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which we once saw a mother do? How much lova of justice and
generosity is likely to be instilled by atather who, on having his
attention drawn by his child’s scream to tne fact that sts fmger is
jammed between the window-sash and the sill, forthwith begins to
beat the chill instead of releasing 1t? Yet that there are such
fathers is testified to us by au eye-wituess, Or, to take a sull
stronger cage, also vouched for by direct testimony—what are the
cducitioual prospects of the boy who, on bemg taken home with
a dicJocated thgh, is saluted \\'ndn acastigation ? It 1s true that these
are extreme instauces—instances exhibiting in human beings that
blind instinet which impels Liutes to destroy the weakiy and injured
of their own race.  But extreme though they are, they typy feel-
ings and conduct daily observable in many famlies. “Who has not
repealedly seen a cluld slapped by nurse or parent for a fretfulness
proballly resulting from bodily derangement § Who, when watchin
a mother snateh up a falien “httle vne, has not often traced, bot
in_the roxgh mauner and m the sharply-uttered exclamauon—
“ You stuid little thing !” an iraseibuinty foretethng endiess future
squabbles?  Is there not in the harsh tones 1n which a father bids
his ehi dren be quiet, evidence of & deficiem fellow-feehng woh
them?  Are not the constant, and often quite needless, thwartings
that the young expuerience—the njunctions to sit sull, which an
active child can not obey without suffering great nervous rrntation,
the commands not to look out of the window when traveling by
railway, which on a child of any unelligense entans senous depri-
vation—are not these thwaitings, we ask, signs of a ternbie lack of
sympathy? ‘The truth 1s, that” the dificalties of moral education
are necessarily of dual origin—necessanly resalt from the combined
fau'ts of parents and children.  If hereditary transmission 1s a law
of nature, as every naturalist knows it to be, and as our daily remarks
and current proverbs admit it to be; then, on the average of cases,
the defeets of children mirror the defects of ther pareats 5 on the
average of cases, we say, because, complicated us the resuhis are by
the transmitted traits of remoter ancestors, the correspomdence is
not special but only general. And if, on the average of cases,
this inheritance of defects exists, then the evil passions which
parents have to check in their chuldren 1mply hike evil passions 1n
themselves : hidden, it may be, from the public eye; or perhaps
obscured by other feelings’; but stil there. Ewvidently, therefore.
the general practice of any ideal system of disciphne 1s hopeless :
parents are not good enough.

Moreover, even were there methods by which the desired end
could be at once effected, and even had fathers and mothers sufli-
cient insight, sympathy, and self-command to employ these ethods
consistently, it might still be contended that 1t would be of no use
to reform family discipline faster than other things are reformed.
What is it that we aim to do 2 Is 1t not that educaton of whatever
kind has for its proximate end 10 prepare a child for the business
of life—10 produce a ciuzen who, at the same tume that he is well
conducted, is also able to make his way in the world? And does
not making his way in the world (by which we mean, not the ac-
quirement of wealth, but of the means remsite for properly bring-
ing up a family)—does not this tmply u ceran fitness for the world
asitnow is? " Andaf by any system of culture an deal human
being could be produced, is 1t not doubtful whether he would be fit
for the world as it now 1s?  May we not, on the contrary, suspect
that his too keen sense of rectitude, and tov elevated standard of
conduct, would make life alike unolerable and 1mpossible 7 And
however admirable the result might be, conswdered mdividually,
would it not be self-defeating in so far as society and postenty are
concerned 7 It may, we thurk, be argued, with much reason, that
as iu @ uation so in a famly, the kmd of governinent is, on the
whole, about as good as the general state of human nature permits
itto be. It may be said thatin the one case, asn the other, the
average character of the people determnes the quahity of the comtro!
excreised. It may be inferred that in both cases amenoration of
the average characler leads to an amechoration of system; and
farther, that were it possible 1o ameliorate the system without the
average character being fisst amehorated, ewil, rather than good,
would follow. It may be urged that such degree of harshnessas
children now experience from their parents and teachers, 1s but i
preparation for that greater harshness wiich they will meet with
on catering the world; and that were 1t possible for parents aud
teachers 1o behave towacds them with perfect equity and ennre
sympathy, it would but intensify the sutferings which the selfisiness
of men must, ia after hfe, intlict on them.

<« But does not this prove 100 much 7?? some one will ask. ¢ If
no system of :noral culture can forthwith make children altogether
what they should be; if, even were there a system that would do
this, exisling paients are too imperfect to carry it out; and if, even
could such a systemn be successfully carnied out, its results would

be disastrously incongruous with the present state of society ; does
it not follow that a reform in the system now in use is neither
practicable nor desirable 72 No, It merely follows that refosn in
domestic government must go on, pari passu, with other reforms.
It merely follows that mclgflods of discipline neither can be nor
should be ameliorated, except by iustalinents. It merely fullows
thai the dictates of abstract rectitude will, in practice, inevitably
be subordinated by the present state of hyman nalurg—by the in-
perfections alike of children, of parents, and of society ; and can
only be better fulfitled as the general character becomes better.

< At any rate, then,” may rejoin our critic, ¢ it ir clearly useless
1o set up any ideal standard of family discipline. There can be no
advantage in elaborating and recormnmending methods that we in
advauce of the time.”> Again we must coniend for the contrary.
Just as iu .he case of political government, though pure rectitude
may be at piesent impracticable, it is requisite to know where the
nght lies, so that the changes we make may be towards the 1ight
mstead of away from it; so in the case of domestic government, an
1deal must be upheld, that there may be gradual approximations to
1. We need fear no evil conseguences trom the maintenance of
such an ideal. On the average the constitutional conservatism of
mankind s always strong enough to prevent a too rapid change.
So admirable are the arrangements of things that until men have
grown up to the level of a higher belief, they can not receive it:
nomemally, they may hold it, but not virtually.  And even when the
truth gets recogmzed, the obstacles 1o conformity with it are so
persistent as to_outlive the patience of philanthropists and even
phitosophers.  We may be quite sure, therefore, that the many
ditficulties standing in the way of a normal government of children,
will always put an adequate check upon the efforts to realize it.

With these preliminary explanations, let us go on to consider
the true aims and methods of moral education—moral education,
stnictly 60 called; we mean; for we do not propose to enter upon
the question of religious education as au aid to the education eaclu-
sively moral. This we omit as a topic better dealt with separately.
After a few pages devoted 10 the settlement of general priuciples,
duning the perusal of which we bespeak the reader’s patience, we
shall aim by 1llustrations to make clear the right methods of pa-
rental behavior in the hourly cccurring difficulties of family govern-
ment.

When a child falls, or rons its hoad against the table, it suffers a
pawn, the remembrance of which tends 1o make it more careful for
the future ; and by an vecasional repetition of like_experiences, it
18 eventually disciplined mnto a proper guidance of its mnovements.
If 1t lays hold of the fire-bars, thrusts its finger into the candle-
flame, or spills boiling water on any parts of its skin, the resulting
burn or scald 15 2 lesson not easily forgotten.  So deep an impres-
sion is produced by one or twu such events, that aflerwards no
persuasion will induce it again to disregard the laws of its constitu-
tion in these ways. .

Now in these and like cases, Nature illustrates to us in the
simplest way, the true theory and practice which, however much
they may seem 10 the superficial like those commonly received, we
shall find on examination to diff'r from them very widely.

Qbserve, 1n the first place, that in bodily injuries and their penal-
ties we have misconduct and its conscequences reduced to theiwr
sunplest forms. Though, according to their popular_acceptations,
right and wrong are words scarcely applicable to actions that huve
none but direct bodily effects; yet \vgocver considers the matter
will see that such actions must be as much classifiable under these
heads as any other actious. From whatever basis they stari, all
theusi-s of worality agrec in considering that conduct whose total
results, immediate and remote, are bencficial, is good conduct;
wiule conduct whose total results, immediate and remote, are inju-
tious, 18 bad conduct. The happiness or misery caused by it are
the ulliale standards by which all men judge of behavior. We
consider drunkenness wrong because of the physical degeneracy
and accompanying moral evils entailed on the transgressur and his
dependents.  Did theft uniformly give pleasure both o taker and
loser, we should not find it in our catatogue of sins. Were it con-
ceivable that benevolent actians multipiied human pains we should
condemn them— should not consider them benevolent. It needs but
to read the first newpaper leader, or listen to any converaation
touching social affairs, to see that acts of parliament, political move-
ments, philanthropic agitations, in common with the doings of indi~
viduals, are judged by their anticipated results in multiplying the
pleasures or pains of men.  And if on looking under all secondary
superinduced ideas, we find these to be our ultimate tests of right
and wrong, we can not refuse to class purely physical actions as
right or wrong according to the beneficial or detrimental results
they produce.



