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I.O0CKES A1TSIIV, HUXIC.IN bis passion for cîcariess anti cOîîsistcncy Hottes
''cuts thiings ilutwo withiail axe." Lceke, on the con-

trary, is preeininiently the philosopher cf compromise ani
practical sagacity. fis ajîn is to enquLire. into the limiits
cf huinan kîîowiedge, and lis conclusionl is that "flic
liîrit of reason shines liglit ciiougli for ail oui purtposes."
Soeiety andi riglits are ilot, as Hobbtes saici, the creation.

of contract ; tbe contraut lietween society ani tie gox cmi-

nient is înereiy to proteet tlie riglits tliat already exist,
ant itence its terns inay lie revised froun cime to tinie.
Locke advocates toieration iii miatters cf religion, but on
tlie grounid that oîîly ''probaliiity" il possible ini tiîat
region. fie denies ''iînate b(lekts," as a pro)test agttinst
anytlimg teing accepted as trne tiîat is inconprelisible,
anti yct lie miakes knowledge tlie passive acccptaîîce of
cf ideas titat ''ottrude theniscîves ouiftie inid wiîetlîer
we will or no." As ou bis owîî sliowing ail kîîowiedge is

i)ureiy cf nniiiîechate feelings, Locke is inconsistent ini
saying tiîat ave kniow tlie ''priînariy" qualities of biodies as
tlaey ati-eiii thinigs tlieinisclves. fias hig reciniceui knowledige
te the clîanîgiîîg states of tlie iîdividntal stîbjeet, it is no
w onîter tliat Locke at last is icîl to ''snspect a science of
nature to te impossible." Eqnally inconsistent in his
tlieory of ca)ndnct. (1) IVÎ// is for Locke sinîply tlie

power cf choice, freeooî tlie jpower cf actiîng upon cicice,
andi dcsire the motive whict iinpei5 thîe wiil to act. '1'lere
i3 no îneaniîug, tie says, in. sayiîîg that the icili is froec
what we stonld say is that the main is free. Tbis secis
ta) te ini defence cf inuan freedom, lîut in. reaiity Locke
oniy ineans tlîat a inan acts freeiy wteni lie i5 îlot forced
ti aet, ci- preventeci froin actinîg, liy cxterîîal comîpulsioni.
For eaven wten. lie acts freeiy lîis will is deteriiîinied liy tlic
feeling cf "niîceasiiîess" calied <firu, ant ic u'most
pressing uneasmness' always prevails. (2) 'l'lie nîctive to
every aot is tlhe tiije for pleasure, and tlîe pleasnie
whîclî leatîs te actionî is tlîat, wlîîct, tua tiîe, mail at tlie
tiunc secîns the grcatest îaieasnîe. But if a nman's actionî
is always uleteriinieti by the pleasuie wlnclî to huai at the
nîoîent is greatcst, liow eau lie act otlîerwisc ttaîi tie
tioes att? and, if not, lcw tan tie te tiaieci for îliîg
tlie eîîly thiîg lic conld tic? (3) bccke's etiîswcr us, tilat
souîîetiies we îîîistakc iîagiuîauy fo iii al liappiness froin.
want cf eare anîl feresiglît. We are able te ''snspentd the
tlie satisfactioni of (aur tiesires ini particular cases" until we
have exaînineti whletiîei tlat whicii appears gootl really is
gooti. This is the reatson wlîy we tianie mcen foi doing
things whicli are miot fitteti to secatre tappiuîcss. (4) Ttc
îîeeti for snch ''suspensionî" cf ciesire arises froin tlie faet

timat prescut pleasure assulîlua ai, imuportance tlîat clocs
lot preperly teomg to it. ''Were thc pleasure of drink-
ing aceeipamieîi, thae vcry umocîent a main takes off lus8
glass, with timat sick stcnac anti acting teati wtiet, ins
sorne men, are aure to foilow iot uîîaîy lînurs aftcî, I
tliîîk tiîat mîetody weuîtî ever jet avine touet bis lips."
Time great use cf frecdcm, therefore, is te thîtier tiind
precipitamîcy. (5) Moral obîigtionm arises froîîî law, cf

wlîiclî tiere are tlîree kinîls, (o) tdivinîe lest, (bi) civil lasu,
aînd (i) social iaw. 'The motive ti tîbey iaw iniîtîîy tif

tlicsc forîîs is tlhe ''pleasure or paiin atteîîtiîg tlic otser-
vance or iareaclî. " 1)ivine law acts on1 mn tlîrongl ttc
rcwartis andî pnislîînts cf anotlier life ; clvii iaw ci,.
forces its comndiîs ty legal penalties ;and~ social law is

tlic tîflunîce of public opiînioan. Shîaftesburny anti Hutciîc-
son uîîîîiticd Lccke's tteary wittolit altering its essence.

Acodin te tte former we desime the pleasure cf otters
as wcii as cf onrseis'es. But this distinîction is virtually
retracted wlicn it is saiti tlîat the nmotive for sceking thc
good of tithers is tlhe pîcasure ave ourseives feel iii conutentî-
platiug their pleasnre. Moral gooti is to Shaftestury thie
aveul lalanceti actieon, free et1 ually froiiu entlînsiasun as
fuomn extreine ýelfisthness, cf a "gentlicuuani." To this
conrtiy nîîaralist cvii is vcrv unuclu ''tad fornî)." fie
shiows a uîîild andî geuliai spirit, tut lie tias 110 comnprceiîe-

sioen of great imîoral difficulties. Hutciîeson's adIvanIce on
Sliaftcstnry il unaiuuly in separatiiig thc ''buiuît" froua the
''calun" affectionîs, the formuer teiuug deflned as ininiediate
or naturai tendenoies, the latter as mediate temîdencies,
tiependent omi reflectiouî. Ttc ''tîtîti" desires are suet
as hliger and ttiî st, andh syiîipatlîy, anti pity ; ttc
''calm" desirca arc self-love anti tenevoleuice Tlie
''egoistic" clesires, whttier ''huîuîd" or ''am"are usot
nîiorally gcod, bt n uucly useful :tte "atltiniistie" tcnden-
tics are reinforceci ty the ''moral senise " ty ineauls cf
wticis ae iuituitiveiy recognize gccd and cvil.

A few cf the contradictions in Lockc's ettical tlieory
uîay te poînteil ont. (1) Lîcke asserts unamus frectîcun,
but bis accouuît of its mnature leatis to wtat is nlow knowa
as ''clteuuîiuîiisî." Freetieu, as lie clescrites it, is înerely
''sptiitanieity," or ttc absence cf exteuuîal restîaiuît, and
avili tlec''power cf choice." Iu otlier avertis ''ehoice", is a
propeuty tif inan, as uaîntiouî is tue propcîty cf a Stonle.
Nîaw Luocke tells us ttat iiti is uîot frec to etloose, tut
omîly free to aet. But as cctionu, apart fuouu clicice, is
unecly tie pliy -ial uioveincuît avîiet fîuiicws the etoice,
tlucue is nîo umore freediioî in. llumil aictioin thatn il, ttue feul
cf il' staue. Nom, agalul, is ait nan free iii tis ilesires, fer
tîmese arc dlue to lais peculiar snis'eptiility tii picasure alOi
pain, wluicli lie caîî ueitlîcu uîake l'cr un.niake. iMor*eoee'
ecd mîan clîîoses îir avilis accordmig to tlie desire for
picasure wlîiclî et ttic iîîoilîeut tif ciacice is stusîngcst, eid
as lue tias nîo poaver tii ailî or take away a single grainî cf
tlhe iuîtensity cf tluat desire, luis w'ill uîîust lic as rigorcuIsY
ticternîtîctid for linîi as if lue w ere an autoinatoui. (2)
Locke, toavever, says tliat a uîîan lias poaver to "suspendt"
luis tiesires. But, whlue we feel tluat wc tiave snct a
power, it is not poassible foar Lîocke conlsistenltiy te dcfeid(
it. As Hume pointet tint, if reason cen prevemit thic avii
fromn actinîg it inust also c eatle to crigiuîate acttioni. Blu
titis is inconsistent witm tlic assertioin ttiat ail acio 0
(lue te feeing, îuct te reasou. (3) Lcke's eccoumnt cf
mîoral obligation is tbornnguly nsatisfactorY. Evenl
gramîtiuîg tbat the source cf uirality is iin tte coluinanti cf

a law giver differeuit fvinî tile agenit, the muotivc to Fbe


