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 Nos. 57-58.J MAN. [1906.

 research and education, invests them with unusual importance, and renders them factors

 which future promulgators of similar schemes can hardly afford to neglect.

 The words, therefore, which have evoked the protest from Cambridge merely

 expressed the hope that "' other universities " would assist in the endeavour to crystallise
 two somewhat fluid sciences, and were not intended to (deprive Cambridge of the honour

 of priority in granting a degree in Anthropology.]

 REVIEWS.
 Ethics. Westermarok.

 The Origin and Development of the Moral Ideas. By Edward Westermarck,
 Ph.D. Vol.1. London: Macmillan & Co., 1906. Pp. xxi + 716. 23 x 15 cm. sJU
 Price 14s.

 Dr. Westermarck has conceived, and, with the publication of his second volume,
 will have carried out, a piece of research no less surpassingly valuable than difficult.
 On the oine hand, the history of primitive ethics is almost a tegrra incognita wherein the
 most siirprising discoveries are likely to attend the hardy adventurer. On the other
 hand, the equipment of such a pioneer is no easy matter to procure, since he must he
 a competent anthropologist and philosopher to boot. It is greatly to be hoped that this
 magnificent effort will attract an army of explorers into the same field. It is no dis-
 honour to Dr. Westermarck to suppose that much remains to do. It seems, therefore,
 of ehief importance to consider what is to be learnt from this great work as regards
 method. Uncertainty of method has hitherto been the bane of the subject.

 It seems to me that Dr. Westermarek takes his all-important first step in precisely
 the right direction. Ethics may be understood in a sense so wide as to render it
 iucapable of determinate treatment, namely, as the science of good, and hence of practice
 as a whole. Nothing short of history as a whole could presume to grapple with such
 a theme. But the ethics that Dr. Westermarck has in his eye is concerned with a
 particular kind of good, to wit, moral good. To pronounce an act or a character virtuous
 or the reverse involves a specific mode of valuation on our part. If onlv one could get
 this determinate type of valuation clear before the mind, so as to be able to fix its salient
 characters and thus learn to recognise it when met, it ought to be possible to write its
 history. But to isolate it in thought is no easy matter, and Dr. We$termarck wisely
 devotes half his first volume to this preliminary task.

 As I understand him, he holds that a distinctively moral valuation occurs when one
 feels-feels first, as it were, and then by feeling comes to think-" in the name of society
 " this conduct or this character is praiseworthy or blameworthy." This is very miieh
 on a par witlh Clifford's famous definition of conscience as "self-judgment in the name
 " of the tribe." What I have tried to express by " in the name of society " is, however,
 primarily no more than a tone in the feeling that prompts the moral valuation. It
 consists in a certain flavour of " generality, disinterestedness, and apparent impartiality.'"
 Moral approval and disapproval are always "public emotions." The differentia, then,
 being this flavour of publicity, what of the genius ? Dr. Westermarck finds approval
 and disapproval as such to be " resributive " emotions. We react on the cause of
 pleasure or pain to retain the one and to suppress the other. Now this may be sound
 enough as a biological explanation, yet it need not follow that the retributiveness
 ascribed to the emotion manifests itself in any recognisable way within consciousness.
 Dr. Westermarck, however, appears to think that it does so manifest itself. Approval
 and disapproval are never wholly "undirected." When we experience them we are
 more or less aware that we are " going for " something.

 Now does this description of a moral valuation make it determinate enough to be
 the subject of a special historical study? I confess to thinking that even now its nature
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