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for any thing may serve the pur pose. Thus relations merely 
nominal are sought and invented, not by governors, but by 
the lowest of the people; which are found su fficient to 
hold mankind together in little fraternities and copartner
�s�h�i�p�s �~� weak ties indeed, and what may afford fund enough 
for ridicule, if t hey are absurdly considered as the real 
principles of that union: but they are in truth merely the 
occasions, as any thing may be of any thing, upon which 
our natur e carries us on according to its own previous 
bent and bias; which occasions therefore would be nothing 
at all, were. there not this prior disposition and bias of 
nature. Men ar e so much one body, that in a pecu liar man
ner they feel for each other, shame, sudden danger, reT 
sentment, honour, prosperity, distress; one or another, or 
all of these, from the social nature in general, from be
nevolence, upon t he occasion of natural r elation, acquaint
ance, pr otection, dependence; each of these being distinct 
cements of society. And therefore to have no restraint 
from, no r egard to others in our behaviour, is the specu
lative absurdity of considering ourselves as single and 
independent, as having nothing in our nature which has 
respect to our fellow creatures, reduced to action and 
practice. And this is the same absurdity, as to suppose 
a hand, or any part, to have no natur al respect to any 
other, or to the whole body. 

But allowing all this, it may be asked, "Has not man 
dispositions and principles within, which lead him to do 
evil to other s, as well as to do good? Whence come the 
many miseries else, which men are the author s and instru
ments of to each other?" These questions, so far as they 
relate to the foregoing discourse, may be answered by ask
ing, Has not man also dispositions and pr inciples within, 
which lead him to do evil to himself as well as good? 
Whence come the many miseries else, sickness, pain, and 
death, whi ch men are instruments and authors of to them
selves? 

It may be thought more easy to answer one of these 
questions than the other, but the answer to both is 
really the same; �t�h�a�t�~�m �~�a�~�n�~�k�~�i�~�n�~�d�~�~�~�~ �~�~�~�~�~�~�~ �~�~�~�~ �-
which th wi at 

but thai as there is no su ch thing as se 
so neither is there any such thing as ill-will in 

one man towards another, emulation and r esentment being 
away; whereas there is plainly benevolence or good-will: 
there is no such thing as love of injustice, oppression, 
t r eachery, ingratitude; but only eager desires after such 
and such external goods; which, according to a very an
cient observation, the most abandoned wou ld choose to 
obtain by innocent means, if they were as easy, and as 
effectual to their end: that even emulation and resent
ment, by any one who will consider what these passions 
really are in nature, will be found nothing to the pur
pose of this objection: and that the principles and pas
sions in the mind of man, which are distinct both from 
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self-love and benevolence , p r imar ily and most di r e ctly 
lead t o r i ght behavi our with regard to o thers as well as 
himself , and only secondar ily and accidentally to what is 
evil . Thus, though men, to avoid t he shame of one vil
lany, a re somet imes gui l ty of a greater, yet it is easy 
to see, t ha t the original tendency of shame is to prevent 
the doing of shamefu l actions ; and its leading men to 
conceal s uch actions when done, is only in c onsequ ence of 
thei r being done; i . e . of the passions ' s not having an
swered its fi.rst end-:-

If it be said, that t her e a r e per sons in the world, 
who are in great measure without the natur al affections 
t owards their fell ow creatures ~ there are likewise in
stances of persons without the common natural affections 
to themselves ~ but t he natur e of man is not to be judged 
of by either o f these , but by what appears in the common 
world , in the bulk o f mankind . ... 

The sum of the whole is plai nly t his . The nature of 
~considered i n his singl e capacity, a nd with respect 
OOl y t o the present wor ld , is_ a dap t ed . · ~to 
attain the - i the 

wor l d , The nature g f man, considered in his pub
l~i~c~o~r~s~o~c~i~aT~ c apa ci t y, leads him t o a right behaviour 
in society to t hat course v1 
.e o ow or obey their nature in both these capacities 

and r espects t o a certain degm.e_, but note t i~l · ~ their 
actions do not come u p to the whole of what t heir nature 
leads them t o i n either o f these capacities or respects ~ 
and they often v · . e · nature i n both, i . e . as they 
neglect the duties they owe to e1r fe liow creatures, to 
which their nature l eads them ; a nd are i njuri ou s, to 
which their nature is abhorrent; so ther e is a manifest 
negl igence i n men of t he i r real happiness or interest in 
t he present wor l d, when that interest is inconsistent with 
a p r esent grati f i cat i on; for the sake of whi c h t hey neg
ligently, nay , even knowingly, are t he author s and instru
ments of t heir own misery a nd r uin . Thu s they are as 
often u nj ust to themse lves as t o other s , and for the most 
part a re equ ally so t o both by the same actions . * 


