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161 pp. Price 26 cento
Albert Cbarsones sends me bis new norel, “Lizzie Melton/’ which 

mind that he showed it to me some years ago in the partly written stage,and t 
I strongly advised him to finish it. Those familiar with the exceeding heavio 
of his philosophical work will be surprised at the charmingly simple and natoi 
style of this. The book reads like a transcript from memory, and Lizzie Melton £ 
very real. The pencil is accurate, the brush is true, and the hills and streams o 
old “ York State” rise before you like a picture. All this is true a r t 

I t is not intended to be a radical novel, but it holds the beautiful ratfral that t 
woman can only be ‘‘ruined” by her own assent to the world’s verdict — th 
with seif-respect, dignity and courage, the mother of an illegitimate child £aj 
live above reproach.—J. W. TAoyd, in Free Comrade.

IN  B R IG H TER  CLIM ES, or  L i f e  i n  So cio la n d .
A novel w ith  a  purpose, by  A lb e rt C bavannps. 254 pp. P rice  25 cto

The thorough manner in which the writer applies his theory of life and happi J 
ness of the characters renders their overyday life a matter of deep interest, a 
the communistic principle a subject of keen value for practical application, 
development of the strength of true love, the transient path of mere passion, tb 
value of sincerity and integrity in the marriage relation—all that has to do with! 
the life of humanity Is treated with singular force and feeling, with the aim of I  
assisting toward the conscious acquisition of health, harmony and happlnesa1 in ! 
all the relations of life.

He ijcho is diswitisfied to know that the mass of humanity is obliged to work 
.Ifracsaantlj merely for the privilege of living, also all who feel our modem 

without seeing any solution will peruse “ In Brighter Climes”  with 
.ffte tl’jntereet. Its suggestions are important, straightforward, keen-sighted. 
The.times call; a reply is being forced from the very heart of the people.—Cb- 
roline T. Piitbury, in Boeton Ideat.

TH E FUTU RE COMMONWEALTH, or W hat Samuel BAlcorn 
saw In Socioland, by ALBERT CHAVANNES. Price 26 cent*.

In  the year 19—, Samuel Balcom visits 8ocioland, a settlem ent 
made by progressive persons who had founded a  Commonwealth 
from which poverty was banished and m illionaires were unknown. 

< In  a  series of letters to a  friend, he tells how they have succeed
ed in equalizing distribution and giving to all a  fair chance of suc
cess, by simply placing under the care of tbe community those 
enterprises which require such large concentration of capital as 
to give too much power to those who control them.

THE CONCENTRATION OF W EALTH. A Study ps to its Causes, 
Results and Remedies, by ALBERT CHAVANNES. Price 25 oents 

.The aim of th is book Is to show forcibly the evil effeots of the 
present Concentration of W ealth, and to point to the practical re
medies offered by the L im itation of Ownership in Land, and the 
Abolition of Taxation tbrodgh the profits that could be derived 
from Abe Nationalization of N atural Monopolies. One im portant 
chapter is devoted to showing th a t the present tendencies can be 
overcome only through political action.
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THE LAW OF CONDUCT.

C H A PTER  I .

CONDUCT.

The study I now intend to m ake as to w hat constitutes a  true 
law of conduct, will be based upon a  correct knowledge of the 
nature of the mind, and if any of my readers are not convinced 
as to the proof of any of my statem ents. I  would refer them to 
my former w ritings upon tho sub ject I  have tried, in my work 
entitled “The N ature of the Mind”, to make my position clear, 
and to explain the argum ents on which i t  is based; but as this 
position is largely original with me, and some of the arguments 
have never been used before, 1 judge th a t much I may write on 
th« present subject will not bo clear to those who are unacquainted 
with the theory upon which it  is based.

This study is conducted upon the theory that there is but one 
mind in nature which controls all possible phenomena, and the 
first deduction I make from this assertion is that, as mind con
trols conduct, if there is but ono mind, there can be but one se t 
of laws, and thus all actions m ust be controlled by tho same laws.

This belief, th a t there is a  union and correlation between all 
phenomena, is the logical result of the belief in evolution, but 
it has not ye t sufficiently permeated the minds of investigators, 
to give to the results of their researches the homogeneity they 
ought to liavo.

In  some sciences this is well understood. All chomists recognize 
th a t all chemical combinations obey the same laws, however di
verse the results may be, and the same fact is recognized in the 
study of the mechanical forces, but sociologists are very far from 
adm itting the same principle in regard to the control of the con
duct of men, and very few indeed, among those interested in so-
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ciological studies, are the persons who believe th a t all men are 
actuated by the same motives, and th a t all conduct is controlled 
by the same laws. And yet i t  is a fundam ental truth, which in 
the study of the law of conduct m ust never be lost sight of, that 
the most degraded crim inal and the innocent child, the drunkard 
and the philanthropist, ac t from kindred motives in obedience to 
one common law.

This belief, which as J fiave said is accepted only by very few 
persons, does not even go far enough. N ot only do all human be
ings thus obey the same impulses, and are controlled by the same 
laws, but this statem ent applies to the conduct of all combinations, 
le t them be inanim ate things, (so called) or plants, or anim als, or 
men. And unless we succeed in establishing a law of conduct 
which applies to all of them, we m ay feel certain th a t we have 
failed to correctly understand the law which controls the pheno
mena by which we are surrounded.

W hat I  claim here is not a  new princip le; it  is only the exten
sion to sociology of a principle well understood when applied to 
o ther sciences. Now th a t we know more about w hat is called the 
law of gravitation, we claim  th a t the stone which falls to the 
ground, and the balloon which rises in the air, obey the same 
law, and th a t there is no contradiction involved in these different 
actions, the difference being found not in the law, but in the 
conditions in which it becomes operative.

B ut very few persons realise, even among advanced sociologists, 
th a t  when an apple falls to the ground, and I  pick it  up and 
throw i t  high in the air, the conduct of the apple in falling, and 
my conduct in throwing it, are due to precisely the same causes, 
and th a t we obey the same law. The growth of the apple tree, the 
bearing of its f ru it  the fall of the apple, my picking it  up and 
throwing it, are not different processes in kind, bu t are only dif
ferent degrees of the  same process, and the  true explanation of 
the causes which led to my action, will also explain the growth 
of the tree, the fall of the apple, and in fact all phenomena.

This explanation can only be understood by those who are ac
quainted with the nature of the mind, for then they will know 
how strong are the proofs th a t the difference in action between 
the drop of water which falls from the clouds, sinks into the ground* 
reappears in the rivulet, ripples down the stream  till it  finds its 
way to the sea, and the conduct of the most highly developed man, 
is a  difference in degree and not In kind.

This then is my first proposition and my starting point: There 
is but one law of conduct. And while I Intend to study th is law 
especially with reference to its application to the conduct of men, 
i t  muBt follow, from man being the most complex combination on 
our planet, th a t w hatever law applies to him , m ust also apply to 
all the less complex combinations which have preceded him, and 
by which he is now surrounded.
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In tho study of sociology, as woll as of psychology, we are often 
confronted by a  lack of words to convey our exact meaning, such 
words aa wh now use having been evolved a t  a tim e when the 
range of our knowledge was yet very limited, and our classification 
of th is knowledge very different from w hat It Is now.

Thus I doubt very touch If the word “Conduct* expresses the 
idea I wish to convey, but I am unablo to find any other th a t 
would define more clearly  my meaning. This word as commonly 
used,* refers only to the conscious actions of men, and som etim es 
is stretched to embrace the intelligent actions of animals. W ith 
m y belief th a t intelligence exists all through the Universe, and 
th a t it  controls all actions—I m ight say motions— and th a t the 
difference between the intelligence of a m ineral, a plant, an an i
mal and man, is one of degree and not of kind, I m ust naturally  
extend the m eaning of the word conduct, so as to take in all 
possible actions, and m ust also give a  new definition for it.

Conduct then means to me the control of all actions, and so far 
a s  man is concerned, embraces not only the conscious notions, 
controlled by the voluntary nerves, such as walking, moving, 
speakiug, etc., b u t also the actions of the subordinate organ
isms, which are controlled by the great sym pathetic nerve, w ithout 
any  consciousness on our part. And I  further claim th a t it is 
because we fail to recognise the im portant part played in our 
conduct by these vegetative organisms, th a t we often fall to im 
prove th a t conduot, both socially and individuall-.

Conduct then deals w ith all actions, both conscious and uncon
scious, and means the control of actions, which bring us to the 
second portion of the question of conduct, which is to determine 
w hat does this conduct refer to? To th a t question my answer 1st 
th a t it  relates to our surroundings, and th a t tho study of the Law 
of Conduct moans the study of the control of our actions, with 
the purpose th a t they may, as far as possible, harmonize with 
our surroundings.

The study of th is law devolves upon man, because his position 
upon the earth is one of great difficulty, differing from th a t of all 
o ther organisms, and requiring apodal knowledge to fill it success
fully. W hat th is special place is. that I  claim man occupies In 
tho process of evolution, I  shall now explain.

Evolution, as I  understand it. consists in the mind substance 
seizing upon m atter—atoms—and forming thorn into combinations, 
these combinations becoming more complex as evolution progresses. 
W hile this process of combinations is carried on according to woll 
defined laws, and is controlled by tho mind, as explained in “The 
Nature of the Mind", its results are predetermined by potentiali
ties inherent in the constitution of the mind substance, and these 
results can no more be ohanged than natural laws can be abrogated.

P a rt of theso potentialities could be worked out by w hat wo 
call the natural process, th a t is by a  process Involving no consol-
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ousness of desires in the agents employed in the work o f  evolu
tion , bn t when all these potentialities which coaid thus be worked 
out had come to an end, the potentialities for fa rth er com binations 
were very far from being exhausted, and a  conscious agent—one 
conscious of more complex desires—able and desirous to combine 
natural resnlt* into artificial combinations, was needed to carry- 
on to its lim its the  work of evolution.

This agent is m an, a natural product of evolution, who is new 
engaged in m aking combinations whioh we call artificial, not but 
w hat they are m ade according to natural law, bu t as a  m eans of 
d istinguishing them  from those by which they  were preceded. 
W ith the advent of man, a  new factor of progress m ade its appear
ance upon the earth , and th is factor was the  developm ent of 
sensations into consciousness, Increasing the com plexity and in 
tensity  of the  desires of men, and compelling the developm ent of 
man so th a t his desires m ight be satisfied.

The advent of m an—a highly conscious organism—was necessary 
to the working out of the law of progress, which I  defined in “T he 
N ature of the M ind” in these term s: Increasing capacity o f  fee l
in g , and increasing capacity o f  knowing, make an endless chain  
o f  progress, which w ill come to an end only when every po ten tia 
lity  will have been worked out.

It is because I claim  th a t such an organism , capable of feeling 
more complex sensations, Is needed to carry ou t the work of evo
lution, th a t I believe i t  to bn th e  function of m an upon earth. I  
see th a t since the ad ven t of man, num berless artificial com bina
tions have been evolved, becoming more and more complex as 
m an increases in consciousness and intelligence. I can see also 
th a t  the  po tentiality  of these artificial com binations is very far 
from being exhau sted ; and looking a t  these facts conjointly w ith 
the  fu rther fact, th a t  according to my theory, evolution in the 
past has consisted in the  form ation of na tu ra l com binations of in
creasing com plexity, I  claim  th a t  the  theory th a t m an is nothing 
more than  an agent for the  evolution of artificial com binations is 
the  m ost plausible, and accords better w ith known facts th an  any 
o th er w ith which I  am  acquainted.

This theory does no t apply only, as one m ight suppose, to m a
terial artificial com binations, such as clothing, houses, railroads, 
etc., but i t  applies ju s t as well to social com binations, such as the 
fam ily, city, county, sta te  or nation, said social com binations be
ing evolved under precisely the  sam e laws, and by processes exactly  
the  same.

I t  is ev ident th n t th is question of the  true place of m ankind in 
nature, has an im portan t bearing upon C onduc t W hat I have said 
a t  the beginning of th is chapter, th a t there can be bu t one law 
of conduct for the whole U niverse can only apply to m an if it  can 
be shown th a t h is position here in no w ay differs, except through

•  <
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a  higher development, from th a t of a ll the o ther combinations by 
which he has been preceded.

T h a t is no t possible if the old belief is true, th a t the earth  aDd 
a ll i t  oontains has been created for man. In  th a t case, th e re  
would be a  fundam ental difference between m an and all other 
created things, and at) entirely  different law  of oonduct from that 
w hich applies to p lants and anim als would have to be prom ul
gated for h is benefit. T his is the C hristian belief, which entails 
upon m an the  possibility of sin, whioh does not exist for plants or 
anim als, because man alone was endowed w ith sufficient k now l
edge to be responsible to the  creator for Ills actions. Such a  be
lief cannot be entertained by those who accept the theory of evo
lution, and I  see no o ther explanation possible for them , except 
th a t w hich I  have stated here, th a t the special position of m an 
on earth  is not due to a  special creation, bu t to a  higher state 
of development, fitting h im  to do a  special work, bu t in no w ay 
w ithdraw ing him  from the control of the  fore es w hich guide and 
d irec t the actions of the less developed organism s.

C H A PT ER  I I .  

T H E  PROBLEM .

There is a  fundam ental difference in tho problem of Conduct, as 
it  presents Itself to the  m an who believes In flat creation , or to 
the m an who believes in evolution. *

To the believer in flat creation, the  problem  resolves itsel f in 
finding ou t the  w ill of the creator, and obeying h is com m ands to 
the  best of h is ability . Obedience, and not intelligence, is for hi m 
the  foundation upon whioh the  law  of oonduct is based .

To the  believer in evolution the  problem  is m uch more compli - 
cated. Man is no longer the product of an outside pow er, w hich 
prom ulgates arb itra ry  rules to contro l h is life, b u t a  h igh ly  com 
plex and sensitive organism , possessing w ith in  itself the n ecessary  
knowledge to control h is own actions, and the  study of th e  law  
of conduct is p a rt of tho process by whioh he acquires a  greater 
am ount of knowledge w hich enables h im  to ovoroome the ever - 
Inoroaslng difficulties due to more com plex surrounding co n d itio n s.

The ohsngo In the problem , th u s caused by a  ohango in belief, 
is th a t It no longer oonslsts in s tudy ing  the  will of Hod, and finding 
a  oorroot in terpre ta tion  thereof, b u t in study ing  the m ar o h  of pro - 
gross up to the  present tim e, so th a t  by using  th e  Induot lve m e
thod, we m ay learn  from  past experience tne  form  of o o n d u c t 
whioh w ill enable us best to fill the  position In whioh w s f in d  
ourselves plaoed.
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If bjr the power of Imagination, wo look back far enough to 
bring before our mind's eye the epochs which have preceded the 
evolution of oiir solar system, we flhd th a t our knowledge of the 
couditlbhs which tiled existed, Is practically null. But by observing 
present phenomena, astronomers have concluded th a t the hypothe
sis th a t a t ohe time our system was In u gaseous state. Is suffi
ciently plausible to be accepted, and I take i t  os my starting  point, 
Mot because It Is fundamental to my theory, hut because we must 
sta rt some whore, and tha t Is as good a  point as any other.

rttartlng then from the nebular theory—and to bring the starting 
point nearer the present time would not weaken the arguments— 
we And that a t one time our whole solar system was In a  gaseous 
state, manifesting no attributes th a t we could recognise except 
motion and heat. To-day, the same nebulous substance has trans
formed Itself, a t least as far as the earth Is concerned, Into a 
solid mass, upon the surface of which wo And organisms posess- 
ing life, sensations, consciousness, knowledge, intelligence, force 
and motion.

This transformation has not taken place through external agen
cies, but through an Inherent process which m ust bo solf-nxistont 
ami self-operative; und the sum total of the successive changes 
which have thus taken plkco, mUilt 1m kclentlAoally considered as 
the conduct of the aggregate of mind and m atter with which we 
find ourselves connected, and the study of conduct to be complete, 
would Involve the study of all these changes, in so far as we could 
obtain knowledge of the manner In which, thiqy wore effected.

This ii  too vast a  subject for me to undertake, and 1 refer tp It 
only because it is of the utmost Importance to our investigations, 
th a t we should keep tills truth in sight If y e  would arrive a t a  
correct conclusion. Ju s t as In t)in “N ature of the Mind", I have 
shown that the recognition of the possession of mind by tho coll, 
leads logically to a  belief in the Universal Mind, sq tho reqogul* 
tlon tha t there is u law of conduct which applies to the relation 
of the cells to tl^e subordinate organisms, will lead to tho logical 
conclusion th a t the same law applies to the relation of the indi
viduals to the social organism, th a t Is, th a t it  applies to social 
conduct, which Is the form of conduct of which individuals are 
now the most ignoran t

One word of explanation here may be of use. Tho study of so
cial conduct is the one which m ust p t this time a ttrac t our great
est attention, not because it Is intrlnsfcaljy of greater importance 
than what 1 shall call Individual conduct, but hocanse we already 
possess all possible knowledge as to individual conduct—meaning 
by th a t term the relation of the cells po the subordinate organ
isms, and of tjie subordinate organisms tq the Individual-

Individual conduct has been evolved In ages long gone by,and 
bus been so tested and experimented upon os to leave no room 
for Improvement, while social conduct is ye t In the experimental
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stage, and  In process of evo lu tion , and  now In tho tim e for u s to  
train and  m ake uno of know ledge upon th e  subject.

The numerous failures In Individual conduct, which are conn- 
tuntly brought to our notloe, do not come, as Is too bften supposed, 
from defeota In tho subordinate organisms, but usually from the 
htrain placod upon the Individual by a  faulty soolal organisation. 
All the subordinate organisms—as the eye, the lungs, the heart, 
otc/—are as perfect of their kind, and as woll adapted to the work 
they have to perform, as la compatible with the attributes of mind 
and mailer, and their aggregation in an Individual organism Is tho 
best which the mind could devise, but wo are yet deficient In the 
knowledge which would onablo us to adjust our soolal relations, 
ao that they may harmonize with our lndlvdlual powers, and It Is 
on th a t ucoount th a t a t  this stage of evolution, it Is the study of 
soolal oonduot which Is of chlof Importance.

I have said th a t all the changes which have takon place from 
the nebulous state to our present condition, have been due to In
herent foroes, th a t is to inside forces existing a t all times In the 
solar system, and compelling to action. Our first Inquiry then, Is 
whether these actions have an aim, or aro they w ithout purpose?

All sociologist* now recognlso th a t all sentient bolngs havo a 
very clearly dollned aim for their actions. T hat altn Is tho Inorease 
of pleasant sensations, or its equivalent, tho dooroase of unpleasant 
sensations; and In man that aim has been dignified by tho name 
of the pursuit of happiness. As most sociologist* do not reoognise 
inanimate objects as sentient organisms, thoy had to find another 
law to control their conduot, and they say th a t thoy move in the 
direction of the loast resistance. Thus we find them  denying a t 
the sta rt tho fundam ental truth I havo stated, th a t there can be 
but one law of conduct for a ll possible combinations. I suppose 
that many of them would bo willing to acknowledge th a t for men 
the pursuit of happiness always leads In the direction of tho least 
resistance, but they would laugh a t tho idoa th a t for Inanimate 
things, the line of the loast resistance leads in the direction of 
pleasant sensations.

And hero l m ust again refer tho reader to my work on “ Tho 
I^ature of tho Mind”, for I cannot go over the arguments to show 
that mind is omni-present, and always controls tho actions of 
inanimate things, as woll os of those organisms which wo call 
sentient beings, and 1 simply assort hero th a t tho seeking for 
pleasant sensations, und the moving in tho direction of tho loast 
resistance are one and tho same thing, and th a t olthor or both are 
the aim of all posslblo oonduot, und th a t tho hlghost development 
of th a t seeking for pleasant sensations—whloli wo call tho pursuit 
of happiness—is tho only posslblo aim of soolal oonduot, and th a t 
all social actions rofer to it, I claim rnoro than th a t  All soolal 
actions m ust bo Judged by It, I t  is the oourt of last resort whloh 
passes judgm ent upon all the actions of mon.
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As we proceed with our inquiries, we will find this sta tem ent 
of the utm ost importance, because as the evolutionist has no 
longer a  standard of conduct Imposed upon him  by an outside 
power, it m ust be replaced by an inward one, which oan be ap
plied to all actions, and can adapt itself to all conditions. The 
pursuit of pleasant sensations is Just such a standard. It exists 
In the cell, which alone knows its own sensations, and strives for 
pleasant ones; it exists in the subordinate organisms, and guides 
a ll their actions; it becomes more insistent, more complex, more 
difficult of attainm ent In the individual. I ts  highest development, 
however, is reached in the social organisms, and it is because of 
the difficulty of harmonising the desires of the individuals th a t 
compose society th a t we are confronted by the social problem.

The problem which is thus placed before us, is how to establish 
such relations between Individuals, as will result in a  steady in
crease in the numbei and persistence of pleasant sensations. To 
accomplish this, we m ust first acquaint ourselves with the process 
by which these pleasant sensations have been promoted through 
conduct affecting the relations of the subordinate organisms, being 
well assured th a t if we acquire correot knowledge of the laws 
which oontrol individual conduct, we can use the knowledge to 
control Booial conduct as well.

The problem of social conduct is a very difficult one, because 
it  cannot be solved w ithout tak ing in consideration the increase 
of pleasant sensations of the cells, of the subordinate organisms, 
and of the individuals. For le t It be well understood a t the s ta rt, 
th a t there can be no increase of social happiness based upon a 
decrease in the sum total of individual happiness, nor any Increase 
of individual happiness based upon a  decrease in the sum total 
of pleasant sensations in the cells. But while th is makes it more 
difficult, ye t the problem is possible of solution, for the same pro-
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“Be happy, and you will be good”, and the eooner the change is 
made, both individually and socially, the sooner shall we arrive 
a t  an harmonious state of society.

I m ust repeat here a  statem ent I have already made in several 
of my books, to w it: T hat sensations defy definition. They ar4 
the fundam ental fact of existence. W e exist to ourselves only 
because we feel, and we know th a t we exist only because sensa
tions develop into consciousness. I f  there were no sensations, or 
if sensations were all alike, there would be no law of conduct, 
for i t  would nof. m atter to us how we conducted ourselves, as any 
kind of conduct would have the samo result to us, so far as pain 
nr pleasure wero concerned.

B ut if sensations cannot be deflnod, we all know w ithout being 
told, that there are pleasant and unpleasant sensations. We know 
it, we recognise it, and we Instinctively desire pleasant sensations 
and dread unpleasant ones, and th is power to feel, which exists 
all through the Universe—in a  sta te  of greater or lesser develop
ment, as the combinations are more or less complex—is the only 
foundation upon whioh a  law of conduct can be b u ilt  This pow
er to feel is ono of tfio attributes of this mind substance which 
permeates the whole Universe, and is the faculty which enables 
it  to guide tho organism in the direction where there is a  possi
bility of increasing pleasant sensations.

In accepting pleasant sensations as a  guide to righ t conduct 
we m ust bear in mind th a t while we can and m ust be the judges 
of w hat causes us pleasant sensations, we can have no personal 
knowledge of w hat causes pleasant or unpleasant sensations to 
others. The food th a t will be ono man's m ea t may bo anothor 
m an's poison. Tho book one reader will greatly enjoy m ay seem 
insufferably dull to another. Pleasant sensations are an individual
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m ust be exercised with great judgm ent. And yet I  may stab* 
here, th a t the exercise of th is righ t of resistance Is necessary t<» 
progress.

The explanation of th is seeming contradiction is found by stu 
dying the cause of ploasant sensations. They are due to harmonious 
actions, th a t is to actions which are in harm ony with the poten
tia lity  of the development of the Universe.

Pleasant sensations are due prim arily to action. I t  Is easy to 
prove th a t there can be no sensations without, action. Action, mo
tion, life, is the law of existence, the one m anifestation of mind 
substance which is found In all phenomena. Scientists have found 
I t Ih the most compact substances, and claim th a t atom s are kept 
in a  sta te of perpetual motion. W ithout going into such deep In
vestigations, we all know th a t it is true, so far as we are person
ally concerned. Thinking, breathing, digesting, are going on Inces
santly, and we know by our feelings th a t whenever we experience 
pleasant sensatiohs, it is in conjunction with actions. Music pleases 
us because It vibrates some special nerve calculated to be set in 
motion by sound; we enjoy eating because it gives occupation to 
our digestive powers; seeing Is the work of the eye; exercise the 
work of our limbs. In  fact it  is not possible to think of sensations 
except in connection w ith some form of action.

B ut all actions are not equally pleasant- 8ome of them  are in
deed accompanied by very unpleasant sensations, and investiga
tion shows th a t it is because they are not in harm ony with the 
line of conduct which m ust be followed to work out the potenti
alities which exist in the Universe; a t least I  have never been 
able to find any other reasons why some actions should be plea
san t and others unp leasant I t  is easy enough to say that a  de
cayed tooth, or an ingrowing nail, or an inflamed eye, hurt 
because they are abnormal conditions, but it Is very plain to me 
th a t if any of theso things were necessary to the full develop
m ent of man, and In harmony with the potentialities of the deve
lopment of the Universe, they would cause pleasant instead of 
unpleasant sensations. I f  all the teeth were decayed, and they 
could give better service than  sound teoth, wo would see nothing 
wrong in them. We call them  defective because they do not a n s
wer the purpose for which teeth were evolved.

I t  is on th a t account th a t the pursuit of pleasant sensations is 
the key to the right standard of conduct. It leads us obligatorily 
to those actions which are in the line of progress, and as progress 
is controlled by one mind, and obeys the same laws, it  naturally 
follows th a t it m ust lead us to harmonious action; not only har
monious individual action, but to harmonious social action. The 
old m axim : “Be good, and you will be happy”, can never give us 
a  reliable standard of conduct, because there is no reliable stan
dard of goodness, all such standards being based upon the knowl
edge of men, and sure to be faulty ; while the new m axim : MBe
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happy, and you will bo good", is certain to lead us right, because 
each and every one of us has im planted w ithin himself, through 
his ability to feel, an unerring standard, and by obeying it, he 
m ust arrive a t th a t line of conduct which, if I  am correct in 
stating th a t pleasant sensations lead to harmony, m ust lead h im ” 
to th a t form of conduct whioh will place him In harmony with 
his surroundings.

, And now I  will try  to explain briefly why it  is due to the fact 
th a t harmonious actions alone oan produce pleasant sensations, 
th a t it  Is so'difficult to evolve a  right line of conduct, and tha t 
there is need of resistance to oolleotive control. If th is were not 
a  world of constant change or progress, i t  would not be the caso; 
but there is no such thing as reaohing a perm anent equilibrium 
so long as all possible combinations have not been evolved, be
cause this constant evolution, as I  have remarked, is only made 
possible by increased capacity of feeling and knowing.

This process, as far *&.we know, has been going on from the 
earliest and most simple combinations, but i t  has now reached 
th a t stage whore the contest is waged between the individual and 
society, and the first thing we m ust recognize is th a t harmony 
does not exist, and in fact th a t it cannot exist so long as all so
cial potentialities have not been worked out, for as soon as h ar
mony shall be reached, progress will cease.

Progress is  due to an increased capacity for feeling and know 
ing, not in society as a whole, but in the individuals of which it 
is composed. I t  is well understood now by sociologists, th a t social 
institutions always harmonize as near as possible with the average 
power of feeling, and the average knowledge of the individuals 
who compose society, but as there is always a certain number of 
persons who progress faster than  others, it  follows th a t when anv 
of them progress beyond their fellow citizens, it  m ust break the 
harmony betwoon them  and existing sooial institutions, and as 
soon as this harmony is broken, it m ust result in unpleasant sen
sations, as it precludes for them  the possibility of harmonious 
social actions. But here comes into play the law of progress, 
which induces these individuals to restore harmony so as to es
cape unpleasant sensations.

Theoretically there are two ways to restore harmonious action. 
One is for theso progressive persons to retrograde to their former 
condition, but practically th a t is not possible. Progress Is a growth, 
and you m ight as well force back the limbs Into the tree, as to 
destroy the increased capaoity to feel and to know. The other 
alternative is for them  to develop the social organism, until i t  is 
once more in harmony with the sta te  of developm ent these p ro 
gressive persons have reached.

This Is the line of conduot adopted, and to it  is due the progress 
of social development. W e can trace it  in all past reforms, we see 
it a t work now, and the great advantage of recognizing this fact

V
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in that ft enables ns to understand the social conflict, and so con
trol our conduct th a t we m ay help progress the most, a t  the cost 
o f the least am ount of loss in harmonious relations. The advan
tage of the increase of intelligence is to dim inish the  expenditure 
of efforts, and to Increase the amount of results. T hat is true of 
all lines of progress. I t is true in economics and in mechanics, and 
will prove Just as true in social progreiw. For lack of knowledge, 
men have wasted d ll now nn Immense am ount of effort In reform 
work; le t us see to it  from th is on th a t our efforts are so directed 
ns to give the best possible results.

CH A PTER IV.

IN D IV ID U A L  CONDUCT.

I have stated in a  preceding chapter th a t I  divide conduct into 
individual and social conduct, and 1 wish now to doflno as nearly 
as possible the difference I make between them.

I t  m ust be remembered that in the first chapter, I have stated 
th a t I  extend the meaning of the word conduct, to m any actions 
w hich are not so usually considered, and it  is to these actions th a t 
I give the name of individual conduct There can be to  doubt th a t 
in a  strictly scientific sense, all actions have an influence upon 
the social organism, yet some of them  have so much influence 
upon the individual, and so little  upon society, th a t a  clear dis
tinction can be made between them. Considering as I do, the 
breathing of the Jungs as p art of conduct, the question m ight be 
asked whether it is individual or social conduct? I t  is evident to 
any person acquainted with sociological laws, th a t a  nation whose 
individuals possess good strong lungs, woll adapted to perform 
the work expected from thorn, will, all other things being equal, 
be more successful and accomplish more than another nation 
whose individuals are not so well endowed, and to th a t exten t 
breathing can be called social conduct; ye t if out of the m illions 
who compose the nation, all should be possessors of strong lungs 
except one, the result to the nation could not be appreciated, 
while it  would probably be fatal to the happiness of the one in 
dividual. On th a t account 1 hold th a t breathing m ust be considered 
as individual conduct.

By applying this line of reasoning, we can easily decide w hat 
we shall call individual conduct, ye t as the distinction is an arb i
trary one, we m ust recogniso a  class of actions as boing both 
individual and social. For instance It would seem th a t education 
is individual action, which concerns most the separate individual
ities, and yet experience has shown that with the development of
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progress, education has such an influence upon social success, th a t 
society has found it necessary to take it  under its control, and 
to th a t extent it has become a  part of sooial conduct W hat is 
true of education is true of m any other forms of conduct bu t I 
shall not a t present trea t of those actions whioh partake of both 
classifications, but confine myself to those actions which are so 
clearly individual, th a t society has never taken them under Its 
control.

The first thing of importance to notice is, th a t all sensations 
sta rt from the cell. On account of tho little  study we have given 
to these questions, wo are apt to believe th a t sensations are the 
attribute of tho individual, or a t least of the subordinate organ
isms, bu t it  Is an error which m ust be corrected. W e make some
w hat the same m istake as to the sooial organism, but here we 
have no trouble to recognise it when i t  is pointed out to ns. We 
say, for instance, th a t the audience a t the theatre was well pleased, 
but we easily understand th a t i t  Is not the audience as a whole 
which was pleased, bu t the individuals of which the audience 
was composod, and th a t w hat we m eant was th a t the largest 
portion of the individuals had enjoyed the play, for it  may have 
been quite possible lh a t some of them  did not enjoy i t  a t all. This 
we easily understand, because it  is evident to our senses th a t an 
audience is composed of separate Individuals, each qualified to 
feel different sensations, yet there are b u t few persons sufficiently 
acquainted w ith biology to recognize th a t each and every indivi
dual in th a t audience who enjoyed the play, did so because the 
cells of which these individuals are composed were enjoying plea
san t sensations, and th a t they could not have enjoyed themselves 
had it  been otherwise. V et th is is a fundam ental fact in conduct, 
and of the greatest importance if we accept the pursuit of plea
sant sensations as Its correct standard.

I have, in the last ohapter of “The N ature of the Mind”, in 
speaking of the Universal Mind, shown tho great difference that 
exists between the autocratic and the democratic conception of 
the Universe, and the same idea Is involved when we study the 
question os to who or w hat Is to be made to feel pleasant sen
sations. According to the autocratic Idea of government, If the 
rulers or those high in authority  were pleased, it did not m atter 
much whether the people were satisfied or not; bu t the new de
mocratic Idea, which is slowly taking possession of hum anity, is 
th a t the governm ent m ust please the people, and has no rights 
superior to those of the citizens for whose benefit it  has been 
organized. W hat is true in politics is also true in religion. The 
aim of conduct, according to the old idea of religion was to please 
God, w ithout giving any oonsldoratlon to tho desires of the wor
shipers, bu t the new idea of the Universal Mind Is th a t it per
meates all things, and th a t  there is no way to do its will exoept 
by seeking to lnorease the number of pleasant sensations.

\
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As there are probably many persons who believe th a t such a  
change In belief, both as to governm ent and as to religion, m ust 
be revolutionary in its  nature, I  would say here th a t It is a  m is
take, and th a t really it will be very alow to affect conduct. -The 
cause is plain and easily understood. Our beliefs do not change 
the nature of things. The m ost ardent believer in the duty of man 
to obey the will of God, has w ithin himself an innumerable quan
tity  of cells, which know nothing of his religious beliefs, and care 
less, and which rebel and protest against all such conduct as 
causes them  unpleasant sensations, precisely as the most abject 
nation will protest against too despotic a  use of power a t  the 
hands of its  rulers. •

L et me point out here a very interesting parallel between the 
conduct of the cells and th a t of the individuals. The lesser the 
degree of development attained by the cells, the  less sensitive they 
are—which means th a t they are not easily affected by pleasant or 
unpleasant 6en6ations—and the greater their submission to arb i
trary  control exerted by their own ignorant brains. And these 
same undeveloped cells constitute individuals who allow them - 
holves to be ruled by other individuals, who are ju st as ignorant 
of the knowledge » Inch makes safe rulers, as their subjects are 
ignorant of the knowledge which sou ld  enable them  to make 
good citizens. The control of the citizen* by their rulers, le t them  
be kings, representatives, or simply appointed agents, is exactly of 
the same natu ie as the control of the cells of the subordinate 
organisms by the stronger and better informed cells of the brain. 
Lack of developmept in both cases is the source of submission to 
control, which for them, does not increase pleasant sensutions.

The chief advantage of the recognition of the democratic idea 
both in individual conduct and in government, is th a t it opens 
the way for greater improvement. Undeveloped individuals, igno- 
rau t of the laws which govern their conduct, will subm it for a  long 
tim e to control which prevents them  from attain ing  the goal of 
th e ir  desires, and their progress is retarded by foolish superstitions, 
while more developed individuals w ill not accept such unproven 
assertions, and only subm it to such control as will help them  to 
atta in  the desired ends, and thus enable them  to progress much 
more efficiently.

This change in belief, by changing the standard of conduct, will 
enable the individuals to give up m any lines of conduct which 
have until now, only prevented them  from attain ing  a  sta te of 
more harmonious relations, and will replace it  by actions much 
m ore in accord w ith hum an desires. B ut this transition cannot be 
a  quick one, for i t  depends upon the development of the indivi
duals, which is always according to the slow process of evolution. 
There is no doubt th a t the ultim ate result w ill be g reat changes 
in human institutions and in the organisation of society, but i t  
will not be greater or more sudden than the change from the use
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of horses to  th a t of steam  for purposes of heavy transportation.
W hile the fundam ental fact In individual conduct is th a t the 

cell alone is capable of feeling* and th a t Individual sensation is 
only the  aggregate of cell sensations, -we m ust a t the same time 
recognize th a t the single cell is in itself incapable of Increasing 
its  power of sensation. The single cell is the most helpless of 
organizations, and all its power comes from combination. This is 
a  further proof of the unity  of all progress, for now we have three 
factors of progress closely united together. Evolution is due to the 
formation of more and more complex com binations; these combl- 
nations are controlled by pleasant sensations; pleasant sensations 
can only be increased by increasing the complexity of combinations.

Combination is only possible through organization, and both 
united are the law of progress, and submission to th is law is the 
price we have to pay for the increase of pleasant sensations. The 
individual is the result of the combination of the cells duly organ
ized, which greatly increase the range of cell-sensAtions, and 
society is the result of combinations of individuals duly organiz
ed, also increasing the range of cell-sensations.

W hile it  is true th a t sensation starts in the cells, and th a t the 
aim  of conduct m ust be to increase their pleasant sensations, it 
is ju st as true that, th is result cannot be obtained w ithout obedi
ence to control, first of the U niversal Mind, next of society, and 
lastly  of the individual organism. All intelligent citizens recoguize 
th a t obedience to law  is as much a  condition of a  republic as of 
an autocratic government, and in fact, im plicit obedience is more 
naturally  expected from the free citizen, because the laws of his 
government are more in harmony with his desires than  those of 
an autocratic government, and in the same way the believer in 
an Universal Mind will not feel nearly so inclined to rebel against 
its control as the believer in a  personal God.

Let us then remember in th is study of the law of conduct, th a t 
an increase of pleasant sensations is only possible through com
bination and organization, and th a t if we w ant more happiness, 
we m ust look for i t  by seeking to improve present combinations 
in the direction of more harmonious relations. And as th is result 
has been practically achieved in individual conduct, I  will study 
its organization in the individual, so th a t we m ay apply such 
knowledge as we may gain to the organization of the social or
ganism, well assured th a t it  will result in an increase of pleasant 
sensations.
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CH A PTER V.

CREATION v e r su s  EVOLUTION.

I would not have my readers believe th a t I  am inim ical to the 
form of conduct which has been built upon a  belief in creation. 
There is nothing of the iconoclast about me, and I  recognize fully 
th a t all persons accept those beliefs w hich are most in harm ony 
with their knowledge, and the faculties of which they are posses
sed. B ut as there are m any persons who have outgrown the be
lief in creation, I  wish to show them  how fundam ental is the ' 
difference betweon it and the belief in ovolutlon, and ho\y great 
a change it  m ust make in the basis upon which we m ust build 
our new law of conduot.

W e are in a  time of transition. Twenty-five years ago very few 
persons had accepted the theory of evolution, and I  doubt if any 
one had an idea th a t this new theory would affect in any way 
the conduct of individuals. To-day, not only a  large number of 
persons have accepted fully this new theory, but a  far greater 
number yet are in a state of doubt, m any of them, through some 
process of m ental gymnastics, accepting both a  belief in creation 
and in evolution. They claim to see in evolution a  mode of crea
tion, or as they express It, evolution Is the way in which God 
works. T hat is the incoherency of transition, a  state of mind that 
m ust be expected whenever any im portant change takes place in 
our knowledge, b u t which can be passed through much quicker 
if w« help each other to investigate the relations of our beliefs to 
our everyday actions. I* is then, not in a  spirit of hostility to 
the belief in creation th a t I shall contrast i t  w ith the belief in 
evolution, bu t to show my readers how incompatible they are to 
each other, and to impress upon them  the necessity of making a 
choice between the two.

According to the history of creation, God created man in his 
own image, and when created, breathed the spirit of life into him. 
I t m atters little  to me whether it is held th a t Adam was the first 
man, or th a t Eve was formed out of one of his ribs. The principle 
of creation is w hat I  am discussing, and I do not see th a t it  will 
change it  if we modify the legend of the creation of the first 
man, so as to make it  agree with the better knowledge we now 
possess of the antiquity  of the hum an race.

Creation means th a t the creator had a  plan, and th a t th is plan 
involved the bringing into the world a  being complete in all its 
parts, and th a t when th is earthly shell bad been completed, the 
active, living spirit would be placed within it. This implies several 
things. F irst th a t the relations botwoen the different parts of said 
individuals were relations of design and not of use. The designer 
had a plan, but did not test his plan till all parts were created, 
and the sp irit of life breathed into them. I  may point out here
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th a t no man of intelligence can believe th a t such a  thing has 
taken place, but I  am not a t present showing the Impossibility of 
believing in such miraculous action, but I  am dealing with the 
principle involved, and the relation which m ust necessarily exist 
between the creator and the individual created.

It implies also th a t the relations between the different indivi
duals are of the same nature. Society according to creation, can 
not be a growth, or the result of evolution aiiy more than the in 
dividuals. Ju s t as the. relations of the different parts of individu
als m ust have been decided before hand, so m ust it  be with t  he 
relations between the different individuals who composo society

I t is evident then th a t the conduct of such individuals, and of 
such a  society, can in no way be controlled by a  desire for plea
sant sensations. One single idea m ust control them, the desire to 
do the will of the creator, and so far as the social organism is 
concerned, all the efforts of the individuals m ust be directed to 
putting  themselves in those relations which were formulated be
fore hand for them. Out of. this belief in creation m ust logically 
follow a  belief in social irfstitutions ordained of God, such as go
vernm ent by kings, religious ordinances and m arriage sacraments. 
And as an Inducement to obedience, ju st as logically followed 
the maxim I havo alroady quoted: “Be good and you will be hap
py”. Happiness was not, and could not be the reward of work 
well done for the benefit of self, but the reward of doing the will 
of the creator.

If  my readers will reflect an instant they will readily see that 
it  is the only logical position th a t a  believer in creation can take, 
and I  have always claimed th a t the C hristian belief, as taught in 
the Bible, is logical throughout. The dogma of creation necessi
tates a  belief in the devil to explain the fall of man, and the fall 
of man explains the unwillingness of the created to do the will of 
the creator. This disobedience of man to the will of G od-rep re
sented as antagonistic to man's innate desiro for pleasant sensations 
—necessitates places of future rewards and punishments, which 
in turn called for the sacrifice of Christ, when man had suffici
ently  developed to refuse to longer believe in the justice of bis 
own damnation, on account of the fall of Adam. Those who still 
accept, th is explanation are much more logical, as they really be
lieve in creation, than the present expounders of the higher cri
ticisms, and the advocates of w hat is called a  higher religion. 
These new interpretations, which accept What they choose and 
explain away w hat is distasteful to them, are undoubtedly much 
more pleasant to the educated mind, hut they are exceedingly 
illogical, and being the result of a  transitory state, their hold on 
mankind will be very short lived.

Evolution teaches a  very different lesson, and leads to an en
tirely different conclusion. Man is no longer constructed in a  lump, 
with all its parte complete; a  physical organism disconnected from
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its spirit, both a t war with each other when finally united, the 
spirit w illing to do the will of the creator, while the physical 
organism craves pleasant sensations, and seeks Its own satisfaction. 
Man is on the contrary the result of a  slow growth, and his se
veral parts have been carefully tested as the process of evolution 
was going on; th is procoss being carriod on by the mind which 
Is the active factor in ovolutlou. And tho social Institutions have 
been, and are being evolved by the samo process, and are nothing 
more nor less than the result of the organization of the individuals 
into society, and subject to changes, not according to the will o f 
the creator, bu t according to the desires and knowledge of the 
individuals who are organizing society.

As the present stage of social evolution can be only a continu
ation of a  former process, and m ust be carried on by the same 
methods and In answer to the same forces, I  will try  here to briefly 
describe w hat I  believe to have been the process of evolution, as 
contrasted to w hat is claimed to have been the process of creation.

The sm allest living combination of which we can tako cogni
zance is the cell, and physiologists tell us th a t all men sta rt in 
a  single cell, and I personally claim th a t thus also started the 
combination which was eventually to evolve into man. And here 
I  would say th a t the only difference I  see between the present 
evolution of every hum an being, and tha t of the race, is a differ
ence of knowledge and of time. The individual now profits from 
the knowledge acquired by his past ancestors, and accomplishes 
his evolution from the single cell to the fully developed man In 
some twenty years, while the race, having to test its knowledge 
a t  every step, has been a great many thousand years—how many 
we do not know—in evolving from the original cell to the present 
state. We find the parallel of this phenomenon in the evolution 
of governments. I t  has taken England probably one thousand 
years to reach her present stage of political government, but her 
colonies—progeny—New Zealand for instance, has reached as high, 
and possibly a  more advanced stage, in less than  fifty years, by 
profiting from the knowledge gained by the experience of its 
progenitors.

We can then represent to ourselves, by the power of im agina
tion, the first hum an cell starting on its journey of development. 
T hat cell, unlike created man, was possessed of mind, th a t is of 
life, knowledge, desires, and then started to work out all its po
tentialities. One of its  attributes was th a t of growth, th a t is of 
taking to itself and making its own, some of the m aterial by 
which i t  was surrounded, and th a t attribu te  was brought into play 
by a  desire for pleasant sensations. We are told by those who 
have made a  study of the subject, th a t when the cell has grown 
large enough, it  breaks in two, and the two separate cells rem ain 
united, m aking the first combination. Again le t me rem ark here 
th a t the fact th a t they remain united shows th a t union causes
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more pleasaut sensations than  separation, but th a t it  also follows 
tha t, as there are the feelings of two c ills instead of one to be 
consulted, it also means th a t there is less Independence of action. 
I t  is im portant th a t we should notice these things as we go, for 
it  is the first application of a principle which controls, not only 
the,evolution of man, but of society. For it will be found that 
when the coll will havo ovolvod into tho man, and tho men will 
have organized themselves into society, the same principles will 
be found to be effective, and will then assume an importance they 
do not seem to have in the first stage of evolution.

The first combination of two cells does not stop there, but it  
continues to grow, and cell after cell is added, until it can no 
longer grow by this simple process of breaking off of cells, so a 
process of differentiation of functions takes place. This process goes 
on till the result is the physical combination we call plan, an 
aggregate of subordinate organisms, each entrusted with a  special 
function, and all contributing their share toward the welfare of 
the complete organism. I t  Is not, however, my intention to explain 
here w hat fhese special functions are, but to show the relation 
which exists between th is process of evolution and the law of 
conduct 1 am investigating.

As we all know, there is a great tendency to conflict, not only 
between man and man, but* between the different subordinate or
ganisms of which man is composed, and it  is in explaining the 
causes of these differences, and in teaching the way to greater 
harmony, tha t Is found the chief difference between the teachings 
of the belief in creation, and those of a  belief in evolution. Ac
cording to the Bible, tho conflict comes from the disobedience 
of man to the laws of God, and the way to harmony lays through 
a^eurrender of our desires, and a  greater obedience to the com
mands which have been revealed to us by those who have been 
specially appointed to promulgate the will of the creator. But 
according to the evolution theory, the conflict comes from the 
difference in needs and desires of the cells, resulting in a like 
difference in men, and from our Ignorance of the best methods 
by which these differences can be harmonized, so that we may 
all enjoy the greatest number of pleasant sensations; and the way 
to better conduct lays through more knowledge and a  greater de
term ination to uso all tho foroos of nature for our bonoflt.

Thus the relation between the process of evolution and the law 
of conduct, Is th a t a  knowledge of this process enables us to lis
ten to our desires, and instead of spending our energies in a  use
less fight against our inherited nature, we are taught th a t it is a 
duty which we owe both to ourselves and to society, to develop our 
powers and pu t them into use to the full ex tent of our ability.

Evolution liberates us from a  thousand outside restrictions, said 
to have been imposed upon us by the creator, for his own glory 
and ploasure, but it  does not free us from the need of organlza-
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tlon and Milf-control, imposed upon us by the conditions of exis
tence, and the desire w ithin us for an increase of pleasant sen-, 
nations. In  fact, the more we study tho question of conduct in the 
light of evolution, the more do we And th a t we pass from tho 
control of an outside force, to th a t of a  force within us, w hich 
compels us to tra in  ourselves, th a t we m ay develop all our poten
tia lities.. so hs to enjoy all the happiness w ithin our reach under 
the present conditions.

C H A PT ER  VI.

ORGANIZATION.

The object of organization is to establish a  correct relation bet
ween the  different parts of a  combination, in view of providing 
the best possible m eans for accom plishing the purpose for w hich 
th a t  com bination has been evolved. Organization is then the  basis 
of correct conduct, for conduct is the relation of actions to results. 
This m eans then  th a t correct action depends largely upon correct 
organization.

Organization being thus a  factor of groat lmpoitanco in conduct,
1 will devote th is chapter to Its Btudy. I  will study now only tho 

organization of the  individual, w ith the purpose of using such 
knowledge as we m ay thus gain, to increasing our knowledge of 
the  organization of society.

To the C hristian, organization is the resu lt of the w ill of the 
creator, to the m ateria list It is the resu lt of law  and chance, bu t 
to me i t  is the result of the intelligence possessed by the mind, 
which is the  efficient factor in evolution.

The living m ind in the  cell, which is the sta rting  poin t for the  
individual, possesses all the la ten t knowledge needed for its  d e 
velopm ent; it  possesses sensations and desires, and the power of 
appropriation. I t  possesses more than  th a t;  it  has a  potentiality , 
which m eans th a t the line of its developm ent is already fixed, 
and will be worked out as it  exercises its  faculties. The m an-cell 
cannot develop into a  p lant or an anim al, for i t  would not know 
how, and if i t  did, i t  would not be the line of developm ent th a t 
would cause i t  the  greatest num ber of p leasant sensations.

I  have said before th a t the  original coll increases, breaks in two, 
and th a t the two cells unite. This union is the  first m anifestation  
ot the process of organization. A s cell is added to cell, and finally 
differentiation of subordinate organism s takes place, organization 
keeps pace w ith it, till the m any different struc tu res w hich com 
pose m an are thus evolved.

A il these subordinate organism s have been evolved capable of 
fulfilling different functions, bu t all have the sam e purpose in
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view, which Is nil ln'oroase of pleasant sensations to the aggregate 
organism ; and the disposing of these several organisms in the best 
relation to each other, is the process we call organization.

Organization then means first the evolution of the subordinate 
organisms, not for their own benefit, bu t for the good of the ag
gregate organism. The lungs, for instance, are not a  parasite, 
placed w ithin man to be fed from his blood and carried about by 
his limbs, for their own satisfaction, bu t they  have been evolved 
for a  special purpose, to w it: to furnish the whole organism  with 
suoh nourishm ent as can be extracted from the air. And to simply 
evolve the lungs is not all of organization; they had to be evolved 
in their proper position, and so connected w ith all other subordi
nate organisms, th a t all m ight work harm oniously together, and 
furnish the m axim um  of results w ith the m inim um  of efforts, and 
also th a t they m ight rooelve the proper nourishm ent, and proper 
protection from outside dangers. The tak ing  in consideration of 
all these factors, and the construction of an aggregate organism 
where the best conditions can be attained, is then  w hat we call 
organization, and It is clear to any one th a t it  requires the highest 
developm ent of intelligence to effect a  successful organization.

In  th is process of evolution and organization, m any different 
results had to be secured. Not only were all the subordinate or
ganism s to be so constructed as to m ake them  efficient agents 
for the work which was to be required from them, bu t thoy wore 
to be so connected th a t th e ir  control should be placed in the pow
er of the  aggregate organism, for whose benefit they  had been 
evolved. To leave them  free to ac t or not act as they  chose, would 
have been to introduce an Independent power w ithin the organism , 
w hich m ight refuse to ac t in  tim e of need or danger. This effi
c ien t control is effected by the nervous system , and is extended 
as well over the  vegetative as the vo luntary  organism s; the su
pervision of the  vegetative organism s being-in charge of the great 
sym pathetic nerve, w hile the control of the voluntary organism s 
is  the work of the brain.

Organization m ust also provide for the nourishm ent of all these 
subordinate organisms, for th e  force which they  use m ust be res
tored to them . For th a t purpose, a  m ost com plicated net work of 
urteries and veins has been evolved, no t only carry ing  food w h e n 
ever needed, b u t also tak ing  off the  waste as fast as throw n off.

B ut possibly the m ost difficult p a rt of the problem  of develop
m ent, was to provide these subordinate organism s w ith  the  right 
incentive to action. For w hile it  is possible for the  believer in 
creation, to conceive of the  creator issuing h is com m ands upon 
these organism s to ac t in unison w ith each other, such a  belief 
is not possible for those who accept the theory of evolution, and 
of developm ent through inw ard forces. Subordinate organism s 
m ust then  be im pelled to ac t by th e  same m otive Which actuates 
tho aggregate organism , to w it : the desire for p leasan t sensations.
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Subordinate organisms then m ust b e  ho organized, th a t not only 
will they do the work required from them, but they will find plea
sure in doing it. Tbis result has been fully attained. In a  healthy 
individual there is not one of the subordinate organism s but what 
takes pleasure in action. The aggregate organism, it I9 true, is hot 
strongly conscious of this pleasure, ye t we recognise it, first, be. 
cause the exerolse of any of our faculties is the source of pleasant 
sensations, and usually the recognition th a t we enjoy pleasant 
sensations comes from the aggregate of feelings caused by num e
rous unconscious pleasant sensations; and in the second place 
there is a  sta te  of being which is experienced by every healthy 
person, when we feel th a t life is enjoyable for its own sake, when 
we are glad th a t we are living, said sta te being caused by the 
simple healthy working of the vegetative organisms.

This is w hat I  call the positive proof th a t subordinate organisms 
enjoy pleasant sensations, but there is a negative proof which is 
too strong to be discarded. I t  is the ability of subordinate orga
nisms to suffer unpleasant sensations. This we all havo experi
enced, and boon made aware of. In  my estimation, the reason we 
are intensely conscious of the pain, and only dimly conscious of 
tlie pleasure of tlie subordinate, and especially of th.j vegetative 
organisms, is th a t when they are in a  healthy sta te  they require 
no special attention, the feeling of general satisfaction I  have be
fore mentioned being a  sufficient reward, but when In an unhealthy 
state, it is im perative that the aggregate organism should bo no
tified of the fact, so that the defective conduct may be changed, 
and the proper relation re-established.

1 think It will he conceded by any person who is Acquainted 
with the structure of man, th a t he is an example of the highest 
possible form of organization, and with my definition of individual 
conduct, I feel th a t I am justified in saying th a t it  is not greater 
knowledge of individual conduct which we chiefly need, but a 
knowledge of social conduct, which would prevent us from asking 
from our subordinate organisms, actions for which they have not 
been evolved. Take a healthy child, to whom his parents have 
given proper parentage, and healthy pre-natal conditions, place 
him  where he will not suffer from the defects of civilization, give 
him plenty of pure a ir to breathe, of healthy food to eat, of such 
exercise as is natural to him, free him  from the Influences of his 
fellow-beings, and I  do not see how his structure or formation 
could be improved, or w hat could prevent h is individual conduct 
from being perfectly correct.

But man Is a social being, and was not evolved to live alone, 
or spend his days in idle enjoyments. H e has a  task to accomplish, 
the civilization of the world, which presents to him many now 
social problems which call for greater powers of organization. 
For lack of them, he strains his subordinate organisms, and asks 
from them tasks for which they are not fitted. Thus he spends
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of horses to th a t of steam for purposes of heavy transportation.
W hile the .fundamental fact in Individual conduct is th a t the 

cell alone is capable of feeling, and th a t individual sensation in 
only the aggregate of cell sensations, we m ust a t  the same time 
recognize th a t the single cell is in itself incapable of Increasing 
its power of sensation. The single cell is the most helpless of 
organizations, and all its power comes from combination. This is 
a further proof of the unity  of all progress, for now we have three 
factors of progross closely unitod togethor. Evolution Is due to the 
formation of more and more complox com binations; these combi
nations are controlled by pleasant sensations; pleasant sensations 
can only be increased by increasing the complexity of combinations.

Combination is only possible through organization, and both 
united are  the law of progress, and submission to th is law is the 
price wo have to pay for the increase of pleasant sensations. The 
individual is the result of the combination of the cells duly organ
ized, which greatly increase the range of cell-sensations, and 
society is tho result of combinations of individuals duly organis
ed, also increasing the range of cell-sensations.

W hile it  is true th a t sensation starts in the cells, and th a t the 
aim of conduct m ust be to increase their pleasant sensations, it 
is ju st as true th a t this result cannot be obtained w ithout obedi
ence to control, first of the Universal Mind, next of society, and 
lastly of the individual organism. All intelligent citizens recoguize 
th a t obedience to law is as much a  condition of a  republic as of 
an autocratic government, and in fact, implicit obedience is more 
naturally oxpoctod from the free oitizen, becauso tho laws of his 
government aro more in harmony w ith his desires than those of 
an autocratic government, and in the same way the believer In 
an Universal Mind w ill not feel nearly so inclined to rebel against 
its control as the believer in a  personal God.

Let us then remember in th is study of the law of oonduct, that 
an increase of pleasant sensations is only possible through com
bination and organization, and th a t if we w ant more happiness, 
we m ust look for it by seeking to improve present combinations 
in the direction of moro harmonious relations. And as this result 
has been practically achiovod in individual oonduot, I  will study 
its organization in the Individual, so tha t we may apply such 
knowledge as we may gain to the organization 0|f the social or
ganism, well assured th a t It will result in an increase of pleasant 
sensations. *
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CH A PTER V.

CREATION v e r su s  EVOLUTION.

1 would not have my readers believe th a t I  axn Inimical to the 
form of conduct which has been built upon a belief In creation. 
There is nothing of the iconoclast about me, and I  recognize fully 
th a t all persons accept those beliefs which are most in harm ony 
with their knowledge, and the faculties of which they are posses
sed. B ut as there are many persons who have outgrowiv the be
lief in creation, I  wish to show them  how fundam ental Is the 
difference between it and the belief in evolution, and how great 
a  change it  m ust make in the basis upon which wo m ust build 
our new law of oonduot.

W e are in a time of transition. Twenty-five years ago very few 
persons had accepted the theory of evolution, and I  doubt If any 
one had an idea th a t this new theory would affect In any way 
the conduct of individuals. To-day, not only a  large number of 
persons have accepted fully this new theory, but a far greater 
number yet are in a  sta te of doubt, m any of them, through some 
process of m ental gymnastics, accepting both a belief in creation 
and in evolution. They claim to see in evolution a  mode of crea
tion, or as they express It, evolution is the way in which God 
works. That Is the incoberency of transition, a sta te of mind that 
m ust be expected whenever any im portant change takes place in 
our knowledge, bu t which can be passed through much quicker 
if we help each other to investigate the relations of our beliefs to 
our everyday actions. I t  is then, not in a spirit of hostility to 
the belief in creation that I shall contrast it with the belief in 
evolution, but to show my readers how incompatible they are to 
each other, and to impress upon them the necessity of making a 
choice between the two.

According to the history of creation, God created man in his 
own image, and when created, breathed the spirit of life into him. 
I t m atters little  to me whether it  is held th a t Adam was the first 
man, or th a t Eve was formed out of one of his ribs. The principle 
of creation is w hat I  am discussing, and I do not see th a t it  will 
change it  if we modify the legend of the creation of the first 
man, so as to make it  agree with the better knowledge we now 
possess of the antiquity  of the hum an race.

Creation means th a t thejcreator had a  plan, and th a t th is plan 
involved the bringing into the world a  being complete in all its 
parts, and th a t when th is earthly shell bad been completed, the 
active, living spirit would be placed within i t  This implies several 
things. F irs t th a t the relations between the different parts of said 
individuals were relations of design and not of use. The designer 
had a plan, but did not test his plan till all parts were created, 
and the sp irit of life breathed into them. I  may point out here
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th a t no man of intelligence can believe th a t such a  thing has 
taken place, but I  am not a t present showing the impossibility of 
believing in such miraculous action, but I  am dealing with the 
principle involved, and the rolation which m ust necessarily exist 
between the creator and the individual created.

It implies also th a t the relations between the different indivi
duals are of the same nature. Society according to creation, can 
not be a growth, or the result of evolution aiiy more than  the in
dividuals. Ju s t as the relations of the different part3 of individu
als m ust have been decided before hand, so m ust It be w ith th e  
relations between the difforen^ individuals who compose society

1  ̂ is evident then th a t the conduct of such Individuals, and of 
such a society, can in no way be controlled by a  dosiro for'plea
sant sensations. *Ono single idea m ust control them, the desire to 
do the will of the creator, and so far as the social organism Is 
concerned, all the efforts of the individuals m ust be directed to 
putting themselves in those relations whicH were formulated be
fore hand for them. Out of th is belief in creation m ust logically 
follow a belief in social institutions ordained of God, such as go
vernm ent by kings, religious ordinances and m arriage sacraments. 
And as an inducement to-Obedience, ju st as logically * followed 
the m axim I have already quoted: “Be good and you will be hap
py”. Happiness was not* and could not be the Toward of work 
well done for the benefit of self, but the reward of doing the will 
of the creator.

If  my readers will reflect an instan t they will readily see that 
it is the only logical position th a t a  believer in creation can take, 
and I  have always claimed th a t the Christian belief, as taught In 
the Bible, is logical throughout. The dogma of creation necessi
tates a  belief in the devil to explain the fall of man, and the fall 
of man explains the unwillingness of the created to do the w ill of 
the creator. This disobedience of man to tho will of God—repre
sented as antagonistic to m an's innate desire for pleasant sensations 
—necessitates places of future rewards and punishments, which 
in turn called for the sacrifice of Christ, when man had suffici
ently developed to refuse to longer believe in the justice of bis 
own dam nation, on account of the fall of Adam. Those who still 
accept th is explanation are much more logical, as they really be
lieve in creation, than the present expounders of the higher cri
ticisms, and tho advocates of w hat is called a  higher religion. 
These now interpretations, which accept w hat tlioy choose and 
explain away what is distasteful to them, are undoubtedly much 
more pleasant to the educated mind, but they are exceedingly 
illogical, and being the result of a  transitory state, their hold on 
mankind will be very short lived.

Evolution teaches a very different lesson, and leads to an en
tirely different conclusion. Man is no longer constructed in a  lump, 
with all its parts com plete; a  physical organism disconnected from
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It* spirit, both a t war with each other when Anally united, the 
sp irit willing to do the will of the creator, while the physical 
organism craves pleasant sensations, aud seeks Its own satisfaction. 
Man is on the contrary the result of a slow growth, and his se
veral parts have been carefully tosted as the process of evolution 
was going on; this process being carried on by the mind which 
is the active factor in evolution. And the social institutions have 
been, and are being evolved by the same process, and are nothing 
more nor less than the result of the organization of the individuals 
into society, and subject to changes, not according to the will of 
the creator, but according to the desires and knowledge of the 
individuals who are organizing society.

As the present stage of social evolution can be only a  continu
ation of a  former process, aud m ust bo carried on by the same 
methods and in answer to the same forces, I  will try  here to brleA^ 
describe w hat I  believe to have been the process of evolution, As 
contrasted to w hat is claimed to have been the process of creation.

The sm allest living combination of which we can take cogni
zance is the cell, and physiologist* toll us th a t all men sta rt in 
a  single cell, and I  personally claim th a t thus also started the 
combination which was eventually to evolve into man. And here 
I  would say th a t the only difference I  see between the present 
evolution of every human being, and th a t of the race, is a differ
ence of knowledge and of time. The individual now proftys from 
the knowledge acquired by his past ancestors, and accomplishes 
his evolution from the single cell to the fully developed man in 
some twenty years, while the race, having to test its knowledge 
a t every step, has been a great m any thousand years—how many 
we do not know—in evolving from the original cell to the present 
state. W e And the parallel of this phenomenon in the evolution 
of governments. I t  has taken England probably one thousand 
years to reach her present stage of political government, but her 
colonies—progeny—New Zealand for instance, has reached as high, 
and possibly a  more advanced stago, in less than Afty years, by 
proAting from the knowledge gained by the experience of it* 
progenitors.

We can then represent to ourselves, by the power of im agina
tion, the Arst human cell starting  on its Journey of development. 
T hat cell, unlike created man, was possessed of mind, th a t Is of 
life, knowledge, desires, and then started to work out all its po
tentialities. One of its attributes was th a t of growth, th a t Is of 
taking to itself and m aking its own, some of the m aterial by 
which it  was surrounded, and th a t attribu te  was brought into play 
by a  desire for pleasant sensations. W e are told by those who 
have made a  study of the subject, th a t when the cell has grown 
large enough, i t  breaks in two, and the two separate cells remain 
united, m aking the Arst combination. Again le t me rem ark here 
th a t the fact th a t they rem ain united shows th a t union causes



CREATION v e r s u s  EVOLUTION. 10

moro ploasaut sensations than separation. hut that. It also follows 
that, as there are the feelings of two colls instead of one to he 
consulted, it also means th a t there is less independence of action. 
I t  is im portant th a t we should notioo these things as we go, for 
it  is the first application of a principle which controls, not only 
the evolution of man, but of society. For It will be found th a t 
when the cell will have evolved into the man. and the men will 
have organized themselves Into society, the same principles will 
be found to be effective, and will then assume an importance they 
do not seem to have in the first stage of evolution.

The first combination of two cells does not stop there, but it 
continues to grow, and cell after cell is added, until it  can no 
longer grow by this simple process of breaking off of cells, ,so a 
process of dlfferentiatipn of functions takes place. This process goes 
on till the result is the physical combination we call man, an 
aggregate of subordinate organisms, each entrusted with a special 
function, and all contributing their share toward the welfare of 
tho complete organism. I t  is not, however, my intention to explain 
here w hat these special functions are, but to show the relation 
which exists betweon th is process of evolution and the law of 
conduct 1 am  investigating.

As we a ll know, there is a great tendency to conflict, not only 
between man and man, but between the different subordinate or
ganisms of which m an is 'composed, and it  is in explaining the 
causes of these differences, and in teaching the way to greater 
harmony, th a t is found tho chief difference between the teachings 
of the belief in creation, and those of a  belief in evolution. Ac
cording to the Bible, the conflict comes from the disobedience 
of man to the laws of God, and the way to harmony lays through 
a^eurrender of our desires, and a  greater obedience to the com 
mands which have been revealed to us by those who have been 
specially appointed to promulgate the will of the creator. But 
according to the evolution theory, the conflict comes from the 
difference in needs and desires of the cells, resulting in a  like 
difference in men, and from our ignorance of the best methods 
by which these differences can be harmonized, so that wo may 
all enjoy the groatost numbor of ploasant sensations; and the way 
to better conduct lays through moro knowledge and a greater de
term ination to use ail the forces of nature for our benefit.

Thus the relation between the process of evolution and the law 
of conduct, is th a t a  knowledge of th is process enables us to lis
ten to our desires, and Instead of spending onr energies In a  use
less fight against our inherited nature, we are taught th a t it  Is a 
duty which we owe both to ourselves and to society, to develop our 
powers and pu t them  into use to the full extent of onr ability.

Evolution liberates us from a thousand outside restrictions, said 
to have been imposed upon us by the creator, for his own glory 
and pleasure, but it  does not free us from the need of organiza-
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tion and self-control, imposed upon us by the conditions of exis
tence, and the desire w ithin us for an increase of pleasant sen
sations. In fact, the more we study the question of conduct in the 
light of evolution, the more do we find th a t we pass frqm the 
control of an outside force,'to th a t of a. force w ithin us, which 
compels us to train  ourselves, th a t we may develop all our poten
tialities. so as to enjoy all the happiness w ithin our reach under 
the present conditions.

C H A PTER  V I.

ORGANIZATION.

The object of organization is to establish a  correct relation bet
ween the different parts of a combination, in view of providing 
the best possible means for accomplishing the purpose for which 
th a t combination has boon evolved. Organization is then the basis 
of correct conduct, for conduct is the relation of actions to results. 
Ti»is means then th a t correct action depends largely upon correct 
organization.

Organization being thus a  factor of great impoitance in conduct, 
I w ill devote th is chapter to its  study. I will study now only the 

organization of the individual, with the purpose of using such 
knowledge as we may thus gain, to increasing our knowledge of 
the organization of society.

To the Christian,*organization is the rosult of the will of the 
creator, to the m aterialist i t  is the result of law and chance, but 
to me it is the result of the intelligence possessed by the mind, 
which is the efficient factor in evolution.

The living mind in the cell, which is the starting  point for the 
individual, possesses all the latent knowledge needed for Its de
velopm ent; it  possesses sensations and desires, and the power of 
appropriation. I t  possesses more than th a t; it has a  potentiality, 
which means th a t the line of its development is already fixed, 
and will be worked out as i t  exercises its faculties. The man-cell 
cannot develop into a  plant or an anim al, for i t  would not know 
how, and if it  did, it  would not be the line of development that 
would cause it  the greatest number of pleasant sensations.

I have said before th a t the original oell increases, breaks in two, 
and th a t the two cells unite. This union is the first m anifestation 
ot the process of organization. As cell is added to cell, and finally 
differentiation of subordinate organisms takes place, organization 
keeps pace with it, till the m any different structures which com
pose man are thus evolved.

All these subordinate organisms have been evolved capable of 
fulfilling different functions, but all have the same purpose in
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view, which is an incroase of pleasant sensations to the aggregate 
organism ; and the disposing of these several organisms in the best 
relation to each other, is tl\e process we call organisation.

Organisation then means first the evolution of the subordinate 
organisms, not for their own benefit, bu t for the good of the ag
gregate organism. The lungs, for instance, are not a  parasite, 
placed w ithin man to be fed from his blood and carried about by 
his limbs, for their own satisfaction, bu t they  have been evolved 
for a special purpose, to w it: to furnish the whole organism with 
such nourishm ent as can be extracted from the air. And to simply 
evolve the lungs Is not all of organisation; they had to be evolved 
in their proper position, and so connected with all other subordi
nate organisms, th a t all m ight work harmoniously together, and 
furnish the m aximum of results w ith the minimum of efforts, and 
also th a t they m ight receive the proper nourishm ent, and proper 
protection from outside dangers. The taking in consideration of 
all these factors, and the construction of an aggregate organism 
where the best conditions can be attained, is then w hat we call 
organisation, and it is clear to any one th a t it  requires the highest 
development of intelligence to effect a  successful organisation.

In th is process of evolution and organisation, m any different 
results had to be secured. Not only were all the subordinate or
ganisms to be so constructed as to make them  efficient agents 
for the work whioh was to be required from them, but they were 
to be so connected th a t their control should be placed in the pow
er of the aggregate organism, for whose benefit they had been 
evolved. To leave them  free to act or not act as they chose, would 
have been to introduce an independent power within the organisnj, 
which m ight refuse to act in time of need or danger. This effi
cient control is effected by the nervous system, and is extended 
as well over the vegetative as the voluntary organisms; the su
pervision of the vegetative organisms being in pharge of the great 
sym pathetic nerve, while the control of the voluntary organisms 
is the work of the brain.

Organisation m ust also provide for the nourishm ent of all these 
subordinate organisms, for the force which they use m ust be res
tored to them. For th a t purpose, a  most complicated net work of 
arteries and veins has been evolved, not only carrying food where- 
over needed, bu t also taking off the waste as fast as thrown off.

B ut possibly the most difficult part of the problem of develop
ment, was to provide these subordinate organisms w ith the right 
incentive to action. For while it is possible for the believer in 
creation, to conceive of the creator issuing his commands upon 
these organisms to ac t in unison w ith each other, such a  belief 
is not possible for those who accept the theory of evolution, and 
of development through inward forces. Subordinate organisms 
m ust then be impelled to ac t by tbe same motive which actuates 
the aggregate organism, to w it: the desire for pleasant sensations.
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Hubordinate organisms then m ust be bo organised, th a t not only 
will they do the work required from them, but they will find plea
sure in doing it. This result has been fully attained. In a  healthy 
individual there is not one of the subordinate organism s bu t what 
takes pleasure In action. The aggregate organism, it is true, is not 
strongly conscious of this pleasure, yet we recognise It, first, be
cause the exercise of any of our faculties is the source of pleasant 
sensations, and usually the recognition th a t  we enjoy pleasant 
sensations comes from the aggregate of feelings caused by num e
rous unconscious pleasant sensations; and In the second place 
there is a  sta te  of being which is experienced by every healthy 
person, when we feel th a t life is enjoyable for its own sake, when 
we are glad th a t we are living, said sta te being caused by the 
simple healthy working of the vegetative organisms.

Thia is w hat I call the positive proof th a t subordinate organisms 
enjoy pleasant sensations, but thore is a  negative proof which Is 
too strong to be discarded. I t  is ihe ability  of subordinate orga
nisms to suffer unpleasant sensations. This we all have experi
enced, and been made aware of. In  my estimation, the reason we 
are intensely conscious of the pain, and only dimly conscious of 
the pleasure of the subordinate, and especially of the vegetative 
organisms, is th a t when they are in a  healthy state they require 
no special attention, the feeling of general satisfaction I  have be
fore mentioned being a sufficient reward, but when in an unhealthy 
state, It is im perative th a t the aggregate organism should be no
tified of the fact, so th a t the defective conduct may be changed, 
and the proper relation re-established.
* 1 th ink it  will be conceded by any person who is acquainted 

with tlie structure of man, th a t he is an example of the highest 
possible form of organisation, and with my definition of individual 
conduct, 1 feel th a t I  am Justified in saying th a t It is not greater 
knowledge of individual conduct which we chiefly need, but a 
knowledge of social conduct, which would prevent us from asking 
from our subordinate organisms, actions for which they have not 
been evolved. Take a  healthy child, to whom his parents have 
given proper parentage, and healthy pre-natal conditions, place 
him  where he will not suffer from the defects of civilisation, give 
him plenty of pure a ir to breathe, of healthy food to eat, of such 
exercise as is natural to him , free him  from the Influences of his 
fellow-beings, and I  do not see how his structure or formation 
could be improved, or w hat could prevent h is individual conduct 
from being perfectly correct 

But man Is a social being, and was not evolved to live alone, 
or spend his days in idle enjoyments. H e has a  task to accomplish, 
the civilization of the world, which presents to him m any new 
social problems which call for greater powers of organization. 
For lack of them, he strains his subordinate organisms, and asks 
from them tasks for which they are not fitted. Thus he spends
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his days in a  crowded atmosphere, where his lungs no longer re . 
ceive the supply of fresh air for whioh they are fitted, but m ust 
breathe the foul a ir v itiated  by human beings, cooped up in ill- 
ventilated apartm ents. He sits up part of the night, and subjects 
his eyes to the glare of artificial light. Ho worrios himself in a 
thousand ways, and shatters his nervous system in answer to the 
dem ands of an ignorant civilization.

All th a t is done for lack of proper social organization. The task 
of civilization has opened a*new line of conduct before man, that 
he m ust discover by the slow process of experim entation, some
w hat like the process which has led to the present sta te of knowl
edge of individual conduct. Wo havo no record of the process of 
individual organization, bu t for my part I  have no doubt th a t it 
was a time of trials and often of failures. I  see no reason why 
the ovolution of the eye, for instance, should not have been a t
tended w ith as many tria ls and failures, as we now m eet in the 
evolution of a satisfactory government. Perfect physical organiza
tion cannot take place except through dissatisfaction, for dissa
tisfaction is the only incentive to improvement, and therefore 
efforts to improve the eye can only havo ceased when it gave all 
possible satisfaction.

And here a  new question presents itself. Is  it  not possible th a t 
a double adjustm ent may, even now, bo taking place? T hat on 
one hand, m an may be learning to require no more from the eye 
than  it  can perform, or in other words, be learning to adjust cl- •' 
vilization to the potentialities of the eye. while on the other . 
hand th a t the potentialities of the eye havo not jre t been entirely 
reached, and th a t it  may develop sufficiently to adjust itself to 
the requirem ents of a  wise civilization?

On th a t quostlon, I  will offer no opinion, except th a t while It is 
probablo th a t wo have not ye t reached the tfnd of our physical 
potentialities, ye t I feel confident th a t in alm ost every caso it  is 
civilization which is a t  fault, and which wo m ust adjust to the 
powers of our physical organism, which means th a t we m ust im 
prove our social organization.

In th a t task, wo shall be greatly helped by the beliof in the 
theory of evolution. If wo read history aright, the most advanced 
nations have spent the las t thousand years in an earnest a ttem pt 
to compel physical desires to adjust themselves to the require
m ents of social institutions, which wero said to have been esta
blished by the croator for his own glory, w ithout any regard to 
the happiness of the created. A system of repression has control
led the world, and to reconcile man to it, oarthly happiness has 
been represented as incompatible with happiness in the next 
world. This influence is dying out, and overy day wo see grow
ing signs th a t from this on social effort will be directed toward 
adjusting social Qrganization to the desires of Individuals for an 
increase of pleasant sensations.
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C H A PTER  V II.

FEELIN G S.

W e have been taught so long th a t thero was a  moral danger in 
listening to our feelings, th a t we find it difficult to accept w ith 
out reservation the new doctrine, th a t the proper satisfaction of 
desire is the right standard of conduct. This complete change of 
front is the result of the change in our beliefs. While we believed 
in creation, and accepted the will of the creator as the controller 
of our conduct, it  was naturally  a  dangerous process for us to 
undertake to satisfy our desires, which were often in direct oppo
sition to the  commands we had received, and were t&ught to 
obey; bu t when we discard the belief in  creation, and believe in 
progress through evolutionary forces, then i t  follows logically th a t 
feelings are the only possible guide to conduct, and the satisfac
tion of desires the true aim of our lives; and our failure to com
pletely satisfy desires comes not from a defect in the principle, 
bu t from onr ignorance of the form of conduct which will enable 
us to accomplish the desired end.

I t  seems a t firs t th a t the attem pt to replace tho long series of 
commands and precepts, which in the past have controlled our 
lives, by the freedom of actions supposed to bo implied b y  the 
unobstructed a ttem pt a t the pursuit of happiness, m ust lead m an
kind into a dangerous road, which will end in universal chaos, 
where instead of reaching bettor conditions for happiness, any 
form of happiness will be an impossibility. B ut th is fear is soon 
seen to be groundless, because it is found th a t the atta inm ent of 
happiness can only be achieved by following certain  linos of con
duct, which instead of encouraging a  tendency to chaos, on tho 
contrary lead toward universal harmony.

I  can probably best explain th is fact by repeating here a part 
of a  conversation 1 had some years ago w ith one of my friends. 
After Rtating to him my position in regard to the pursuit of hap
piness, he sa id : “You do not mean, Mr. Chavaunes, th a t happiness 
m ust be the aim  of our lives? Don’t  you see th a t happiness is no 
more real and tangible than the buzzing of a  circular saw? To 
say th a t we m ust live for happiness is equal to saying th a t we 
m ust run the saw for the buzzing i t  makes, and not for the work 
we expect to get ou t of it.” “T hat is precisely w hat I  mean,” I 
answered. “If you know anything about machinery, you m ust know 
th a t a  saw cannot buzz right unless it is kept in perfect condition, 
the least defect in it  will be detected a t  once by the sound it 
makes in doing its work. Be assured th a t the saw which during 
the day will have buzzed the longest, the truest and the loudest, 
will when night comes, turn out to be the saw which has done 
the m ost and best work. And in the same way, be certain  th a t
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the men or women who during their lives have experienced the 
largest am ount of pleasant sensations, will not only have enjoyed 
the best of existence, but have also m ade the best citizens. I t  is 
a law of naturo and th a t wo do not believe It, Is due to our Igno- 
ranee, which provonta us from recognizing In w hat happinoss con
sists, and who are the best citizens.’1

The righteousness of pleasant feelings being acknowledged, as 
well as the legitim acy of the satisfaction o'f desires, the next 
question to investigate is: W hat causes feelings? or i t  m ay be 
more correctly stated thus: How are we made to feel?

According to my belief, feelings are caused by the current** of 
v ital force—mind substance, magnetism—passing through living 
combinations, the intensity of the feelings being regulated by the 
am ount of the current. I  do not know th a t I  can explain the 
mechanism Of sensation any better than  by comparing the living 
organism to a  musical instrum ent, a  piano for example, and the 
feelings to the sounds which resu lt from striking the keys.

F irs t le t me draw from th is comparison a  further argum ent to 
show th a t feelings are the rig h t guide to conduct. The piano, like 
man, has been evolved for a  special purpose. T hat purpose, so far 
as the piano is concerned, is to increase the range of the pleasant 
sensations of m ankind, which by its help m ay be done in many 
different ways. I t  m ay be used in concerts, or i t  may accompany 
the voice, or give music for dancing, bu t w herever employed, it 
is intended to give harmonious sounds, and the more harmonious 
they are, the more satisfactory will bo the result. This boing the 
caso, one singlo aim  has been kept in view in the construction of 
tho piano, to w it: its capability to render harmonious sounds, and 
by th a t alone are tho m erits of the instrum ent judged.

Compare then man to a musical instrum ent, only instead of 
rendering harmonious sounds, ho is so constructed as to experience 
harmonious feelings, and instead of being played upon by outside 
forces, for tho benefit of outside persons, the harmony of feelings 
is regulated by ourselves, and it  is ourselves alone who appreci
ate tho result. The question of how we play the tune, th a t is, of 
how we regulate the currents of v ital force^so as to produce har
monious feelings. I  w ill treat a t length when I write of self-con
trol. I  will however sta te here th a t 1 hold th a t while our feelings 
are acted upon by outside forces, our power of regulation comes 
altogether from the power of inhibition.

I t is because I  look upon m an as a  living machine, which is 
made to feel by currents of vital force, th a t I  have given so much 
thought to th a t subject, and th a t I  make the claim  th a t no correct 
law of conduct can be formulated, unless we are acquainted with 
the nature of the mind. Mind, v ital force and magnetism are to 
me synonimous terms, and designate different manifestations of 
the same substance.

Feelings then, according to my belief, are due to currents ofv i-
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tal force passing through the subordinate organisms, and affecting 
In fact each and every cell, and the range of our feelings Is im
measurably greater than  the range of sounds of the most compli
cated instrum ent. These feelings are pieasant or unpleasant for 
precisely the same reason th a t musio pleases or displeases; it is 
a question of harmony, and probably harmony in feelings as in 
musio is a  question of vibrations. This question however* of har
mony being due to the speed of vibrations, as is claimed by many 
scientists, is of little  practical importance hero, for wo cannot 
change the speed of vibrations a t will, and can only affect sur
rounding Conditions. W e recognize the presence of harmonious 
sensations in ourselves just as the piano-tuner, whose task is to 
harmonize the tension of the strings, does his work, not through 
scientific knowledge, bu t through his inner power of sensation. 
Ju s t in the same way, we all possoss the innate power of recog
nising the quality of our feelings, and. what we need to learn is 
not the number of vibrations to the second, required to cause 
pleasant sensations, but to recognize the conditions—both within 
and outside of us—which cause pleasant or unpleasant sensations.

W hen once we understand the  construction of the human ma
chine, and the  relation of harmonious currents of vital force to 
pleasant sensations, the principles of the law of conduct—if we 
adm it our right to pleasant sensations—are very simple ones. Oar 
efforts m ust first tend to increasing the range of our sensations, 
which means th a t we m ust develop all our powers to their full 
extent. Development, evolution, is the first condition of progress 
for the individual as well as for the whole Universe, and an in 
crease in the range of pleasant sensations, is the reward provided 
to urge us on in th is development. And in the second place, we 
m ust learn to so control these currents th a t they  may harmonize 
—vibrate in unison if you please to call i t  so—th a t those feelings 
m ay cause us pleasant sensations.

I f  we then compare man to a musical instrument, we can also 
compare society to a  full orchestra, where the aim  of each indivi
dual is to play In harmony with the whole b an d ; for tho same 
law of progress which I  have so often explained oomes in action 
here; the same principles which control the actions of the indi
viduals m ust also control the conduct of the social organism.

And here I  w ant the reader to turn back to the la tte r part of 
Chapter IV, on Individual Conduct, where I  make the statem ent 
th a t the cell alone Is capable of feeling, but th a t the single cell 
by itself is Incapable of increasing its power of sensations, and 
th a t th is increase is only possible by combination and organization.

I want to explain this statem ent, and make i t  clear, for i t  Is 
the key to progress in conduct Wo all understand th a t one chord 
In a  p iano oan only give one sound, and th a t an extension in the 
range of musical sounds is only possible by an increase in the 
number of the strings. B ut even the music th a t can be produced
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from a  piano, with its m any strings, falls far short of th a t which 
can be called out of many instrum ents, and any intelligent person 
will'recognize* the tru th  of the statem ent that the highest musical 
harmony is dependent upon combination and organization In  
speaking of an orchestra, we do not use these terms, but it Is 
w hat we mean. The increasing harmony of society depends upon 
the same conditions. As man develops, the range of his feelings 
increases according to the same law th a t Improvement in mimical 
instrum ents increases the range of sounds, and this extension of 
the range of our feelings is taken advantage of to evolve more 
complex social combinations, those in their turn requiring a  more 
complete organization. Thls^Jncrease in our ability  to feel, giving 
rise to new desires, is felt—consciously or unconsciously—by all 
men, and the whole question of knowing—the march of progress 
depending, as I. hav~ already several times stated, upon an in
creased capacity of feeling and knowing—resolves itsolf Into our 
finding out w hat are th > best social combinations, and which is 
the best organization?

Now suppose again that the members of an orchestra, instead 
of recognizing the atta inm ent of harmony as the  test of success, 
th a t each should tune his instrum ent upon some key handed down 
to him by some past ancestors, and th a t In the din which m ust 
necessarily ensue, each player should also insist that he alone 
was right, and instead of trying to harmonize with the other 
performers, he should keep on his own w ay regardless of har
mony. W hat would the result be?

Suppose again th a t Instead of being slaves to ancient rules and 
principles, each player should be intent first in producing the best 
sounds possible from his instrum ent, and next should turn his 
attention to playing as harmoniously as possible with the other 
members of the orchestra. W ould not the recognition of harmony 
as the right standard produce much more satisfactory results than 
the previous conflict of opinions?

The world has been governed long enough by rulos and principles 
promulgated by persona w ho did not have th© first idea of what 
is possible in the way of harmonious combinations, and It is time 
we followed in the footsteps of the musicians, who recognise no 
method as correct, except it  enables them to Increase the harmony 
of musical combinations.

The musicians have long discovered th a t there is a  law of har
mony in sound, and they have set resolutely to work to discover 
it, and make use of it to increase the beauty and harmony of their 
musical combinations. Lot us also recognize that there is a  law of 
harmony In feelings, and go resolutely to work to discover It and 
make use of It to increase the beauty and harmony of our social 
combinations.
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KNOW ING.

Fooling and knowingSiraAtSe^w o attributes of mind substance 
which control conduct, fee lin g jiv y ir icg .us to action, and knowing 
controlling the direction of these actirfns. Tho ability  of bonoflting 
lrtom kno wlndgaui* n a l lu  1 y 'd iil.w ont rrinuw. h o t (h ov  h li refer to 
th u  camn potvoc. In s t in c t  m ason . Judgm en t, tnuiJUganoe, a r r  only 
d iffe ren t d* ere u  o f 't i iQ Jp n d te s  oi apiiiTiii]^«iou!>6hd«ot* bho in sn - 
iru tn  o r  know ing. >aidl H ttribuss bamg poKH«Ks?d hJnplLHTind'auh*
&tanea. from the lowest to the  highebr order bftdevoiopiuem :Atl 
rrdeTeas ifi controlled! byte, amid! har»i rio rdoubtiiJiat bath foebritr 
and kriotTinginTro^piarti of ithc ntiributcH'Otnthel ^sntnlsaubttano*1 
wirieb i r  supposed to:iiav^ Ailed ell the: spao# cbeoiipind by bur 
Bctar sy tein 'triroti in 1the: n eb u lcu  .vtaney anclittajrf.tbf h ith er in- 
tciligauceiwtilcbrisjnow <inani tested, is sficplytfiw<rQ6ultb6f the 
ju o c tb io t  combination .inc&lbtiamiihtfoo ^hioh hiLMibiem ftnfrngron 
ever smae:ah»thtiini« the nebulous state, and th a t tho higher in- 

K uow ir* tiion is an in lio ran t power, p<>«teaiod tiy nil individuals, 
and differing rill dagroo and nor m laud.; will -« bile by tho ouoc*H3 
of f' elnur «hitaro’.made aware of differooces in sensations, by the 
process of knowragtwoirmsermn^a vwv.ro Ehatthciry arc. c m ies  for 
those Beutations;:lending! asito  rbragnuu* thd^-deiftniir rietiom w e 
dDliowtd by> p ira-nni e- nwu:or.o. and others; by uupinaeoni !>y ntai- 
iione. - Thi3 proocHS v f  knewinc. in its ‘dexm iitary a eng a; :ia an ror- 
oseaiiigly siioplc- :ond,: bntuit b; names nioro and more comple:: as 
It itoT*dop$, liiliowing th e  name Jine.bLdwvBlopjnoiil! its thas which 
:ControIihthq)lD©rea.sr dfnfeeiinKS.a its elem entary stage, is an ex- 

Tiww two pruce8Be.s;>fni>ling aad  kiKroiog^adenainw!paraLbI«^iind 
wtr. n  ao wise be diaeoiuieetod. awl-£i<itb JuJoinoocrtsar>ttoiprpduwe 
actions, which iore:itb( >l)ii«uiiol-conduct. Wo may tako the ino“t 
abkfcroe* anil avimplicautd dciuntide hmiwhulgo of oar -day. ro lau n j 
to an m i  t r y  <>r astronomy or any btbttf incience, wad-tf vr* invioci^
g a te  i t  owrbCiltJljri 'WO it in tt i th a t  it. in dm  ToAtflt oftpotHinwiaecnataon
and orenuiGitioa. of feeling.'loading to tiib aio\f ocrrocic;. amt ox- 
crauiaanoD :pf knowledge ? and i f  ,wo btk<n tlt-e -m ost < rpo wor f ni arid 
in trica te piece©frxm&hinery, a ium*o f-war aofltits- arm am ent for 
i n d a i m  we will flail the  satno cause- reH|ior>aibie: fo r ;Jta dons- 
rxncumi. Jtnfsl tru e ! th a t  two teat ate lit of the humbJo origin mour 
a d m m n im fn r  (tfift result, but if w e woHtriiriiaooK’er reiiablo knowl- 
udjre. w*. m u s t pirnh o u f  ju v o ju .c t.D Jis  no a e a r  txblthefiArsb p rw e ss  
a s  i t  tai pbesablcriforcloartirAtold©'. light of the  humble origin in our 

tELo uWlity>r)C Jcnowiiig. th a t ia, i " diabovtg the cnudiidf 
cam - * with it  tho hi bu tt.rita  foretell no* a lta r fiu • being! a  logical 
aelcrci-ni o fllhe frnuognition Unit we live in a  world of law. and 
ihilx like cpine. alwaya. produce Jih<« oifoatR Tiiero tie t mis taken 
carries with It the ability  to foretell results, It being a  logical 
deduction of the recognition th a t we live in a  world of law, and 
that like causes always produce like effects. There is a m istaken \
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idea abroad, th a t the ability to connect cause and effect and to 
apply it  to conduct, is th^rteSU fty?Education, and not an inna£$ 
faculty possessed by men and anim als, and th a t it  i9 not posses
ses as all'by. the lowor ordert o f omobl nations :rb&t dfifarts anftnt* 
domyntalorror* wbh li ko long as i t  i s  accepted. will totally prnres? 
the ad option crfdalborract ia.tr ol OMttuotnd th a t it  is not posses- 

f  ha attribu te  of knowing is fonmi all through the Uiiivbr.sa.fand 
(i< noru«&i*ri by ' alii < do nil >in*t loan vlt.iteoevorJ.TtaiAftfta'inairis not 
In liUfivin ftlm dogTilc of knowledge possessed
by th» differentif.bmbmatiobs. undl thU dnyipfli pVogWtH doe:. not 
lay. in irnpiid’Jng tlui nmmniuc powers. sarad’lmtwittf psr*o?ij sup- 
pine. biitnlti iiierBaelnu* tltn nmoont (bf,rir«nl)f Jhimvli»iitm possessed 
by the indrviduataiinhiuations, and the way of progress does not 
laThe riia^onfhgupoVem of 'cbe. p lant arc lust-'Hi good pw those ipi 
she hbme.i*hb«rc»f'thf Hos-sanjQsnaa>%oodla^ittmied(ff- the child, 
those of tlieicbild just as good as those of the man, and strange 
toi' ssty. the tuMoning ipoitew-of shet (irar, i eat t inmate efthaliannfcit 

*ntylbm . a r^ ljn s t  oh i?oodlHa oft th e  w iseat thon oaf ebbtii.ciffhh
difference Ibotmioin jtbh plants. :'»# Ikcso. thphcliilri anddthe man 
te a Uilferi nen Inilttu it worn it and kind bf kimwledge'tflev reason 
fronu aiict tljo .ditfereii'ti dv tQ'Moi thb ortaayt andn tin tnatu dihn 
also conn s from nlif- kind of kiurwhidire ui bhi-irlpbisomi t*. «intnt 
th«i. « raay roan thet tru th  of. his ptvinisdsyaiiid you will flv.ri that 
h is line of reasoning ie-eorrAct. :Thtjita*i>ai)ie..'v\'itiil li te r  i-f cbat tho 
store house whme ifo* kmpk - h is kr.n windy* tirt i defective.^ and h £  faiis 
to rcmejriboiMtoihe fnntf. which he- needs, t»M.dn:jfote hilh itodcdme 
to e- correct conclusion, o r b is tpofthasrifif i^brceptSoniare ini a  bhd 
condition, arid distort-the- briok^dge they* fdchieh him. 1 In  aiiv 
case thettrnuliloi^* ih. his rtbcb of knowledge, and not;in h lx {oiror 
oi ivaeoniogconolusion, or his powers of perception are in a bad 

And hero ii hvant'tn pht iny?elf on rebogl/jui bblb ^iiEfrfuIij t±cat 
]>r. ntMiimoild was cofcfaoi; whori tin m o d e  tint tratonii hi which 
Witr fitioniiliootod a t  by the scientific world, th a t all men—and 
woman—were mure nr.lOBs «TS«y, a r  t thae t-Jie «tl!torimc£ hirwben 
Ihv iikiic and the inoonn I t oho ofd<-gr*o abiit nor ol kind.liW c 
miincfxtpt i s  trod, wuli.Tt ftson from. lnimTtodgh which ibned nwrentl 
and.thus wra-pithm aontdaf ions ot out- i teasohin’i- lipowore. o r lire 
deficient in  koine bnoudeiigo; tvliiclv wo w ill <liu.not to>fa<Jqntiv* bo-* 
lore wo ran control hnr condro t iii perfoot hw hiohy-w ith  alt ocn: 
iu n o u n d in r  cpralttionB/ liii-ions of our reasoning powers, or are 

This pi 6c< so of the Thcti&eatibn of \oar bioV ledge1 is going nn 
ail he- if-me, huti dtlie oxcoalingiy slnvrv.-ftlr : ao oth^r m t6  n th a t 
i rnn dltoaver abrinpc.that the process of evolTition is slow. This 
n'ctiih acion of bhoirh d p i nan oolynaku jHno* hshre lBrrcmio <uir 
flibckiol gnjQv <‘>\t knowledge. which dnahlfo ur. n  liotnp’iro nun oi.1 
1:nowhuioo with the OiWtuditbovoriHs; ami probably much fcut>tvQ~ 
edgo whtidnis lndicpchstdWd to ro&fiMFtatiftbhiH pros-mt krow b tinr 
is as fur boyoml hie reach a s  tho Annirwaiv contdnont wna f  natal 
knowledge with the new discoveries; and probably much knowl
edge which is indispensablo to man to rectify his present knowledge’ 
is as far beyond his reach as the American continent was from
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the Romans a t the beginning of the C hristian era. N ot only is 
much necessary knowledge beyond our roach, but w hat little  is 
discovered m ust be verified, then disseminated, and even when 
the civilized world is ready to accept it, there m ust be a  slow 
adjustm ent of the new knowledge to the old conditions, which can 
be done safely only by a gradual blending of the one into the other.

How slowly new knowledge permeates hum anity, is well ex
emplified in the belief yet entertained by most reformers, that 
the reforms they have a t heart will soon be adopted by the ci
vilized world. W ith the teachings of history open to them  for 
more than two thousand years, having seen the democratic prin
ciples taught for nearly two centuries w ithout m aking hardly any 
impression on the masses, who still worship and unthinkingly 
follow the dictates of those who have secured political power, 
with a  fifty years’ fight to Introduce the principles of socialism, 
with the result th a t it is only no*- receiving a  respectful hearing, 
w ith evolution having secured possession of the scientific mind, 
w ithout in any manner having succeeded in losing the hold of 
dogma upon the tonots of tho churcd, the world is yet full of men 
and women interested in progross, who have not y e t learned Its 
first lesson, to w it: that it  is an irresistible force, but th a t Its 
work is exceedingly slow.

One cause of this slow rate of progress is, th a t new knowledge 
cannot become operative until it  has dislodged the old, and th a t 
the old does not exist only in tho head, as most persons suppose, 
but th a t it  permeates all through the individual, being an a ttr i
bute of mind substance. The reverence for authority , for instance, 
has been transm itted from generation to generation, till it  is part 
of hum an nature. Borne men and women, peculiarly constituted, 
or in 6orae favorable environment, may supercede it  by a  m anly 
independence of character, but it  usually reverts back in their 
children generation after generation. B ut tho m anifestation of this 
reverence changes, and the subserviency of the American citizen 
is not as offensive to the man of independent character as th a t of 
his European ancestors. G radually new ideas, based upon new 
knowledge, take possession of tho brain of the average man, and 
those ideas are transferred to the whole organism, by precisely 
the same process that our brain teaches our hands to write. And 
undue reverence to authority  is being bred out ju st as fast as men 
learn to have confidence in their own judgment.

To those who accept the philosophy of conduct I am explaining 
in these pages, and who look upon the enjoym ent of harmonious 
feelings as the true aim of conduct, the function of knowing is 
easy to understand. Wo Increase our knowledge so th a t we may 
increase the complexity of the new combinations, this, as I  have 
stated when w riting of feelings, being the only way by which we 
can increase the number of pleasant sensations. As knowledge 
controls the process of organization, its increase is indispensable
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to progress and to eVolutton, which consists In the increase of 
complexity of new combination!*.

To return to my comparison of society to an orchestra, the in 
crease of the capacity to feel more pleasant sensations, which 
follows the development of more complex combinations, is like 
the increase in the range of musical sounds, which follows the 
construction of new musical instrum ents. I f  the use of these ins
trum ents is not righ tly  controlled, the result is discord, and no 
orchestra would allow the introduction of new players unless they 
agreed to subm it to the control of their organisation. The question 
w hether the addition of new instrum ents will be an advantage is 
a  question of knowledge. I f  the orchestra possesses sufficient 
knowledge to assim ilate them, It will be a benefit, and better music 
will be produced, bu t If it  does not possess the knowledge, discord 
and not harmony w ill be the result.

Bo It Is with society. New feelings are evolved all the time. 
Our ancestors, if we look back far enough, knew nothing of most 
of the feelings which we now enjoy. They dwelt in caves, and 
could not have appreciated tho present comfort of 001 homes; 
hollow trees and sticks made a  music suited to their uneducated 
ears; and reading and w riting were unknown to them. They not 
only did not miss those things, bu t would not have enjoyed them 
had they been in their possession, for they  had not evolved a  suf
ficient capacity for feeling. And not possessing the capacity to feel, 
they did not need the knowledge which would have enabled them 
to satisfy the desire for such sensations as are produced by com
fortable homes, a  higher degree of music, or the information we 
can get out of books. Gradually, slowly, the present capacity to 
feel and to know has been evolved, and th is process is going on 
now precisely as it  has gone on from the dawn of civilization.

No believer in evolution will deny th is statem ent. W ill they 
then acknowledge th a t the same process which^ now controls the 
evolution of society, has in the past controlled the evolution of 
man? That just as a t presont men construct a  piano to increase 
the range of their enjoyment, and when constructed seek for the 
knowledge which enables them to m ake a  satisfactory use of it, so 
tho undeveloped man has evolved his vocal chords, and so the 
throat of tho opera singer has developed in obedience to tho same 
desires which have lod to the building of our theatres, and the 
filling of them  with actors.

This is the position I  occupy, and I believe I  have made suffi
ciently clear the ground* on which I base the statem ent I  first 
announced in m y book on tho N ature of tho Mind, to w it: “T hat 
increasing capacity of feeling, and increasing capacity of knowing* 
makes an endless chain of progress, w hich will come to an end 
only when every potentiality  will have been worked o u t”
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CH A PTER I X  

SELF-CONTROL.

According to the law of evolution, self-control is the law of the 
Universe, which is no longer supposed to be directsd by an -out
side creator, but by an Universal Mind which permeates all space. 
In  the same line of thought, and according to the same belief, I 
see th a t recent w riters recognize that all nations aro Rolf-governed, 
ami th a t even czars and emporors exercise power bocauso in them 
is embodied the will of the m ajority of the citizens. The idea tha t 
a  small m inority can compel the obedience of the greater part of 
the people, and th a t the will of the rulers runs in different channels 
than that of the ruled is losing ground, and slowly the fact is* re
cognized th a t nations, like the Universe, are self-controlled.

Right here an im portant explanation m ust be given. The majo
r ity  which rules is not a m aterial, but a  m ental m ajority. Because 
among undeveloped nations the rulers are few’ and tho ruled many, 
it seems as if i t  was the m inority which ruled, bu t in fact the 
preponderance of mind force is with the rulers, and tho m ajority 
rule based upon votes in republics, is only possible because the 
citizenship has progressed sufficiently in knowledge, so as to equa
lize tho mind power of the individuals. And oven In republics, 
the more developed classes have much more influence in legisla
tion than the less developed classes, although the means by w’hich 
they influence legislation are different from those they use in au
tocratic nations. As a  proof of th is tru th  we find th a t the only 
way to perm anently change the conduct of nations is to educate 
the people—which means to increase its mind power—-and th a t any 
advance w’hich is attem pted to be made based on purely physical 
force, is sure to end in failure.

All individuals, like nations, are self-controlled to the extent of 
regulating their individual conduct. The social conduct of indi
viduals is regulated by society, but their individual conduct is 
altogether independent of social power. No known power th a t so
ciety possesses can compel a man to w’alk if his will is stronger 
than the social will. The man can be carried, or he may bo drag
ged, but walk he will not, so long as ho has control of his actions. 
No power possessed by the greatest despot can prevent the heart 
from beating, or the lungs from breathing, so long as life exists.

This law of control is absolute, and *knows no exception. The 
cell also has its own power of self-control, and governs its own 
actions, and the self-control of the individuals, nations and Uni
verse, Is only the development of an attribute which first m anifests 
itself in the cell. As these developments follow tho same rules, 
self-control in individuals can best be studied by investigating 
the self-control of society, which in our present stato of knowledge
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is more accessible to u s  and more easy to understand. In the first 
'part of these studies, I  have investigated individual conduct, as 
it  relates to organization, feelings and knowledge, as a means of 
determ ining the proper social conduct, bu t now I  shall investigate 
social control as a  means of studying individual control.

Ju s t as the cells are the units of the individuals, so the indivi
duals are the units of society. These individuals organize them 
selves Into groups which we call by different names suoh as cities 
and villages, etc., said organizations not being effected in answer 
to couscIour desires, but in obedienco to certain laws of affinities, 
which both draw them .-together or drive them  apart. The teem 
ing millions which inhabit our large cities, ns well as the scattered 
dwellers of sm all hamjots, have not been thus located by the or
ganized .power of the whole community, bu t have obeyed their 
own promptings, or the conditions of their environm ent As nations 
develop, certain opportunities are offered to individuals to locate 
here and there, and groups of different sizes are formed by a 
sort of autom atic process, each of these groups devoting Its ener
gies to fulfilling some social function, such as distributing pro
ducts, or m anufacture, or mining, etc.

In  tuo same way, by some autom atic procoss, were subordinate 
organisms formed, by the grouping of cells w ithin the individual. 
This grouping, ns the grouping of individuals, was not the result 
of conscious organization, but of some law of affinity within tbe 
cells, and theso groups also have their sphere of activities clearly 
defined. Some relate to the locomotion of the individual, otbfcrs 
to the breathing of the air, others enable the individual to see 
or to hear, etc.

Two things are noticeable in this process of organization. One', 
is th a t it  iB evidently part of the working out of mind potentiali
ties, and the other is th a t each and every group increases the wel
fare of tbe aggregates. W hile undoubtedly both the cells and the 
individuals Join the groups in answer to thoir own promptings, a t 
the Kamo timo the final result of this grouping is to greatly add 
to the aggregate of plca3ant feelings of ’the individual, and to the 
possibilities of tho nation to supply the conditions necossary for 
this increase of pleasant sensations.

The analogy between individuals and nations does not end at 
the grouping of their units. It extends both to the commercial 
system of nations—and by this term I mean agriculture, m anu
facture and commerce—which is the counterpart of the vegetative 
system in the individual; and to the conscious organization of 
the social organism, relating to its most highly developed functions, 
such as are carried on by the government, which finds its coun
terpart in the voluntary system.

The commerce of nations is carried on by an autom atic process 
somewhat sim ilar to th a t which controlled the grouping of tho in
dividuals. The man who sows w heat in Kansas, has no conscious
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desire to feed the toilers of Europe, no more than  the European 
workman cares for the needs of the American farmer. Both of them 
are only in tent upon the satisfaction of their own desirest and yet 
out of these disconnected impulses has grown a  most complicated 
self-working system, by which the whole of a  special class of the 
needs of mankind are supplied. The commercial system of to-day 
is the result of a  slow adjustm ent of individual needs and of in
dividual powers, and has grown to the present sta te  of perfection, 
not through a  process of conscious organization, but by the simpler 
process of individual consciousness. For it  is im portant to notice 
th a t there is a  conscious desire a t  work in th is process, but It is 
not the social consciousness which comes into play.

The vegetative system of an individual corresponds to the com
mercial system of a  nation. The separate cells are fed, and all 
their direct needs supplied by the agency of the vegetative system, 
which has been evolved, as I claim, under the same law which 
later on evolved the commercial system, and which is not control
led by the aggregate consciousness, but by the lesser conscious
ness of each cell and of the subordinate organisms.

B ut while certain needs of society could be supplied by this au
tom atic process, it was found, as society developed, to be inade
quate to supply other needs just as im portan t Thus it  was found 
th a t when groups of individuals became so large as to reach the 
size of cities, the automatic process failed utterly  to m aintain the 
streets in a  proper condition, and a  conscious process of social 
organization had to take its place. This organization we call go
vernm ent, and it differs fundam entally from the automatic process 
in this, th a t the actions of the individuals no longer relate to 
their own dosires, but to tho desires of the community. Thus the 
man employed by the governm ent of a  city to grade and pave its 
streets, has no special in terest in the work he is doing, for he 

 ̂ may never be benefited by it, and in any case the benefit would 
bear no comparison to the labor expended. It is the city as a  whole 

< w hich is benefited, and it follows that it is the city which m ust 
reward the man for his labor. This means th a t the scope of the 
consciousness m ust be extended until it embraces the needs of the 
whole city. From all accounts, tho social consciousness was flrBt 
exercised for purposes of attack and defense, and to-day the arm y 
is the most perfect form of social organization.

I  have said th a t nations are fed and clothed through the agency 
of a  system where each individual strives to improve his own 
condition, and .without the control of any conscious social organ
ization. B ut a  nation is defended by an organization managed 
under an entirely  different plan. Everything is done in answer to 
the direction of a central power, whioh knows tho resouroos a t 
its command, and organizes its forces so as to use them with the 
greatest efficiency. The farm er sows his w heat for the sake of the 
pay he will receive, and neither knows nor cares w hether it  goes
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to Europe or Asia, but the soldier is called away from his home, 
and sent here and there, not according to his wishes and judgment, 
but in answer to the wants and judgm ent of the nation, ns repre
sented by its governm ent And w hat is true of the means of de
fense and attack is also true of m any other publio functions. These 
functions In tho cafly days of civilization were very few in num 
ber, but as meh develop, the scope of government control increases, 
and no one can tell w hat will be Its final limitations.

Conscious collective control is found in the individual also, and 
just as the army, the judges, the police, etc„ were evolved to do 
the bidding of the social will, and rulers were appointed to direct 
them , so in the individual several subordinate organisms, such as 
the legs, arms, eyes, etc., were undoubtedly evolved to do tin* bid
ding of the individual will, and the different parts of the brain 
were also evolved to direct them. And we find that, us m ight be 
expected, the brain has no control over the vegetative system, Just 
as the government has no control over the commercial system; 
bu t on the other hand the brain has full control over the volun
tary  system, ju st as the government has control of all collective 
action.

The analogy is perfect, even to the line of development of the 
sevoral systems. The vegetative system developed before tho vo
luntary systeui, ju st as the commercial system developed before 
the collective system ; and both the voluntary system ami the 
collective system were prim arily used for purposes of attack anti 
defense, branching out into these more complex spheres of use
fulness as a  result of individual development.

I t  is also worthy of rem ark th a t while it is true that the volun
tary  system cannot control the vegetative, yet it  can to a certain 
extent regulate its functions, and wo oat and sleep a t regular hours, 
not by an autom atic process of adjustm ent, but in obedience to 
regulations promulgated by the brain; and in the same way, while 
the commercial system must to a large extent remain subject to 
autom atic control, ye t as society develops, all departm ents of com
merce are more and more regulated by the government.

CH A PTER X.

T H E  SOCIAL ORGANISM.

I  have all through the preceding chapters used the w ords “So
cial Organism”, to denote tho organization of BOoioty,and in th is  
chapter I want to define these words and to givo the reasons for 
ray definition. I t  is a  subject of great Importance as rogards the 
investigation of snoial conduct, for according to the definition we 
adopt, we m ust believe th a t society has, or has not, the right to


