Wkt Utilicarianism I

The creed which accepes a8 the foundanion of morals,
Utility, or the Grearest Happiness Principle, holds
that actions are dight in propartion as they wend 10
promote happiness, wrong as they wend to produce
the reverse of happiness. By happiness iz intended
pleasure, and the absence of pain; by unhappiness,
pain, and the privation of pleasure, Te pive a clear
view of the moral standurd set up by the theary, much
more iequires to be said, in particular, what things
it includes in the idens of pain and pleasure; and to
what extent this is felr an epen question. But these
supplementary explanations do not affect the theory
of life on which this theory of moraling is prounded —
samely, that pleasure, and freedom from pain, are
the only things desirable s cnds; and that all desic-
ahle things {which are as numerous in the urilicarian
as in nny other scheme) are desitable either for the
pleasure inherent i themselves, or a5 means w the
promotion of pleasuee and the prevention of pain

Meow, sueh a theory of Lile excites in Ny mil wls,
and among them in some of the mose pstimable in
feeling and purpose, inveterate dislike To suppose
that Hic has {as they express it) no higher end than
pleasure—no beteer and nobler abjecr of desire and
pursuit-—they designare as urterly mean and grov-
elling: as a doctrine worthy only of swine, to whom
the followers af Eplcunss were, aca very early period,
contemptuously likened; and modern holders of the
doctrine are oceasionally made the subject of egually
polite comparisans by ies German, French, and
English assailanes,

When thus attacked, the Epicureans have always
answered, that it is not they, but their accusers, whe
represent human nature in a degrading liphr; since
the accusation supposes hurman beings to be capable
of no pleasures except those of which swine are ca-
pable. 1f this supposidon were true, the charge could
not be gainsaid, but would then be no longer an im-
putaricn: for if the sources of pleasure were precisely
the same to human beings and to swine, the rule of
life which is good encugh for the one would be goed
enough for the orher. The comparison of the Epi-
curean life to that of beasts is felr as degrading, pre-
visely because a beast’s pleasures do not satisfy 2
human being's conceptions of happiness. Human
heings have faculries more elevared than the animal
appetites, and when once made conscicus of them,
do not repard anything as happiness which does not
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include theirgranfication, | de ner, indeed, consider
the Epicuresns to huve been by 2oy means faultless
in deawing eut their schene of consequences from
the utilicarian principle. To do chis in any sufficient
mannes, many Stoic, as well as Chosean elements
require to be included. But there is no known Epi-
curean theory of life which daes not assign o the
pleasures of the intellect, of the feclings and imag-
ination, and of the morml sentimenrs, a much higher
value as pleasures than to those of mwere sensation,
Tt must be admitted, however, that urilitarian wrirers
in general have placed the superiority of mental over
badily pleasures chiefly in the greater permanency,
safery, uncostliness, &c., of the farmer—-rhar is, in
their circumstanrial advantages rather than in their
intnnsic nature, And on all these points uulitariins
have fully proved theie case; but they mighe have
taken the other, and, as it may he called, higher
ground, wich entire consistency. It is quite compat:
ible with the principle of utility to recopnise the T,
that some kinds aof pleasure are mare desirmhble anmd
maree valuable than others. [r would be absurd thar
while, in estimatiog wll vther things, quality 15 con-
sidered ax well as quanriry, rhe estimarion af plea-
sures should be supposed 1o depend on quintity
alone.

If I am asked, what [ mean hy ditference of quality
in pleasures, or what makes one pleasure more valu-
able than another, mercly as a pleasure, excepr its
being greater in amounr, chere is but ane possible
answer, OF two pleasures, if there be one to which
all or almost all who have experience of bouly pive a
decided preference, insspective of any Feeling of
moral ebligation to prefer ir, thar is the more desir-
able pleasure, If one of the two 15, by those who are
competently acquainted with both, placed so far
sbove the other that they prefer ir, even though
knowing it to be attended with a greater amount of
discontent, and would not resign it for any quantity
of the other pleasure which rheir narure is capahle
of, we are justified in ascrbing to the preferred en-
joyment a superienty in quality, so far sutweighing
quantity as o render i, in comparison, of small ac-
count.

Mow it is an ungquestionable fact thar those wha
arc egually acquainted with, and equally capable of
appreciating and enjoying, both, do give a most
marked preference to the manner of existence which
smploys their higher faculties. Faw human creatures
would consent to be changed into any of the lower
animals, for a promise of the fullest allowance of a
beast’s pleasures; no intelligent human being would
consent ta be a fool, no instructed person would be
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wanbd b selish and hase, evon thooph they should
b persailed thar the ol the dunce, arthe raseal
i# hetter sarished with his lor than they are wirk
theire, They waold not sesign what they poseess mone
than he, loethe mostcomplewe satslacuon of all the
desirevwhich they have in common wich him, [frhey
ever fancy they would, itds only in cases of unhap-
PHEREES 0 Ca b, that to eEChape from it they would
exchange rheir lor foralmost any other, however un-
dedicable in their own eyes. A being of higher fac-
ultics requires mare to make him happy, is capable
pralahly of more acute sulfering, and is ceitpinly ac-
ressible o it ar more poines, than one of anoinfenor
type; but i spite of these liabilivies, Be can never
|C'r'|||':||' winly o siok e what Le fecls to be o lower
meaede b exsrence. We may pve whit explapaton
weoplense of this wewillingness: we may areeiboee o
o prnadde, oo whicly s given indiscriiminately o
SLETNTL ‘1|l 1t'H' bR TR :l:“i TLesine L'[ t}ﬂ: !L'il.'\'. |:>1.=|H1i.l1.'|.l::
feelings ol which manakinad are capable: we may refer
it o the love of libetry and pesonal independence
wi appeab v whicl wis with the Stoics voe of the
rarst elleeive meams for the ncoloation of i w the
bower ol provwer, ar to the love of exdirement, borh of
which desenlly enter inte and conepibure o it bur
s et sppropaiale wppellacion s sense ol digoiy,
which all human heinps posdess inoone form ar an.
other, snd in some, though by no means in evaer,
pripotion o their bigher faculties, asd which s a0
exsentnl o part of the happiness ol those o whom
it s stroang: thae nothing whael contliers warks i oould
ke, otherwise than momentarily, an objece of desire
to then Wehoever supposes thint this prefewence takes
place ar n sacribiee of happiness—that the supenor
|tn:ing, in an*,'thing like fqu:‘li CIrFumMETANCes, I8 now
hagipier than the inferior—confounds the owo very
different eas, vl happiness, and conent G is ine
dispuarahle thar che heing whose capacines of enjoy-
ment are low, has the greatest chance of having them
[aslby susisfied; and 2 highly-endowed being will always
feel thar ane hanpiness which he can look for, as the
world 38 constituted, is imperfeer. Bar he can leam
toy bear its jmperfections, i§ they are at all bearable;
and they wall noe make him envy the e who i
indeed pncanscions of the imperfecrions, hut only
hecause he feels nor ot all the good whach rhose -
pesections gualify: 1t is berter to be a human being
dissunislwed than g pie saushed; beter 1o be Soomies
dessarished rhan a fon] saristied. And 1f the tool, or
ke P, s af a different G, ir is hecause rhey
anly R el wwn side of the question. The ather

pasty e compaisen kpows bodh sides

It may be abjecred, that many who are capahle of
the higher pleasures, vccustonally, under the influ-
ence of temptation, postpone them tw the lower. Dug
rhis 15 quite compatible with a full apprecston of
the intrinsic superiorty of the highee: Men ofren,
{rom ity of character, make their election for
the nearer goud, though they koow it be the less
valuahle: and this no less when the choice is he-
tween twa badily pleasures, than when it is between
Lodily and mental. They pursue sensual indulgences
o the mpury of health, thouph perfectly aware thar
healeh is the greater good. It may be further oh-
jected, that many who begin with youthful enthiu-
stasm for everything noble, as they advance inoyears
sink inro indalence and selfshness. Bur | do nor he-
livve that those who underge this very conumon
e, volurtanly choose the lower description ol
pleasures in preference o the higher. 1 beliove that
before they devore themselves exclusively ra the one,
thiey huve alicady become incapable of the other.
Capacity tor the nobler feelings i in most natarey s
very render plane, easily killed, nat anly hy haseile
itfluences, but by mere want of sustenance, and in
the mngority of young persons it speedily dies away
if the gecupations o which their position in life has
devored them, and the society lnco which It has
thrown thent, are oot Bivourable o keeping
bugher capacity in exercise. Men lose their hiph -
pirations as they |nse their intellectual easres, he-
cause they have pot time ot opportunity for indulging
them and they addict themselves o nlerios plea-
stned, nor hecause they deliberarely prefer them, bue
hecause they are gither the only anes to which rhey
bmwe pocess, or the only ones which they are any
bonger capsble of enjoying. It muy be guestioned
whether any ane wha has remained equally suscep-
tible to both classes of pleasures, ever knowingly and
cabinly preterred the lower; though wany, inall ages,
have hroken down in an ineflectual actempt to com-
bine both

From this verduzt of the only competent judges, |
apprehend there can be no appeal, On a question
which iz the hesr warrh having of rwo pleasures, or
which of two modes of existence is the most grateful
to the feelings, apart [rom its moml attributes and
from tis consequences, the judgment of those who
are qualified by knowledge of bath, or, if rhey differ,
that of the majority among them, must be admitted
e final, And there needs be the less hesitation w
accepr this judgment respecting the quality of plea-
sutes. since there is noother tribunal ro be referred
to e o tlie quisticn ufquﬂntit}‘. What means are
there of determining which is the acutest of two
i, o the inrensest of two plessurable sensutions,




cveepr the genetal suffrage of those whoare
with buth! Neither pains oo pleasures are homo-
e, and paine s always heterogeneous wirh
pleasure. What is there to decide wherher a parric-
wlar pleasurs s worth purchasing at the cost of a par-
picular pain, exeepr the feelines and judgment of the
lel‘lcrjcn.":pd? When, therefore, those feclings and
judgmuat declire the plf_::tsurﬁs derived from the
hagher fagulties ro be preferable i kind, apart from
thie guesTion of inrensiny, o those of whicly the
apimab nature, disivined from rthe higher farulnes, is
syseeptible, they are entithed on this subject to the
EH R T wg:urd.

I hive dwelt on this point, as beinp a necessary
ol a perfectly just cosception of Utiliry or Hap-
piness, considered as rhe directve rule of human
comduce. Bur il is by tio means an indisponsalile
conddion 1o the seceptance of the utilitarian sran-
Jard: tor that standard 35 noe che agent’s own greatest
huppriness, but the greatest amaunt of happiness al-
raputher, and if it may possibly be doubred wherher
o nobsle character s always the happier {or its oo
|:1|.t.'|'|1"'5.‘i. thore can b ner deonhr thar i makes L}lhcl
people happier, and that the world in general is im-
mensely 0 goiner by i Utilitarianisi, therefore,
could ul:l'y attain its end by the |_r,|:T1L'.r'.1] cultivition
ul neblencss ol chioeter, even if each indwadual
were only benefirred by the nobleness of others, and
Lis own, so for as happiness is concermed, were a
sheer deduction from the benefir. Bur the bure
ennneiarion of such uu absurdivy as this last, renders
refutation .qnpﬁrﬂmms.

According o the Grearest Happiness Prindiple,
s ahove cxpludned, the ulrimare end, wirh reference
v andd for che sake of which all ocher things are de-
strahle (wherher we are considering our own good or
thar of other peaple), is an exisrence exempt as fas
as pussible from pain, and as tich as possible inoen-
Joyments, both in peint of quantity aed quality; the
test ol gqualiry, and rhe rule for measuning i agains:
yuaneiry, heing the preference felr by thase whe, in
their npportunities of expeiience, to which musr he
ndded their habits of self-consciousness and self-
ohservation, are hear furnished wich the means of
eomparison. This, being, according to the uriliranan
spinivn, the end of luwiman action, is necessarily al=o
Tl"ﬂ_ standard of moralitg which may sccordingly be
defined, the rules and preceprs for human conduct,
b the abservance of which an exisrence such zs has
been described might be, to the greatest extent pos-
sible, secured o all mapkind, and not to them only,

bur, 50 [ur a8 the nature of things admits, to the whole
SCNHENt creatiog,
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Asminst the doctrine, however, rises another class
af ehjectors, who say thar happiness, in any form,
canmor he the rmrional purpose of human hite and
wition, because, in the fiest place, it i3 unarrainable:
and they contemptuously ask, What right hast thou
to be happy? a question which Mr, Caryle clenches
L the addition, Whar righr, a shar rime ago, hadst
thou evven to be? Next, they say. that men can do
withaut happiness; thatall nuble hamao beings have

felr thiz, and could nor have become noble but by
learning the lesson of Enrsgen, ar renunciation;

which lessen, thuroughly leat and submitted o,
thev affirm ro he the heminnine and necessaey con-
dition of all virtue,

The hrst of these objections would go to the toor
of the marrer were ir well bnded; for il no bapgi-
ness is to be had at all by human heings, rthe attain-
moent of i cannol L l'.lu.‘ ';:::.-._1 L':'r' l:11.i‘J|':!l'Lt1,.'_ ar Of.'ln‘,.'
rational conduct, Thouph, oven i thar case, sooe-
thing might still be said for che utilitarian theory;
since utiliny includes not solely the pursuic of hap-
piness bt the Prevention or milguiion al LI1'||I.11|J-
piness, and if the former aim he chimerdcal, there
will be all thie greater seope and more imperative necd
frr the barrer, o longe at lenst as mvonkind think At
o live, and do nor take refupe inthe siinultaneous
act of suicide recommended under cerrain condi-
[0 .~'3'r' Movalis, "'-'(-'qu:h. 11m~1"~’::t. it is thus PGS{'
I:i_".'fl'!.' assecred o be Lrnq':lu:i:i:{]l';_' thut human life
should be happy. the assertion, i nor someching like
verbal guibble, is at least an exaggeration. If by hap-
piness he mcanc @ continuily ol Lighly pleasurable
excitement, it 5 evidenr enough that this 15 impos-
sible, A stare of exalted pleasure lasr anly moments,
aF i sorme cases) and witly some inteemissions, hours
or days, and 15 the occasional brilliant Mlash of en-
joyment, not its permanent and sceady Hame, Of this
the philesopliers who have taughe thar happiness is
rhe end of hife were as [ully swace as thase wha raunr
them, The happiness which they mesnt was not 2
life of raprure; bur moments of such, in an cxistence
made up of few and tiansitory pains, many and var-
inuis pleasures, with a decided predominance of rhe
active over the passive, and having as the founda-
tion of the whole, not to expecr mare from life than
it i3 czpablc ol bestowing. A life thus c0mp05ad, )
those who have been fortunate enough to obtain ir,
has always appearad warthy of the name of happi-
ness. And such an existence is even now the lot of
many, Juring some considerable potrion of their
fives. The present wietched education, and wrerched
social arrangements, are the only real hindrance ro
its being arrainable by almase all,
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The objectors perhaps may doubt whether human
buings, i taughs to consider happiness as cheend of
lite, moutld be satishied with such a moderare share
af it But great numbers of mankind have been sar-
ished with much less. The main constituents of a
satished life appear ro be two, either of which by isell
is-ofren found sufficient for Lhe purpese: tranguillity,
and cxciterment. With much rranguillicy, many find
that twy can be contene wirh very lirtle pleasiure: with
much excirement, many can reconcile themselves 1o
a considerable quantity of pain. There is assurcdly
na inherenn impossibility in enabling even the mass
ol munkind r unire harh; since the rwo are so far
fram heing incomparible thar they are in natural al-
linnce, the gJ[D]L‘.'Ilgﬂl,'lDu of eiher bemg o PICpATA=
L o, and excting aowish dor, the arher 1ris anly
those in whom indelence amounrs to a vice, that do
met desire excitenment after oo interval of repose; it
is only those in whom the need of excitement is 3
isense, that teel the ranguillig which follows ex-
viterent dull and insipid, instead of plessumable in
iivect proportion to the excitement which proceded
il When people who are rolerabily forrunare in then
purward Ior do mor find in Bife sufficient enjoyment
rev ke ic valupble 1o I.lu:l]:. the vause |[r:t1r:t:4.H':, I,
caring e nobody but themselves, To those who have
weither public nor privare aflecrions, the excite
ments of Wi are much curmailed, and in any case
dwindle in value as the tme approaches when all
sellish interests must be termainared by dearh: while
thuse who leave afrer them ohjects of persanal af.
feenom, and especially those who have also culo:
vared a tellow-feeling with the collecove inrereses of
mankind, retain as bvely an inrerest in life on the
eve ol death as in the vigour of youth and Lealt)y
MNexr ro selfishness, the principal cause which makes
life unsatisfaceory, is want of mental cultivarion. A
cultivated mind—I da nor mean that of a philoso-
pher, hur any mind te which the foundations of
krowledge have been opened, and which has been
taught, i any wlemble depree, o exercize itg fac-
ulties—hnds seurces of inexhaustible interest in af|
rhar surrounds it in the objects of nature, the
achievements of art, the imaginations of poerry, the
incidents of history, the ways of mankind past and
nresent, and their prospeces in the furure. 1t is pos-
sible, indeed,; to become indifferent to sl this, and
that too without having exhausted a thousandrh par
vl it; but only when one has had from the beginning
ne moraf ar human interest in these things and has
sonaght in them only the gratification of cusiosity.

Mo thiere is sbstelutely 1o reason in the naruee
ul thingswhy an amount of menal culrure s0feien:

o pive wivmtellipenn mreresr io these objects of con-
r.-.'f'l!["i.llh!l!-".. should rst b llll.! EIl]lL'Ii.l.HlI_L,!: of
cveryone horn inacivilised counery, As liole is there
an inherent necessity chat any human hetng should
be w0 sellish cgutist, devaid of every fecling ot care
but those which centre in this own nuseimble indi-
vidualiry. Somerthing far supedor o this is suff-
ciently common even now, to pive ample sarrest of
what the human species may be made Genuine pri-
vate sffections, and o sincere interest in the public
pont, are possible, though m uncqunal deprees,
every rightly brought up human being. In a world in
which there 1s so much ro fnterest, 5o much 1o enjoy,
and s much also to correct and baprove, everyone
who has this moderate amount of marl and facel

lectunl regquisites 1= capable of an existence which
miy be called enviable, and unless such o persan,
through bad laws, or subjection to the will ol arbere,
iv denied the libeeey ro use the sources of happiness
withun his reach, he will not fail to hiod this coviahle
existenve, i he eacape the positive ovils of Tife, the
preat suutces ol physical and meneal suffedng —such
an inadyrence, disease, and rhe unkindness, worth-
lussness, or prematuce loss o olijects ol atlecnion, The
tan stiess ol the problom les, theretore: i thie
cotdest with these 1:;1!Hn1ir|:~s, fromm I.J.'hin_'h TR R TIia
puod tortune entirely to escape; whiclh, as things now
are cannor be obviated, and vlten cannor be in any
material degree miupgared. Yer na ane whase opinion
deseives a momene’s consideration can doubt that
maost of the great positive evils of the world aee in
themselves removable, wnd will, iF haman affairs
continue W fmpeove, be inthe end reduced within
partow Limis, Poverry, in any sense Lnplying sul-
fenng, may be completely extinguished by che
wisdom of saciery, combined with the poud sense and
providence of individuals. Even rhar mose intract.
ible of enemies, disease, may be indefinitely reduced
in dimensions by good physical and moeal educa-
tin, and proper control of noxious influsnces; while
the progress of science holds out a promise for the
future of seill more direct conguests over this dee
reseable foe And every advance inthae direerion re-
liew=s us from some, nor only of the chances which
wut shorr oor own lives, bur, what conceons us stll
more, which deprive s of those in whom our hap-
miness b weape up, As for vicissicudes of fortune, and
other dissppointmenrs connected with waildly cie
cumnstances, thiese are principally the eflecr dither of
gross imprudence, of ill-repulated desires, or of bad
ar imperfect sockl instirutions. All the grand suurces,
e short, ol human suffering are ina grene degree,
miry et them almaosr entinely, conguerible by human




e arul effor; and thl_‘rug]'l their remosval i griey-
ausly slow —rhough 4 fonp succession ul geners
rins will perish in rhe breach belore the conguest
is complered, and this warld hecomes all thar, if will
and knowledge were not wanting, it might easily be
mude—yet every mind sufhcently intelligent and
penLIous 10 Lear o pare, however small and ineon
spivnaus, in the endeavour, will draw a noble enjoy-
ment frum the contese itsell, which he would not for
any bribe in the form of selfish indulgence consent
[A] hr 'p'-'ET.I‘IO'lIT.

And this leads o the true estimation of whar is
sand by the vbjectars concerning thie possibility and
the obligarion, of learning to do withour happiness
Unguestionahly it is possible w do withour happs-
ness. 11 is dune involunrarily by nmineteen-twentieths
of mankind, even in those parts of nur present wotld
which e leasr deep in barbarism: and ir ofren has
tii be done voluntarily by the hero or the martyr, for
the sake of something which he prizes more than his
individuul happiness. But this something, what 1 at,
pnless the Lhappiness of pthers, or sume of the reqg:
uisites of happiness? 1t s noble o be capable of
sipnbig entirely one's own portion of happraess we
chances ol i, but afrer all, this sellspcdifice muse he
{or same end. 10 is not its own end; and il we ae told
that it end 14 not happiness bur wirtoe, which i
better than happiness, | ask, would the sacrifice he
made il the hero or marryr did not believe thar it
would carn lor others immuniry from sinular saco
fices! Would it be made if he thoughr rhar his e
nunciation of happiness lor himself would produce
nw fruit [or any of his fellow creatures, but to make
their kot like his, and place them also in the condi
rion af persons who have rencunced happiness? All
honot to those who can abnegate for themselves the
pecsonal erijoyment of life, when by such renuncis-
tion they contribute worthily to increase the amount
ol happiness in the woild; but he whao does i, o
professes to do ir, for any other purpose is no more
deserving of admiration than the ascetic mounted
on his pillar. He miay be an inspiriring proof of what
men can do, but assuredly not an example of what
ey should

Theugh it is only in a very imperfect state of the
world’s arrungements that anyone can best serve the
happiness of others by the absalure sacrifice of his
nwr, yer so long as the world is in thar imperfecs
state, | fully acknowledge rhat the readiness o make
such a sacrifice is the highest virtue which can be
found ity man. 1 will add that in this condition of
the world, paradoxical as the assesrion may be, the
cunscivus ahility ro do withowt happiness gives the
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best prospect of realizing such happiness as s ac
ramable, For nothing except that consciousness can
bove the chianees of lifs, b'.-’ Hlﬂklﬂ;‘!
him feel thar, ler fare snd fortune do their worst, they
liave no power ro subdue him, which, ance felt, (rees
him [ron excess of anxiety concerning the evils of
life and cnables him, like many & Stwic in the warsr
times of the Roman Empire, to cultivate in tran-
guillity the sources of sarisfacrion accessible w him
without concerning himself about the uncerrainty al
their durarion any more than abeut their inevieable
'.:il'\l.

Meanwhile, let us utilitarians never cease to claim
the morality of self devotion as a possession which
belongs by as good a righe to them as either to the
Stow o to the Transcendentalisr, The utilivarian
moraliry does recognize o human beings rthe power
ol saciificing their awn greaest good for the good
of others L only refuses w admir chat che suctifice
is arself a good. A sacrifice which does not inerease,
ur tend o increase, the sum wtal of happiness, it

TAIGC o PUTIWHL &

conswers ay wasted, The I"ITI]‘,' selfrenunciation
which 11 applauds s devotion o the happingss, o
1o somme of the means of happiness, of others -eicher
of mankind collectively ar of individuals within the
limirs nposcd by the collective interests ol mane
kind.

| st again repear what the assailanes of urili-
artanism seldom have the justice w acknowledge,
thar the happiness which forms the urilicarian st
dard of whar is right in conduct is not the agent's
owty happiness bur thar of all concerned. As he-
rween his own happiness and that of others, udlis
tarianism requires him to be as strictly impartial as
2 disinreresred and bengvolent spectatar. In the
goldeny wule of Jesus of Mazareth, we read the com-
plete spirit of the ethics of uriliry, To do as you would
he done by and to love your neighbour as yoursell
constitute the ideal perfection of urilitadan mo-
rality. As the means of first making the nearest ap-
proach to this ideal, utilicy would enjoin, fist, that
Laws and social arrangements should place the hap-
piness or (as speaking practically it may be called)
Uhie interest of every individual as neaily as possible
in harmony with the interest of the whole and, sec-
ondly, that cducation and opinion, which have so
vast a power aver human character, should so use
thiat power as ta establish in the mind of every in-
dividual an indissaluble association between his own
happiness and the good of the whale—cspecially be-
tween his own h'—:ppin&ss and the pracrice ol such
mades of conduce, negative and positive, as regard
for the universal happiness prescribes—so rhar not
only he may he unahle ra conceive the possibility of
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happiness 4o hinsel conmsiontty wath b p oG
posed to the peneel pood, bu also thar adireer nme
pulse o promaere the general pood may be o every
imdividual ome of the hakinm) mormes of acion and
the sentiments connected herowith may il a lange

and prominent place in every homan being's sen-
tient exisrence. W che impugners of the wtilitarian
moraliny represented it o cheir gwn minds in this s
true characrer, 1 know nor whar recommendation
posstssed by any other morality they could passibly
affirm to be wanting 1o i, what meore beautiful or
mote exaleed developmenes of human matue any
othet ethical system can he supposed o foster, or
what sponpes ol action, not aceessible o the nrli-
ratian, such svstems rely on Tor piviog eflect 1o thei
mandates,

The objectors o utilitarianism cannor always he
charped wirh ropresenting 10 in a discreditable light
O the conrrary, those amonn them who eotertamn
naything like o just idea of s disinteresred characrer
sommetimies (i Daal wath s stendard os being oo
I'llgh_ {nr I"|||I|'I:||1'|r'||'.. 1]1["‘| Ry s L':\'.H.i_[]!]_ll Leads I:1:LJI_1|
to require that people shall always ace from the in-
ducenient ol prooting the general interests of o
ciery, Bt this s to mdstabe the very witeiing ul a
standard of morals and confonnd the rule of scton
with the motive af it lois the business of ethics 1o
Lell us whiat woe oue duties o by what tests we may
krvevwe thern, b v systemood cthics reguines dhat the
sole motive of all we do shall be a feeling of dury; on
tle COnbrly, ninetys hine hundredehs of all our ac
tdons are done from other motives, and iglily 5o
done, il the rule of dury does nor condemn them, [t
is the mare unjust ro urilitarianism that thas parmic-
wlar misappreliension should be made a :;!:‘.lund' it
chjecrion to 1, inasmuch as utilitanen morhsts bave
gone beyond almase all arkers in afhrming thac the
motive has nathing to do with the momnliog of the
action, though much with the worth of the agent
He wha saves a fellow creanire from drowning docs
what is marally right, whether his morive be dury or
the bope of being paid for his trouble; he who be-
rrays the friend that trusts him is goilty of 4 crime,
even if his abjecr he ra serve anorher foend o whom
he is under greater ohligadons. Bur to speak anly of
gotions dony (e the motive of duty and in direct
ohedience ro principle, it s & msapprehension of the
atilitarian maode of thoughr o concesve it 25 am-
plying that pecple should fix their minds upon 20
wide 3 senerzlity as the woild, or society ac En:gr
The prear maperey of mood actions are intended 1o
feic the Remefit of the warld bur for thar of individ-
uals, of which the gond of the warld is made ups and

the Lhuugiﬂ.u ol e paosl virleous man need e o

these pecasons trivel beyond the parricular persons
convernid, excepr so far a8 4 necessasy o assure
himself that in hfn-:ﬁring them he is not violaring
the rights, thiat is, the legitimate and authorized ex-
pectations, ol anyone else. The mulaplication of
happiness 1s, according ra the unilicarian ethics, the
ohiscr of virrne. The occasion on which any person
(except one in a thousand) has it in his power to do
this i an extended seale—in other wurt.ls, to be a
public benefacror—are hur exceptional, and on these
accasions alone s he called on ro cansider public
utility, i every other case, private utility, the in-
terest or happiness of some Tew peasons, is all be has
rov arrend ro. Thase alone the influence of wheose ac-
tions extends to saciety in general need concemn
themselves hal;li.lu'.q“',r abiout so latlgt_' A 1‘r|..‘nj1‘-_"l:l'.. [y
the rase of ahsrinences indecd—aof things which
peaple forbear v do from moral consideracions,
thouseh the consegquences 1o the particular case lilij.:h[
be beneficiml—ir would be wnworthy of an ingelli-
gent agent not to be consclously aware thar the
sction s ol w class whicls, iﬁ]uh.liﬁr.:d generally, would
bie penerally inpriows and that this iy the pround of
the -'l|'.1|i_;:.l|rlm1 ro abstain fram e, The amount of
regard tor the public interest implied in this recag:
pittote s oo preacer than i demended by every system
af morats, for they all enjoin o abseain from what-
ever is manifestly pernicious o sociery,

Plie same consierations dispose of another e
proach against the docerme ol uulity, founded viea
srill grosser misconception of the purpase of a san-
Jard of menalivy and of the very meaning of the wards
righe and weong, I is often allinued thae wcilicar
mnism renders men cold and unsympathizing that
it chills cheir moral feelings rowards individuals; rhae
it makes them regard only the dry and hard consid-
eranon of the consequences of actions, not taking
inta their moral esnmare the qualities [rom which
thase actions emanate. If the asserrion means that
they do not allow their judgment respecting the
righroiess or wrongness of an action w be inllusnced
by their apinion of the qualiries of the person whoe
dowe i, this is @ complaint not against urilitarianism
but against having any standard of morality ac all;
for cemainly no known ethical seandard decides an
action to be good or bad because it is dane by a poad
or bad man, still less because done by an amiable, a
brave, or a henevelenr man, or the contrary. These
ramsiderarinns are relevant nor o the estimation of
zctions but of persons; and there {8 narhing in the
wiilnarian theory invonsistent with the fact that thers
are orther thines which interest us 1g persons besides
the richrness and weangness of cheir actions, The
Stotes, indeed, with the paradesical misuse of lan

smew bic ke wa pasr of theio system and by which




they strove o mse themselaos above all concern
abwsir amvehing bur virtue, were fond of saying that
Lieowhur b vhie has eveoching, thar he, and oaly
he, is rich, s keaoriful ds o kime, Bur no claim of this
duseriprion i made for the virusue man by the uril-
itncian doctane. Utlitagans are guite aware that
there are other desialle possessions and qualitics
besides virtue and ace perfectly willing o allow to all
ol the therr full worth, They are also aware that =
right action doees not necessarily indicate 4 virwous
charcter and thiat actions which are blumable ofren
piveced Jrom gualitics ensitled to praise, When rhis
is apparene in any particular case, i modifies their
exeimation, nor certainly of tse uet bur of the agenr,
[ grant thar 'I'I"nt"g.-' are, nuabwitl l!xt'-llu.hr'lj‘.. of the opinion
rharin the long tun the best prool of 2 pood char.
acver is good actions and resulutely refuee to con-
siider any mental disposition as good of which the
predominint tendeney is to praduce bad conduct,
This makes ot unpopular with many people; but
itis an unpopularity which they must shuee with
everyone who reparcs the distincrion between righe
aod wiong o scrious lighe, and the reprouch & not
v which u conscienrioue uribitarinng need be ane.
o Lo el

Il e snore be meiant by the objection than thar
naary utilitarians loak on the moling of actions, as
metsured by the arilitarian stundacds, with mn ex.
clusive a repard and do not lay sullicient seress upan
the other heauties of character which pa rowards
uaeking i human being lovalile or admimble, rhis may
be admitred. Urilicarians who luve cultivared cheir
moral feelings but not their symparhies nor their ac-
tistic perceprions do fall inte this mizrake: and 5o do
all other moralists under the same condirions, What
cin be said in excuse fur other moralists js equally
availahle for thes—uumely, thar, if there fs o be
any error, icis better that it should he on char side,
As a marter of fuct, we may affirm among wtilitar-
iang, as among adherents of acher systems, there i
cvery imaginable degree of rigidity and of laxity in
the application of their standard: some are even pu-
ritanically rigorous, while orhers 2re as Indulgent as
can possibly be desired by sinner or by sentimen-
ralist. Bur on the whole, a doctdine which brings
prominently forward the inreresr rthat mankind have
in the repression and prevenrion of conduct which
violates the woral law, is likely o be inferior to no
orher in turning the sanctions of apinion against
such violations. It is true, the question, What does
violare the moral luw? is une on which thase who
recopnize different standards of moralicy are likely
new and then ta differ. But difference of opinion an
motal guestions wae not first introduced into the
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world by udlicarianism, while char diwrrine dioes

supply, if nor always an easy, at all everirs 4 rangible
1 ¥ B

and inrelligible mode of deciding such differences




