uoderstand, —-Spec

Dmgenes, or the Future of Leisure. By
A . JoAD. Second impression,
"A bn]hnt and ymmuvg volume."—Dean lnge,

in Eveming Standard,” = Tbe wmting 1 vivid and goad
busauredly truculeat."—Tymer Litrary Supplement.

Fortunn, or Chance and Design. By
Norwoon YoOUNG.

* Cheerful and Ingenious, His study of the "laws ol
<haace *, arillusirated o lh:glmeo! routelis, b evamina~
ton 0' horse-racing and the Stock Lxchaoge, re not

meant for tbuse who wuh 0 acquire sudden fortuges”
T.P.'s Weel
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Autolycus, or the Future for Miscreant
Youth By R G Gorpov,MD,psc
* Hia cte d sprrited thor h
the bay Ond gl ahnder howia Tebmdte Ieont ooy
subpeet and hely tasards legs aton Muy of us peed o
get fid of preconcerved notiona apd his -dm nbls book
S80uld belp s 2T rmes Educaianal Snppiem,
Eutychus, or the T'uture of the Pulpit
By Winirrep Hottny
% Few w ttier or wiser books have appeared in this &
lating series than Eutychus "—.S[wutw " Wity -tylo
shrewd Ins ght, delicious frg “—Guarduan
Alma Mater, or the Future of Osford
and Cambndge By Juriax Harn

* Comsplenously falf "= anchester Guardian  *Writes

sbout B elden sbout odth nd sbout et o

Universities with frankoess bumour and fntelligence "—
n

T}Ehoeus, or the Future of Socialism
ARTHUR SHADWELL
* Invatuable lmhd‘e of eompression ang {llumination *

—York hre Post © He hat alnost unsgual
o and by lagely froe from bias. P Swouden 10

Romulus, or the Future of the Child
By Roszrr T LEwIs
=Tl intercsung a0d stmclatig book ookt
Dot oaly by pareats but by all xbo an anythug At -u
aboat the future of the race “—Dawy 14de
Kaiki, or the Future of Civilization By
Profe.sor § RADHARRISHNAN
A most d:‘lgh\hl lnd instructive 'u\u\'m. -—]wlmﬁ
of F hudoiophucal g
ynwnun. k c.m"n: B nzu‘ly A\on; lpaxk)mg
and forvetul paragrapts
Shiva, or the Future of India. By
] MisnEv, Secord impression
* A fir stronger fopachme t tnan even des lhyu

attempred n Hotker Indss T—Dady L3 ulh, © Docs
ming ers i Lbe Jeast "—ody Erprens
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Vicisti, Galilme P or Religion in Eng-

land. By Epwarp B. PowLEy.
“ Oneof the best n the senes, s took to be read, thought

over, and discussed by alf Christians Who aro oot afraid
10 take the shutters down,“~Guardan

Columbia, or the Futnre of Canada. By
GEORGE Gomvm author of "Cam ",

vensny Standard, * Inditates

* Destry:
aptly toas the fotare of o e ot o VLA, P
3 vivd and convmncing picturs of (he disadvaitages of
e,

geographcal divorce.”—T i

Achates, or the Future of Canada jn
the Empire. By W. ERic HARRIS,

An_answer to Columbia, maintaming the view that
Camada wiilmatain berseld s before ko the Bratish Empire,

Eurydice, or the Nature of Opera By
DinrLEY Hussey, author of * Mozart.”

* He Iy 10 be congratulatel."—Saturday e, *Sbns
(mmznsc 31110 actompanying b thesis by a rapid sumy
history trom which Little essential will be
mlssed. '—Everyman,

Pons Asinorum, or the Future of Non-
sense. By GEORGE EDINGER and
E. J. C. Neep.

* A most entertaming essay, rich lo quou(\‘ﬂn from the
£33 masiers of glownship's praly,"—~Saturdey Resew,

Halcyon, or the Future of Monogamy,
By VZrRa BRITTAIN.

“ Polly sust:ips the bich standard of the series We
certaloly ought to be gratetul for s bour s mest smus g
seadiog "—opeciater.  Of u the briliant books in the
series, | know of few more * squib-like Yorkshrs Pm;

The World, the Flesh, and the Devil,

By J. D. BERNAL.

2 Astopnding thlogs are duomed o a fazcinstiog

anner —Daxly Herald A brittiant book 'S5 pectalc
“The sncep of his imagimabion sucieeds 18 o verconing ing
the reader s tendency to drsbelief  Absorbngly ioterest
f0g "I mes Luetary Supplemens.
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J
Demogritus, or the Future of Laughter.
By Gtrarp GouLb.

W3k pearty 400 valuzses 10 s erdit the ecis frinka
¢n as briskly asin jts rst South  Democrifus §s bound to

amag the fave it hamour Rlances at histocy,
oy, Bumanty, sad the great bamorsts. past asd
presat Wise and witty writing * —Dbsen

Slgphus, or the Lumts of Psychology
JAEGER.
* dlogether a r:ry sansible lnd :nlen;ln‘ng bool("
i Itt\f"?ud i '?4“" bo o |g
bl nﬂ M
Yler o siode ea paye! hsyx uld read 4
Ists, or the Future of Ozxferd, By
W J. K. Dirrocr,
- A very pleasant *—Timey Lik Supple 1
‘A bugary bt back. " Daily Aol A g ’”‘v&‘;,
Irdntn delmoe of Oxford lnull«lual life -—SM
Decucalion, or the Future of Crmczsm
'By GEOFFREY WEST
¢ An Biractive essag “—Times I_luynry Suppiemant
‘H Khly mended to those who wish to g+t g clear paw
of the present state of tﬂt(ul wmln; “Spectator  “An
entertaining bork. —/
Cato, or the Future of Censarship By
WILLIAM SEAGLE
*“This brilfant and witty book'-~Times Litersry
Sﬁ}ph-nal * Packed with the most usefal I.nlann:uan
d with the most Jateresting deductions and asalysis.”
Tm« and Tude
Saxo Grammaticus, or First Aid for the
Best Seller, By ErNEST WEEKLEY
A very ihocung eollection of wile phrases from oo
teporacy, v mwm-«u owellwmmm
18 book ormml and warning fous and excel
lm!pamph.leﬂnlgmxdcam 50!»" LyndlnDully Nows
Chronos, or the Future of the Family.
By EpEv PAuL, M D.
"Dsems e read b llarznum\xrb( te Itfa
! of the nvnluhm m the faml. mhrhas/
icb Is taking place befars our e; y!!
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