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PEEFACE.

FroM the close relation which necessarily exists
between ethics and psychology, it is evident that a
systematic discussion of the psychology of conduet
must render invaluable aid 1n the solution of purcly
ethical questions. It is true that psychology alone
cannot give a final decision on ethical problems,
but it is also (rue thalt the particular form which
these problems assume is in many cascs deterinined
by the assumptions which are made in regard to
the psychological principles of action. These as-
sumptions, wnfortunately, are too often accopted
without an adequate investigation of the facts, and
needless confusion is thus introduced into ethics.
It may be urged, perhaps, that ethics is not re-
sponsible for this state of affairs, since it must
build wpon the basis which psychology supplies.
This principle, that the verdict of psychology must
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be accepted in psychological matters, may be sound
in theory, but it cannot be put in practice at the
present time, since modern psychology has devoted
very little attention to the active side of human
nature, In these circumstances 1t seems im-
perative that students of ethics should undertake
an independent examination of that department of
psychology which concerns them maost intimately.

The present inguiry into the psychological basis
of ethics has developed from a study of a class
of mental facts which has been much neglected—
namely, those phenomena which are usually classed
together under the ambiguous term ‘emotion.’
The theory of emotion which is advanced in the
following pages was briefly stated in the janunary
number of * Mind,” 1894, at the close of an article
on “ Professor James's Theory of Emotion,” In
that article the final contention was that emotion
must be regarded as an ultimate mental fact which
can best be described as ‘fecling-attitude.” This
view was elaborated mm a series of papers which
appeared two wears later in ‘ The Philosophical
Review,” Ultimately, this theory was found to lead
on inevitably to a general standpoint in regard to
the principles of human conduct. When this wider
question emerged, the inquiry as a whole assumed
the character of a study in the psychology of
ethics.



