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thought ; but Utilitarians seem not to have modified their concepticns Wit
through the influence of these writers. Spencer's effort to reconcile the
intuitional and the experiential philosophy by recognizing in the min
an element a priori to the individual, but due to ancestral experience
and to explain the moral sense as thus derived, was the result of th perceiy
study of Evolution and the application of its prineiples to the mind, which

The same is true of Darwin's theory of the genesis of the moral scnse [ that hs
which Fiske and other Utilitarians who have come under the influcne BB of hun
of Evolutionary thought have accepted as a valuable contribution to ti Life
experiential philosophy, which is generally, but not invariably, regarde [l by acti
as including Utilitarian ethies. animal

All schools of ethics teach that virtue promotes and vice is opposed to il ing tha
the well-being of man; that morality is necessary to social order and B cuusta
security, and to the highest and most permanent enjoyments. Tl [l indicat
Utilitarians say that the well-being of man means the greatest happiness [l acts wh
of man—not of one man, but of all men,—and that this is the object of il for hap
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morality. If the objection is urged that morality often requires self. Expe
sacrifice, suffering, and ignominious death, the Utilitarian replies that il the mo
the object of morality is the publie good, the good of society, upon which [l others
depends the greatest happiness of all; and this high social conditio [l also tau
often demands sacrifice of the individual, whose personal reward is i [lif be ca
the consciousness of having made the world better by his suffering. | [ ness of |
it be said that not happiness, but complete development, or holiness, o [ life.  Si
blessedness, or obedience to the will of God is the object of morality, Jlland secu
the Utilitarian may ask, Why is complete development, or holiness, o mportas
blessedness, or obedience to God's will desirable ? What rational answe EBsufier.
can be given other than that such a condition is necessary to man's illright.
happiness ?  Happiness is an end in itself. One cannot rationally ask filland mor
Why should a man prefer happiness to unhappiness? Therefore hapyi utility re
ness is the ultimate object of morality: and fulness of life and develop family,
ment of the highest faculties are desirable because they secure th We do
largest amount or the highest kind of enjoyment—the greatest possibl [lstances,
happiness. lived wit
According to the Utilitarian view, moral conceptions, precepts, and Jup in pre
codes have grown, so to speak, out of the wants and necessities of ma-Jserve as
kind. ~They have increased in complexity as man's knowledge and rels Then +
tions have multiplied and as his life has become more complex. In thejlwho prec
school of experience he has learned what actions conduce to humaflinoral rul
happiness. The only criterion by which we can ultimately decide as tilito civilize
the morality of acts is the effects they produce for or against huma @ntuition,
well-being, and that implies the conditions of happiness. ‘nees of 1
The words ““moral law” are a generalized expression for all tho[illike other
actions which have the approval of enlightened minds. The conc: ption extremc] y
of a moral order is formed by abstracting from character and conduc Jilin many i
and by combining in an ideal sequence, all those moral qualities whid The low
are advantageous to the race. The moral law is the ideal rule of life. tructure




