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JECETIVED FOR GOODNES) BY JP.
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be goods it was the comsand of religon, of Godj it was necessary for one lLigiest growth,
for self realisation; it brought pesce and supreme » happiness) it brought salvation
and freedom from births and deaths.

In present society, with the hold of religon gone, faith in God shaken, zoral valuse
discarded as desd welghts of the dark ages of history; in short, with materialism enthroned
in-n'lmm.mthnnwimutiﬁltnmhﬂ?m.hllthqu-uﬂq
relsvance f= g at all to rrjsent facts, problems and ideals of human soclety ? 2

I hold emphatically that no other question is more relevant to us todays

Inspite of what may be broadly described as the materialistic climate of presant soclety,
men everywhere are engaged, in their different ways, in creating a heaven upon earth - in '.
remaking, refining, perfecting human suoietye These effordd, even tie most idealistic and
ambiticus, such as communism of its original conception, seemad, however, to be shipwreck-
ing on one Obdurate rock = humsn basenssss It ia clesarer today than over that social re-
occn ptruction is impogsible without human recomstruction. Sccisty camnot he good unlsss
individual men ere good and particulsrly those men who form the elite of soclety.

Bere then is tho orux of the modern problems Ken yiah to eroate, A not aii ideal, at
least a good society. Modern mclence and technology make that task far sesler than svery
before. But men lack the tools with which to make themsalves. and tle ideas are forgotten
and they berin to fight for power, position, spoils, bringing down the whole edifice of the
new aociety.

Therefore, the problem of humen goodness is of supreme mument today,. The individual
asks today why £% should he be good. There is no God, no sougl, no morality, no 1life hereafte:
no cycle of birth and desth. He ig merely an organi zation of astter, fortuitiously brought

into being, snd deatined scon to aisolve into the infinite cceas of .atters Do sees all
around him evil gucceed = corruption, profiteering, lying, disception, cruelly, power politic:
violence. Ho asks naturally why he should be virtucus. pur socisl norme of today and the
matorialist philopophy which rules the affairs of men answver back; ke need nots The cleverer

he is, the more gifted, the more courngecusly he practices the new asorality) and in the

toils of this asoralily uad:unmsiupium:nufmundmmﬂdmdtm
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For many yoars I bave vorshipjed st the shrins of the godess = dialecticel sateriale
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when that Cod hizmglf twns viciocus, to be vicous becomes an universal code.

I feel convinced, therefore, that man must go beyond the material to Cind the in-
centives to gooduess. As & corollary, I feel further that the task of scolal recomstruction
caonot succeed under the inspiration of a materidlist philosopiy.
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goodness. Is not aun essentially good ? Our not most men in every eociety dscent ?

Tea and Now

~ Man is a soclo-organic being: ho is partly the product of "pature” and partly that

of soclety. What mar is by nature cannot be sald with certainity. Indeed, the very concepts
of good and bad are supernatural or super-organic. There is nothing good or bad in nature.
Buman pature , spart from the instincts of self and rece preservation, is soat likely of

a neutral character which acnuilres moral tones in accordance to sucial comlltloning.

It is true that in every socisty, moat men are decant end goods These men go through
life without being ¢ lled upon to make ajy vital morel judgemsnts. Thelr routine of life
rurs within serrow circles, and custom and tradition apswer for them the questicns concerning

right and wrong.
put, firetly, these harmlese decent =e¢n are art ‘o undersocial stimdli to turn sudd-
. enly wild and vicicusy Decent Hindus and Muslims, living peaceably tozether, did'nt hesitats

as we know to our coat, to fly at each otrer's thruaks when the social patterne were arcused.s

Secondly, what is vital for the character of socle'y, and for tha direotion of its
grovth, is mot s0 such tho character of the immer nass ea tiat of the elites It ia the
philosophy and sction of this zxmefs group of the select that detormined the dim destinies
of mn. To x the extent the elite becoags gudlens or amarel to that extent evil overtakes

the human racee

Let me hasten to remcve a possible zigunderatending. I dc not sean to n"u‘l that all
prdicsophy of materialisa are vicious not that mll non-materialiste
saterialism for the individual
Cn the cther hard, these sho
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to endeavour deliberately to acquire and pragtice gudulssse
&0 beyond matter will find it dirficuit to justily nuo—gocds
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In days gone by men A#k to be good, lspelled by some higher morsl force in
which they belleved; and goodnese me mmm-humnu.m.um.
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Whether they succeeded in their trial, or whether they tried at all, wes a different
mattors The important point is that society provided every individual with the motive to
be goods it was the commsnd of religon, of Godj it was necessary for one highest growth,
for sell realisation; it Brought peace and suprese ¥ happiness; it brought salvstion
and freedom fpom birthe and deaths.

In present society, with the hold of religon gome, faith in God sheken, morsl values
discarded as demd weights of the dark ages of history; in short, with materialisa enthroned
in men's Mearts, are there any incentivds to goodness left 7 Indeed, has the question any
Telsvance itm p at all to rrisant facts, problezms and ideals of human society 7 ¥

I hold emphatically that no other questioc is more relevant to us today.

Inspite of what may be broadly described as the materialistic climate of present soclety,
men everywhere are engaged, in their different ways, in creating a heaven upon earth - in
remeking, refining, perfecting human society. These effordh, even the most idealistic and
ambitious, such as communism of its original conception, seemed, howover, to be shipwreck-

ing on one opdurate rock — human baseneas. It is clearer today than gver that social re-
con otructlon is impossible without human reconstructions Soclety caunot be good unless
individual men are good and particulerly those men who form the elite of scclety.

Here then is the crux of the modern problem. Men wish to create, if not an ideal, at
least a good socioty. Modern science and technology make that taek far easier than every
before. But men lack the tools with which to make themselves. And the ideas are forgotten
and they begin to fight for power, position, spoils, bringing down the whole edifice of the
new soclaty.

Therefore, the probles of luman goodness is of euprome moment todsys The individual
asks today wiy #¥ should he be goodes There is no God, no sousl, 1o morality, no life hereafter,
no cycle of birth and desth. He is merely an orgari zation of matter, fortaitiously brought

into being, and destined socon to disclve iuto the infinite ocean of zatter. Be sees sll
around iilm evil succeed - corruption, profiteering, lying, disception, cruslty, power politice,
violence. He asks naturally why he should be virtuous. OQur social norms of today and the
naterialist philosonhy which rules the affsirs cf men answer back; he need not. The cleverer
he is, the more gifted, the more coursgeously he practices the new szorality; and in the

toils of this amorality the dreass and aspirations of human kind become wxTed and twisted.
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centives to goodness. As a corollary, I feel further that the task of social reconstructicn
cannot succeed under the inspiration of a materidlist philosophy.

It-g'heamdifam':oniﬂcuaﬂttimuatmmmufw-mtomm
goodnasas Is not man essentislly good ? Our not most men in evexy soclety decent ?

Yes and low

| &) Man is a socio-organic “eings ho is partly the product of "nature” and partly that
of society. What man is by nature cannot be said with certainity. Indeed, the very concepts
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a neutrel character wiich scquires woral tones in sccordance to social cunditioning.

It is true that in every soclety, muvst men are décent and good. These men go through
life without being ¢-lled upon to make any vital moral judgements. Their routine of life
runs within narvow circles, and custom and tradition answer for them the questions concerning
right and wrong.

But, firatly, these harmless decent men are apt to undersocial stimkli to turn sudd-
~ enly wild and viciovay Decent Hindus and fuslime, living peaceably together, did"'nt hesitate
as we know to our cost, to fly at each other's throaks when the sucial patterns were arcused.

Secondly, what is vital for the character of society, and for the direction of its
growth, is not so much the character of ths imner mass as that of the elites It ia the
philosophy and action of this pxmafk group of the select that determinel the s destinies
of mn. To ¥ the extent the elite becoses gollesa or amaral to toat extent evil overtakes

the human race.

Let me hasten to remove a possible migunderatanding. 1 do not sean to suggest that all
of those who profess £h philosoply of materialisa are vicious nor that all pon-aaterialiste
are good. But what I do assert is that there is no logic in materislism for the individual
to endeavour deliberztely to acguire and practice goodness. On the otler hard, those sio
go bayond matter will rind it difficult to justify non-good «
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