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PREFACE TO THE FOURTH EDITION.

To the first edition of this work there should have been
prefixed a definite indication of its origin; and the mis-
apprehensions that have arisen in the absence of such
indication, ought before now to have shown me the need
for supplying it.

Though reference was made in a note on the first page
of the original preface, to certain Essays entitled “Progress:
its Law and Cause,” and * Transcendental Physiology,” as
coutaining generalizations which were to be elaborated in
the ““ System of Philosophy *’ there set forth in programme,
vet the dates of these HEssays were not given ; nor was thero
any indication of their cardinal importance as containing,
n a brief form, the general Theory of Evolution. No clear
evidence to the coutrary standing in the way, there has
been very generally uttered and accepted the belief that
‘this work, and the works following it, originated after,
and resulted from, the special doctrine countained in
Mr. Darwin’s Origin of Species.

The Kssay on ‘“Progress: its Law and Cause,” coexten-
sivein the theory it contains with Chapters XV., XVI,, XVII.,
and XX, in Part 1I. of this work, was first published in the
Westminster Review for April, 1857; and the Hssay in
which is briefly set forth the general truth elaborated in
Chapter XIX,, originally appeared, under the title of ‘ The

a
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Ultimate Laws of Physiology,” in the National Review for
October, 1857, Further, I may point out that in the first
edition of The Principles of Psychology, published in July
1855, mental phenomena are interpreted eut'vely from the
evolution point of view ; and the words used 1in jhe titles of
sundry chapters, 1mp1y the presence, at that date, of ideas
more widely apphed in the Essays just named. As the first
edition of The Origin of Species did not make its appearance
till October, 1859, it is manifest that the theory set forth in
this work and its successors, had an origin independent of,
and prior to, that which is commonly assumed to have im-
tiated it.

The distinctness of origin might, indeca, have been in-
ferred from the work itself, which deals with Evolution
at large—Inorganic, Organic, and Super-organic—in terms
of Matter and Motion ; and touches but briefly on those
particular processes so luminously exhibited by Mr.
Darwin. In §159 only, (p. 447) when illustrating the
law of ¢ The Multiplication of Effcects,” as universally
displayed, bave I lhad occasion to refer to the docfrine
set forth in the Origin of Species: pointing out that the
general cause I had previously assigned for the pr odue-
tion of divergent varieties of organisms, would not suffice
to account for all the facts without that special cause
disclosed by Mr. Darwin. The absence of this passage
would, of course, leave a serions gap in the general args-
ment; but the remainder of the work would stand exactly
as it now does.

I do not make this explanation in the belief that the
prevailing misapprehension will thereby soon be rectified ;
for T am conscious that, once having become current,
wrong beliefs of this kind long persist—all disproofs nct-
withstanding. Nevertheless, I yield to the suggestion
that unless I state the facts as they stand, T shall contirue
to countenance the misapprehension, and cannot expect it
to cease,
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With the exception of unimportant changes in one of
the notes, and some typographical corrections, the text of
this edition is identical with that of the last. I have,
however, adaed an Appendix dealing with certain criti-
cisms that have heen passed upon the general formula of
EKvolution, and' upon the philosophical doctrine which
precedes 1it.

May, 1880.



PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION.

Tue fresh supply from time to time printed from the
stereotype-plates of this work, has been, in somo cases,
entirely like the preceding supply; while, in other cases,
the plates have undergone more or less alteration. Hence
the number of the edition does not correspond with the
number of the thousand. In purswance of an ordinary
practice of tho book-trade, which I disapprove because it
is misleading, the title Third Kdition was, without my
knowledge, given to one of the thousands which differed in
no way from the preceding thousand.

This, however, is really a Third Edition. Besides some
minor alterations which I need not speify, there have been
extensive changes in the Chapters on the Indestrucublhty
of Matter,” “The Continuity of Motion,” and “The
Persistence of Force.” Originally written in 1861, wher
the doctrine respecting the quantitative relations of the
physical forces had not reached its"devcloped form, these
chapters have now bcen re-written for the purpose qof
harmonizing them with that doctrine as it is at present
understood : some differences ot conception and terminology,
being, however, intentionally retaincd.

October, 1876.



PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION.

WaEN the First Edition of this work was published, I sup-
poscd that the general theory set forth in its Second Part,
was presented in something like a finished form ; but sub-
sequent thought led me to further developments of much
imnportance, and disclosed the fact that the component
parts of the theory had been wrongly put together.
Iiven in the absence of a more special reason, I had decided
that, on the completion of the Principles of Biology, it would
be proper to suspend for a few months the series I am
issuing, that I might make the required re-organization.
And when the time had arrived, there had arisen a more
specthl rcason, which forbade hesitation. Translations mto
tl.é French and Russian langunages were about to be made
had, in fact, been commenced ; and had I deferred the
re-organization the work would have been reproduced with
all its original impeffections. This will be a sufficicnt
explanation to those who have complained of the delay in
the issue of the Principles of Psychology.

The First Part remains almost untouched: two verbal
alterations only, on pp. 43 and 99, having been made to
prevent misconceptions. Part II., however, is wholly
#ransformed. Its first chapter, on “Laws in General,” is
ongitted, with a view to the inclusion of it in one of the
latter volumes of the scries. Two minor chapters disappear.
Most of the rest are transposed, in groups or singly.
And there are nine new chapters embodying the further
developments, and serving to combine the pre-existing
chapters into a changed whole. The following scheme ir
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which the new chapters are marked by italics, will give an

idea of the transformation :—

First EpITION,

Laws-in-Goeneral-

The Law of Evolution.

The Law of Evolution (continued).
The-Causes-ofMvolution.

Space, Time, Matter, Motion, and
Force.

The Indestructibility of Matter.
The Continuity of Motion.
The Persistence of Force.,

The Correlation and Fquivalence
of Forces.

The Direction of Motion.
The Rhythm of Motion.

The Conditions essential to Bve-
I-i&i I’a

The Instability of the Homo-
geneous.

The Multiplication of Effects.

Differentiation and Integration.
Equilibration.

Summary and Conclusion.

Secone Eprmon.

Philosophy Defined.
The Datu of Rilosophy.
¢

Space, Time, Matter, Motion,
and Force.

The Indestructibility of Mattor

The Continuity of Motion.

The Persistence of Force.

The Persistence of Relations
among forces.

The Transformation and Equi-
valence of Forces.

The Direction of Motion.

The Rhythm of Motion.

Recapitulation, Criticism, and
Reconumnencemesid

Evolution and Dissolution.

Simple and Comp- wnd Evolition.

TheLawovaolut%on. Re-a1-

TheLawof Evolution | el
(continued). with ad

The Lawof Evolution | ditions.
(centinued).

The Law of Lvolution (ww-
cluded).

The Interpretation of Evolutum.

The Instability of the Homo-
geneous.

The Multiplication of Effects.

Segregation.

Equlibration.

Dissolution. B

Summary and Conclusion (Re-
written).

Of course throughout this re-organized Second Part
the numbers of the sections have been changed;
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xi

and hence those who possess the Principles of Biology, in
which many references are made to passages in First Prin-
ciples, would be inconvenienced by the want of corre.
spondence belwecn the numbers of the scctions in the ori-
ginal edition and in the new edition, were they without any
means of ldeﬁtlfymg the sections as mnow numbered.
The annexed list, showing which section answers to which
in the two editions, will meet the requirement :—

Fn'st
Edit. Edit.

§43 §119
44 117
45 118
46 120
47 121
48 122
49 123
50 124
51 125
52 126
53 128
54e 129

(130

131

132

133

134

135

136

187

Second

First Second
Edit.  Rdit.

(107
108
109
110
§56< 111

112
113

61 46
62
63
64
6o
66 52
67
68
69
70
71 57

First Second

Edit. Edit.
§72  §58
73 59
74 60
75 61
76 62
77 66
78 67
79 68
80 69
81 70
82 71
83 72
84 73
85 74
8 75
87 76
88 77
89 78
90 79
91 80

First
Kdit

§92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

Second
Edit.

§81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

First
Edit

121
§122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
183
134
135
136 :

177
137 183

144 193
145 194

Second
Edit

§161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176

The original stercotype plates have been used wherever
it was possible; and hence the exact correspondence be-
tween the two editions in many places, even where adjacent
puges are altered.

London, November, 1867,






PREFACE.

TH1s volume 1s the first of a series described in a prospectus
originally distributed in March, 1860. Of that prospectas,
tho annexed is a reprint.

A SYSTEM OF PHILOSOPHY.

M=z. HERBERT SPENCER proposes to issue in periodical parts a
connected series of works which he has for several years been
prep'u-mg Some conception of the general aim and scope of
this Serics may be gathered from the following Programme.

FIRST PRINCIPLES.

Parr I. THE UNK:\'O\\'AI‘!LE.-—Cal‘rying a step further the doctrine
pryt into shape by Hamilton and Mansel; pointing out the various direc-
tions in which Science leads to the same conclusions; and showing
that in this united belief inan Absolute that transcends not only human
knowledge but human conception, lies the only possible reconciliation
of Science and Religion.

Parr I1. Laws oF THE KNOWABLE.—A statement of the ultimate
?u'inciples discernible throughout all manifestations of the Absolute—
these highest generalizations now being disclosed by Science which are
severally true not of one class of phenomena but of all classes of pheno-
mena; and which are thus the keys to all classcs of phenomena.*

* Onec of these generalizations is that currently known as ¢ the Conservation of
Force;” o second may be gathered from a published essay on ¢ Progress : its Law
and Cause;” a third is indicated in a paper on * Transcendental Physiology;
and there aie several othore.
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[In logical order should here come the application of these First Princi-
ples to Inorganic Nature. But this great diwision it is proposed to pass
over: partly because, even without it, the scheme is too extensive ; and
partly because the interpretation of Organic Nuture after the proposed
method, is of more tmmediate importance. The second wwrk of the series
will therefore be—]

]

[ ]
THE PRINCIPLES OF BIOLOGY.

Vou. 1.

Parr 1. THE Daty oF BioLogy.—Including thosc general truths of
Physics and Chemistry with which rational Biology must set out.

II. Tue Iaprerioss oF Blorogy.—A statement of the leading gener-
alizations which Naturalists, Phystologists, and Comparative Anatomists,
have established.

IIL. Tue Evortvriox or LiFk.—Concerning the speculation com-
monly known as “The Development Iypothesis ’—its & priori and 4
posterwri evidences,

Vor. II.

1V. MorrHoroGIcAL DEVELOPMENT.—Pointing out the relations that
are everywhere traceable betw een organie forms and the average of the
various forces to which they arc subject; and seeking in the cumulativé
effects of such forces a theory of the forms.

V. Puvsiorocical. DeEvELOPMENT.—The progressive differentiation of
functions similarly traced; and similarly interpreted as consequent upon
the exposure of different parts of organisms to different sets of conditions.

VL. Tue Laws or McrripLicarioN.—Generalizations respecting the
rates of reproduction of the various classes of plants and animals; fol-
lowed by an attempt to show the dependence of these variations upon
certain necessary causes.*

* The ideas to be developed in the second volume of the Principles of Biolpgy
the writer has already briefly expressed m sundry Review-Articles. Part IV,
will work out a doctrine suggested in a paper on * The Laws of Otganic Form,”
published in the Medico-Chirurgical Review for January, 1859. The germ of Part
V. is contained 1n the essay on ** Transcendental Physivlogy :”* See Essays, PP.
280-90. Andin Part VI will be unfolded certain views crudely expressed in &
*Theory of Population,” published 1u the Westmnster Review for April, 1852.
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TIHE PRINCIPLES OF PSYCHOLOGY.
Vor. L.

Parr 1. Tue Daga or Psycnorogy.—Treating of the general con-
aexions of Mind and Life and their relations té other modes of the
(inknowable. . )

II. Toe INpucTI®NS oF PsycHoLoGY. —A digest of such generaliza-
tions respecting mental phenomena as have already been empirically
established.

III. Gexeral SynTHESIS.—A republication, with additional chapters,
of the same part in the already-published Principles of Psychology.

IV. Spec1AL SYNTHEsiS.—A republication, with extensive revisions
and additions, of the same part, &c. &e.

V. PuvsicAL SYNTHESIS.—An attempt to show the manner in which
the succession of states of consciousness conforms to a certain funda-
mental law of nervous action that follows from the First Principles laid
down at the outset.

Vor. 1I.

VI. Sprc1aL ANALYsIs.—As at present published, but further elabor
ated, by some additional chapters. 1he o - ol e v M0 07 S 2
VTI ‘GENERAL ANALYSIS.—As at present published, with severa
explamations and additions. ¢ gt (o0t Rl L e

W1II. CoroLLARIES.—Consisting in part of a number of derivative
prnciples which form a necessary introduction to Sociology.*

THE PRINCIPLES OF SOCIOLOGY.
YVor. 1.

ParT 1. THE DaTA OF SOCI0LOGY.—A statement of the several sets
of tactors entering into social phenomena—human ideas and feelings
considered in their necessary order of evolution; surrounding natural
conditions; and those ever complicating conditions to which Society
itsel{’ gives origin.

s II. Tur INpuctioNs oF Soclorocy.—General facts, structural and
funhctional, as gathered from a survey of Societies and their changes: in

* Respecting the several additions to be made to the Principles of Psychologu.
it seems needful only to say that Part V. is the unwritten division named in the
preface to that work—a division of which the germ is contamed in a note on page
5644, and of which the scope has since been more definitely stated in a paper in
the Medico-Chirurgical Review for Jan. 1859,
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other words, the empirical generalizations that arc arrived at by com-
paring different socicties, and successive phases of the same society.

III. Pormmical OrganNizaTioN.—The evolution of governments, gene-
ral and local, as determined by natural causes; their several types and
metamorphoses ; their increasing complexity und spec#lization; and the
progressive limitatior of their functions,

¢
[

YVor. II.

[V. EccLESASTICAL OrcaNizarioN.—Tracing the differentiation of
religious government from secular: its successive complications and the
multiplicution of sects; the growth and continued modification of re-
ligious ideas, as caused by advancing knowledge and changing moral
character; and the gradual reconciliation of these ideas with the truths
of abstract science.

V. CereMONIAL ORGANIZ3TION.—The natural history of that third
kind of government which, having a common root with the others, and
slowly becoming separate from and supplementary to them, serves to
regulate the minor actions of life.

VI. INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATION.—The development of productive and
distributive agencies, considered, like the foregoing, in its necessary
causcs: comprehending not only the progressive division of labour, and
the increasing complexity of each industrial ageney, but also *he sue-
cessive forms of industrial government as passing through like ptases
with political government, '

Voru. I1I.

VII. Lixgual ProGress.—The evolution of Languages regarded as
a psychological process determined by social conditions. L

VIII. INTELLECTUAL ProGrEss.— Treated from the same point of
view: including the growth of classifications; the evolution of scienee
out of common knowledge; the advance from qualitive to quantative
prevision, from the indefinite to the definite, and from the concrete to
the abstract.

IX. Astneric ProGrrss. — The Fine Aris similarly dealt with:
tracing their gradual differentiation from primitive institutions and from
each other; their increasing varieties of development; and their ad-
vance in reality of expression and superiority of aim.

! X. MoraL Prosress.—Exhibiting the genesis of the slow emotionai
modifications which human nature undergoes in its alaptation to ths
social state,
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XI. Tue Coxsensus.—Treating of the necessary interdependence of
structures and of functions in each type of society, and in the successive
pliases of social development.*

THE PRINCIPLES OF MORALITY.
¢ Vor. 1.

[ ]

ParT I. THoe DarA oF MoORALITY.—Generalizations furnished by
Biology, Psychology and Sociology, which underlie a true theory of
right living: in other words, the elements of that equilibrium between
constitution and conditions of existence, which is at once the moral
ideal and the limit towards which we are progressing.

II. Tur Inpucrions o¥ MoraLITY.—Those empirically-established
rules of human action which are registered as essential laws Ly all
civilized nations: that is to say—the generalizations of expediency.

II1. PrrsoNaL Morars.—The principles of private conduet—physical,
intellectnal, moral and religious—that foliow from the conditions to
compieie individual life: or, what is the same thing—those modes ot
private action which must result from the eventual equilibration of in-
ternal desires and external needs.

. Vou. II

IV. Justice.—The mutual limitations of men's actions necessitated
by ‘their co-cxistence as units of a society—limitations, the perfect
oBservance of which constitutes that state of equilibrium forming the
goal of political progress.

V. Nrearive BENEFICENCE.—Those secondary limitations, similarly
necessitated, which, though less important and not cognizable by law,
ar: yet requisite to prevent mutual destruction of happiness in various
indirect ways: in other words—those minor self-restraints dictated by
what may be called passive sympathy.

* Of this treatise on Sociology a few small fragmen*s may be found m already-
pullished essays.  Some of the ideas to be developed in Part IT. are indicated in
an article on ‘ The Social Organism,” contained in the last number of the Wesé-
minscer Review ; those which Part V. will work out, may be gathered from the
first half of & paper written some years since on “‘Manners and Fashion ;” of Part
VIIIL. the germs are contained in an article on the ¢ Genesis of Science ;”’ two
papers on ¢ The Origin and Function of Music’’ and ¢ The Philosophy of Style,”
contain some ideas to be embodied in Part IX. ; and fiom a eriticism of Mr. Bain’s
work on “* The Emotious and the Will,” in the last number of the Medico-Chirur-
gical Review, the central idea to be developed in Part X, may be inferred.
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VI. Positive BENEFICENCE.—Comprehending all modes of conduet,
dictated by active sympathy, which imply pleasure in giving pleasure—
modes of conduct that social .1d.1pta(10n has induced and must render
ever more general; and which, in becoming nmvusal must fill to the
full the possible measura of human happiness.*

In anticipation of the obvious criticism thaf the scheme here
sketched out is too extensive, it may be remarked that an ex.
haustive treatment of each topic is not intended ; but simply the
establishment of principles, with such illustrations as are needed
to make their bearings fully understood. It may also be pointed
out that, besides minor fragments, one large division (Zhe Princi-
plés of Psychology) is already, in great part, executed. And a
further reply is, that impossible thongh it may prove to execute
the whole, yet nothing can be said against an attempt to set forth
the First Principles and to carry their applications as far as cix-
cumstances permit.

The price per Number to be half-a-crown ; that is to say, the
four Numbers yearly issued 1o be severally delivered, post free,
to all annual subscribers of Ten Shillings.

® Part 1V. of the Principles of Morality will be eo-extensive (though not iden-
tical) with the first half of the writer’s Social Statics.

L]
i

This Programme I have thought well to reprint for two
reasons :—the one being that readers may, from time to
time, be able to ascertain what topics are next to be dealt
with ; the other being that an outline of the scheme may
remain, in case it should never be completed.

The successive instalments of which this volume consists;
were issued to the subscribers at the following dates :—TPart
I. (pp. 1—80) in October, 1860 5 Part IT. (pp. 81—176) in
January, 1861; Part IIT. (pp. 177—256) in April, 1861;
Part IV. (pp. 257—334) in October, 1861 ; Part V. (pp.
335—416) in March, 1862 ; and Part VI. (pp. 417—504)
in June, 186G2.%

Jondon, June 5th, 1862,

* These dates and pagings of the divisions as originally issued, of course
do ot aprly to the volume as it ncw stands, heyond page 123.
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PART I.

TIIE UNKNOWABLE.






CHAPTER I.

RELIGION AND SCIENCE.

§ 1. WE too often forget that not only is there *a soul of
goodness in things evil,” but very generally also, a soul of
truth in things crroneous. While many admit the abstract
probability that a falsity has usually a nucleus of reality, few
bear this abstract probability in mind, when passing judg-
ment on the opinions of others. A belief that is finally
proved to be grossly at variance with fact, is cast aside with
indignation or contempt; and in the heat of antagonism
scarcely any one mquires what there was in this belief which
commended it to men’s minds. Yet there must have been
something. And there is rcason to suspect that this some-
thing was its correspondence with certain of their experiences :
an extremely limited or vague correspondence perhaps; but
still, a correspondence. Even the absurdest report may in
nearly every instance be traced to an actual occurrence; and
had there been no such actual occurrence, this preposterous
misrepresentation of it would never have existed. Though
the distorted or magnified image transmitted to us through
the refracting medium of rumour, is utterly unlike the reality ;
yet in the absence of the reality there would have been no
distorted or magnified image. And thus it is with human
belicfs in general. Entirely wrong as they may appear, the
implication is that they germinated out of actual experiences
—originally contained, and perhaps still contain, some small
amount of verity.
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More especially may we safely assume this, in the case of
beliefs that have long existed and are widely diffused; and
most of all so, in the case of beliefs that are perenniul and
nearly or quite universal. The presumption tRat any current
opinion is not wholly false, gains in strength according to the
number of its adherents. Admitting, as wczﬂnust, that life is
impossible unless through a certuin agreement between in-
ternal convictions and external circumstances ; admitting
therefore that the probabilities are always in favour of the
truth, or at least the partial truth, of a conviction; we must
admit that the convictions entertained by many minds in
common are the most likely to have some foundation. The
elimination of individual errors of thought, must give to
the resulting judgment a certain additional value. It
may indeed be urged that many widely-spread beliefs
are received on authority; that those entertuining them
make no attempts at verificution ; and hence it may be in-
ferred that the multitude of adherents adds but little to the
probability of a belief. DBut this is not true. Ior a belief
which gains extensive reception without critical examihation,
is thereby proved to have a general congruity with the various
other beliefs of those who reccive it ; and in so far as these
various other beliefs are based upon personal observation and
judgment, they give an indircct warrant to one with which
they harmonize. It may be that this warrant is of small
value ; but still it is of some value.

Could we reach definite views on this matter, they would
be extremely useful to us. It is important that we should, if
possible, form something like a general theory of current
opinions ; so that we may neither over-cstimate nor under-
estimate their worth. Arriving at correct judgmentson dis-
puted questions, much depends on the attitude of mind we
preserve while listening to, or taking part in, the controversy ;
and for the preservation of a right attitude, it is needful that
we should learn how truc, and yet how untrue, are average
human beliefs. On the one hand, we must keep free from
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that bias in favour of reccived ideas which expresses itsclf in
such dogmas as *“ What every one says must be true,” or
“The voice of the people is the voice of God.” On the other
hand, the fact.digclosed by a survey of the past, that majorities
have usually been wrong, must not blind us to the comple-
mentary fact, that majoritics have usually not been entirel
wrong. And tHe avoidance of these extremes being a pre-
requisite to catholic thinking, we shall do well to provide
ourselves with a safe-guard against them, by making a valua.
tion of opinions in the abstract. To this end we must con-
template the kind of relation that ordinarily subsists between
opinions and facts. I.et us do so with one of those beliefs
which under various forms has prevailed among all nations in
all times.

§ 2. The earliest traditions represent rulers as gods or
demigods. By their subjccts, primitive kings were regurded
as superhuman in origin, and superhuman in power. They
possessed divine titles; received obeisances like those made
before the altars of deities; and were in some cases actually
wyrshipped. If there needs proof that the divine and half-
divine characters originally ascribed to monarchs were
3scribed literally, we have it in the fact that there are still
existing savage races, among whom it is held that the chiefs
and their kindred are of celestial origin, or, as elsewhere, that
only the chicfs have souls. And of course along with beliefs
of this kind, there existed a belief in the unlimited power of
the ruler over his subjects—an absolute possession of them,
extending even to the taking of their lives at will : as even
séill in Fiji, where a victim stands unbound to be killed at the
word of his chicf; himself declaring, “ whatever the king says
must be done.”

In times and among races somewhat less barbarous, we find
these beliefs a little modified. The monarch, instead of being
literally thought god or demigod, is conceived to be a man
having divine authority, with perhaps more or less of divine
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nature. He retains however, as in the Fast to the present
day, titles expressing his heavenly descent or relationships ;
and is still saluted in forms and words as humble as those ad-
dressed to the Deity. While the lives and gropertics of his
people, if not practically so completely at his mercy, are still
in theory supposed to be his. .

Later in the progress of civilization, as durmﬂ' the middle
ages in Furope, the current opinions respecting thc relation-
ship of rulersand ruled are further changed. I'or the theory
of divine origin, there is substituted that of divine right. No
longer god or demigod, or even god-descended, the king is
now regarded as simply God’s vice-gerent. The obeisances
made to him are not so extreme in their humility ; and his
sacred titles lose much of their meaning. Morcover his
authority ceases to be unlimited. Subjects deny his right to
dispose at will of their lives and properties; and yield alle-
giance only in the shape of obedience to his commands.

With advancing political opinion has come still greater
restriction of imperial power. Belief in the supernatural
character of the ruler, long ago repudiated by ourselves for
example, has left belind it nothing more than the popular
tendency to aseribe unusual goodness, wisdom, and beauty to
the monarch. Loyalty, which originally meant implicit sub-
mission to the king’s will, now means a merely nominal pro-
fession o« suboxdlno.tmn, and the fulfilment of cortain ioum of
respect.  Our political practice, und our political theory, alike
utterly reject those regal prerogatives which once passed un-
questioned. By deposing some, and putting others in their
places, we have not only denied the divine rights of certain
men to rule; but we have denied that they have any righms
beyond those originating in the assent of the nation. Though
our forms of speech and our state-documents still assert the
subjection of the citizens to the ruler, our actual beliefs and
our daily proceedings implicitly assert the contrary. We
obey no laws save those of our own making. "We have entirely
divested the monarch of legislative power; and should im-
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mediately rebel against his or her exercise of such power,
even in matters of the smallest concern. In brief, the abo-
riginal doctrine is all but extinct among us.

Nor has tha ggjection of primitive political belicfs, resulted
only in transferring the authority of an autocrat to a repre-
scntative bodys The views entertained respecting govern-
ments in general, of whatever form, are now widely different
from those once entertained. Whether popular or despotic,
governments were in ancient times supposed to have unlimited
authority over their subjects. Individuals existed for the
benefit of the State; not the State for the benefit of in-
dividuals. In our days, however, not only has the national will
been in many cases substituted for the will of the king ; but
the exercise of this national will has been restricted to a much
smaller sphere.  In England, for instance, though there has
been established no definite theory setting bounds to govern-
mental authority ; yet, in practice, sundry bounds have been
sct to it which are tacitly recognized by all.  There is no
organic law formally declaring that the legislature may not
freedy dispose of the citizens’ lives, as early kings did when
they sacrificed hecatombs of victims; but were it possible for
our legislature to attempt such a thing, its own destruction
would be the consequence, rather than the destruction of
citizens. ITow entirely we have cstablished the personal
liberties of the subject against the invasions of State-power,
would be quickly demonstrated, were it proposed by Act of
Parliament forcibly to take possession of the nation, or of any
class, and turn its scrvices to public ends; as the services of
the people were turned by primitive rulers. And should any
statesman suggest a re-distribution of property such as was
sometimes made in ancient democratic communities, he would
be met by a thousand-tongued denial of imperial power over
individual possessions. Not only in our day have these funda-
mental claims of the citizen been thus made good against the
State, but sundry minor claims likewise. Ages ago, lawa
regulating dress and mode of living fell into disuse; and
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any attempt to revive them would prove the current opinion
to be, that such matters lie beyond the sphere of legal control.
For some centuries we have been asserting in practice, and
have now cstablished in theory, the right of ¢very man to
choose his own religious beliefs, instead of receiving such
Leliefs on State-authority. Within the last Few generations
we have inaugurated complete liberty of speech in spite of all
legislative attempts to suppress or limit it. And still more
recently we have claimed and finally obtained under a few
exceptional restrictions, freedom to trade with whomsoever we
please. Thus our political beliefs are widely different from
ancient ones, not only as to the proper depositary of power to
be exercised over a nation, but also as to the cxtent of that
power.

Not even here has the change ended. Besides the average
opinions which we have just described as current among
ourselves, there exists a less widely-diffused opinion going
still further in the same direction. There are to be found
men who contend that the sphere of government should be
narrowed even more than it is in England. The modern
doctrine that the State exists for the benefit of citizens, whizh
has now in a great measure supplanted the ancient doctrine
that the citizens exist for the benefit of the State, they would
push to its logical results. They hold that the freedom of the
individual, limited only by the like freedom of other individ-
uals, is sacred ; and that the legislature cannot equitably put
further restrictions upon it, either by forbidding any actions
which the law of equal freedom permits, or tuking away any
property save that required to pay the cost of enforcing this
law itself. They assert that the sole function of the State w3
the protection of persons against each other, and against a
foreign foe. They urge that as, throughout civilization, the
manifest tendency has been continually to extend the liberties
of the subject, and restrict the functions of the State, there is
reason to believe that the ultimate political condition must be
one in which personal freedom is the greatest possible and
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governmental power the least possible : that, namely, in which
the freedom of each has no limit but the like freedom of all;
while the sole governmental duty is the maintenance of this
limit. .

Here then in different times and places we find concerning
the origin, authority, and functions of government, a great
variety of opinibns—opinions of which the leading gencra
above indicated subdivide into countless species. 'What now
must be said about the truth or falsity of these opinions?
Save among a few barbarous tribes the notion that a monarch
is a god or demigod is regarded throughout the world as an
absurdity almost passing the bounds of human credulity.
In but few places does there survive a vague notion that the
ruler possesses any supernatural attributes. Most civilized
communities, which still admit the divine right of govern-
ments, have long since repudiated the divine right of kings.
Iilsewhere the belief that there is anything sacred in legis-
lative regulations is dying out: laws are coming to be con-
sidered as conventional only. While the extreme school
holdg that governments have ncither intrinsic author-
ity, nor can have authority given to them by convention ;
but can possess authority only as the administrators of those
tnoral principles deducible from the conditions essential to
social life. Of these various beliefs, with their innumerable
modifications, must we then say that some one alonc is
wholly right and all the rest wholly wrong; or must we say
that cach of them contains truth more or less completely
disguised by errors? The latter alternative is the one which
analysis will force upon us. Ridiculous as they may severally
appear to those not educated under them, every one of these
doctrines has for its vital clement the recognition of an
unquestionable fact. Directly or by implication, each of
them insists on a certain subordination of individual actions
to social requirements. There are wide differences as to the
power to which this subordination is due; there are wide
differences as to the motive for this subordination ; there are
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wide differences as to its extent ; but that there must be some
subordination all are agreed. From the oldest and rudest
idea of allegiance, down to the most advanced political theory
of our own day, there is on this point complete unanimity.
Though, between the savage who conceives his life and
property to be at the absolute disposal of lAs chicf, and the
anarchist who denies the right of any ﬂovemment, autocratic
or democratice, to trench upon his individual freedom, there
secms at first sight an entire and irreconcileable antagonism ;
yet ultimate analysis discloses in them this fundamental com-
munity of opinion ; that there arc limits which individual
actions may not transm‘ess-—linﬁts which the one regards us
originating in the king’s will, and which the other regards us
deducible from the equal claims of fellow-citizens.

It may perhaps at first sight scem that we here reach a
very unimportant conclusion ; namely, that a certain tacit
assumption is equally implied in all these conflicting political
creeds — an assumption which is indeed of self-evident
validity. The question, however, is not the value or novelty
of the particular truth in this case arrived at. My a#m has
been to exhibit the more general truth, which we arc apt to
overlook, that between the most opposite beliefs there is
usually something in common,—something taken for granted
by each; and that this something, if not to be set down
as an unquestionable verity, may yet be considered to
have the highest degree of prol)abilit). A postulate w hich,
like the one above instanced, is not consciously asserted but
unconsciously involved ; and which is unconsciously involved
not by one man or body of men, but by nnmernus bodies of
men who diverge in countless ways and degrees in the rest of
their beliefs ; has a warrant far transcending any that can be
usually shown. And when, as in this case, the postulate is
abstract — is not based on some one concrete experience
common to all mankind, but implies an induction from a
great variety of experiences, we may say that it ranks next in
certainty to the postulates of exact scicnce.
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Do we not thus arrive at a generalization which may habit-
ually guide us when seeking for the soul of truth in things
erroneous? While the foregoing illustration brings clearly
home the fact, thet in opinions sceming to be absolutely and
supremely wrong something right is yet to be found; it also
indicates the method we should pursue in seeking the some-
thing right. This method is to compare all opinions of the
same genus; to set aside as more or less discrediting one
another those various special and concrete elements in which
such opinions disagree; to observe what remains after the
discordant constituents have been eliminated ; and to find
for this remaining constituent that abstract expression which
holds true throughout its divergent modifications.

§ 3. A candid acceptance of this general principle and an
adoption of the course it indicates, will greatly aid us in deal-
ing with those chronic antagonisms by which men are
divided. Applying it not enly to current ideas with which
we are personally unconcerned, but also to our own ideas and
those®of our opponents, we shall be led to form far more
cocrect judgments.  We shall be ever ready to suspect that
tllc convictions we entertain are not wholly right, and that
the adverse convictions are not wholly wrong. On the one
hand we shall not, in common with the great mass of the
unthinking, let our belicfs be determined by the mere accident
of birth in a particular age on a particular part of the Karth’s
surface; and, on the other hand, we shall be saved from that
error of cntire and contemptuous negation, which is fallen
into by most who take up an attitude of independent criticism.

- Of all antagonisms of belicf, the oldest, the widest, the most
profound and the most important, is that between Religion
and Science. It commenced when the recognition of the
simplest uniformitics in surrounding things, set a limit to the
once universal superstition. It shows itsclf everywhore
throughout the domain of human knowledge : affecting men’s
interpretations alike of the simplest mechanical accidents and
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of the most complicated events in the histories of nations.
It has its roots deep down in the diverse habits of thought of
different orders of minds. And the conflicting conceptions of
nature and life which these diverse habits ofethought severally
generate, influence for good or ill the tone of fecling and the
daily conduct. v

An unceasing battle of opinion like this which has been
carried on throughout all ages under the banners of Religion
and Science, has of course generated an animosity fatal to a
just estimate of either party by the other. On a larger scale,
and more intensely than any other controversy, has it illus-
trated that perennially significant fable concerning the knights
who fought about the colour of a shield of which neither
looked at more than one face. Kach combatant secing clearly
his own aspect of the question, has charged his opponent
with stupidity or dishonesty in not seeing the same aspect of
it; while cach has wanted the candour to go over to his
opponent’s side and find out how it was that he saw every-
thing so differently.

Happily the times display an increasing catholicity ol feel-
ing, which we shall do well in carrying as far as our natuves
permit. In proportion as we love truth more and victory
less, we shall become anxious to know what it is which leads
our opponents to think as they do.  We shall begin to suspect
that the pertinacity of belicf exhibited by them must result
from a perception of something we have not perccived. And
we shall aim to supplement the portion of truth we have
found with the portion found by them. Making a more
rational estimate of human authority, we shall avoid alike the
extremes of undue submission and undue rebellion—shall net
regard some men’s judgments as wholly good and others as
wholly bad ; but shall rather lean to the more defensible
position that nonec are completely right and none are com-
pletely wrong.

Preserving, as far as may be, this impartial attitude, let us
then contemplate the two sides of this greut controversy
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Keeping guard against the bias of education and shutting out
the whisperings of sectarian feeling, let us consider what are
the @ priori probabilities in favour of each party.

]

§ 4. When duly realized, the general principle above
illustrated mus®lead us to anticipate that the diverse forms
of religious belief which have existed and which still exist,
have all a basis in some ultimate fact. Judging by analogy
the implication is, not that any one of them is altogether
right ; but that in each there is something right more or less
disguised by other things wrong. It may be that the soul of
truth contained in erroncous creeds is very unlike most, if not
all, of its several embodiments ; and indeed, if, as we have good
reason to expeet, it is much more abstract than uny of them,
its unlikeness necessarily follows. DBut however different
from its concrete expressions, some essential verity must be
looked for. To suppose that these multiform conceptions
should be one and all absolutely groundless, discredits too
profoundly that average human intelligence from which all
our individual intelligences are inherited.

This most general reason we shall find enforced by other
more special ones. To the presumption that a number of di-
Verse Deliefs of the same class have some common foundation
in fact, must in this casc be added a further presumption de-
rived from the omnipresence of the beliefs. Religious ideas of
one kind or other are almost universal. Admitting that in
many places there are tribes who have no theory of creation,
no word for a deity, no propitiatory acts, no idea of another
life—admitting that only when a certain phase of intelligence
is reached do the most rudimentary of such theories make their
appearance; the implication is practically the same. Grant
that among all races who have passed a certain stage of i