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JAA~ET'>S ELEMENTS 0F MORALS.*

LT is a frequent complaint with teachers of Ethics, wliether theoretical or

practical, that they cannot find a text-book: which is quite adapted for their

work. There are plenty of good books on Ethics, on the intuitional side

and on the utilitarian ; but the difficulty ils to find one which the teacher

can put into the liands of bis pupils as a kind of basis for lis lectures.

Some weeks agoo we drew attention to an Englieli translation of M. Janet's

Theory of Morals, a work dealing witli the foundations and principles of

inorality. We are now able to recommend a smaller work by the samne

anthor of a practical character, whidh, we believe, will be .found most

usef al as a text-book for the teaching of the principies of practical

moraiity.

There are still persons, we believe, wlio object to the systematic teaching

of human duties. The objection comes, in fact, from two opposite quarters.

Lt comes fromn those wlio say that morality can be gained only by example

J and habit, and cannot be tanglit. This form. of objection il not very

common among ourselves, and it ils easily met by the simple statement that

hurnan conduct ils of comparatively small value, and it lias no certain per-

manence unless it is based on principle. The teadhing of morality, there-

fore, must begin, as the book before ns does begin, with Il preliminary

notions '! or the elementary principles of gooclness and virtue.

4 The objection which comes from tlie opposite quarter lias bebind it the

sîtrength of a Christian principle exaggyerated or imiperfectly nnderstood.

Tt is expressed by Young in bis IlNiglit Thouglts:

Talk tbey of morals, 0 Thou bleedirig Love,

The grand mnorality ie love of Thee.

Lt is possible that the highly imaginative, but in fact somewhat worldly

minded, poet meant no more than this:. that mere external acts could not

well be tauglit apart from the principle which alone could sustain them, thE

love of God and mari, learnt best of ahl at the Cross of Christ. Howevei

this may be, there are many wlio go furtlier, and declare that the teadhin~

of f aith is sufficietit, and that details of dnty are unimportarit and thi

taching of tim rather liurtful than otberwise. We have not room her4

targue this question at length. We would, liowever, ask these wel

meaning people to read the Bible from whidh they profess to draw tliei

principles, to consuit their own experience when they are acting spontane

ousiy and witliout reference to these cnt and dried theories; and perhap

we miglit further bid them consider cases in which their principles hav

been most faitlifully acted upon, and consider the resuits.

Thera perhaps neyer was a country or an age in which it was mor

i eceSsary that there sliould be in our Public Sehools a well-considere

metliod of moral instruction than in this country and in this age. It seen

hoeesthat any dogmatic form of Christianity shonld be adopted

acceptable to the varions communions into which Christians are divide

but we are stili agreed that there is a good and an evil, a riglit and a wron,

that chuldren sliould be tauglit to choose tlie good and to refuse the evi

and we are further agreed that. the sanction for moral law is to be foui

in the existence of a personal God. Even the few Agnosties wlio are to

fonnd among us would hardly object to the hast consideratiori s0 long

ethical teaching is put on a scientific basis, and is not promulgated byt

mere authority of a Churcli or even of an alleged Divine Revelation.

M. Janet's book meets this- want in a very admirable manner. Accoî

ing to him morality is based on religion; but even those who object to

introduction of religions motives will hardly be offended by the manner

which they are liere employed. It ils indeed difficuit to find a wholly c

sistent theory of Ethics apart from the being of God. What otlier idea

reconcile the A-priorist and the 'Utilitarian '1 The Utilitarian is quite rij

in saying that a thing cannot be riglit unless it does, on tlie whoie, c

tribute to the higliest good of being. The Lntuitionalist ils riglit wlien

says that we discern certain principles and actions as riglit and wrong ap

from their consequences. When we arise to the thouglit of One wli

absolute Perfection and in6 nite Blessedness, then we see how these

theories are reconciied.

So again, when we are told, for example, by Jonathan Edwards t

livirtue consi8ts ini benevohence to being; and by Butler and the StoicsI

it consists in living according to Nature, we find the reconciliation in

Nature of God whidli is itself Benevolence, and whidli, refiected in

character f Hiscrmatures,is thie highest virtue. loevrwa

completely discussed.in the larger work on the Theory of Morals. In

*Elements of Moralo : witb Speciai Application ot the Moral Law to tlie Duti

the Individual and of Society' and the 8tate. ]3 y Paul Janet. Barnes & Co.,

York.

present book the "9preimintry notions" occupy only thirty-two pages out

of the whole 353 of which the volume consists. The rest of it is given to

a systematie consideration of the duties of life. The completeness of the

treatment will be seen fromn an enumeration of the heads discussed. The

author begins by enunciating the general principies of Social Morality with

the division of duties. In theory, he says there ils but one duty, namely,

to do rigit ; but this duty ils sub-divided according to the varjous relations

of manl. Elence three classes of duties, duties towards ourselves, towards

others, and towards God ; in other words, individual, social, and religions

morality.

Iu carrying out this division, he begins with social morality, treating

of justice and equity, of charity and self-sacrifice, of duties towards the

State, of professionai duties, international duties, and famnily duties. From

these lie passes to individual morality, treating of duties relative to the

body, of those which relate to external gooda, to the intellect, and to the

wiil. lHe then passes on to religious morality. HIe bases this upon the

religious sentiment which lias two elements : (1) the sentiment of the

infinite, and (2) the need of hope and consolation. Hie argues that this

sentiment involves duties, and lays down t hat Ood is the surety of the

moral law This part of lis book is brief but excellent, and can be objected

to only by the fanaticism which refuses to stndy such subjects apart fromi

the miere words of Scripture texts, and the equally irrational fanaticismi

which refuses to consider wliether man's religions sentiments may not be a

reality which involves religious needs. The last chapter, on Moral Medi-

cine and Gymnastics, is, of course, from a Christian point of view, imperfect;

but we venture to say that there are few Christian teachers wlio may not

learn something fromn it whicli they can use in their practical teaching, and

f urtlier, that the chuld which ils educated in any principles, religious or

nnreligious, will be the worse for not liaving such guidance and sucli

cautions as are here suggested.

r We have thus given a slight sketch of the design and contents of this

1usef ni and handy book, while we have briefy insisted upon the importance

è of the kind of teaching which it las been written to afford. We need only

e further add, as regards the particular contents of the work, its method,

mailler, arguments, and style, it wonld be difficuit to imagine anything

r better adapted for its purposes. Like the best Frenchi writers, M. Janet

lias a style which ils surpassingiy lucid and graceful. One tries to

sthink low terribly different in this respect a German book on the saine

'e subject would have been. Moreover, this one lias suffered liardly at ail in

its translation into English. But the style is not its chief excellence. Lt

is full of vivid illustration, of apt and hiappy quotation, and througliout it

e is pervaded by a vivacity of expression whicli will prevent the reader from.

ds ever imagining that the study of Moral Philosopliy must be duil and

s uninviting. ______________C.

1 GEOLOGICAL SURVEYS.

1 ; IT is not yet apparent wliat action wiii be taken on tbe report of the Select

nd Committee of tlie flouse Ilto obtain information witli regard to Geologicai

be Surveys "; but the investigations of the Committee have made it sufficiently

as evident that tlie usefulness of our Dominion Survey, under its present

lie management, lias been brouglit in question with justice, and that radical

changes in the systemn have become imperative.

rd- The importance of a good Survey in a country like our own, wlien

thie minerai wealth, or the rumeurs of minerai wealtli, are cropping up every

i day, can liardly be over-estimated. Conducted by the Government, and

on- therefore presumably for the best interests of the country, its authoritative

vill and disinterested information should be invaluable, not only in ieading

ght the way to the discovery of the valuable metals and minerais, but in avert-

on-. ing the disasters of liasty speculation by wise discouragement. Infallibility,

lie of course, could not be ciaimed for the work of any survey ; but few will

iart doubt at this day, who are acquainted with the subject, that the practical

is3 interpretation of the geological facts of a country (its stratigrapliy, its

bwo palontology, its chemistry) is indispensable for economical mining.

The Committee's report ciearly shows that the Survey, as now con-

hlat ducted, almost entirely ignores practical questions, and is devoted, witli

tliat the approval of the Director, to the stndy of Indian ethnology, and tQ the

the patient accumulation of arcboeological curiosities. These are doubtiess very

the interesting, and the study of them might with propriety be pursued at

the expense of the Government; but they should not over-ride the more

nore important questions whicli immediately concern the development of our

the country. The great North-West is daily giving evidence of minerai wealtli,

- and systematic information of its geolog, i utae ysial ae

ew ofhlould be available for investor and prospecter alike. We do not doubt

but that the Director really considers the questions which lave seemingly


