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PREFACE

ETHICS AND morality pose some of the basic and perennial
questions to which, in any and every age, man must attempt
to find an answer. At the present moment, the questions
demand their answer with peculiar insistence and urgency.
The ethical problem confronts us in this acute form because
the behaviour of our enemies, with the Japanese atrocities and
the final horrors of the Nazi camps, have revealed that what
we have regarded as self-evident principles of morality have
not been in the least self-evident to large sections of the human
species. Evidently, men and women can be conditioned,
trained, and selected until they become capable not merely of
sporadic acts but of systematic policies which fill us with hor-
ror. But they are men and women, not creatures of another and
inherently different race or species from ourselves; and we do
well to remember that there, but for the grace of God, go we.

Furthermore, we are now confronted with a task unique in
history—of attempting to ensure that in the place of German
and Japanese fascism new civilizations should arise, whose
moral principles should be in some sort of harmony with ours.
This raises ethical problems of every kind—how far can we be
certain of the rightness of our own principles? how far can we
hope to impose a system of morality on an entire nation, or how
far can we succeed by encouraging in it a general type of
social structure and trusting to the natural flowering of a better
ethic? Should we deliberately inculcate what we believe to be
the right (running the risk, always involved in propaganda, of
defeating our own aims), or should we merely forbid what we
are sure is wrong (running not merely the risk already men-
tioned, but that of creating a moral vacuum into which seven
new and unexpected devils may creep for each one that is
ejected)?

At' such a time, any serious discussion of the basic problems
of Ctth'S s}}oul(.:l be useful. Accordingly I make no apology for
re-publishing in one volume my own and my grandfather’s
Romal}cs Lectures on the relations between Ethics and
Evolution, together with an introduction. In this I have
endeavoured to bring out some of the historical bases of
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evolutionary naturalism in ethics prior to 1893, together with
some of the relevant changes in fact and in approach between
then and 1943, and have concluded with a more general
summing up than was possible in my lecture. 1 have also added
an article on the Vindication of Darwinism, which will, T hope,
make clearer the modern position on the mechanism of bio-
logical evolution. For permission to reprint this, I have to
thank the editors of the Rationalist Annual (1946) and the
Oxford University Press for permission to reprint my Romanes
Lecture. J. S. H.



INTRODUCTION

HISTORICAL AND CRITICAL

THE PROBLEM: INTUITIONAL ETHICS

IS THERE any external standard for morals? any touchstqnc
by which goodness may be recognized, any yardstick by wh}ch
it may be measured? Does there exist any natural foundation
on which our human superstructure of right and wrong may
safely rest, any cosmic sanction for ethics?

It is with that central question of moral philosophy that
my grandfather and I, each in his own way, were concerned
in the two Romanes Lectures which are here reprinted. In
spite of our both approaching the question from the same
direction and with the same background of evolutionary
biology, we gave markedly different replies. 1 should like to
stress the nature of our differences, and some of the reasons
for them.

Thus, in the first place, it appeared to me that all purely
intuitive theories of ethics can now be ruled out. They are
ruled out by recent advances in psychology, notably as to how
the precursor of our conscience (which I have ventured to
christen the proto-ethical mechanism) develops in each indi-
vidual human being. Even the development of a moral sense
is not given irrevocably by heredity, but depends on the
infant’s environment; and the so-called intuitions of right and
wrong through which our moral sense operates are not intui-
tions in the strict sense, but dependent and conditioned mental
acts. Furthermore, the recent developments of social anthro-
pology and social history have added their weighty contribution.
Even if an intuitional component of ethics existed in early life,
it must be capable of being over-laid, distorted, and even
contradicted by social factors.

T. H. Huxley, in his Lecture, advances a curious argument
on this subject. He points out that if a bee could philosophize,






