Landesbibliothek Oldenburg

Digitalisierung von Drucken

A Treatise Of Human Nature

Being An Attempt to introduce the experimental Method of Reasoning Into
Moral Subjects

Of Morals - With An Appendix ; Wherein some Passages of the foregoing
Volumes are illustrated and explain'd

Hume, David

London, 1740

Appendix.

urn:nbn:de:gbv:45:1-1226

Visual \\Llibrary



APPENDIX

LEPLHERE is nothing 1 wou'd more
%ﬂ%{% willingly lay hold of, than an op-
Ceat#83 portunity of confefling my errors;
and fhou’d efteem fuch a return to truth and
reafon to be more honourable than the moft
unerring judgment. A man, who is free
from miftakes, can pretend to no praifes, ex-
cept from the juftnefs of his underftanding:
But a man, who correéts his miftakes, fhews
at once the juftnefs of his underftanding, and
the candour and ingenuity of his temper.
I have not yet been fo fortunate as to dif-
cover any very confiderable miftakes in the
reafonings deliver'd in the preceding volumes,
except on one article : But I have found by
experience, that fome of my expreflions have
not been fo well chofen, as to guard againft
all miftakes in the readers; and ’tis chiefly
to remedy this defe&, I have fubjoin’d the
following appendix.

Wz
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WE can never be induc’d to believe any
matter of fa®t, except where its caufe, or
its effe@, is prefent to us; but what the na-
ture is of that belief, which arifes from the
relation of caufe and effe@, few have had the
curiofity to afk themfelves, In my opinion,
this dilemma is inevitable. Either the belief
is fome new idea, fuch as that of reality
or exiffence, which we join to the fimple
conception of an obje&, or it is merely a
peculiar feeling or fentiment. ‘That it is not
a new idea, annex’d to the fimple con-
ception, may be evinc'd from thefe two ar-
guments.  Fizff, We have no abftra® idea
of exiftence, diftinguifhable and feparable
from the idea of particular objects. Tis
impoffible, therefore, that this idea of ex-
iftence can be annex’d to the idea of any
object, or form the difference betwixt a fim-
ple conception and belief, Secondly, The
mind has the command over all its ideas, and
can feparate, unite, mix, and vary them, as
it pleafes; fo that if belief confifted merely
in 2 new idea, annex’d to the conception, it
wou'd be in a man’s power to believe what
he pleasd. We may, therefore, conclude,
that belicf confifts merely in a certain feel-
ing or fentiment; in fomething, that de-

pends
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pends not on the will, but muft arife from
certain determinate caufes and principles, of
which we are not mafters. When we are
convinc’d of any matter of falt, we do no-
thing but conceive it, along with a certain
feeling, different from what attends the mere
reveries of the imagination. And when we
exprefs our incredulity concerning any fact,
we mean, that the arguments for the fact
produce not that feeling. Did not the belief
confift in a fentiment different from our
mere conception, whatever objects were pre-
fented by the wildeft imagination, wou'd be '
on an equal footing with the moft eftablith’d
truths founded on hiftory and experience.
There is nothing but the feeling, or fen-
timent, to diftinguith the one from the
other,

Tuis, therefore, being regarded as an
undoubted truth, zhat belief is nothing but a
peculiar feeling, different from the fimple con-
ception, the next queftion, that naturally oc-
curs, is, what is the nature of this feeling,
or fentiment, and whetber it be analogous fo
any other [entiment of the buman mind<¢ This
queftion is important, For if it be not ana-
logous to any other fentiment, we muft de-
fpair of explaining its caufes, and muit con-
fider it as an original principle of the human

mind.
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mind. If it be analogous, we may hope to
explain its caufes from analogy, and trace it
up to more general principles. Now that
there is a greater firmnefs and folidity in the
conceptions, which are the obje@s of con-
vition and afiurance, than in the loofe and
indolent reveries of a caftle-builder, every
one will readily own. They ftrike upon us
with more force ; they are more prefent to
us; the mind has a firmer hold of them,
and is more aCtuated and mov'd by them,
It acquiefces in them; and, in a manner,
fixes and repofes itfelf on them. In fhort,
they approach nearer to the impreffions,
which are immediately prefent to us; and
are therefore analogous to many other opera-
tions of the mind.

THERE is not, in my opinion, any pofli-
bility of evading this conclufion, but by
ferting, that belief, befide the fimple con-
fifts in fome impreflion or feel-

ing, diftinguithable from the conception. It
does not modify the conception, and render
it more prefent and intenfe : It is only an-
nex’d to it, after the fame manner that wil/
and defire are annex'd to particular con-
ceptions of good and pleafure. But the fol-
lowing confiderations will, I hope, be fuffi-
cient to remove this hypothefis, Firf, It is
direitly
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dire@ly contrary to experience, and our im-
mediate confcioufnefs. All men have ever
allow’d reafoning to be merely an operation
of our thoughts or ideas ; and however thofe
ideas may be varied to the fecling, there is
nothing ever enters into our conclufions but
ideas, or our fainter conceptions. For in-
ftance ; I hear at prefent a perfon’s voice,
whom I am acquainted with ; and this found
comes from the next room. This impreffion
of my fenfes immediately conveys my
thoughts to the perfon, along with all the
furrounding objects. 1 paint them out to
myfelf as exiftent at prefent, with the fame
qualities and relations, that I formerly knew

them pofiefs'd of. Thefe ideas take fafter

hold of my mind, than the ideas of an in-
chanted caftle. They are different to the
feeling ; but there is no diftin& or feparate
impreffion attending them. ’Tis the fame
cafe when I recolle& the feveral incidents of
a journey, or the events of any hiftory.
Every particular fac is there the object of
belief, Its idea is modified differently from
the loofe reveries of a caftle-builder: But
no diftin® impreflion attends every diftinét
idea, or conception of matter of fact. This
is the fubje of plain experience. If ever
this experience can be difputed on any oc-

cafion,
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cafion, ’tis when the mind has been agitated
with doubts and difficulties; and afterwards,
upon taking the object in a new point of
view, or being prefented with a new argu-
ment, fixes and repofes itfelf in one fettled
conclufion and belief. In this cafe there is
a feeling diftin&t and feparate from the con-
ception. The paffage from doubt and agi-
tation to tranquility and repofe, conveys a
fatisfaction and pleafure to the mind, But
take any other cafe. Suppofe I fec the legs
and thighs of a perfon in motion, while
fome interpos’d object conceals the reft of
his body. Here ’tis certain, the imagination
fpreads out the whole figure. 1 give him a
head and fhoulders, and breaft and neck,
Thefe members I conceive and believe him
to be poflefsd of. Nothing can be more
evident, than that this whole operation is
perform’d by the thought or imagination
alone. The tranfition is immediate. The
ideas prefently ftrike us, ‘Their cuftomary
connexion with the prefent impreffion, varies
them and modifies them in a certain manner,
but produces no a& of the mind, diftinct
from this peculiarity of conception. Let
any one examine his own mind, and he will
evidently find this to be the truth.

Secondly,
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Secondly, Whatever may be the cafe, with
regard to this diftin& impreffion, it muft be
allow'd, that the mind has a firmer hold, or
more fteady conception of what it takes to
be matter of fac, than of fitions. Why
then look any farther, or multiply fuppo-
fitions without neceffity ?

Thirdly, We can explain the cazfes of
the firm conception, but not thofe of any
feparate impreflion. And not only fo, but
the caufes of the firm conception exhauft
the whole fubject, and nothing is left to
produce any other effet. An inference con-
cerning a matter of fact is nothing but the
idea of an obje&, that is frequently con-
join'd, or is affociated with a prefent im-
preflion. This is the whole of it. Every
part is requifite to explain, from analogy, the
more fteady conception ; and nothing re-
mains capable of producing any diftin¢t im-
preflion.

Fourthly, The effeits of belief, in in-
fluencing the paflions and imagination, can
all be explain’d from the firm conception ;
and there is no occafion to have recourfe to
any other principle. Thefe arguments, with
many others, enumerated in the foregoing
volumes, fufficiently prove, that belief only
modifies the idea or conception ; and renders

Vo, III, U it
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it different to the feeling, without producing
any diftinét imprefiion.

THus upon a general view of the fub-
je&t, there appear to be two queftions of
importance, which we may venture to_re-
commend to the confideration of philofo-
phers, Whether there be any thing to difiin-
guifb belief from the fimple conception befide
the feeling or [entiment? And, Whether this

eeling be any thing but a firmer conception
. (o] J’ S H

or a fafter hold, that we take of the object?

Ir, upon impartial enquiry, the fame con-
clufion, that I have form’d, be affented to
by philofophers, the next bufinefs is to ex-
amine the analogy, which there is betwixt
belief, and other acts of the mind, and find
the caufe of the firmnefs and ftrength of
conception : And this I do net efteem a
difficult tafk. The tranfition from a pre-
fent impreflion, always enlivensand ftrength-
ens any idea. When any object is prefented,
the idea of its ufual attendant immediately
ftrikes us, as fomething real and folid. *Tis

Jelt, rather than conceiv’d, and approaches

the impreflion, from which it is derivid, in
its force and influence. This I have prov’d
at large. I cannot add any new arguments;
tho’ perhaps my reafoning on this whole
queftion, concerning caufe and effect, wou’d

’ have
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have been more convincing, had the follow-
ing paffages been inferted in the places,
which I have mark’d for them. I have ad-
ded a few illuftrations on other points, where
I thought it neceflary.

To be inferted in Vol. I. page 153. line 12,
after thefe words (fainter and more ob-
fcure.) beginning a new paragraph.

It frequently happens, that when two
men have been engag’d in any fcene of ac-
tion, the one fhall remember it much better
than the other, and fhall have all the diffi-
culty in the world to make his companion
recollect it. He runs over feveral circum-
{tances in vain ; mentions the time, the place,
the company, what was faid, what was
done on all fides ; till at laft he hits on fome
lucky circumftance, that revives the whole,
and gives his friend a perfe@ memory of
every thing. Here the perfon that forgets
receives at firft all the ideas from the dif-
courfe of the other, with the fame circum-
ftances of time and place ; tho” he confiders
them as mere fitions of the imagination,
But as foon as the circumftance is mention’d,
that touches the memory, the very fame
ideas now appear in a new light, and have,

U 2 in
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in a manner, a different feeling from what
they had before, Without any other alter-
ation, befide that of the feeling, they become
immediately ideas of the memory, and are
affented to.

SincE, therefore, the imagination can re-
prefent all the fame objelts that the memory
can offer to us, and fince thofe faculijes are
only diftinguiflyd by the different Jeeling of
the ideas they prefent, it may be proper to
confider what is the nature of that feeling.
And here I believe cvery one will readily
agree with me, that the ideas of the me-
mory are more [frong and lively than thofe
of the fancy, A painter, who intended, &,

To be inferted Vol. 1. page 174. line 8. after
thefe words {ﬁccordmg to the foregou‘.g-
definition.) beginning a new paragraph.

Tu1s operation of the mind, which
forms the belief of any matter of faé, feems
hitherto to have been one of the greateft
myflteries of philofophy ; tho’ no one has fo
much as fufpe@ed, that there was any diffi-
culty in explaining it, For my part I muft
own, that I find a confiderable difficulty in
the cafe; and that even when I think I
underftand the fubjet perfectly, I am at a

lofs
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lofs for terms to exprefs my meaning. I
conclude, by an induction which feems to
me very evident, that an opinion or belief is
nothing but an idea, that is different from a
fiction, not in the nature, or the order of
its parts, but in the manner of its being con-
ceivd. But when I wou’d explain this man-
ner, I fcarce find any word that fully an-
wers the cafe, but am oblig'd to have re-
courfe to every one’s feeling, in order to give
him a perfe& notion of this operation of the
mind. An idea affented to fee/s different
from a fiitious idea, that the fancy alone
prefents to us: And this different feeling 1
endeavour to explain by calling it a fuperior
force, or vivacity, or Jfolidity, or firmnefs, or
Sreadinefs. This variety of terms, which may
feem fo unphilofophical, is intended only to
exprefs that act of the mind, which renders
realities more prefent to us than fictions,
caufes them to weigh more in the thought,
and gives them a fuperior influence on the
paffions and imagination. Provided we agree
about the thing, 'tis needlefs to difpute about
the terms. The imagination has the com-
mand over all its ideas, and can join, and mix,
and vary them in 2ll the ways pofiible. it
may conceive objects with all the circum-
ftances of place and time, It may feg chem,

Ug in
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in a manner, before our eyes in their true
colours, juft as they might have exifted,
But as it is impoffible, that that faculty can
ever, of itfelf, reach belief, ’tis evident, that
belief confifts not in the nature and order of
our ideas, but in the manner of their con-
ception, and in their feeling to the mind,
I confefs, that ’tis impoffible to explain per-
fetly this fecling or manner of conception.
We may make ufe of words, that exprefs
fomething near it. But its true and proper
name is delief, which is a term that every
one fufﬁciently underftands in common life.
And in philofophy we can go no farther,

than affert, that it is {omething fz/t by the
mind, which diftinguifhes the xdcas of the
Judgment from the fictions of the imagina-

tion. It gives them more force and influ-
ence ; makes them appear of greater im-
portance ; infixes them in the mind; and
renders them the governing principles of all
our actions,

A note o Vol. 1. page 179. line 19. gfter
thefe words (immediate impreflion,)

Naturane nobis, inquit, datum dicam, an
errore gzzadam, ut, cum ea loca videamus, in

gfﬂ)![‘ ?’If”ﬂﬁﬁﬂ a’zgw: 'U??‘GS BCC&FE?’HIII{I ?ﬂ!ﬂ.’f«
tun:
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tum effe werfatos, magis moveamur, quam
figuando eorum ipforum aut faéta audiamus,
aut [fcriptum aliquod legamus? wvelut ego nunc
woveor. Venit enim mibi Platonis in mentem :
quem acctpimus primum bic difputare Jolitum :
Cujus etiam illi bortuli propinqus non memio=
riam folim mibi afferunt, fed ipfum videntur
in confpeclu meo bic ponere. Hic Speufippus,
bic Xenocrates, bic ejus auditor Polemo cujus
ipfa illa feffio Fuit, quam videamus. Equi-
dem etiam curiam mnoftram, hoftiliam dico,
non hane novam, que mibi minor effe videtur
poftquam eft major, folebam intuens Scipio-
nem, Catonem, Lelium, noftrum vero in primis
avum cogitare. Tanta wis admonitionis ingft
in locis; ut mon fine caufa ex bis memorie
duéta fit difeiplina. Cicero de Finibus, lib. 5.

Ty be inferted in Vol. 1. page 218. line 21.
after thefe awords (impreﬁio_ns of the fenfes.)
beginning a new paragraph.

We may obferve the fame effect of poe-
try in a leffer degree; and this is common
both to poetry and madnefs, that the vivacity
they beftow on the ideas is not derivid from
the particular fituations or connexions of the
objeCts of thefe ideas, but from the prefent
gemper and difpofition of the perfon, But

U4 how
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how great foever the pitch may be, to which
this vivacity rife, ’tis evident, that in poetry
it never has the fame fecling with that
which arifes in the mind, when we reafon,
tho’ even upon the loweft {pecies of proba-
biliy. The mind can eafily diftinguith be-
twixt the one and the other; and whatever
emotion the poetical enthufiafim may give to
the fpirits, ’tis fill the mere phantom of
belief or perfuafion. The cafe is the fame
with the idea, as with the paffion it occa-
fions. There is no pafiion of the human
mind but what may arife from poetry ; tho’
at the fame time the feelings of the paflions
are very different when excited by poetical
fictions, from what they are when they arife
from belief and reality, A paffion, which
is difagreeable in real life, may afford the
higheft entertainment in a tragedy, or epic
poem. In the latter cafe it lies not with that
weight upon us: It feels lefs firm and folid -
And has no other than the agreeable effect
of exciting the fpirits, and rouzing the at-
tention, 'The difference in the paffions is a
clear proof of a like difference in thofe idexs,
from which the paflions are deriv’d, Where
the vivacity arifes from a cuftomary con-
juntion with a prefent impreffion ; tho’ the
imagination may not, in appearance, be fo

' much
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much mov'd; yet there is always fomething
more forcible and real in its actions, than in
the fervors of poetry and eloquence. The
force of our mental a&ions in this cafe, no
more than in any other, is not to be mea-
fur'd by the apparent agitation of the mind.
A poetical defcription may have a more fen-
fible effe@ on the fancy, than an hiftorical
narration. It may colleét more of thofe cir-
cumftances, that form a compleat image or
pictare. It may feem to fet the object be-
fore us in more lively colours. But {till the
ideas it prefents are different to the feeling
from thofe, which arife from the memory
and the judgment. There is fomething weak
and imperfe® amidft all that feeming vehe-
mence of thought and fentiment, which at-
tends the fiGtions of poetry.

We fhall afterwards have occafion to re-
mark both the refemblances and differences
betwixt a poetical enthufiafm, and a {erious
convi@tion. In the mean time I cannot for-
bear obferving, that the great difference in
their feeling proceeds in fome meafure from
refle@ion and gemeral rules. We obferve,
that the vigour of conception, which fictions
receive from poetry and eloquence, is a cir-
cumftance merely accidental, of which every
idea is equally fufceptible; and that fuch

' fitions

207
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fitions are conneéted with nothing that is
teal. This obfervation makes us only lend
ourfelves, fo to fpeak, to the fiGion: But
caufes the idea to feel very different from the
eternal eftablifh’d perfuafions founded on
memory and cuftom. They are fomewhat
of the fame kind : But the one is much in-
ferior to the other, both in its caufes and
effects.

A vikE refletion on general rules keeps
us from augmenting our belief upon every
encreafe of the force and vivacity of our ideas.
Where an opinion admits of no doubt, or
oppofite probability, we attribute to it a full
conviction; tho’ the want of refemblance,
or contiguity, may render its force inferior
to that of other opinions, ’Tis thus the
underflanding corrects the appearances of the
fenfcs, and makes us imagine, that an objet
at twenty foot diftance feems even to the
eye as large as one of the fame dimenfions
at ten,

To be inferted in Vol. 1. page 282. line ult,
after thefe awords (any idea of power.) be-
ginning a new paragraph,

SomE have aflerted, that we feel an
€BEIgy, or power, in our own mind; and
that
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that having in this manner acquir'd the idea
of power, we transfer that quality to matter,
where we are not able immediately to difco-
ver it. The motions of our body, and the
thoughts and fentiments of our mind, (fay
they) obey the will ; nor do we feek any far-
ther to acquirea juft notion of force or power.
But to convince us how fallacious this rea-
foning is, we need only confider, that the
will being here confider’d as a caufe, has no
more a difcoverable connexion with its effets,
than any material caufe has with its proper
effec. So far from perceiving the connexion
betwixt an aé of volition, and a motion of
the body ; ’tis allow’d that no effeét is more
inexplicable from the powers and eflence of
thought and matter. Nor is the empire of
the will over our mind mere intelligible.
The effeG is there diftinguifhable and {epa-
rable from the caufe, and cou’d not be fore-
feen without the experience of their conftant
conjunction. We have command over out
mind to a certain degree, but beyond #bat
lofe all empire over it: And ’tis evidently
impofiible to fix any precife bounds to our
authority, where we confult not experience.
In fhort, the actions of the mind are, in this
refped, the fame with thofe of matter. We
perceive only their conftant conjunction ; nor
‘ I can

299
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can we ever reafon beyond it. No internal
impreflion has an apparent energy, more
than external objects have. Since, therefore,
matter is confefs'd by philofophers to operate
by an unknown force, we fhow’d in vain

hope to attain an idea of force by confulting
our own minds?,

IHAD entertain’d fome hopes, that how-
ever deficient our theory of the intelleGual
world might be, it wou’d be free from thofe
contradictions, and abfurdities, which feem to
attend every explication, that human reafon
can give of the material world, But upon
a more ftrict review of the fe@ion concern-
ing perfonal identity, 1 find myfelf involy'd in
fuch a labyrinth, that, I muft confefs, I
neither know how to correét my former
opinions, nor how to render them confiftent.
If this be not a good general reafon for
{cepticifm, ’tis at leaft a fufficient one (if I
were not already abundantly fupplied) for
me to entertain a diffidence and modefty in

all

* The fame imperfe@ion attends our ideas of the Deity ;
but this can have no effect either on religion or morals. The
order of the univerfe proves an omnipotent mind ; that is, a
mind whofe wil] is conflantly artended with the ol}edicncc_of
every creature and being, Nothing more is requifite to give
a foundation to all the articles of religion, nor is it neceflary
we fhow’d form a diftin& idea of the force and energy of the
fupreme Being,
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all my decifions. I fhall propofe the argu-
ments on both fides, beginning with thofe
that induc’d me to deny the {tri¢t and pro-
per identity and fimplicity of a felf or think-
ing being.

Wuen we talk of fIf or fubflance, we
muft bave an idea annex’d to thefe terms,
otherwife they are altogether unintelligible.
Every idea is deriv’d from preceding im-
preflions ; and we have no impreflion of felf
or fubftance, as fomething fimple and in-
dividual. 'We have, therefore, no idea of
them in that fenfe.

WuATEVER is diftinét, is diftinguifth-
able; and whatever is diftinguifhable, is fe-
parable by the thought or imagination. All
perceptions are diftin&. They are, therefore,
diftinguifhable, and feparable, and may be
conceivid as feparately exiftent, and may
exift feparately, without any contradiction or
abfurdity.

Wuen I view this table and that chim-
ney, nothing is prefent to me but parti-
cular perceptions, which are of a like na-
ture with all the other perceptions. This is
the do&@rine of philofophers. But this ta-
ble, which is prefent to me, and that chim-
ney, may and do exift feparately. This is
the do@rine of the vulgar, and implies no
contradiGion, 'There is no contradition,

therefore,

30I
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therefore, in extending the fame doctrine to
all the perceptions.

In general, the following reafoning feems
fatisfactory. ~ All ideas are borrow’d from
preceding perceptions.  Our ideas of objects,
therefore, are deriv'd from that fource. Con-
fequently no propofition can be intelligible
or confiftent with regard to objects, which
is not fo with regard to perceptions. But"
‘tis intelligible and confiftent to fay, that
objects exift diftinct and independent, with-
out any common /fimple {ubftance or fubject
of inhefion. This propofition, therefore,
can never be abfurd with regard to per-
ceptions.

WaEN I turn my reflection on myfelf; 1
never can perceive this /) without fome
one or more perceptions ; nor can I ever per-
ccive any thing but the perceptions. *Tis
the compofition of thefe, therefore, which
forms the felf.

WE can conceive a thinking being to have
either many or few perceptions.  Suppofe
the mind to be reduc’d even below the life
of an oyfter. Suppofe it to have only one
perception, as of thirft or hunger. Confider
it in that fituation, Do you conceive any
thing but merely that perception ? Have you
any notion of fif or fubflance 2 If not, the

addition
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addition of other perceptions can never give
you that notion.

Tue annihilation, which fome people
fuppofe to follow upon death, and which
entirely deftroys this felf, is nothing but an
extinction of all particular perceptions; love
and hatred, pain and pleafure, thought and
fenfation. Thefe therefore muft be the fame
with felf; fince the one cannot furvive the
other.

Is felf the fame with fubflance? If it be,
how can that queftion have place, concern-
ing the fubfiftence of fclf, under a change of
fubftance ? If they be diftinct, what is the
difference betwixt them? For my part, I
have a notion of neither, when conceiv'd
diftinct from particular perceptions.

PHILosoPHERS begin to be reconcil’d to
the principle, that we have no idea of exter-
nal fubffance, diftinét from the ideas of par-
ticular qualities. 'This muft pave the way
for a like principle with regard to the mind,
that we have no notion of it, diftinét from
the particular perception.

So far I feem to be attended with fuffi-
cient evidence. But having thus loofen’d all
our particular perceptions, when® I proceed
to explain the principle of connexion, which

binds

2 Vol, 1. page 452.
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binds them together, and makes us attribute
to them a real fimplicity and identity ; I
am fenfible, that my account is very de-
fective, and that nothing but the feeming
evidence of the precedent reafonings cou’d
have induc’d me to receive it, If perceptions
are diftinct exiftences, they form a whole
only by being connected together, But no
connexions among diftinct exiftences are
cver difcoverable by human underftanding.
We only fee/ a connexion or determination
of the thought, to pafs from one object to
another. It follows, therefore, that the
thought alone finds perfonal identity, when
reflecting on the train of paft perceptions,
that compofe a mind, the ideas of them are
felt to be connected together, and naturally
introduce each other, However extraordi-
nary this conclufion may feem, it need not
furprize us. Moft philofophers feem inclin’d
to think, that perfonal identity zrifes from
confcioufnefs; and confcioufnefs is nothing
but a reflected thought or perception. The
prefent philofophy, therefore, has fo far a
promifing afpect. But all my hopes vanith,
when I come to explain the principles, that
unite our fucceffive perceptions in our thought
or confcioufnefs. I cannot difcover any theory,

which gives me fatisfaction on this head.
In
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In fhort there are two principles, which
I cannot render confiftent; nor is it in my
power to renounce either of them, viz. that
all our diffint perceptions are diftint exift-
ences, and that the mind never perceives any
real connexion among diftinél exiftences. Did
our perceptions either inhere in fomething
fimple and individual, or did the mind per-
ceive fome real connexion among them, there
wou'd be no difficulty in the cafe. For my
part, T muft plead the privilege of a fceptic,
and confefs, that this difficulty is too hard for
my underftanding. 1 pretend not, how-
ever, to pronounce it abfolutely infuperable.
Others, perhaps, or myfclf, upon more ma-
ture refleCtions, may difcover fome hypo-
thefis, that will reconcile thofe contra-
dittions.

I suart alfo take this opportunity of
confeffing two other errors of les import-
ance, which more mature reflection has dif-
coverd to me in my reafoning. The firft
may be found in Vol. I page 107. where I
fay, that the diftance betwixt two bodies is
known, among other things, by the angles,
which the rays of light flowing from the
bodies make with each other. *Tis certain,
that thefe angles are not known to the mind,
and confequently can never difcover the

Vou, IIL X diftance.
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diftance. The fecond error may be found in
Vol. 1. page 171. where I fay, that two
ideas of the fame objeét can only be differ-
ent by their different degrees of force and
vivacity. I believe there are other differences
among ideas, which cannot properly be com-
prehended under thefe terms. Had I faid,
that two ideas of the fame obje& can only
be different by their different Jeeling, 1
thou’d have been nearer the truth.

THERE are two errors of the prefs, which
affe¢t the fenfe, and therefore the reader is
defird to corre& them. In Vol I. page 332.
line penult. for as the perception read a per-
ception.  In Vol. I p. 447. line 5. for
moral read natural,

A note to Vol. I page 43, line 11. #0 the
word (refemblance.) '

*T'1s evident, that even different fimple
ideas may have a fimilarity or refemblance to
each other; nor is it neceffary, that the
point or circumftance of refemblance thou’d
be diftinct or feparable from that in which
they differ. Blue and green are different
fimple ideas, but are more refembling than
blue and farlet ; tho' their perfect fimpli-
city excludes all poflibility of feparation or

diftinction,
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diftin&ion. ’Tis the fame cafe with parti-
cular founds, and taftes and fmells. Thefe
admit of infinite refemblances upon the ge-
neral appearance and comparifon, without
having any common circumftance the fame.
And of this we may be certain, even from
the very abftra& terms fimple idea. They
comprehend all fimple ideas under them.
Thefe refemble each other in their fimplicity.
And yet from their very nature, which ex-
cludes all compofition, this circumftance, in
which they refemble, is not diftinguifhable
nor feparable from the reft. *Tis the fame
cafe with all the degrees in any quality.
They are all refembling, and yet the quality,
in any individual, is not diftinct from the
degree.

Ty be inferted in Vol. L page 88. line 19.
after thefe words (of the prefent difficulty.)
beginning a new paragraph.

Trarre are many philofophers, who re-
fufe to aflign any ftandard of eguality, but
affert, that ’tis fufficient to prefent two ob-
jects, that are equal, in order to give us a
juft notion of this proportion. All defini-
tions, fay they, are fruitlefs, without the
perception of fuch obje@s; and where we

X2 perceive
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perceive fuch objects, we no longer ftand in
need of any definition. To this reafoning
I entirely agree; and affert, that the only
ufeful notion of equality, or inequality, is
derivid from the whole united appearance
and the comparifon of particular obje&s,
For ’tis evident that the eye, &,

To be inferted in Vol. 1. page g7. line 22,
afier thefe words (practicable or imagi-
nable) beginning a new paragraph.

To whatever fide mathematicians turn,
this dilemma ftill meets them. If they judge
of equality, or any other proportion, by the
accurate and exa@ ftandard, wiz. the enu-
meration of the minute indivifible parts,
they both employ a ftandard, which is ufe-
lefs in practice, and actually eftablith the in-
divifibility of extenfion, which they endea-
vour to explode.  Or if they employ, as is
ufual, the inaccurate ftandard, deriv’d from
a comparifon of objeds, upon their general
appearance, corrected by meafuring and juxta
pofition ; their firft principles, tho’ certain
and infallible, are too coarfe to afford any
fuch {ubtile inferences as they commonly
draw from them. The firft principles are
founded on the imagination and fenfes: The

conclufion,
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conclufion, therefore, can never go beyond,
much lefs contradict thefe faculties.

A note to Vol. 1. page 118. line 8. 70 zhefe
words (impreflions and ideas.)

As long as we confine our fpeculations to
the appearances of objects to our fenfes, with-
out entering into difquifitions concerning their
real nature and operations, we are fafe from
all difficulties, and can never be embarraf¢'d
by any queftion. Thus, if it be afk’d, if the
invifible and intangible diftance, interpos'd
betwixt two objets, be fomething or no-
thing: *Tis eafy to anfwer, that it is fome-
thing, viz. a property of the objects, which
affet the fenfés after fuch a particular man-
ner. If it be afk’d, whether two objeéts,
having fuch a diftance betwixt them, touch
or not: It may be anfwer'd, that this de-
pends upon the definition of the word, touch.
If obje@s be faid to touch, when there is
nothing fénjible interpos'd betwixt them,
thefe objes touch: If objects be faid to
touch, when their 7mages ftrike contiguous
parts of the eye, and when the hand feels
both objects fucceflively, without any inter-
posd motion, thefe objects do not touch,

The appearances of objects to our fenfes are
' all
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all confiftent; and no difficulties can ever
arife, but from the obfcurity of the terms
we make ufe of,

Ir we carry our enquiry beyond the ap-
pearances of objects to the fenfes, I am
afraid, that moft of our conclufions will be
full of fcepticifm and uncertainty. Thus
if it be afk’d, whether or not the invifible
and intangible diftance be always full of body,
or of fomething that by an improvement of
our organs might become vifible or tangible,
I muft acknowledge, that I find no very de-
cifive arguments on either fide; tho' I am
inclin’d to the contrary opinion, as being
more {uitable to vulgar and popular notions.
If the Newtonian philofophy be rightly un-
derftood, it will be found to mean no more,
A vacuum 1is aflferted: That is, bodies are
faid to be plac’d after fuch a manner, as to
receive bodies betwixt them, without impul-
fion or penetration. The real nature of this
pofition of bodies is unknown. We are
only acquainted with its effects on the fenfes,
and its power of receiving body. Nothing
is more fuitable to that philofophy, than a
modeft {cepticiim to a certain degree, and a
fair confeffion of ignorance in fubjeéts, that
exceed all human capacity.

F INTIS
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