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LA MORALE.

PAR PAUL JANET.
BooKis on Ethics are net lu general v'ery attractive.

"Moral" je reg«ardcd as equivalent te "lstupid "; and
the disputces hetween ethical ivriters are often consid-
ered as sen)-eless as t.he eniese controversies o! theo-
logiaxis. But the central place occuniWdi by MiJorale in
the ceIiduct of life, as in tlie mid of the universe,
and the deteriiingi poiver of theory ever practice
mal-e the subject e! such coiiittanidinig importance as
te require attention te any notcivorthy contribution
te ethical discussions.

La AIforale, by the distinguishied auther of IlFinal
Causes," is wvorthy of notice' aise fer the clearness o!
style, the definitenCS3 o! stateuieut, and the eloseiness
of reasoning vilticlî its pages reveal. Tîxese qualities
seon trake tho roider forget, that lie is rcaditig French
and net Eniglish ; the tumd ef the author finds the
reader in the way characteristic o! only stmrong writers.
The book is itcrestiiig, tee; hoth when we agree
wvitlî the author and îvhen wve differ f rei Min. Space
will net admit o! a review of the wvork but ive desire
te cal] attention te it by queting soute of its principal
statements and unakig a feve references te its leacling
doctrines.

The author's o1ject is te stite the prnaciplPý anI the
fundamntal idea; of moral science. Ilie fundamental
prineiple is h.at moral geod suppose_. a natueral goed,
which je anterior te it, ani vliieb serves as a fouifda-
tien for it. Frein this it follews that if ail the ebjects
of our actions werc tixemeelves iîîdifferent, as the
Stoic& say, it weuld be impossible te compreliend why
we should ho helci te scek the eute rather than the
ether; and moral lave woul be veid of aIl contents.
If natural good le the ultiunate object the question at
once arises how are Nve te diseover this good. On tiuis
peint Janet says, these naturai goods, auterior te,
moral good and which ou-lit te bo the object of a
choice are not valued hy the pleasure which they pro.
cure us, but by an intrinsie character which we cal
their excellence, and wliich is independent o! our
miner o! feeling. Ilê thus denies that plensure and
pain are the standards by which Nve determino the
nuoral.quallity of actions, anci thereby places lîimself
in opposition te the simplest forin o! utilitarianisin.
Ia agreement witlî his vien' lie holds that the ancients
preperly arranged goods inte three classe~s: external

goods, bodily goods, goods of the seul, an"' that they
corist(ered goods of the seul es superior to thoseoef
the body, and tho latter as superior to those of exter-
rial good. WVhat is inxst excellent for mnan is thoro-
fore the excellence of his saul, andin luis sonl tho
higie-st and best part ie the persenality, that is to soy,
the reasonable will. But the excellence of the per-
sonality doce not consist in itself ; it coneists in its
union with tho personality of other mon, that is te
ci»', in fraternity, and aIso in its devotien to imper-
sonal goods, sucli as the beautiful, the true and the
holy. TIhis ideal excellence of the humai person is
whiat ie called perfection, and it can bc raid with \Volf,
thbat good i? perfcction. This ie different freont the

eneral1 trenLd of utilitarian doctrine, especia?'y front
the eced of Benthaxn's School, by wheun it ie the
quantity of pleasures, thoir suit), thoir intensity, inuch
more than by their price and their intrinsic value that
good ie estimnated.

But Janet holds that front his di- -inction between
good and pleasure it does not folleov that plciuure xnay
not bc a good ; for lie adouits with Aristotie that
pleasure is inseparable froin the act, that the niost
elevated act gives the 1niest elevated pleasure, and that
perfection is itef a source of happiness. It le in
this eense that eý, can say with Aristotle, wvith
Malebranche, 'vitlî Leibnitz, that goed is happiness.

This vie"', ho'vever, le far fron. xiaking pleasure the
chief thing, and is but littie mure than Stewart might
admit. It je certain that picasure ceones from doing
good.

Janet argues this peint as follows: Good for mani
cau bo only Iii.4 owfl preper geod, for it would bc
absurd to hold that a heiîîg is required te plirsue an
aim contrary te bis nature. AIl laws have for their
object the advantage of the subjects whose lawes they
are, and accordingly it îvould be strango indeed if the
mioral law alone should bo for the detriment of those
whoim it coninds. it wveuld then be a lave of
tyranny, not of justice and love.

Thue good is at the sanie tixue happiness. But hap.
pinesq le net, as Benthanm %vould have it a uculation,
a choice, a cembination of pleasures ; it le the highest
joy, the purest pleasure, adequato to the hightut ex-
cellence.

White Janet thue gives great force te pleaiure, ho
hy ne ineans faits te recognize the sense of duty. No
says that the doctrine o! perfection aud the doctrine


