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PREFACE

The series of lectures of which this book is
composed was i the first instance delivered as
an Inter-Collegiate Course at Westfield College,
University of London, during the Michaelmas
term, 1903 Apart [rom an occasional rearrange-
ment of the subject-matter the lectures remain
practically in the form in which they were
originally given.

My sincerest thanks are due to Proll G F.
Stout for kindly reading through the proof-
sheets and for suggesting some important im-

provements.
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PREFACE TO INTRODUCTION

Dioes Ethical Seience render superfluouz a Thilosophy
of Morals? No, for the spiriual element in any moral
fact, though pre-supposed by Ethical Science, is yet
ncc:.u.ant} ipnored oo methodological grownds.  In
Maral Thilosophy, on_the other hand, the spiTitoa
element is duly recognised as the dnmm;mng factar in
conduct.  Fiom the point of view of Personal Tdealism
it ts the mdividual’s own invielate spiviteal experience
which is the central fact m Moral Fhilosephy and in oot
human philosophy gencrally.

INTRODUCTION

In the following pages an attetnpt s made to justify the
exislence of a Moral I'hilosophiy. Ethical Sclence, in the
apinion of many distingvished wrilers, renders superfuous
any philosophy of Merals, The metaphysically-minded
gleaner—so we are bidden belicve—wheo counts on what
the inductive reapers in thess ficlds of research can
legitimately spare, will find nothing but chaff at his
disposal, and had better spare himsell the unpgrateful
labour.

This repudiation of the metaphysician by his inductive
colleague 15 oo doubt extremely repuime, nor has the
latter as a rule any inkling that like the proverbial dog
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in the manger he is warning the former off material he
can never utilize himselfl  Is there any facf of morality,
argues Mr. Leslie Stephen, outside the scope of a pore
science of Fthics, and do not these facts possess in them-
selves a definite moral significance which is guite inde-
pendent of whalever ulthmate meaning may be atteibuted
to them by metaphysicians. “The great forces which
govern human conduct,” he clogoently writes,
of Fthics Hoare [hu_ﬁamc that they .qlwa:.r_r. haye hi:_t:n and

p a6z, dVways will be. The dread of hunger, thirst and

cold ; the desire to gratily the passions ; the love
of wife and cbild or friend ; sympathy with the sufferings
efour neighbours ; resentment of injury inflicted npon our-
galves— these and such as these are the great forces which
govern mankind. When & morglist trics to assign any-
thing clse as an oltimate moove, be is getting beyond the
world of realities™  These are forcelul words, and were
the metdphjmcal meoralist really sesking for a substitute
that should replace our human fears and loves, our
sympathies and resentmenis by motives more desirable
and more prtent, his would indecd be a hopeless and
superfluous quest. Bul even though there be nothing
else, nothing o add to the list of moral motives, Phil-
osophv has yet, in the same field as Science and upon
the same material, its own important task to perform:
that namely of E!frmgrht..mn and dm:pr,nmg the import
of these same facts by Eumtmb to the spiriual elemeant
present in them all, but
scientific insight. When the fact puts on its invisible
cloak, Science detccts no difference, and can thorefore
never suspect that the cloak makes any difference to the
fact. A plilosoplical analysis is needed to prove that
the fact in ils invisible vesture is a fact transfigured,
snatched from the realm of mechanism inte that of
teleology, and from the outwardness into the inwardness
of our individual experience.

Tt 15 in truth the supreme function of philosophy to
give & worthier meaning to the facts of life by revealing
within them the presence of Spirit. It aims puimarily at
detecting and claborating certain instruments called
Categones, the more potent of which when applied to
the interpretation of facts have precisely that transfigunng

The Science

eyond the sell-limited purview of |
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influence over them which has just been referred to. To
what extent it succeeds in thus enriching the meaning of
life, and thereby justifying its suzerain’s claim over the
science of conduct, must be left for the sequel to disclose.

The term “ Spiritpal principle” as used in the pages
that fullow stands primanly for the @i_f;ﬁng’_gggm,iﬂ
personzl expenence, and should in all casesbe teleclogi-
cally understood as an end or_ideal which, as expressive
of the person's inmost nature, tends to regnlate and_con-
solidate the whole developipg life. Bt i5 that final cause
in immediate personal expericnce which is so constitutive
of it that to deny its felt presence 15 precisely o deny the
possibility of such expenence, We leave il to the conlext
to elecidate any more specilic and derivative meanings
with which the term may be invested.

One more point comes within the legitimate scope of
this Introduction. The philosophical standpoint adopted
has been identified with that of Personal Idealism and
this may need 2 boef word of explanation.  Defiting
Idealistn generally as the dectnne which finds the oltim- |

~ate reality of the universe in spiritual life, and i end in
the perfecting thereof, the differentia of Personal [dealism
i3 itz insistence that such oltimate reality can be sought
or reached in and thropgh our own personal exporionce,
and in no other way. It lays emphatic stress on “the
mfinite significance and value of the ethical life,” and
claims, in the words of one of its most distinguished
representatives, that “here only in the life of etbical
endeavour is the end and secret of the universe 1o be
found,” Its view-point is personal, teleological, con-
crete—concrete m the troest ideplist sense, and such s
the view-point maintained and developed throughout
the present volume.
ith regard to the disposition of our argument, we
may charactenze it as the dialectical attempt to reach a
constrective solution through a critical consideration of
the various) difficulties which the subject-matter natorall
offers. This criticism centres round two typical :mi
posed views concerning the problem of the philose-
F ical wlea in Ethics, the views devel in the * Fro-
egomena to Ethics” and the * Problem of Conduct®
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respectively.  Of these, the former stands to the con-
structive sequel rather as a prop, the latter rather as a
foil. The argument is thus developed partly through
opposition, partly through hjrm‘];?lhtht elaboration. |
hasten to add that my radical disagreement with Prof,
Taylor's main contention in no way diminishes the
respe-cl. | feel for his work, The “Problem of Conduoet”
is a hook that commands, and w1l continue to command
attention and respect, through the directness and sincerity
with which all the most vital issues are faced, the ability
with which these issues are handled, and the clear, fresh
and interesting way in which they are presented to the
reader.” And it has the additonal attraction to the
prosent writer of coning from the pen of an old school-
fellow and class-mate,

As regards the attilode aken towards the author of the
¥ Prolegomena,” it is essentially that of the DPersonal
towards the Absolute Idealist, an aililude, in the main, of
friendly though emphatic difference.  What the difference
precscly amounts to, willy T hope, be made clear as the
argument procecds,

As it is always well w hear an oppoment’s case b3t
1 have opened the enguiry by considering Prof Taylor's
unambiguous rejection of the spiritual principle in Ethics.

* Cl. especially ch. viii., on ** Deyond Ciood and Bad.™



