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well with (Icterniini.sin as with freedom. Indeed, we may
claim, that onh- uj)()n the supp().siti(;n that a man's acts repre-

sent his character, and take place accordin.i^ to fixed laws,

does there apjiear to be an\- hoj^e of intlnencinj^ him in anv-

way. We ma\-, j)crhaps, then assert, that if the retril)ntory

theory of jmnishment postnlales freedom of alternati\es, the

reformatory conception demands as a j)resnp])osition, deter-

minism. It is jiist hecan.se a man aviih'/ lirlp acting as he

does, that he recpiires to he sej)arale(l from society, and snh.

jected to a special kind of treatment.

The distinctiveh' moral ari^niment is based on the feel in j^ of

ol)li<.(ation, and the retrospective jnd.<.i;ments we jiass on onr

own condnct. It is contained in Kant's famons statement,

" the onii^ht imi)lies tiie can." Xow it is nr^ed with jj^reat

force by some modern writers, that althony^h, from the jjoint

of view of psychi)lo^;v, we cannot escape deterministic con-

clnsions, vet tlie fact of morality compels ns to postnlate in-

determinism. In either words, the reco<.jnition of an act as

one which I om'ht to perform, implies abilit\' on m\- part to

perform it. The feeling of remorse, which is the consecpu-nce

of the net^lect of some dnty, W(Mdd be ntterly vain and nn-

nieaninij, it is said, if I am so con^titnted as to be incapable

of actinj^ otherwise. " hjti.vr free will is a fail, <ii moral jnd<.(-

nient adelnsion. " ' " Whatever may be the case with the in-

tellectual problem, the facts which we call moral, thesnpreme

facts of human existence, do, as Kant insisted, d<'nuind such

reference to a freely aetinj^ jjer.sonality. " •

If determinism really destnjys our moral conceptions, we

mnst admit that this is a stronj>; arj^-nnient aj^ainst it. h'or it

is undoubtedly true that the facts f)f our moral consciousness

are as real and authoritative as any other facts of our life. I

venture to think, however, that moral conceptions and facts

will not be found incompatible with determinism. We may

' Martint-au, Type^ of Ethical Theory, Vol. II., p. 141.
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