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phy, upon such a supposition? Moralists have hitherto been ac-
customed, when they considered the vast multitude and diversity of
those actions that excite our approbation or dislike, to search for S())’me
common principle, on which this variety of sentiments might depend
And though they have sometimes carried the matter too far, by theix:
passion for some one general principle; it must, however, be confessed,
that they are excusgble in expecting to find some general principles,
into which all the vices and virtues were justly to be resolved. The like
has been the endeavour of critics, logicians, and even politicians: Nor
have their attempts been wholly unsuccessful; though perhaps longer
time, greater accuracy, and more ardent application may bring these
sciences still nearer their perfection. To throw up at once all pretensions
of this kind may justly be deemed more rash, precipitate, and dogmati-
cal, than even the boldest and most affirmative philosophy, that has
ever attempted to impose its crude dictates and principles on mankind.

What though these reasonings concerning human nature seem
abstract, and of difficult comprehension? This affords no presumption
of their falsehood. On the contrary, it seems impossible, that what has
hitherto escaped so many wise and profound philosophers can be very
obvious and easy. And whatever pains these researches may cost us, we
may think ourselves sufficiently rewarded, not only in point of profit
but of pleasure, if, by that means, we can make any addition to our stock
of knowledge, in subjects of such unspeakable importance.

But as, after all, the abstractedness of these speculations is no recom-
mendation, but rather a disadvantage to them, and as this difficulty
may perhaps be surmounted by care and art, and the avoiding of all un-
necessary detail, we have, in the following enquiry, attempted to throw
some light upon subjects, from which uncertainty has hitherto deterred
the wise, and obscurity the ignorant. Happy, if we can unite the bound-
aries of the different species of philosophy, by reconciling profound
enquiry with clearness, and truth with novelty! And still more happy,
if, reasoning in this easy manner, we can undermine the foundations of
an abstruse philosophy, which seems to have hitherto served only as a
shelter to superstition, and a cover to absurdity and error!

SECTION I1.— Of the Origin of ldeas.
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ination. These faculties may mimic or copy the perceptions of the
senses; but they never can entirely reach the force and vivacity of the
original sentiment. The utmost we say of them, even V\.zhen. they operate
with greatest vigour, is, that they represent their object in so lively ,
manner, that we could almost say we feel or see it: But, except the ming
be disordered by disease or madness, they never can arrive at such 5
pitch of vivacity, as to render these perceptions altggether un-
distinguishable. All the colours of poetry, however splendid, can never
paint natural objects in such a manner as to make the description be

taken for a real landskip. The most lively thought is still inferior to the
dullest sensation.

We may observe a like distinction to run through all the other percep-
tions of the mind. A man in a fit of anger, is actuated in a very different
manner from one who only thinks of that emotion. If you tell me, that
any person is in love, I easily understand your meaning, and form a just
conception of his situation; but never can mistake that conception for
the real disorders and agitations of the passion. When we reflect on our
past sentiments and affections, our thought is a faithful mirror, and cop-
ies its objects truly; but the colours which it employs are faint and dull,

in comparison of those in which our original perceptions were clothed.
It requires no nice discernment or metaphysical head to mark the dis-
tinction between them.

Here therefore we may divide all the perceptions of the mind into two
classes or species,

. which are distinguished by their different degrees of
force and vivacity. The less forcible and lively are commonly ec%enomi-
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sensations or movements above mentioned.

Nothing, at first view, ma
of man, which not onl
not even restrained

Y seem more unbounded than the thought

Y escapes all human power and authority, but is

ne 'W1thin the limits of nature and reality. To form

monsters, and join incongruous shapes and appearances, costs the
imagination no more trouble than to conceive the most natural and
familiar objects. And while the body is confined to one planet, along
which it creeps with pain and difficulty; the thought can in an instant
transport us into the most distant regions of the universe; or even
beyond the universe, into the unbounded chaos, where nature is sup-
posed to lie in total confusion. What never was seen, or heard of, may
yet be conceived; nor is any thing beyond the power of thought, except
what implies an absolute contradiction.

But though our thought seems to possess this unbounded liberty, we
shall find, upon a nearer examination, that it is really confined within
very narrow limits, and that all this creative power of the mind
amounts to no more than the faculty of compounding, transposing,
augmenting, or diminishing the materials afforded us by the senses and
experience. When we think of a golden mountain, we only join two
consistent ideas, gold, and mountain, with which we were formerly ac-
quainted. A virtuous horse we can conceive; beca.use, from our own
feeling, we can conceive virtue; and this we may unite to the figure and
shape of a horse, which is an animal familiar to us. In sho;t, all the ma-
terials of thinking are derived either from our outward or inward senti-
ment: The mixture and composition of these belongs alone to the gund
and will. Or, to express myself in philosophi.cal language, all our 1.deas
or more feeble perceptions are copies of our impressions or more lively
ones. _ .

To prove this, the two following arguments will, I hope, be suffcxlcxgnt.
First, when we analyse our thoughts or ideas, however-compm;‘n le olr
sublime, we always find, that they resolve.themselves‘ into suc Sltl;:p Z
ideas as were copied from a precedent feeling or sentiment. Evenf 03
ideas, which, at first view, seem the most w.1de of t'hlS ongm,d are ;::n:
upon a nearer scrutiny, to be derived from it. ’l_’he 1dga offG(;)m, ra:ﬂecting
ing an infinitely intelligent, wise, and good Being, arises {r hout Hmit,
on the operations of our own mind, and augmenting, w o enauiry
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source. It will then be incumbent on us, if we would Mainty; |

doctrine, t.o produce the impression or lively perception, whicy, c‘:)r?\u
ponds to it.

Secondly. If it happen, from a dgfect of the organ, that a man i not

susceptible of any species of sensa}tlon, we a!ways find, that heis a5 lite
susceptible of the correspondent ideas. A bhpd man can form ng Notion
of colours; a deaf man of sounds. Restore either of them that sense, ;,
which he is deficient; by opening this new inlet for his sensations, yo,
also open an inlet for the ideas; and he findg. no difficulty in conceivin
these objects. The case is the same, if the object, proper for exciting an
sensation, has never been applied to the organ. A LAPLANDER or NEGro
has no notion of the relish of wine. And though there are few or noin.
stances of a like deficiency in the mind, where a person has never felt or
is wholly incapable of a sentiment or passion, that belongs to his
species; yet we find the same observation to take place in a less degree.
A man of mild manners can form no idea of inveterate revenge or
cruelty; nor can a selfish heart easily conceive the heights of friendship
and generosity. It is readily allowed, that other beings may possess
many senses of which we can have no conception; because the ideas of
them have never been introduced to us, in the only manner, by which
an idea can have access to the mind, to wit, by the actual feeling and
sensation.

There is, however, one contradictory phenomenon, which may
prove, that it is not absolutely impossible for ideas to arise, independent
of their correspondent impressions. I believe it will readily be allowed,
that the several distinct ideas of colour, which enter by the eye, or those
of sound, which are conveyed by the ear, are really different from each
other; though, at the same time, resembling. Now if this be true of

different colours, it must be no less : me
lforeer: ity ol so of the different shades of the sa

rod fab . . .
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deficiency, and raise up to himself the idea of that particular shade,
though it had never been conveyed to him by his senses? I believe there
are few but will be of opinion that he can: And this may serve as a
proof, that the simp

le ideas are not always, in every instance, derived
from the correspondent impressi

: ons; though this instance is so singu-
lar, that it is scarcely worth our observing, and does not merit, that for it
alone we should alter our general maxim.

Here, therefore, is a proposition, which not only seems, in itself, sim-
ple and intelligible; but, if a proper use were made of it, might render
every dispute equally intelligible, and banish all that jargon, which has
so long taken possession of metaphysical reasonings, and drawn dis-

grace upon them. All ideas, especially abstract ones, are naturally faint
and obscure: The mind has but a slender hold of the

m: They are apt to
be confounded with other resembling ideas; and when we have often
employed any term, though without a distinct meaning, we are apt to

imagine it has a determinate idea, annexed to it. On the contrary, all im-
pressions, that is, all sensations, either outward or inward, are strong
and vivid: The limits between them are more exactly determined: Nor is
it easy to fall into any error or mistake with regard to them. When we
entertain, therefore, any suspicion, that a philosophical term is em-
ployed without any meaning or idea (as is but too frequent), we need
but enquire, from what impression is that supposed idea derived? And if it be
impossible to assign any, this will serve to confirm our suspicion. By
bringing ideas into so clear a light, we may reasonably hope to remove
all dispute, which may arise, concerning their nature and reality.10

10. It is probable that no more was meant by those, who denied innate ideas, than that
all ideas were copies of our impressions; though it must be confessed, that the terms,
which they employed, were not chosen with such caution, nor so exactly defined, as to
prevent all mistakes about their doctrine. For what is meant by innate? If innate be
equivalent to natural, then all the perceptions and ideas of the mind must be allowed to
innate or natural, in whatever sense we take the latter word, whether in opposition to
what is uncommon, artificial, or miraculous. If by innate be meant, contemporary to our
birth, the dispute seems to be frivolous; nor is it worth while to enquire at what time
thinking begins, whether before, at, or after our birth. Again, the word idea, seems to be
Commonly taken in a very loose sense, by Locke and others: as standing for any of our
Perceptions, our sensations and passions, as well as thoughts. Now in this sense, T should
eSire to know, what can be meant by asserting, that self-love, or resentment of injuries,
O the passion between the sexes is not innate?
Ut admitting these terms, impressions and ideas, in the sense above explained, and un-
V:gstanding by innate, what is original or copied from no precedent perception, then may
assert, that all our impressions are innate, and our ideas not innate.
™ e:t:)ennlr)\gete:uous, I must own it t(l: be my opinion, that Locke was betrayeq into this
0 a tegy Y the schoolmen, who, ma ing use of unfieﬁped terms, draw out their disputes
Circurn] Ous length, without ever touching the point in question. A like ambiguity and
ocution seem to run through that

| Most Other subiects. philosopher's reason'mgs on this as well as
ideag andk Lof the Essay Concerning Human Understanding, Locke
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SECTION II1. — Of the Association of Ideas.

IT is evident, that there is a principle of connexion between the differe
thoughts or ideas of the mind, and that, in their appearance ¢, ﬂ?t
memory or imagination, they introduce each other with a certain d:
gree of method and regularity. In our more serious thinking or djs.
course, this is so observable, that any particular thought, which breaj;
in upon the regular tract or chain of ideas, is immediately remarked ang
rejected. And even in our wildest and most wandering reveries, nay in
our very dreams, we shall find, if we reflect, that the imagination ran
not altogether at adventures, but that there was still a connexion upheld
among the different ideas, which succeeded each other. Were the loosest
and freest conversation to be transcribed, there would immediately be
observed something, which connected it in all its transitions. Or where
this is wanting, the person, who broke the thread of discourse, might
still inform you, that there had secretly revolved in his mind a succes-
sion of thought, which had gradually led him from the subject of con-
versation. Among different languages, even where we cannot suspect
the 1e'ast cor}nexion or communication, it is found, that the words, ex-
pressive of ideas, the most compounded, do yet nearly correspond to

i::“:;\}:gg ‘g‘rf:;ti:’r;fr%of, that the simple ideas, com'prehendecfl irf the
serlaicty faad o e re bound together by some universal principle,
Thoush it bsqual anuence on all mankind.
are Con%\ect od tg;t)?t(})\l:rl-loluz to escape observation, that different ideas
tempted to enumerate o; cl O not find, that any philosopher has at-
however, that seemg worthass ? i t}}e principles of association; a subject,
three principles of connexi};g Curlosxt’y. To me, there appear to be only
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satisfaction of the reader, or even to a man's own satisfaction. All we
can do, in such cases, is to run over several instances, and examine
carefully the principle, which binds the different thoughts to each
other, never stopping till we render the principle as general as possi-
ble.'* The more instances we examine, and the more care we employ,

the more assurance shall we acquire, that the enumeration, which we
form from the whole, is complete and entire.

SECTION IV. —Sceptical Doubts concerning
the Operations of the Understanding,

PART L

ALL the objects of human reason or enquiry may naturally be divided
into two kinds, to wit, Relations of Ideas, and Matters of Fact. Of the first
kind are the sciences of Geometry, Algebra, and Arithmetic; and in
short, every affirmation, which is either intuitively or demonstratively
certain. That the square of the hypothenuse is equal to the square of the two
sides, is a proposition, which expresses a relation between these figures.
That three times five is equal to the half of thirty, expresses a relation be-
tween these numbers. Propositions of this kind are discoverable by the
mere operation of thought, without dependence on what is any where
existent in the universe. Though there never were a circle or triangle in
nature, the truths, demonstrated by EUCLID, would for ever retain their
certainty and evidence.

Matters of fact, which are the second objects of human reason, are not
ascertained in the same manner; nor is our evidence of their truth,
however great, of a like nature with the foregoing. The contrary of
every matter of fact is still possible; because it can never imply a con-
tradiction, and is conceived by the mind with the same facility and dis-
tinctness, as if ever so conformable to reality. That the sun will not rise
to-morrow is no less intelligible a proposition, and implies no more con-
tradiction, than the affirmation, that it will rise. We should in vain,
therefore, attempt to demonstrate its falsehood. Were it demonstratively

14, For instance, Contrast or Contrariety is also a connexion among Ideas: But it may,
Perhaps, be considered as a mixture of Causation and Resemblance. Where two ob)e_cts are
contrary, the one destroys the other; that is, the cause of its annihilation, and the idea of

€ annihilation of an object, implies the idea of its former existence.
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some person: Why? because these are the effects of the human make
and fabric, and closely connected with it. If we anatomize all the other
reasonings of this nature, we shall find, that they are founded on the re-
Jation of cause and effect, and that this relation is either near or remote, »;
direct or collateral. Heat and light are collateral effects of fire, and the |
one effect may justly be inferred from the other. '
If we would satisfy ourselves, therefore, concerning the nature of that
evidence, which assures us of matters of fact, we must enquire how we
arrive at the knowledge of cause and effect.
I shall venture to affirm, as a general proposition, which admits of no
exception, that the knowledge of this relation is not, in any instance, at-
tained by reasonings a priori; but arises entirely from experience, when
we find, that any particular objects are constantly conjoined with each
other. Let an object be presented to a man of ever so strong natural rea-
son and abilities; if that object be entirely new to him, he will not be
able, by the most accurate examination of its sensible qualities, to dis-
cover any of its causes or effects. ADAM, though his rational faculties be
supposed, at the very first, entirely perfect, could not have inferred from
the fluidity, and transparency of water, that it would suffocate him, or
from the light and warmth of fire, that it would consume him. No object
ever discovers, by the qualities which appear to the senses, either the
causes which produced it, or the effects which will arise from it; nor can
our reason, unassisted by experience, ever draw any inference concern-
ing real existence and matter of fact.
This proposition, that causes and effects are discoverable, not by reason,
but by experience, will readily be admitted with regard to such objects, as
we remember to have once been altogéther unknown to us; since we
must be conscious of the utter inability, which we then lay under, of
foretelling, what would arise from them. Present two smooth pieces of
marble to a man, who has no tincture of natural philosophy; he will
never discover, that they will adhere together, in such a manner as to
require great force to separate them in a direct line, while they make so
small a resistance to a lateral pressure. Such events, as bear little
analogy to the common course of nature, are also readily confessed to
be known only by experience; nor does any man imagine that the ex-
Plosion of gunpowder, or the attraction of a loadstone, could ever be
discovered by arguments a priori. In like manner, when an effect is sup-f
Posed to depend upon an intricate machinery or secret structure 0
Parts, we make no difficulty in attributing all our knowledge of it to ex-
Perience, Who will assert, that he can give the ultimate reasor, _Wh}?'
milk or bread is proper nourishment for a man, not for a lionora t;gei/ri-
But the same truth may not appear, at first sight, to have the sam
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direction? All these suppositions are consistent and conceivable. Why
then should we give the preference to one, which is no more consistent
or conceivable than the rest? All our reasonings a priori will never be able
to show us any foundation for this preference.

In a word, then, every effect is a distinct event from its cause. It could
not, therefore, be discovered in the cause, and the first invention or con-
ception of it, a priori, must be entirely arbitrary. And even after it is sug-
gested, the conjunction of it with the cause must appear equally arbi-
trary; since there are always many other effects, which, to reason, must
seem fully as consistent and natural. In vain, therefore, should we pre-
tend to determine any single event, or infer any cause or effect, without
the assistance of observation and experience.

Hence we may discover the reason, why no philosopher, who is
rational and modest, has ever pretended to assign the ultimate cause of
any natural operation, or to show distinctly the action of that power,
which produces any single effect in the universe. It is confessed, that the
utmost effort of human reason is, to reduce the principles, productive of
natural phenomena, to a greater simplicity, and to resolve the many
particular effects into a few general causes, by means of reasonings from
analogy, experience, and observation. But as to the causes of these gen-
eral causes, we should in vain attempt their discovery; nor shall we ever

be able to satisfy ourselves, by any particular explication of them. These
ultimate springs and principles are totally shut up from human
curiosity and enquiry. Elasticity, gravity, cohesion of parts, com-
munication of motion by impulse; these are probably the ultimate
causes and principles which we shall ever discover in nature; and we
may esteem ourselves sufficiently happy, if, by accurate enquiry and
reasoning, we can trace up the particular phenomena to, or near to,
these general principles. The most perfect philosophy of the natural
kind only staves off our ignorance a little longer: As perhaps the most
perfect philosophy of the moral or metaphysical kind serves only to dis-
cover larger portions of it. Thus the observation of human blindness
and weakness is the result of all philosophy, and meets us, at every
turn, in spite of our endeavours to elude or avoid it.

Nor is geometry, when taken into the assistance of natural philoso-
phy, ever able to remedy this defect, or lead us into the knowledge of
ultimate causes, by all that accuracy of reasoning, for which it is so justly
Celebrated, Every part of mixed mathematics' proceeds upon the sup-

. 16. [For Hume, “mixed mathematics” is equivalent to what would today be calle;d
3pplied mathematics”, or the application of mathematics or mathematical pnncxt;:les l?
€ Physical world and experience, as, for instance, in astronomy, surveying, or the ca

culation of empirical probabilities.]
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osition, that cer re employed, either to assist Tation,
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act reasoning . s ; Cej
and abstr Jaws, or to determine their influence i, Particy],, . *

: nds upon any precise degree of g; In,
stances, where 'ltt is ?faw of rrr:otion, discovered Efz experig:z:,ar:ﬁe ang
quAantity: Tl;uS’el of any body in motion is in the compound , to at the
moment oofrit(s)rgolid contents and its velocity; and c0nsequently’0trh 10,
51(1)1?1110 I}orce may remove the greatest obstacle or raise the 8rea?:si
weight, if, by any contrivance or ‘machmery, we €an increage 4
velocity of that force, so as to rpakg It an overmatch fqr its antagop
Geometry assists us in the appleatlon of t!ns law, by 8iving us the fug
dimensions of all the parts and figures, which can enter into any species
of machine; but still the discovery of tl'!e lawf itself is owing Merely
experience, and all the abstract reasonings in the world coylq Never
lead us one step towards the knowledge of it. When we reason a prigr;
and consider merely any object or cause, as it appears to the mind, inde.
pendent of all observation, it never could suggest to us the notion of any
distinct object, such as its effect; much less, show us the inseparable ang
inviolable connection between them. A man must be Very sagacious,
who could discover by reasoning, that crystal is the effect of heat, and
ice of cold, without being previously acquainted with the operation of
these qualities.

discovery of these

PART 1.

But we have not, yet, attained any tolerable satisfaction with regard
to thg question first proposed. Each solution still gives rise to a new
question as difficult as the foregoing, and leads us on to farther en
quiries. When it jg asked, What is the nature of all our reasonings concert:
Ing matter of fact? the Proper answer seems to be, that they are foux}ded
on the relation of cayse ang effect. When again it is asked, What 1s gh:
ZZ”‘:;’“O" of al{ Our reasonings and conclusions concerning that relatxoni, tl
ing);1 u‘;r(e)ﬁhed "l one word, EXPERIENCE, But if we still carry on O;l;psm_
ence? thi i;{ al{‘d ask, What is the foundation of all concluszons'gf"zlt :
: lp 165 a €W question, which may be of more.dl . 1fc uperior
d cat on, P hllosoPhers, that give themselves airs 0t 150
hey Tetreat, andpwf:;lons' Who push them from every Cof;:e 'angeroui
: . The beg o are sure at last to bring them to sO to be odese
In oyy Pretengjo .. Pedient to Prevent this confusion, 18 olves befo” r
1S Objecteq g, .o 2N even to discover the difficulty Oursmerit of 0
Y¥1Y ignorance, ¥ this means, we may make a kind 0
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I shall content myself, in this section, with an eas
tend only to give a negative answer to the question here proposed. I say
then, that, even after we have experience of the operations of cause and
effect, our conclusions from that experience are not founded on rea-
soning, or any process of the understanding. This answer we must
endeavour, both to explain and to defend.
It must certainly be allowed, that nature has kept us at a great dis-
tance from all her secrets, and has afforded us only the knowledge of a
few superficial qualities of objects; while she conceals from us those
powers and principles, on which the influence of these objects entirely
depends. Our senses inform us of the colour, weight, and consistence of
bread; but neither sense nor reason can ever inform us of those
qualities, which fit it for the nourishment and support of a human
body. Sight or feeling conveys an idea of the actual motion of bodies;
but as to that wonderful force or power, which would carry on a mov-
ing body for ever in a continued change of place, and which bodies
never lose but by communicating it to others; of this we cannot form
the most distant conception. But notwithstanding this ignorance of nat-
ural powers!” and principles, we always presume, when we see like sen-
sible qualities, that they have like secret powers, and expect, that effects,
similar to those which we have experienced, will follow from them. If a
body of like colour and consistence with that bread, which we have for-
merly eat, be presented to us, we make no scruple of repeating the ex-
periment, and foresee, with certainty, like nourishment and support.
Now this is a process of the mind or thought, of which I would willing-
ly know the foundation. It is allowed on all hands, that there is no
known connexion between the sensible qualities and the secret powers;
and consequently, that the mind is not led to form such a conclusion
concerning their constant and regular conjunction, by any thing which
it knows of their nature. As to past Experience, it can be allowed to give
ditectand certain information of those precise objects only, and that pre-
cise period of time, which fell under its cognizance: But why this expe-
rience should be extended to future times, and to other objects, which
Oraught we know, may be only in appearance similar; this is the main
question on which I would insist. The bread, which I formerly eat,
Nourished me; that is, a body of such sensible qualities, was, at that
time, endued with such secret powers: But does it follow, that o{her
*®ad must also nourish me at another time, and that like sensible
alities myst always be attended with like secret powers? The conse-
Uence seems nowise necessary. At least, it must be acknowledged, that

y task, and shall pre-

ex-
plic.?,' The worg, Power, is here used in a loose and popular sense. The mor\el lalccm'afe
tion of jt would give additional evidence to this argument. See Sect. VIL
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there is here a consequence drawn by thg mind; that they, is 4
step taken; a process of thougbt, and an mferencef which Wam:e:tain
explained. These two propositions are far from being the same ”(:be
found that such an object has always been attended with such an gy, e
foresee, that other objects, which are, in appearance, similar, ;)] be at’te:‘;“
with similar effects. I shall allow, if you please, that the one Propos “
may justly be inferred from the other: I know in fact, that j; alwa}'soiz
inferred. But if you insist, that the inference is made by a chain Of rey.
soning, I desire you to produce that reasoning. The connexion betweey
these propositions is not intuitive. There is required a medium, whg,
may enable the mind to draw such an inference, if indeed it be drawn
by reasoning and argument. What that medium is, I must confegs,
passes my comprehension; and it is incumbent on those to produce it
who assert, that it really exists, and is the origin of all our conclusiops
concerning matter of fact.

This negative argument must certainly, in process of time, become
altogether convincing, if many penetrating and able philosophers shall
turn their enquiries this way; and no one be ever able to discover any
connecting proposition or intermediate step, which supports the under-
standing in this conclusion. But as the question is yet new, every reader
may not trust so far to his own penetration, as to conclude, because an
argument escapes his enquiry, that therefore it does not really
exist. For this reason it may be requisite to venture upon a more diffi-
cult task; and enumerating all the branches of human knowledge,
endeavour to show, that none of them can afford such an argument.

All reasonings may be divided into two kinds, namely demonstrative
reasoning, or that concerning relations of ideas, and moral reasoning,
or that concerning matter of fact and existence. That there are no dem-

different or contrary effects. May I not clearly and distinctly conceive,
that a body, falling from the clouds, and which, in all other respects, re-
semblgs snow, has yet the taste of salt or feeling of fire? Is there any
more intelligible proposition than to affirm, that all the trees will
flourish in DECEMBER and JANUARY, and decay in MAY and JUNE? Now
wha'te\./er Is intelligible, and can be distinctly conceived, implies no con-
tradiction, and can never be proved false by any demonstrative arpy-
ment or abstract reasoning a priori, °

If we be, therefore, engaged by arguments to put trust in past experi-
€nce, and make it the standard of our future judgment, these argum};e t
must be probable only, or such as regard matter of fact and real exriisS
tence, according to the division above mentioned. But that there is n(;
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argument of this kind, must appear, if our explication of that species of
reasoning be admitted as solid and satisfactory. We have said, that all
arguments concerning existence are founded on the relation of cause
and effect; that our knowledge of that relation is derived entirely from
experience; and that all our experimental conclusions proceed upon the
supposition, that the future will be conformable to the past. To
endeavour, therefore, the proof of this last supposition by probable
arguments, or arguments regarding existence, must be evidently going
in a circle, and taking that for granted, which is the very point in ques-
tion.

In reality, all arguments from experience are founded on the
similarity, which we discover among natural objects, and by which we
are induced to expect effects similar to those, which we have found to
follow from such objects. And though none but a fool or madman will
ever pretend to dispute the authority of experience, or to reject that
great guide of human life; it may surely be allowed a philosopher to
have so much curiosity at least, as to examine the principle of human
nature, which gives this mighty authority to experience, and makes us
draw advantage from that similarity, which nature has placed among
different objects. From causes, which appear similar, we expect similar
effects. This is the sum of all our experimental conclusions. Now it
seems evident, that, if this conclusion were formed by reason, it would
be as perfect at first, and upon one instance, as after ever so long a
course of experience. But the case is far otherwise. Nothing so like as
eggs; yet no one, on account of this appearing similarity, expects the
same taste and relish in all of them. It is only after a long course of uni-
form experiments in any kind, that we attain a firm reliance and
security with regard to a particular event. Now where is that process of
reasoning, which, from one instance, draws a conclusion, so different
from that which it infers from a hundred instances, that are nowise

different from that single one? This question I propose as much for the
sake of information, as with an intention of raising difficulties. I cannot
find, I cannot imagine any such reasoning. But I keep my mind still
Open to instruction; if any one will vouchsafe to bestow it on me.

. Should it be said, that, from a number of uniform experiments, we
ln(era connexion between the sensible qualities and the secret powers;
this, I must confess, seems the same difficulty, couched in different
terms, The question still recurs, on what process of argument this
’"f‘{rence is founded? Where is the medium, the interposing ideas,
Which join propositions so very wide of each other? It is confessed, that
ofe colour, consistence, and other sensible qualities of bread appear not,

t lemselves, to have any connexion with the secret powers of

Nourishment and support. For otherwise we could infer these secret
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norance, if we do not augment our knowledge.

I must confess, that a man is guilty of unpardonable arrogance, who
concludes, because an argument has escaped his own investigation, that
therefore it does not really exist. I must also confess, that, though all the
learned, for several ages, should have employed themselves in fruitless
search upon any subject, it may still, perhaps, be rash to conclude
positively, that the subject must, therefore, pass all human comprehen-
sion. Even though we examine all the sources of our knowledge, and
conclude them unfit for such a subject, there may still remain a suspi-
cion, that the enumeration is not complete, or the examination not ac-
curate. But with regard to the present subject, there are some considera-
tions, which seem to remove all this accusation of arrogance or suspi-
cion of mistake.

It is certain, that the most ignorant and stupid peasants, nay infants,
nay even brute beasts, improve by experience, and learn the qualities of
natural objects, by observing the effects, which result from them. When
a child has felt the sensation of pain from touching the flame of a can-
dle, he will be careful not to put his hand near any candle; but will ex-
pect a similar effect from a cause, which is similar in its sensible
qualities and appearance. If you assert, therefore, that the understand-
ing of the child is led into this conclusion by any process of argument or
ratiocination, I may justly require you to produce that argument; nor
have you any pretence to refuse so equitable a demand. You cannot say,
that the argument is abstruse, and may possibly escape your enquiry;
since you confess, that it is obvious to the capacity of a mere infant. If
you hesitate, therefore, a moment, or if, after reflection, you produce
any intricate or profound argument, you, in a manner, give up the
question, and confess, that it is not reasoning which engages us to sup-
pose the past resembling the future, and to expect similar effects from
Causes, which are, to appearance, similar. This is the proposition which
lintended to enforce in the present section. If I be right, I pretend not to
have made any mighty discovery. And if I be wrong, I must ac-
knowledge myself to be indeed a very backward scholar; since I cannot
now discover an argument, which, it seems, was perfectly familiar to
me, long before I was out of my cradle.

SECTION V. —Sceptical Solution of these Doubts.

PARTI

THE passion for philosophy, like that for religion, seems liable to this
’“COHVenience, that, though it aims at the correction of our manners,
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ur vices, it may only serve, by imprudent Mang

ment, to foster a predominant inclination, and push the ming, ngtel;
more determined resolution, towgrds that side, which already drgy tog
much, by the biass and propensity of the natural temper. It IS certaip
that, while we aspire to the magnanimous firmness of the p}~|.11030phic
sage, and endeavour to confine our pleasu.res altoge.ther within gy,
own minds, we may, at last, render our philosophy like t.hat of Epic.
TETUS, and other Stoics,18 only a more refined system of selfishness, ang
reason ourselves out of all virtue, as well as social enjoyment. While we
study with attention the vanity of human life, and turn all our thoughts
towards the empty and transitory nature of riches and honoqrs, we are,
perhaps, all the while, flattering our natural indolence, which, hating
the bustle of the world, and drudgery of business, seeks a pretence of
reason, to give itself a full and uncontrolled indulgence. There is, how-
ever, one species of philosophy, which seems little liable to this incon-
venience, and that because it strikes in with no disorderly passion of the
human mind, nor can mingle itself with any natural affection or pro-
pensity; and that is the ACADEMIC or SCEPTICAL philosophy.!® The aca-
demics always talk of doubt and suspense of judgment, of danger in
hasty determinations, of confining to very narrow bounds the enquiries
of the understanding, and of renouncing all speculations which lie not
within the limits of common life and practice. Nothing, therefore, can
be more contrary than sugh a philosophy to the supine indolence of the
mind, its rash arrogance, its lofty pretensions, and its superstitious cre-

and extirpation of 0

18. [Stoicism, the school of philosophy that Spanned at least fi .
third century BC. to the second century AD, had as its main ethicala‘lliecxfnttu;xes, from the
live in harmony with nature; nature is construed as j et that man must
rational as well. Epictetus (c.50-¢.130 AD), anill
.o in harmony with nature is a matter of distinguishing ¢ ; coy .
;rgm those which are not, and seeking to control only thge E,Orsrflet:“}[‘ﬁ within our power
oneself of desires and strong feelings concerning the Iatter, A 1 INVOIVes purging
disturbed not by things, but by the view which Pictetus noted, “Men are

they take of th;j
INgs" (Enchiridi
19. [ Academical or skeptical philosophy, the title of Section X ridion V).]
" hy of the Greek Academy founded by Plat N X1l of the Enquir
the philosop . . 0, MOre spac: : quiry, refers to
of the Academy in the secpnd and third centurjeg BC. § P?Cnfxcauy‘ to the phil
ophy o} m was espoused. For instance, Carneades (C-2i3;'-1n Which 3 foren of Iii ilos-
skepticis of the school, is said to have challenged gy 28 BC), one of thm(l) erate
embers  our perceptions and claimed that no per 21C doctringg e leading
. fallibility o O : i Perception js -> Concerning th
infalll All we can be sure of is the nature of the uap 5 mfalhble oF 4 _g e
know.le ge'like the Pyrrhonians (see footnote 67), f(,,mulgta;ances", Still then Object 9f
skeptics: un which some things are more probable thap Ote a theory, Of’c d.academxc
according to w dgment on all things. Hume is often taken ters, and giq redible belief
5uspensiorl Y Jerate skepticism in the Enquiry. For a furtherodbe Vocatin Ocate 3
.H rprg; in #David Hur?sc;): HlisBI;yghonism and his Cr'fg ion of t%\i o :}(;p'
2 rd H- '~ Chappell (South Bend, Indiana; 19¢ Que of Pic,
R,Cha; edited by V,C- ppe€ 8)-] P}'l‘rhOnISmu in
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dulity. Every passion is mortified b
passion never is, nor can be carrie

therefore, that this philosophy,

Y it, except the love of truth; and that
d to too high a degree. It is surprising,

. which, in almost every instance, must
be harmless and innocent, should be the subject of so much groundless

reproach and obloquy. But, perhaps, the very circumstance, which ren-
ders it so innocent, is what chiefly exposes it to the public hatred and re-
sentment. By flattering no irregular passion, it gains few partizans: By
opposing so many vices and follies, it raises to itself abundance of
enemies, who stigmatize it as libertine, profane, and irreligious.

Nor need we fear, that this philosophy, while it endeavours to limit
our enquiries to common life, should ever undermine the reasonings of
common life, and carry its doubts so far as to destroy all action, as well
as speculation. Nature will always maintain her rights, and prevail in
the end over any abstract reasoning whatsoever. Though we should
conclude, for instance, as in the foregoing section, that, in all reasonings
from experience, there is a step taken by the mind, which is not sup-
ported by any argument or process of the understanding; there is no
danger, that these reasonings, on which almost all knowledge depends,
will ever be affected by such a discovery. If the mind be not engaged by
argument to make this step, it must be induced by some other principle
of equal weight and authority; and that principle will preserve its influ-
ence as long as human nature remains the same. What that principle is,
may well be worth the pains of enquiry.

Suppose a person, though endowed with the strongest faculties of
reason and reflection, to be brought on a sudden into this world; he
would, indeed, immediately observe a continual succession of objects,
and one event following another; but he would not be able to discover
any thing farther. He would not, at first, by any reasoning, be able to
reach the idea of cause and effect; since the particular powers, by which
all natural operations are performed, never appear to the senses; nor is
it reasonable to conclude, merely because one event, in one instance,
Precedes another, that therefore the one is the cause, the other the effect.
Their conjunction may be arbitrary and casual. There may be no reason
to infer the existence of one from the appearance of the other. Andin a
word, such a person, without more experience, could never employ hli
Conjecture or reasoning concerning any matter of fact, or be assured od
any thing beyond what was immediately present to his memory an
SenSeS. . laved

S“PPOSe again, that he has acquired more.experl.ence, and };32 tlo be
S0 long in the world as to have observed similar objects or e\}f‘{? oxperi-
COnstantly conjoined together; what is the consequence o§ t nlxsthgap’
€nce? He immediately infers the existence of one object 1ro
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llh tandi'%
not, by all his ex rience, .
pearance of the other-f \t(}e;:;hs:lraest powe)ll', by whicrl:e the onchglred n
idea or kno‘l:fl‘:i%z:) is it, by any process.of reasoning, he is en';:; Prg,
duces thfe Qt fe 'nce But still he finds hlmself determmed to draed }o
Craw this in ire sh(;uld be convinced, that his lmderstandin W it
And though eration' he would nevertheless continue i, eZs Ny
Partr S?Otfhteh&iei“g' There is some other principle, which dEterm;?e
;(1):1 to form such a conclusion. Fot wheres " .

This principle is CUSTOM or HABIT. For °ver the T€Petitiop of any
particular act or operation produces a pr Opensity to renew th, eay
or operation, without being impelled by any reasompg OF Procesg Ofthe
understanding; we always say, that thig Propensity jg .the effect y
Custom. By employing that word,. we pretend not to have gjvep, the yy
mate reason of such a propensity. We only point out g
human nature, which is universally acknowledged, ang Which g we]
known by its effects. Perhaps, we can push our €nquiries ng farther,
pretend to give the cause of this cause; but must regy Contented yjy, it
as the ultimate principle, which we can assign
from experience. It is sufficient satisfaction, tha

Principle

conjunction of twg objects,
solidity, we are determin

P‘?”e}i by another, coy|q infer, that €very other body will move after2
hke lmpulSe. Al i

: ts of
inferences from €Xperience, therefore, are effec
Custom, not of reasoning 20
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Custom, then, is the great guide of human life. It is that
alone, which renders our experience usefy] to us,
for the future, a similar train of events with those
in the past. Without the influence of custom,
ignorant of every matter of fact, beyond what is
the memory and senses. We should never know
ends, or to employ our natural
There would be an end at once
speculation.

principle
and makes us expect,
which have appeared
we should be entirely
immediately present to
how to adjust means to
powers in the production of any effect.
of all action, as well as of the chief part of

may be defended, either from reason, wh
of human nature, teaches, that no man ¢
from experience and history, which info
every age and country, has been found

ich reflecting on the great frailty and corruption
an safely be trusted with unlimited authority; or
rm us of the enormous abuses, that ambition, in

to make of so imprudent a confidence.
The same distinction between reason and experience is maintained in all our delibera-

tions concerning the conduct of life; while the experienced statesman, general, physician,
or merchant is trusted and followed; and the unpractised novice, with whatever natural
talents endowed, neglected and despised. Though it be allowed, that reason may form
very plausible conjectures with regard to the consequences of such a particular conduct
in such particular circumstances; it is still supposed imperfect, without the assistance of

experience, which is alone able to give stability and certainty to the maxims, derived
from study and reflection.

But notwithstanding that this distinctio
active and speculative scenes of life,
erroneous, at least, superficial.

If we examine those arguments which, in any of the sciences above-mentioned, are
supposed to be the mere effects of reasoning and reflection, they will be found to termi-
nate, at last, in some general principle or conclusion, for which we can assign no reason
but observation and experience. The only difference between them and those maxims,
which are vulgarly esteemed the result of pure experience, is, that the former cannot be
established without some process of thought, and some reflection on what we have
observed, in order to distinguish its circumstances, and trace its consequences: Whereas
in the latter, the experienced event is exactly and fully similar to that which we infer as
the result of any particular situation. The history of a TiBERIUS or a NERO makes us dread a
like tyranny, were our monarchs freed from the restraints of laws and senates: But the
Observation of any fraud or cruelty in private life is sufficient, with the aid of a little
thought, to give us the same apprehension; while it serves as an instance of the general
corruption of human nature, and shows us the danger which we must incur by reposing
an entire confidence in mankind. In both cases, it is experience which is ultimately the
Oundation of our inference and conclusion.

. "€re is no man so young and unexperienced, as not to have formed, from obser.vaj
lon, Mmany general and just maxims concerning human affairs and thg conducg of life;
but jt must be confessed, that, when a man comes to put these in practice, he wn.ll be ex-
tremely Jiable to error, till time and farther experience both enlarge these maxims, and
teac, him their Proper use and application. In every situation or incident, there are r.na:z'
Particular ang seemingly minute circumstances, which the man of greatest talents ";'u
r:t' apt to overlook, though on them the justness of his conclusions, and C:“@‘i’:nez
the Prudence of hjs conduct, entirely depend. Not to mention, that, to a young r can
Seneral Observations and maxims occur not always on the proper occasions, n
‘ e n unex-
.'mmedlately applied with due calmness and distinction. The truth is, a g
Perienceq reason t all, were he absolutely unexperienced; an
When y,, isoner could be no reasoner at all, it only in a comparative sense, and
s“PPOsee assign that character to any one, we mean it only n fect degree.
him possessed of experience, in a smaller and more imper:

n be thus universally received, both in the
I'shall not scruple to pronounce, that it is, at bottom,
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- An Enquiry Concerning Humap Un derstandi

But here it may be proper to remark, that thcc;ugh our CO“CIusiOn
ience carry us beyond our memory an 1 senses, ang assyp S
from experleff t, which happened in the most distant places and ey
of matters al ath some fact must always be present to the SEns:SIOSt
remote ages; yet S h we may first proceed in drawing these ¢, .
memory, from which we may . s €se cong,.
) A man, who should find in a desert country the .reman?s of pory,
S s buildi Id conclude, that the country had, in ancient ;
pous buildings, would conclude, . but did nothing of th Mes,
been cultivated by civilized inhabitants; but 1d nothing of this Natur,
occur to him, he could never form such an inference. We leary, the
events of former ages from history; but othen we must peruse the Vo).
umes, in which this instruction is contame.d, and th?nce carry up O_ur
inferences from one testimony to another, till we arrive a.t the eye-wit.
nesses and spectators of these distant events. In a word, if we Proceed
not upon some fact, present to the memory or sense.s, our 'reason{ngs
would be merely hypothetical; and howevef the'partlcular links might
be connected with each other, the whole chain of inferences wpuld have
nothing to support it, nor could we ever, by its means, arrive at the
knowledge of any real existence. If I ask, why you believe any partlculalr
matter of fact, which you relate, you must tell me some reason; and this
reason will be some other fact, connected with it. But as you cannot pro-
ceed after this manner, in infinitum, you must at last terminate in some
fact, which is present to your memory or senses; or must allow that
your belief is entirely without foundation.

What then is the conclusion of the whole matter? A simple one;
though, it must be confessed, pretty remote from the common theories
of philosophy. All belief of matter of fact or real existence is derived
merely from some object, present to the memory or senses, and a cus-
tomary conjunction between that and some other object. Or in other
words; having found, in many instances, that any two kinds of objects,
flame and heat, snow and cold, have always been conjoined together; if

able, either to produce,

At this point, jt woul
ical research
farther; and

most restless

or to prevent.

e g be very allowable for ys to stop our philosoph-
in all quest; questions, we can never make a single step
and Cq estions, We must terminate here at last, after our

urious enquiries, Byt still our Curiosity will be par-

P i
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Jonable, perhaps commen@able, if it carry us on to still farther re-
cearches, and make us €xamine more accurately the nature of this belief,
and of the a{stomary conj u.nctz.on, whence it is derived. By this means we
may meet with some explications and analogies, that will give satisfac-
tion; at least to such as love the abstract sciences, and can be entertained
with speculations, Whlch, however accurate, may still retain a degree of
doubt and uncertainty. As to readers of a different taste; the remaining
part of this section is not calculated for them, and the following en-
quiries may well be understood, though it be neglected.

PARTIL

Nothing is more free than the imagination of man; and though it can-
not exceed that original stock of ideas, furnished by the internal and ex-
ternal senses, it has unlimited power of mixing, compounding, separat-
ing, and dividing these ideas, in all the varieties of fiction and visi.on. It
can feign a train of events, with all the appearance of reality, ascribe to
them a particular time and place, conceive them as existent, and paint
them out to itself with every circumstance, that belongs to any histori-
cal fact, which it believes with the greatest certainty. Wherein, there-
fore, consists the difference between such a fiction and belief? It lies not
merely in any peculiar idea, which is annexed to such a conception as
commands our assent, and which is wanting to every known fiction.
For as the mind has authority over all its ideas, it could voluntarily an-
nex this particular idea to any fiction, and consequently be able to be-
lieve whatever it pleases; contrary to what we find by daily experience.
We can, in our conception, join the head of a man to the body of a
horse; but it is not in our power to believe, that such an animal has ever
really existed.
inI: Ofr(r)1HOWS, therefore, that the difference between fiction and belief lies
Ormere segtlmgnt or feeling, which is anpexed to the latter, not to the
b easur’ear;t which deper;ds not on the W}ll, nor can be coxpmanded at
must ariée frr:USthbe exc.lted by. natgre, !1ke al.l other sc.entn:nents; and
any Particularn'l the particular situation, in w}'uch the mind is placed at
Y Or senges, 1 i uncture. Whenever any object is presentc;sd to th.e memo-
on ¢ COnéeiv m’l:‘edlat?ly, by tl.le f(?rce of custom, carries the imagina-
®Onception - f that objgct, which is usually conjoined to it; and this
lFoose reveriey ao ftended with a feeling or sentiment, different from the
n°r Bthere ig the fancy. In this consists the whole nature of belief.
O conea: O matter of fact which we believe so firmly, that we can-

Co t
%:tcle ion asser?tcgmraryf there would be no difference between the
Imep Whichg t0, and that which is rejected, were it not for some

istinguishes the one from the other. If I see a billiard-




