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O
f w

hat na-
ture the So-
cial Science
m

ust be

sponding art should possess universal, or even general, rules. The phe-
nom

ena of society m
ight not only be com

pletely dependent on know
n

causes, but the m
ode of action of all those causes m

ight be reducible to
law

s of considerable sim
plicity, and yet no tw

o cases m
ight adm

it of be-
ing treated in precisely the sam

e m
anner. So great m

ight be the variety of
circum

stances on w
hich the results in different cases depend, that the art

m
ight not have a single general precept to give, except that of w

atching
the circum

stances of the particular case, and adapting our m
easures to the

effects w
hich, according to the principles of the science, result from

those circum
stances. But although, in so com

plicated a class of subjects,
it is im

possible to lay dow
n practical m

axim
s of universal application, it

does not follow
 that the phenom

ena do not conform
 to universal law

s.
§ 2. A

ll phenom
ena of society are phenom

ena of hum
an na-

ture, generated by the action of outw
ard circum

stances upon
m

asses of hum
an beings; and if, therefore, the phenom

ena of hu-
m

an thought, feeling, and action are subject to fixed law
s, the phenom

ena
of society can not but conform

 to fixed law
s, the consequence of the pre-

ceding. There is, indeed, no hope that these law
s, though our know

ledge
of them

 w
ere as certain and as com

plete as it is in astronom
y, w

ould en-
able us to predict the history of society, like that of the celestial appear-
ances, for thousands of years to com

e. But the difference of certainty is
not in the law

s them
selves, it is in the data to w

hich these law
s are to be

applied. In astronom
y the causes influencing the result are few, and

change little, and that little according to know
n law

s; w
e can ascertain

w
hat they are now, and thence determ

ine w
hat they w

ill be at any epoch
of a distant future. The data, therefore, in astronom

y are as certain as the
law

s them
selves. The circum

stances, on the contrary, w
hich influence the

condition and progress of society are innum
erable, and perpetually

changing; and though they all change in obedience to causes, and there-
fore to law

s, the m
ultitude of the causes is so great as to defy our lim

ited
pow

ers of calculation. N
ot to say that the im

possibility of applying pre-
cise num

bers to facts of such a description w
ould set an im

passable lim
it

to the possibility of calculating them
 beforehand, even if the pow

ers of
the hum

an intellect w
ere otherw

ise adequate to the task.
But, as before rem

arked, an am
ount of know

ledge quite insufficient for
prediction, m

ay be m
ost valuable for guidance. The science of society

w
ould have attained a very high point of perfection if it enabled us, in

any given condition of social affairs, in the condition, for instance, of Eu-
rope or any European country at the present tim

e, to understand by w
hat

causes it had, in any and every particular, been m
ade w

hat it w
as;

w
hether it w

as tending to any, and to w
hat, changes; w

hat effects each
feature of its existing state w

as likely to produce in the future; and by
w

hat m
eans any of those effects m

ight be prevented, m
odified, or accel-

erated, or a different class of effects superinduced. There is nothing
chim

erical in the hope that general law
s, sufficient to enable us to answ

er
these various questions for any country or tim

e w
ith the individual cir-
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H
ow

 far this
rem

edy of
the back-
w

ard state
of the M

oral
Sciences
can be at-

w
e have spontaneously done the sam

e thing in easier ones.
This truth is exem

plified by the history of the various branches of
know

ledge w
hich have successively, in the ascending order of their com

-
plication, assum

ed the character of sciences; and w
ill doubtless receive

fresh confirm
ation from

 those of w
hich the final scientific constitution is

yet to com
e, and w

hich are still abandoned to the uncertainties of vague
and popular discussion. A

lthough several other sciences have em
erged

from
 this state at a com

paratively recent date, none now
 rem

ain in it ex-
cept those w

hich relate to m
an him

self, the m
ost com

plex and m
ost diffi-

cult subject of study on w
hich the hum

an m
ind can be engaged.

Concerning the physical nature of m
an, as an organized being—

though there is still m
uch uncertainty and m

uch controversy, w
hich can

only be term
inated by the general acknow

ledgm
ent and em

ploym
ent of

stricter rules of induction than are com
m

only recognized—
there is, how

-
ever, a considerable body of truths w

hich all w
ho have attended to the

subject consider to be fully established; nor is there now
 any radical im

-
perfection in the m

ethod observed in the departm
ent of science by its

m
ost distinguished m

odern teachers. But the law
s of M

ind, and, in even a
greater degree, those of Society, are so far from

 having attained a sim
ilar

state of even partial recognition, that it is still a controversy w
hether they

are capable of becom
ing subjects of science in the strict sense of the

term
: and am

ong those w
ho are agreed on this point, there reigns the

m
ost irreconcilable diversity on alm

ost every other. H
ere, therefore, if

anyw
here, the principles laid dow

n in the preceding Books m
ay be ex-

pected to be useful.
If, on m

atters so m
uch the m

ost im
portant w

ith w
hich hum

an intellect
can occupy itself, a m

ore general agreem
ent is ever to exist am

ong
thinkers; if w

hat has been pronounced “the proper study of m
ankind” is

not destined to rem
ain the only subject w

hich Philosophy can not suc-
ceed in rescuing from

 Em
piricism

; the sam
e process through w

hich the
law

s of m
any sim

pler phenom
ena have by general acknow

ledgm
ent been

placed beyond dispute, m
ust be consciously and deliberately applied to

those m
ore difficult inquiries. If there are som

e subjects on w
hich the re-

sults obtained have finally received the unanim
ous assent of all w

ho have
attended to the proof, and others on w

hich m
ankind have not yet been

equally successful; on w
hich the m

ost sagacious m
inds have occupied

them
selves from

 the earliest date, and have never succeeded in establish-
ing any considerable body of truths, so as to be beyond denial or doubt; it
is by generalizing the m

ethods successfully follow
ed in the form

er in-
quiries, and adapting them

 to the latter, that w
e m

ay hope to rem
ove this

blot on the face of science. The rem
aining chapters are an endeavor to fa-

cilitate this m
ost desirable object.

§ 2. In attem
pting this, I am

 not unm
indful how

 little can be
done tow

ard it in a m
ere treatise on Logic, or how

 vague and un-
satisfactory all precepts of M

ethod m
ust necessarily appear

w
hen not practically exem

plified in the establishm
ent of a body

2
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A
re Social

Phenom
ena

a subject of
Science?

sons act or are acted upon in a particular w
ay; since his speculations and his practical arrangem

ents
refer alm

ost exclusively to cases in w
hich the w

hole com
m

unity, or som
e large portion of it, is acted

upon at once, and in w
hich, therefore, w

hat is done or felt by m
ost persons determ

ines the result pro-
duced by or upon the body at large. H

e can get on w
ell enough w

ith approxim
ate generalizations on

hum
an nature, since w

hat is true approxim
ately of all individuals is true absolutely of all m

asses.
A

nd even w
hen the operations of individual m

en have a part to play in his deductions, as w
hen he is

reasoning of kings, or other single rulers, still, as he is providing for indefinite duration, involving an
indefinite succession of such individuals, he m

ust in general both reason and act as if w
hat is true of

m
ost persons w

ere true of all.—
A System

 of Logic, Book III, ch. 23, §7 (vol. 2, pp. 140f, in the 8th
ed.)

It is no disparagem
ent, therefore, to the science of H

um
an N

ature, that
those of its general propositions w

hich descend sufficiently into detail to
serve as a foundation for predicting phenom

ena in the concrete, are for
the m

ost part only approxim
ately true. But in order to give a genuinely

scientific character to the study, it is indispensable that these approxim
ate

generalizations, w
hich in them

selves w
ould am

ount only to the low
est

kind of em
pirical law

s, should be connected deductively w
ith the law

s of
nature from

 w
hich they result; should be resolved into the properties of

the causes on w
hich the phenom

ena depend. In other w
ords, the science

of H
um

an N
ature m

ay be said to exist in proportion as the approxim
ate

truths, w
hich com

pose a practical know
ledge of m

ankind, can be exhib-
ited as corollaries from

 the universal law
s of hum

an nature on w
hich they

rest; w
hereby the proper lim

its of those approxim
ate truths w

ould be
show

n, and w
e should be enabled to deduce others for any new

 state of
circum

stances, in anticipation of specific experience.
The proposition now

 stated is the text on w
hich the tw

o succeeding
chapters w

ill furnish the com
m

ent.…
CH

A
PTER V

I.
G

EN
ERA

L CO
N

SID
ERATIO

N
S O

N
 TH

E SO
CIA

L SCIEN
CE.

§ 1. N
EX

T after the science of individual m
an com

es the sci-
ence of m

an in society—
of the actions of collective m

asses of
m

ankind, and the various phenom
ena w

hich constitute social
life.If the form

ation of individual character is already a com
plex subject of

study, this subject m
ust be, in appearance at least, still m

ore com
plex; be-

cause the num
ber of concurrent causes, all exercising m

ore or less influ-
ence on the total effect, is greater, in the proportion in w

hich a nation, or
the species at large, exposes a larger surface to the operation of agents,
psychological and physical, than any single individual. If it w

as neces-
sary to prove, in opposition to an existing prejudice, that the sim

pler of
the tw

o is capable of being a subject of science, the prejudice is likely to
be yet stronger against the possibility of giving a scientific character to
the study of Politics, and of the phenom

ena of Society. It is, accordingly,
but of yesterday that the conception of a political or social science has
existed anyw

here but in the m
ind of here and there an insulated thinker,

generally very ill prepared for its realization: though the subject itself has

13

The doc-
trine com

-
m

only
called
Philosophi-
cal N

eces-
sity, in w

hat
sense true

term
ines itself; that our volitions are not, properly speaking, the effects of

causes, or at least have no causes w
hich they uniform

ly and im
plicitly

obey.
I have already m

ade it sufficiently apparent that the form
er of these

opinions is that w
hich I consider the true one; but the m

isleading term
s in

w
hich it is often expressed, and the indistinct m

anner in w
hich it is usu-

ally apprehended, have both obstructed its reception, and perverted its in-
fluence w

hen received. The m
etaphysical theory of free-w

ill, as held by
philosophers (for the practical feeling of it, com

m
on in a greater or less

degree to all m
ankind, is in no w

ay inconsistent w
ith the contrary the-

ory), w
as invented because the supposed alternative of adm

itting hum
an

actions to be necessary w
as deem

ed inconsistent w
ith every one’s in-

stinctive consciousness, as w
ell as hum

iliating to the pride and even de-
grading to the m

oral nature of m
an. N

or do I deny that the doctrine, as
som

etim
es held, is open to these im

putations; for the m
isapprehension in

w
hich I shall be able to show

 that they originate, unfortunately is not
confined to the opponents of the doctrine, but is participated in by m

any,
perhaps w

e m
ight say by m

ost, of its supporters.
§ 2. Correctly conceived, the doctrine called Philosophical

N
ecessity is sim

ply this: that, given the m
otives w

hich are
present to an individual’s m

ind, and given likew
ise the character

and disposition of the individual, the m
anner in w

hich he w
ill act

m
ight be unerringly inferred; that if w

e knew
 the person thor-

oughly, and knew
 all the inducem

ents w
hich are acting upon him

, w
e

could foretell his conduct w
ith as m

uch certainty as w
e can predict any

physical event. This proposition I take to be a m
ere interpretation of uni-

versal experience, a statem
ent in w

ords of w
hat every one is internally

convinced of. N
o one w

ho believed that he knew
 thoroughly the circum

-
stances of any case, and the characters of the different persons con-
cerned, w

ould hesitate to foretell how
 all of them

 w
ould act. W

hatever
degree of doubt he m

ay in fact feel, arises from
 the uncertainty w

hether
he really know

s the circum
stances, or the character of som

e one or other
of the persons, w

ith the degree of accuracy required; but by no m
eans

from
 thinking that if he did know

 these things, there could be any uncer-
tainty w

hat the conduct w
ould be. N

or does this full assurance conflict in
the sm

allest degree w
ith w

hat is called our feeling of freedom
. W

e do not
feel ourselves the less free, because those to w

hom
 w

e are intim
ately

know
n are w

ell assured how
 w

e shall w
ill to act in a particular case. W

e
often, on the contrary, regard the doubt w

hat our conduct w
ill be, as a

m
ark of ignorance of our character, and som

etim
es even resent it as an

im
putation. The religious m

etaphysicians w
ho have asserted the freedom

of the w
ill, have alw

ays m
aintained it to be consistent w

ith divine fore-
know

ledge of our actions: and if w
ith divine, then w

ith any other fore-
know

ledge. W
e m

ay be free, and yet another m
ay have reason to be per-

fectly certain w
hat use w

e shall m
ake of our freedom

. It is not, therefore,
the doctrine that our volitions and actions are invariable consequents of
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To w
hat sci-

entific type
the Science
of H

um
an

N
ature cor-

responds

ones m
ay vary from

 it by a difference that w
e are not able to foresee or

conjecture. N
evertheless, not only is it certain that these variations de-

pend on causes, and follow
 their causes by law

s of unerring uniform
ity;

not only, therefore, is tidology a science, like m
eteorology, but it is, w

hat
hitherto at least m

eteorology is not, a science largely available in prac-
tice. G

eneral law
s m

ay be laid dow
n respecting the tides, predictions m

ay
be founded on those law

s, and the result w
ill in the m

ain, though often
not w

ith com
plete accuracy, correspond to the predictions.

A
nd this is w

hat is or ought to be m
eant by those w

ho speak of sci-
ences w

hich are not exact sciences. A
stronom

y w
as once a science, w

ith-
out being an exact science. It could not becom

e exact until not only the
general course of the planetary m

otions, but the perturbations also, w
ere

accounted for, and referred to their causes. It has becom
e an exact sci-

ence, because its phenom
ena have been brought under law

s com
prehend-

ing the w
hole of the causes by w

hich the phenom
ena are influenced,

w
hether in a great or only in a trifling degree, w

hether in all or only in
som

e cases, and assigning to each of those causes the share of effect
w

hich really belongs to it. But in the theory of the tides the only law
s as

yet accurately ascertained are those of the causes w
hich affect the phe-

nom
enon in all cases, and in a considerable degree; w

hile others w
hich

affect it in som
e cases only, or, if in all, only in a slight degree, have not

been sufficiently ascertained and studied to enable us to lay dow
n their

law
s; still less to deduce the com

pleted law
 of the phenom

enon, by com
-

pounding the effects of the greater w
ith those of the m

inor causes. Tidol-
ogy, therefore, is not yet an exact science; not from

 any inherent incapac-
ity of being so, but from

 the difficulty of ascertaining w
ith com

plete pre-
cision the real derivative uniform

ities. By com
bining, how

ever, the exact
law

s of the greater causes, and of such of the m
inor ones as are suffi-

ciently know
n, w

ith such em
pirical law

s or such approxim
ate generaliza-

tions respecting the m
iscellaneous variations as can be obtained by spe-

cific observation, w
e can lay dow

n general propositions w
hich w

ill be
true in the m

ain, and on w
hich, w

ith allow
ance for the degree of their

probable inaccuracy, w
e m

ay safely ground our expectations and our
conduct.

§ 2. The science of hum
an nature is of this description. It falls

far short of the standard of exactness now
 realized in A

stron-
om

y; but there is no reason that it should not be as m
uch a sci-

ence as Tidology is, or as A
stronom

y w
as w

hen its calculations
had only m

astered the m
ain phenom

ena, but not the perturbations.
The phenom

ena w
ith w

hich this science is conversant being the
thoughts, feelings, and actions of hum

an beings, it w
ould have attained

the ideal perfection of a science if it enabled us to foretell how
 an indi-

vidual w
ould think, feel, or act throughout life, w

ith the sam
e certainty

w
ith w

hich astronom
y enables us to predict the places and the occulta-

tions of the heavenly bodies. It needs scarcely be stated that nothing ap-
proaching to this can be done. The actions of individuals could not be

11

Inappropri-
ateness and
pernicious
effect of the
term

 N
eces-

sity

com
m

it in obedience to theirs; and in consequence do really in som
e in-

stances suffer those depressing consequences w
hich their opponents erro-

neously im
pute to the doctrine itself.

§ 3. I am
 inclined to think that this error is alm

ost w
holly an

effect of the associations w
ith a w

ord, and that it w
ould be pre-

vented, by forbearing to em
ploy, for the expression of the sim

ple
fact of causation, so extrem

ely inappropriate a term
 as N

ecessity.
That w

ord, in its other acceptations, involves m
uch m

ore than m
ere uni-

form
ity of sequence: it im

plies irresistibleness. A
pplied to the w

ill, it
only m

eans that, the given cause w
ill be follow

ed by the effect, subject to
all possibilities of counteraction by other causes; but in com

m
on use it

stands for the operation of those causes exclusively w
hich are supposed

too pow
erful to be counteracted at all. W

hen w
e say that all hum

an ac-
tions take place of necessity, w

e only m
ean that they w

ill certainly hap-
pen if nothing prevents; w

hen w
e say that dying of w

ant, to those w
ho

can not get food, is a necessity, w
e m

ean that it w
ill certainly happen

w
hatever m

ay be done to prevent it. The application of the sam
e term

 to
the agencies on w

hich hum
an actions depend, as is used to express those

agencies of nature w
hich are really uncontrollable, can not fail, w

hen ha-
bitual, to create a feeling of uncontrollableness in the form

er also. This,
how

ever, is a m
ere illusion. There are physical sequences w

hich w
e call

necessary, as death for w
ant of food or air; there are others w

hich, though
as m

uch cases of causation as the form
er, are not said to be necessary, as

death from
 poison, w

hich an antidote, or the use of the stom
ach-pum

p,
w

ill som
etim

es avert. It is apt to be forgotten by people’s feelings, even if
rem

em
bered by their understandings, that hum

an actions are in this last
predicam

ent: they are never (except in som
e cases of m

ania) ruled by any
one m

otive w
ith such absolute sw

ay that there is no room
 for the influ-

ence of any other. The causes, therefore, on w
hich action depends, are

never uncontrollable; and any given effect is only necessary provided
that the causes tending to produce it are not controlled. That w

hatever
happens, could not have happened otherw

ise, unless som
ething had taken

place w
hich w

as capable of preventing it, no one surely needs hesitate to
adm

it. But to call this by the nam
e N

ecessity is to use the term
 in a sense

so different from
 its prim

itive and fam
iliar m

eaning, from
 that w

hich it
bears in the com

m
on occasions of life, as to am

ount alm
ost to a play

upon w
ords. The associations derived from

 the ordinary sense of the term
w

ill adhere to it in spite of all w
e can do; and though the doctrine of N

e-
cessity, as stated by m

ost w
ho hold it, is very rem

ote from
 fatalism

, it is
probable that m

ost necessitarians are fatalists, m
ore or less, in their feel-

ings.A
 fatalist believes, or half believes (for nobody is a consistent fatalist),

not only that w
hatever is about to happen w

ill be the infallible result of
the causes w

hich produce it (w
hich is the true necessitarian doctrine), but

m
oreover that there is no use in struggling against it; that it w

ill happen,
how

ever w
e m

ay strive to prevent it. N
ow, a necessitarian, believing that
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su

al
 n

at
ur

e,
 su

ch
 a

s 
th

e 
co

nfi
gu

ra
tio

n 
of

 th
e 

bo
tto

m
 o

f t
he

 o
ce

an
, t

he
 d

e-
gr

ee
 o

f 
co

nfi
ne

m
en

t f
ro

m
 s

ho
re

s,
 th

e 
di

re
ct

io
n 

of
 th

e 
w

in
d,

 e
tc

., 
in

flu
-

en
ce

, i
n 

m
an

y 
or

 in
 a

ll 
pl

ac
es

, t
he

 h
ei

gh
t a

nd
 ti

m
e 

of
 th

e 
tid

e;
 a

nd
 a

 p
or

-
tio

n 
of

 th
es

e 
ci

rc
um

sta
nc

es
 b

ei
ng

 e
ith

er
 n

ot
 a

cc
ur

at
el

y 
kn

ow
ab

le
, 

no
t

pr
ec

ise
ly

 m
ea

su
ra

bl
e,

 o
r n

ot
 c

ap
ab

le
 o

f b
ei

ng
 c

er
ta

in
ly

 fo
re

se
en

, t
he

 ti
de

in
 k

no
w

n 
pl

ac
es

 c
om

m
on

ly
 v

ar
ie

s 
fro

m
 th

e 
ca

lc
ul

at
ed

 re
su

lt 
of

 g
en

er
al

pr
in

ci
pl

es
 b

y 
so

m
e 

di
ffe

re
nc

e 
th

at
 w

e 
ca

n 
no

t e
xp

la
in

, a
nd

 in
 u

nk
no

w
n

10

ou
r 

ac
tio

ns
 fo

llo
w

 fr
om

 o
ur

 c
ha

ra
ct

er
s,

 a
nd

 th
at

 o
ur

 c
ha

ra
ct

er
s 

fo
llo

w
fro

m
 o

ur
 o

rg
an

iz
at

io
n,

 o
ur

 e
du

ca
tio

n,
 a

nd
 o

ur
 c

irc
um

sta
nc

es
, i

s a
pt

 to
 b

e,
w

ith
 m

or
e 

or
 le

ss
 o

f c
on

sc
io

us
ne

ss
 o

n 
hi

s p
ar

t, 
a 

fa
ta

lis
t a

s t
o 

hi
s o

w
n 

ac
-

tio
ns

, a
nd

 to
 b

el
ie

ve
 th

at
 h

is
 n

at
ur

e 
is

 su
ch

, o
r t

ha
t h

is
 e

du
ca

tio
n 

an
d 

ci
r-

cu
m

sta
nc

es
 h

av
e 

so
 m

ou
ld

ed
 h

is
 c

ha
ra

ct
er

, t
ha

t n
ot

hi
ng

 c
an

 n
ow

 p
re

ve
nt

hi
m

 fr
om

 fe
el

in
g 

an
d 

ac
tin

g 
in

 a
 p

ar
tic

ul
ar

 w
ay

, o
r a

t l
ea

st
 th

at
 n

o 
ef

fo
rt

of
 h

is
 o

w
n 

ca
n 

hi
nd

er
 it

. I
n 

th
e 

w
or

ds
 o

f t
he

 s
ec

t w
hi

ch
 in

 o
ur

 o
w

n 
da

y
ha

s 
m

os
t 

pe
rs

ev
er

in
gl

y 
in

cu
lc

at
ed

 a
nd

 m
os

t 
pe

rv
er

se
ly

 m
isu

nd
er

sto
od

th
is 

gr
ea

t d
oc

tri
ne

, h
is 

ch
ar

ac
te

r i
s f

or
m

ed
 fo

r h
im

, a
nd

 n
ot

 b
y 

hi
m

; t
he

re
-

fo
re

 h
is

 w
ish

in
g 

th
at

 it
 h

ad
 b

ee
n 

fo
rm

ed
 d

iff
er

en
tly

 is
 o

f n
o 

us
e;

 h
e 

ha
s

no
 p

ow
er

 to
 a

lte
r i

t. 
Bu

t t
hi

s i
s a

 g
ra

nd
 e

rro
r. 

H
e 

ha
s, 

to
 a

 c
er

ta
in

 e
xt

en
t, 

a
po

w
er

 to
 a

lte
r h

is
 c

ha
ra

ct
er

. I
ts

 b
ei

ng
, i

n 
th

e 
ul

tim
at

e 
re

so
rt,

 fo
rm

ed
 fo

r
hi

m
, i

s 
no

t i
nc

on
sis

te
nt

 w
ith

 it
s 

be
in

g,
 in

 p
ar

t, 
fo

rm
ed

 b
y 

hi
m

 a
s 

on
e 

of
th

e 
in

te
rm

ed
ia

te
 a

ge
nt

s. 
H

is 
ch

ar
ac

te
r i

s f
or

m
ed

 b
y 

hi
s c

irc
um

sta
nc

es
 (i

n-
cl

ud
in

g 
am

on
g 

th
es

e 
hi

s 
pa

rti
cu

la
r 

or
ga

ni
za

tio
n)

; b
ut

 h
is

 o
w

n 
de

sir
e 

to
m

ou
ld

 it
 in

 a
 p

ar
tic

ul
ar

 w
ay

, i
s 

on
e 

of
 th

os
e 

ci
rc

um
sta

nc
es

, a
nd

 b
y 

no
m

ea
ns

 o
ne

 o
f t

he
 le

as
t i

nfl
ue

nt
ia

l. 
W

e 
ca

n 
no

t, 
in

de
ed

, d
ire

ct
ly

 w
ill

 to
 b

e
di

ffe
re

nt
 fr

om
 w

ha
t w

e 
ar

e.
 B

ut
 n

ei
th

er
 d

id
 th

os
e 

w
ho

 a
re

 s
up

po
se

d 
to

ha
ve

 fo
rm

ed
 o

ur
 c

ha
ra

ct
er

s 
di

re
ct

ly
 w

ill
 th

at
 w

e 
sh

ou
ld

 b
e 

w
ha

t w
e 

ar
e.

Th
ei

r w
ill

 h
ad

 n
o 

di
re

ct
 p

ow
er

 e
xc

ep
t o

ve
r t

he
ir 

ow
n 

ac
tio

ns
. T

he
y 

m
ad

e
us

 w
ha

t 
th

ey
 d

id
 m

ak
e 

us
, 

by
 w

ill
in

g,
 n

ot
 th

e 
en

d,
 b

ut
 th

e 
re

qu
isi

te
m

ea
ns

; a
nd

 w
e,

 w
he

n 
ou

r h
ab

its
 a

re
 n

ot
 to

o 
in

ve
te

ra
te

, c
an

, b
y 

sim
ila

rly
w

ill
in

g 
th

e 
re

qu
isi

te
 m

ea
ns

, m
ak

e 
ou

rs
el

ve
s d

iff
er

en
t. 

If
 th

ey
 c

ou
ld

 p
la

ce
us

 u
nd

er
 th

e 
in

flu
en

ce
 o

f c
er

ta
in

 c
irc

um
sta

nc
es

, w
e,

 in
 li

ke
 m

an
ne

r, 
ca

n
pl

ac
e 

ou
rs

el
ve

s 
un

de
r 

th
e 

in
flu

en
ce

 o
f 

ot
he

r 
ci

rc
um

sta
nc

es
. W

e 
ar

e 
ex

-
ac

tly
 a

s 
ca

pa
bl

e 
of

 m
ak

in
g 

ou
r o

w
n 

ch
ar

ac
te

r, 
if 

we
 w

ill
, a

s 
ot

he
rs

 a
re

 o
f

m
ak

in
g 

it 
fo

r u
s.

Ye
s (

an
sw

er
s t

he
 O

w
en

ite
), 

bu
t t

he
se

 w
or

ds
, “

if 
w

e 
w

ill
,”

 su
rre

nd
er

 th
e

w
ho

le
 p

oi
nt

: s
in

ce
 th

e 
w

ill
 to

 a
lte

r o
ur

 o
w

n 
ch

ar
ac

te
r i

s 
gi

ve
n 

us
, n

ot
 b

y
an

y 
ef

fo
rts

 o
f o

ur
s, 

bu
t b

y 
ci

rc
um

sta
nc

es
 w

hi
ch

 w
e 

ca
n 

no
t h

el
p,

 it
 c

om
es

to
 u

s 
ei

th
er

 fr
om

 e
xt

er
na

l c
au

se
s, 

or
 n

ot
 a

t a
ll.

 M
os

t t
ru

e:
 if

 th
e 

O
w

en
ite

sto
ps

 h
er

e,
 h

e 
is

 in
 a

 p
os

iti
on

 fr
om

 w
hi

ch
 n

ot
hi

ng
 c

an
 e

xp
el

 h
im

. O
ur

ch
ar

ac
te

r i
s f

or
m

ed
 b

y 
us

 a
s w

el
l a

s f
or

 u
s; 

bu
t t

he
 w

ish
 w

hi
ch

 in
du

ce
s u

s
to

 a
tte

m
pt

 to
 fo

rm
 it

 is
 fo

rm
ed

 fo
r u

s;
 a

nd
 h

ow
? 

N
ot

, i
n 

ge
ne

ra
l, 

by
 o

ur
or

ga
ni

za
tio

n,
 n

or
 w

ho
lly

 b
y 

ou
r e

du
ca

tio
n,

 b
ut

 b
y 

ou
r e

xp
er

ie
nc

e;
 e

xp
er

i-
en

ce
 o

f t
he

 p
ai

nf
ul

 c
on

se
qu

en
ce

s 
of

 th
e 

ch
ar

ac
te

r w
e 

pr
ev

io
us

ly
 h

ad
; o

r
by

 so
m

e 
str

on
g 

fe
el

in
g 

of
 a

dm
ira

tio
n 

or
 a

sp
ira

tio
n,

 a
cc

id
en

ta
lly

 a
ro

us
ed

.
Bu

t t
o 

th
in

k 
th

at
 w

e 
ha

ve
 n

o 
po

w
er

 o
f a

lte
rin

g 
ou

r c
ha

ra
ct

er
, a

nd
 to

 th
in

k
th

at
 w

e 
sh

al
l n

ot
 u

se
 o

ur
 p

ow
er

 u
nl

es
s w

e 
de

sir
e 

to
 u

se
 it

, a
re

 v
er

y 
di

ffe
r-

en
t t

hi
ng

s,
 a

nd
 h

av
e 

a 
ve

ry
 d

iff
er

en
t e

ffe
ct

 o
n 

th
e 

m
in

d.
 A

 p
er

so
n 

w
ho

do
es

 n
ot

 w
ish

 to
 a

lte
r 

hi
s 

ch
ar

ac
te

r, 
ca

n 
no

t b
e 

th
e 

pe
rs

on
 w

ho
 is

 s
up

-
po

se
d 

to
 fe

el
 d

isc
ou

ra
ge

d 
or

 p
ar

al
yz

ed
 b

y 
th

in
ki

ng
 h

im
se

lf 
un

ab
le

 to
 d

o
it.

 T
he

 d
ep

re
ss

in
g 

ef
fe

ct
 o

f 
th

e 
fa

ta
lis

t d
oc

tri
ne

 c
an

 o
nl

y 
be

 fe
lt 

w
he

re
th

er
e 

is
 a

 w
ish

 to
 d

o 
w

ha
t t

ha
t d

oc
tri

ne
 re

pr
es

en
ts

 a
s 

im
po

ss
ib

le
. I

t i
s 

of
no

 c
on

se
qu

en
ce

 w
ha

t w
e 

th
in

k 
fo

rm
s o

ur
 c

ha
ra

ct
er

, w
he

n 
w

e 
ha

ve
 n

o 
de

-
sir

e 
of

 o
ur

 o
w

n 
ab

ou
t f

or
m

in
g 

it;
 b

ut
 it

 is
 o

f g
re

at
 c

on
se

qu
en

ce
 th

at
 w

e
7



There m
ay

be sciences
w

hich are
not exact
sciences

m
ay still be objected that, the action having through association becom

e
pleasurable, w

e are, as m
uch as before, m

oved to act by the anticipation
of a pleasure, nam

ely, the pleasure of the action itself. But granting this,
the m

atter does not end here. A
s w

e proceed in the form
ation of habits,

and becom
e accustom

ed to w
ill a particular act or a particular course of

conduct because it is pleasurable, w
e at last continue to w

ill it w
ithout

any reference to its being pleasurable. A
lthough, from

 som
e change in us

or in our circum
stances, w

e have ceased to find any pleasure in the ac-
tion, or perhaps to anticipate any pleasure as the consequence of it, w

e
still continue to desire the action, and consequently to do it. In this m

an-
ner it is that habits of hurtful excess continue to be practiced although
they have ceased to be pleasurable; and in this m

anner also it is that the
habit of w

illing to persevere in the course w
hich he has chosen, does not

desert the m
oral hero, even w

hen the rew
ard, how

ever real, w
hich he

doubtless receives from
 the consciousness of w

ell-doing, is any thing but
an equivalent for the sufferings he undergoes, or the w

ishes w
hich he

m
ay have to renounce.
A

 habit of w
illing is com

m
only called a purpose; and am

ong the
causes of our volitions, and of the actions w

hich flow
 from

 them
, m

ust be
reckoned not only likings and aversions, but also purposes. It is only
w

hen our purposes have becom
e independent of the feelings of pain or

pleasure from
 w

hich they originally took their rise, that w
e are said to

have a confirm
ed character. “A

 character,” says N
ovalis, “is a com

pletely
fashioned w

ill:” and the w
ill, once so fashioned, m

ay be steady and con-
stant, w

hen the passive susceptibilities of pleasure and pain are greatly
w

eakened or m
aterially changed.

W
ith the corrections and explanations now

 given, the doctrine of the
causation of our volitions by m

otives, and of m
otives by the desirable ob-

jects offered to us, com
bined w

ith our particular susceptibilities of desire,
m

ay be considered, I hope, as sufficiently established for the purposes of
this treatise.*

* Som
e argum

ents and explanations, supplem
entary to those in the text, w

ill be found in
An Exam

ination of Sir W
illiam

 H
am

ilton’s Philosophy, chap. xxvi.

CH
A

PTER III.
TH

AT TH
ERE IS, O

R M
AY

 BE, A
 SCIEN

CE O
F H

U
M

A
N

 N
ATU

RE.

§ 1. IT is a com
m

on notion, or at least it is im
plied in m

any
com

m
on m

odes of speech, that the thoughts, feelings, and ac-
tions of sentient beings are not a subject of science, in the sam

e
strict sense in w

hich this is true of the objects of outw
ard nature. This no-

tion seem
s to involve som

e confusion of ideas, w
hich it is necessary to

begin by clearing up.
A

ny facts are fitted, in them
selves, to be a subject of science w

hich
follow

 one another according to constant law
s, although those law

s m
ay

not have been discovered, nor even be discoverable by our existing re-
sources. Take, for instance, the m

ost fam
iliar class of m

eteorological

9

A
 m

otive
not alw

ays
the anticipa-
tion of a
pleasure or
a pain

should not be prevented from
 form

ing such a desire by thinking the at-
tainm

ent im
practicable, and that if w

e have the desire, w
e should know

that the w
ork is not so irrevocably done as to be incapable of being al-

tered.
A

nd indeed, if w
e exam

ine closely, w
e shall find that this feeling, of

our being able to m
odify our ow

n character if we wish, is itself the feel-
ing of m

oral freedom
 w

hich w
e are conscious of. A

 person feels m
orally

free w
ho feels that his habits or his tem

ptations are not his m
asters, but

he theirs; w
ho, even in yielding to them

, know
s that he could resist; that

w
ere he desirous of altogether throw

ing them
 off, there w

ould not be re-
quired for that purpose a stronger desire than he know

s him
self to be ca-

pable of feeling. It is of course necessary, to render our consciousness of
freedom

 com
plete, that w

e should have succeeded in m
aking our charac-

ter all w
e have hitherto attem

pted to m
ake it; for if w

e have w
ished and

not attained, w
e have, to that extent, not pow

er over our ow
n character;

w
e are not free. O

r at least, w
e m

ust feel that our w
ish, if not strong

enough to alter our character, is strong enough to conquer our character
w

hen the tw
o are brought into conflict in any particular case of conduct.

A
nd hence it is said w

ith truth, that none but a person of confirm
ed virtue

is com
pletely free.

The application of so im
proper a term

 as N
ecessity to the doctrine of

cause and effect in the m
atter of hum

an character, seem
s to m

e one of the
m

ost signal instances in philosophy of the abuse of term
s, and its practi-

cal consequences one of the m
ost striking exam

ples of the pow
er of lan-

guage over our associations. The subject w
ill never be generally under-

stood until that objectionable term
 is dropped. The free-w

ill doctrine, by
keeping in view

 precisely that portion of the truth w
hich the w

ord N
eces-

sity puts out of sight, nam
ely the pow

er of the m
ind to co-operate in the

form
ation of its ow

n character, has given to its adherents a practical feel-
ing m

uch nearer to the truth than has generally (I believe) existed in the
m

inds of necessitarians. The latter m
ay have had a stronger sense of the

im
portance of w

hat hum
an beings can do to shape the characters of one

another; but the free-w
ill doctrine has, I believe, fostered in its supporters

a m
uch stronger spirit of self-culture.

§ 4. There is still one fact w
hich requires to be noticed (in ad-

dition to the existence of a pow
er of self-form

ation) before the
doctrine of the causation of hum

an actions can be freed from
 the

confusion and m
isapprehensions w

hich surround it in m
any

m
inds. W

hen the w
ill is said to be determ

ined by m
otives, a m

otive does
not m

ean alw
ays, or solely, the anticipation of a pleasure or of a pain. I

shall not here inquire w
hether it be true that, in the com

m
encem

ent, all
our voluntary actions are m

ere m
eans consciously em

ployed to obtain
som

e pleasure or avoid som
e pain. It is at least certain that w

e gradually,
through the influence of association, com

e to desire the m
eans w

ithout
thinking of the end; the action itself becom

es an object of desire, and is
perform

ed w
ithout reference to any m

otive beyond itself. Thus far, it
8


