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BY B F. UNDERWOQOD.

Morality depends not upon any system of faith ; it requires no
dmiraculous evidence ; it is independent of theological dogma ; no
upernatural influence can heighten its beauty ; no eccclesiastical
ginflucnco can strengthen its obligations ; it is confined to no one
ountry, litnited to no ono age, restricted to no one form of faith,
he exclusive possession of no one class, s, order, netion or race
of men ; it requires no written decalogue, needs no singlo individ-
al authority ; theology cannot add to it, neither can it take from
t. Xt hus its indestructible basis in the nature of man as a frel-
ng, thinking, acting being, and in socioty as an aggregation of
ach beings, with tho manifold relations and the acknowledged
¥ights and duties that spring therefron.
Empires rise and porish, religions grow and decay, spocial
orms of civilization appesr and give way to otber types; but, as
nid all the mutations of huwman oxistence, tho nature of man
mains essontially tho same, and as through all these changes the
ial condition everlastingly persists, morality can nover bo with-
pat » foundation as broad and deop and enduring as humanity
self. It changes not, but, as Cicero seys, it is “the samo at
ome and at Athens to day and to-morrow ; alone ctornal and in-
_ riable, it binds all nations and all times.”  Its highest standard
. -isthe cnlightened reason of man. Tho bettor man understands
Ais nature, and tho more he i5 capahln, by reason of intelligonce
wilind culture, of comprehending the object of society and his rela-
gons thercto, the bolter undenstanding ho will have of the prin-
gples of morality.
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Theologians could have no idek of moral qunalitics unless they
had discovered them in humanity. Thej nre observed in man,
and as in him they are admired in contrast to opposite qualities,
they are ascribed to God ; and these theologians having invested
God with human qualities and denied to wnan what they have
borrowed from him with which to invest God before they could
form uny conception of him as a mcral being, most ungratefully,
as well as inconsistently, declare there can be ro morality inde-
pendently of their theological system snd book revelation. Cf
coursoe it is nothing to ignore the fact that, before either tho one
or the other appeared. society oxisted and nations flonrished es-
sontially the samo as thoy do to-day.

One would suppose, from the claims which are frequently made,
that there was no morality befire tho Christian era; that men
weore entirely wanting in knowledgo of what is right and in the
disposition: to do it ; in short, that all men were thieves, robbers
snd murderers before thuy heard of Jesus Christ !

The morality of the advanced nations to day is commenly called
Christian morlity ; but only with the same disregard of truth
which is implied in denying the existence of virtue and goodness
before Christ and outside of Christendom. Z2Ae morality of this
age dots not owe its cxistence lo any seligion, to any book, to any
historic character, however much or littlo any ono of these bas in-
fluencod mankind. Our present conception of morality has grown

: through many centuries of human experience, and exiats now only

because, by muny wmistakes and much sufiering, man bhas learned
its adaptedness to his wants. It is the result of the combined in.
fluence of our natural chamctor and education. To aseribe it to
tho dominant religion wero as absurd as to astribate the enlight-
cnment of tho ancient Greeke to their mythology, or the enlight-
enment of tho Ssracens of Spain in the ninth and tenth conturies,
when dackness eaveloped Christian Europe, to Mohsmmedanism.

Tho fact is, with the advancement of the human mind, with
discoverics in scienco and progress in morality, believers in alf
systewms of religion modify their viows 30 as to adjust thom to the
now o~Jer of things, slways claiming, in andient and in modern
times, in Egypt, India, Greece, Rowe, Turkoey, England, A erics,
that they find suthority for the now ideas or reforms (after thoy



