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As 1 hiave already remarked its full significance £cannot be under- ,*L

stood apart from the history and spirit of the nation wbose law Q
it is. Moreover, it has a real relation te the obligations even of
conscience, as weli as to somnething eisc which 1 shall presentiy
refer to as the general wvill of society. In short, if its full sigiii-
ficance is to be appreciated, larger conceptions tiltn those of the
mnere lawyer are esseîtial; conceptions which cc nie to us from
the meraiist and the socioiogist, and without Nvlichl Nv cannot
seV fully how the genesis of iaw bas came about. That i.s wbere
writers like Benthami ani Austin arc, defflQient. One cannot read
a1 great book like the "Esprit des Lois" without secing that
Montcsquieu had a1 deciper insiglit than B3enthn- or Austin, and
tiîat lie liat alrea<lv grasped a trti whlîi, in (reat Britain nt
ail events, was to be forgotten for a tirn<'.-

Bosides the ruies and sanction- *liich. beiong to iaw and
legaity thre m oherrules witli a different Rid '-f sanction

whie alo iflunceconduct. 1 have spokeii of ciiiience, and
con11Science, in the strict sense of the word, lias its ow'n court.
But the tribunal of eionsei-iice is a private on(! fanti s jurisdic-

t ioii is limit ed to thle in<lividual wbosc consecice it is. Thli oral1
rules enjeineci by the private coeidlce mny be the very higlbest
of ail. But they are enferced only by an inward and private
tribunal. rheir sanction is subjective an(l not bînding iii the
saine way on ail men. The very ieftincss of the motive ivhich
niaRes a inan love bis neighbour more than himself, or seli ail
bis, goods ini ordcr that nec may obey a great anti inward cali,
renders that motive in the bighcst cases incapablc of being made
a mbl of universai application in any positive form. And se it
wans that the foundation on whichi one of the greatest of modern
mnoraiists, Immanucl Kant, sought to base his ethical systemn,
had to be reviscd by his succcssors. For it was found to redure
itscif to little more than a negative and there-,ore barren obliga-
tion to act at ail times from maxims fit for lawv univert3al; maxirns
which, because nwrely negative, turned out te ho inaciequate as
guides threugi- thc field of daily conduct. In peint of fact, that
field is covcred in the case of the citizen only to a smîîall extent
by iaw and legality on the one hand, and by the diotates of the
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