


ADVERTISEMENT.

Avrrer an interval of more than twenty years, 1
venture to present to the public a Second Volume
on the Philosophy of the Human Mind.

When the preceding Part was sent to the
press, I expected that a few short chapters would
comprehend all that 1 had further to offer con-
cerning the Intellectual Powers ; and that I

“should be able to° employ the greater part of
- this Volume in examining those principles of our
'-constitnnon, \‘whwh are 1mmed1ately connected
with the Theory of Mox :
ever, to attempt an analym | Reason, in the moq/%/
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strict ,acceptation of that term, I found so ‘many
doubts crowding on me with respect to the logical
doctrines then generally received, that I was foreed
to abandon the comparatively limited plan accord-
ing to which I had originally intended to treat
of the Understanding, and, in the mean time, to
suspend the continuation of my work, till a more
unbroken leisure should allow me to resume it

with a less divided attention.

Of the accidents which have-since occurred to
retard my progress, it is unnec'essary to' take any
notice here. " T allude to them, merely as an apo-
logy for those defects of method, which are the na-
tural, and perhaps the unavoidable consequences of
the frequent interruptions by which the train of
my thoughts has been diverted to other pursuits.
Such of my readers as are able to judge how very
large a proportion of my materials has been the
fruit of my own meditations ; and who are aware
of the fugitive nature of our reasonings concerning
phenomena so far removed from the perceptions

 of Sense, will easily conceive the difficulty I must

sionally have experienced, in deeyphering the
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short and slight hints on these topics, which I had
* committed to writing at remote periods of my life ;
and still more, in recovering the thread which had
at first connected them together in the order of my
nesearcbes

I have repeatedly had occasion to regret the
tendency of this intermitted and irregular mode of
composition, to deprive my speculations of those
advantages, in point of continuity, which, to the
- utmost of my power, I have endeavoured to give
them. But I would willingly indulge the hope,
that this is a blemish more likely to meet the eye
of the author than of the reader; and I am con-
fident, that the critic who shall honour me with

a sufficient "degree of attention, to detect it where
o may occur, will not be inclined to treat it with
.. an undue severity.

A Third Volume (of; which the chief materials are-

_already phepared) will comprehend all that I mean

to publish under the title of the Philosophy of the
Human Mind. The principal subjects allotted for
it are Language ; Imitation ; the Varieties of Intel-
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lectual Character ; and the Faculties by which Man
is distinguished from the lower animals. The two
first of these articles belong, in strict propriety, to
this second part of my work ; but the size of the
volume has prevented me from entering on the
consideration of them at present.

The circumstances which have so long delayed
the publication of these volumes on the Intellectual
Powers, have not operated, in an equal degree, to
prevent the prosecution of my inquiries into those
principles of Human Nature, to which my atten-
tion was, for many years, statedly and forcibly cal-

led by my official duty. Much, indeed, still re-

mains to be done in maturing, digesting, and ar-
ranging many of the doctrines which I was accus-
tomed to introduce into my lectures ; but if T shall
be blessed, for a few years longer, with a moderate .
share of health and- of mental vigour, I do not alto-
gether despair of yet contributing something, in
the form of Essays, to fill up the outlifle which
the sanguine imagination of youth encouraged
me to conceive, before 1 had dlily' measured the
magnitude of my undertaking with the time or
. i 1 j

.



ARVEBTIBENQN‘I:. ix

with the abilities vrwh,reh 1 could' devote to the
execulmon 502 30

';The volume ‘which T néw publish s more parti-
cularly intended for the use of Academical Students ;
and is offered to them as a guide or assistant, at
that important stage of their progress when, the
usual course of discipline being completed, an in-

quisitive mind is naturally led to review its past at-
~ tainments, and to form plans for its future improve-
ment. In the prosecution of this design, I have
not aimed at the establishment of new theories ;
far less have I aspiréd to the invention of any new
organ for the discovery of truth. My principal
object is to aid my readers in unlearning the
scholastic érrors which, in a greater or less de-
" gree, still maintain their ground in our most cele-
brated seats of learning ; and by subjecting to free,
- but I trust, not sceptical discussion, the more en-
lightened though discordant systems of modern Lo-
gicians, to accustom the uuderstandmg to the un-
fettered exercise om native capacities. That se-
. veml of the views opened in the followmg pages ap-

tp,mywlf original, and of some 1mportance, ' 8
b ‘
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will not deny ; but the reception these may* meet:
with, I shall regai'd as a matter of comparative i :
difference, if my labours be found useful in train
ing the mind to those habits of reflection on its own
operations, which may enable it to superadd to the
instructions of the schools, that higher education
which no schools can bestow.

Kinneil- House, 22d November 18183,

S



Page-
OF REASON, OR THE UNDZRSTANDING, PROPERLY 80 CALLED; AND THE
YARIOUS FACULTIES AND OPERATIONS MORE IMMEDIATELY CONNECT-
ED WITH IT, v . f . . . . 8-

} Preliminary Observations on the Vagueness and Ambiguity of the common
Philosophical Language relative to this part of our Constitution.=Reason
and Reasoning,~=Understanding,— Intellect,~Judgment, &c. . . ib.
CHAP. L.=0f the Fundamental Lgws of Human Belief ; or the Primary

/‘ Elements of Human Reason, ¢ g v 2 . 27
] .Secr. 1.—Of Mathematical Axioms, ! . . . 28
dteafiy ; o : ’ . ’ ib.

f I1. Continuation of the same Subject, . . . 45

Sger. IL.—Of certain Laws of Belief, inseparably connected with the
exercise of Consciousness, Memory, Perception, and Reasoning, 50
Secr. IIL—Continuation of the Subject,—~Critical Remarks on some
late Controversies to which 1t has given nse.~=Of the Appeals which
Dr Reid and some other Modern Writers have made, in their Phi-
losophical Discussions, to Common Sense, as a Criterion of Truth, 66

' “CHAP. 11.—Of Reasoning and of Deductive Evtdence, . oo 91
&% sser. L - . . ib.
F ik Doubu with mpect to Lockes Dutmcuon between the
K Powers of Intuition and of Reasoning, ; ib,
o 11. Conclusions obtained by a Process of Deduction ofun
; nustaken for lotuitive Judgments, . o . 100
- Sger, ILe=Of General Reasoning, 2 i 106
- 1, Hlustrations of some churlu fonnetly uned in uomng

: «" o‘Ah"‘cuon 0 s . % ib'




xii CONTENTS. //////

11. Continuation of the Subject.
an Instrument of Thought,

III. Continuation of the Subje/—Visionary Theon.es of some
Logicians, occasi oy their inattention to the Essential

- Distinction betweg Mathematics and other Sciences,

1V, Continuation of *ie Subjeét.—Peculiar and supereminent
Advantages d by Mathematicians, in consequence
of their definite Phrageolo . .

Secr, IL=~Of Mathematical Demonstration, % ’

I. Of the Circumstance on which Demonstrative Evidence
essentially depends,w

I1. Continuation of the Sub_]ect —How far it is true that all
Mathematical Evidence is resolvable into 1dentical Pro-
positions,

111, Continuation of ihe Subject ) vxdence of the Mecham-
cal Plulouophy, not to be confounded with that which is
properly called Demonstrative or Mathematical. ~Op-
pesite Error of some late Writers, v ¥

ch'r 1V.—Of our Reasonings conceming Probable or Contmgent
Truths, 4 -

1. Narrow Fusld of Demopunuve vadznce.-—-Of Demone
strative Evidence, when combined with that of Sense, as.
in Practical Geometry ; and with those of Sense and of
Induction, as in the Mechanical Philosophy.—Remarks
on a Fundamental Law of Belief, involved in all our
Reasonings concerning Contingent Truths, »

11. Continuation of the Subject—Of that Permanence or
Stability in the Order of Nature, which is presupposed
in our Reasonings concerning Contingent Truths,

111, Continuation of the Subject.~~General Remarks on the
Difference  between: the Evidence: of Expenence,

. that of Amalogy, '« lu e b :
1V. Continuation of the Suh)ect.—-Endence of Teumnony
tacitly recognized as a ground of Bélief, inlour most cer-
tain Conclusions concerning. Contingent Truths,—Dif=
- ference between the logical and Ihe ppdu meanings

1" of the word, thblllty, 3 fa
CHAP 111.—Of the Aristotelian Loglc, e T g
Skcr. L—0Of the Demonstrations of lh S;ﬂopldu %m by
”tmmmmem RN X

138

147
150

ib.

“ |

178

203

ib.
)

m[

euk

239

L



——

W CONTENTS. Xiil

. N Page
Sect. IL.—General Re\ﬂ@tiom on the Aim of the Aristotelian Logic,
and on the Intellectuai™Elabits which the study of it has a tendency
to form.—That the imprc-ement of the :_power of Reasoning ought
to be regarded as only a secoydary Object i in the cultunc of the Un-

§ derstanding, . \d . . . 270
Sect. HL.—Io what respects the study of the Amtotelum-Loglc may

be useful to Disputants,—A g(-neml acquaintance with it justly re-

garded as an essential accomplishment to those who are liberally

educated.—Doubts suggested by some late Writers, concerning Aris-

totle’s claims to the invention of the Syllogistic Theory, . 280
CHAP. IV.—0Of the Method of lnqulry pomted out in the Etpeumenml or
Inductive Logic, i . . 308
Sect. l.—Mistakes of the Anclenu concerning tlw prop Tt TWhi,
x losophy.—Ideas of Bacon on the same subject.—Indu )l'
‘ ing.—Aualysis and Synthesis.—Essential difference betw 5
\ mate and Hypotheucal Theories, i ib
{ Secr. I1.—Continuation of the Subject.—~The lnducuon of Afistotl
et compared with that of Bacon, 3 338
’ Sect. IIL—=0Of the Import of the words Analym and Sy nthcm in the
Language of Modern Philosophy, 5 . . 853
{ I. Preliminary Observations on the Analysis and S_ynthem of
: ( the Greek Geometricians, . . 354
II. Critical Remarks on the vague Use, among Modern
i Writers, of the Terms Analysis and Synthesis, . 365
Secer. IV.—The Consideration of the Inductive Logic resumed, . 382

i I. Additional Remarks on the distinction between Experi-

ence and Analogy.—Of the grounds afforded by the lat-

‘ ter for Scientific Inference and Conjecture, . ib.

{y \ 1. Use and Abuse of Hypotheses in Philosophical lnqumes

/ ‘ — Difference between Gratuitous Hypotheses, and those
which are supported by presumptions suggested by Ana-
logy.—Indirect Evidence which 3 Hypothesis may derive
from its agreement with the Phenomena.~Cautions
agaiust extending some of these conclusious to the Phi-

losophy of the Human Mind, . . . 402
IIL Supplemental Observations on the words lnducuon and
Annlogy, as used in Mathematics, -+ . 427

Seer. V.—Of certain misapplications of the words Experience and In-
. duction in the phraseology of Modern Science.—Illustrations from
Medicine and from Political Economy, g - . . 435



»loxte g CONTENTS. S Y
src'r. Vl.—-Of the Speculation concerning Fi-44 Causes, .1 453
& 1. Opinion of Lord Bacon on- b_;ect.—-l"ml Causes

rejected by Des Cartes, Aod by the majority of French’
Philosophers —~Recogrhzed as legitimate Objects of re-
search by Newton -Taculy acknowledged by all as a

«  useful Logical 1de, even in Sciences which have no

& immediate relation to Theology, . 3 b,

II. Danger of coﬂ'oundmg Fnal with Physical Cluses in tho
Philosophy of the Human Mind, 3 o . 479

Conclusion of Part Second, 5 x . " . a 484
Notes AND ILLUSTRATIONS, . i . B i . 405
A | b sk
|
i
s . |
o
¥ & i
[‘ Y 5
.
s 2 - A
y T i L £
¢ 5 & .
e T At & :a’ | %




ELEMENTS

OF THE

“  PHILOSOPHY OF THE HUMAN MIND. *

PART SECOND.




ELEMENTS

OF THE

PHILOSOPHY OF THE HUMAN MIND.

PART SECOND.

‘OF REASON, OR THE UNDERSTANDING PROPERLY SO CAL-
LED; AND THE VARIOUS FACULTIES AND OPERATIONS
MORE IMMEDIATELY CONNECTED WITH IT.

PRELIMINARY OBSERVATIONS ON THE VAGUENESS AND AMBIGUITY OF
THE COMMON PHILOSOPHICAL LANGUAGE RELATIVE TO THIS PART OF

w
r

INTELLECT,~JUDGMENT, &c.

‘ Tus power of Reason, of which I'am now to treat, is un-
? (questionably the most important by far, of those which are
i comprehepde(l under the general title of Intellectual. It is on

5“ the right use of this power, that our success in the pursuit both -

of knowledge and of happiness depends; and itis by the ex-
~ clusive possesslon of it that Man is distinguished, in the most
Wl reapects, from the lower animals. It is, indeed, from

OUR CONSTITUTION.~—~REASON AND REASONING,~~UNDERSTANDING ,~~
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their subserviency to its operations, that the other faculties,
which have been hitherto under our consideration, derive their
chief value.. . T
In proportion to the ‘peculiar importance of .this subject qre

its extent and its difficulty ;—both of them such as to" lay me &
under a necessity, now that I am to enter on the discussion, - *ﬁ
to contract, in various instances, those designs in which I was
accustomed to indulge myself, when I looked forward to it from
a distance. The execution of them at present, even if I were %
more comp'ct.cnt to the task, élppeurs to me, on a closer exami- .
nation, to be altogeiher incompatible with the comprehensive-
ness of the general plan which was sketched out in the adver- =
tisement prefixed to the former volume ; and to the accomplishe
ment of which T am anxious, in the first instance, to direct my
efforts.  If that undertaking should ever be completed, I may
perhaps be able afterwards to offer additional illustrations of
certain articles, which the limits of this part of my work pre-
vent me from considering with the attention which they deserve.
I'should wish,in particuiar, to contribute something more than I
can bere introduce, towards a rational and practical system of
Logic, adapted to the present state of human knowledge, and
to the real business of human life.

¥

© % What subject (says Burke) does not branch out to infinity!
Tt is the nature of our particular scheme, and dw point
“sof view in which we.consider it, which eught to putastop
“ to our researches *.” How fomh!ydoes the remark apply ‘




all Bmse speculations itk relate to the pnncnples of the Hu-

ma.n Mmd! i

it .

I ’have ﬂvequenﬂy had occasion, in the course of the foregoing
d'qmsmons, to regret the obscurity in- “which this department
of philosophy is involved, by the vagueness and ambiguity of

words ; and I have mentioned, at the same time, my unwilling~'

ness Lo attempt verbal innovations, wherever 1 could possibly
avoid them, without essential injury to my argument. The
rule which I have adopted in my own practice is, to give to
every faculty and operation of the mind its own appropriate
name ; following, in the selection of this name, the. prevalent
use of our best writers ; and endeavouring afterwards, as far as
I have been able, to employ each word exclusively, in that ac-
ceptation in which it has hitherto been used most generally.
In the judgments which I have formed on points of this sort,
it is more than probable that I may sometimes have been mis-
taken ; but the mistake is of little consequence, if I myself
have invariably annexed the same meaning to the same phrase ;
~—an accuracy which I am not so presumptuous as to imagine
that T have uniformly attained, but which I am conscious of
having, at least, uniforinly attempted. How far 1 have suc-
ceeded, they alone who have followed my reasonings with a

~ very" critical attention are qualified to determine; for it is

‘not by the statement of formal definitions, but by the habitual
~use of precise and appropriate language, that 1 have endea-
: mared t&gx in my reader’s mind the gxact import of my ex-'

&5

juct
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* ideas, I'do not mean to censure the practice of those who
may have understood them in a sense different from that which
I annex to them ; but I found that, without such an appropria«
tion, I could not explain my notions respecting the human
mind, with any tolerable degree of distinctness. 'Fhis scgu-
pulous appropriation of terms, if it can be called an innovation,
is the only one which I have attempted to introduce ; for in
no instance have I presumed to annex a philosophical mean-
ing to a technical word belonging to this branch of science,
without having previously shewn, that it has been used in the
same sense by good writers, in some passages of their works.
After doing tiis, I hope I shall not be accused of affectation,
when I decline to use it in any of the other acceptations in 4
which, from carelessness or from want of precision, they may :
have been led occasionally to employ it.

Some remarkable instances of vagueness and ambiguity in
the employment of words, occur in that branch of my subject
of which I am now to treat. The word Reason itself is far
from being precise in its meaning. In common and popular
discourse, it denotes that power by which we distinguish trath
from falsehood, and right from wrong; and by which we are

« enabled to combine means for the attainment of particular
ends. Whether these different capacities are, with strict logical
~ propriety, referred to the same power, is a question which I
J . shall examine in another part of my work’; but that they are
“all included in the idea which i is gen@lly.annexed to the word '-,,'
reason, there can be no doubt ; and the case, so far as I lmovw;

_1s the same with the correspondmg I in aﬁW \g
ever..Thefac&pobablthhatﬂnswordyasw ployed &
&“ 5 » - N : a * T B ‘,!
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td wgprehend the principles, whatever they are, by which'
; man is distinguished from the brutes ; and afterwards came to

be somewhat hmlwd in its meaning, by the more obvious con-
clusions concermng the hature of that distinction, which pre-
sent themselves to the common sense of mankind. It is in this

. enlarged meaning that it is opposed to instinct by Pope:

“ And Reason raise o'er Instinct as you can;
¢ In this 'tis God directs, in that 'tis Man,”

It was thus, too, that Milton plainly understood the term,
when he remarked, that smiles imply the exercise of reason ;

“ Smiles from Reason flow,
. ¢ To brutes denied :"m——

And still more explicitly in these noble lines :

« There wanted yet the master-work, the end -

. ? “ Of all yet done ; acreature who, not prone
. ¢ And brute as other creatures, but endued
“ With sanctity of Reasox, might erect
“ His stature, and upright with front serene
“ Govern the rest, self-knowing ; and from thence,
¢ Magnanimous, to correspond with heaven ;
“ Buyt, grateful to acknowledge whence his good
¢ Descends, thither with heart, and voice, and eyes
o a B3 ¢ Directed in dévotion, to adore  »
* e -;“ And worship God Supreme, who made him chiof e
AR * % Of all his works.”" ! o
SOy i e S R s *‘l"’ > o 1 i 4 oy
) **Mong the vaxgous characbensncs of humanity, the power of
e o £ complish ends, together with the power

mseﬁod, and \ﬁht from wrong, :
© ks
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are obviously the most conspicuous and important ; m&m
cordingly itis to these that the word reason, even in its most

3

comprehensive acceptation, is now exclusively restricted®.

Y

By some philosophers, the meaning of the word has been, of
late, restricted still farther; to the power by which wé distine

-

# This, 1think, is the meaning which most naturally presents itself to common read-
ers, when the word reason occurs in authors not affecting to aim at any nice logical dis-
tinetions ; and it is certainly the meaning which must be annexed to it, in some of the
most serious and important arguments in which it has ever been employed. In the fol-
lowing passage, for example, where Mr Locke contrasts t.llxg’lklgt of Reason with that
of Revelation, he plainly proceeds on the supposition, that it is competent to appeal to
the former, as affording a standard of right and wrong, not less than of speculative truth
and falsehood ; nor can there be a doubt that, when he speaks of #ruth as the objec't of
natural reason, it was principally, if not wholly, moral truth, which he had inhis view :
“ Reason is natural revelation, whereby-the eternal Father of Light, and fountain of all
“ knowledge, communicates to mankind that portion of truth which he has'laid within
“ the reach of their natural faculties. Revelation is natural reason, enlarged by a new
« get of discoveries, communicated by God immediately, which reason wouches the
““truth of, by the testimony and proofs it gives that they come from God, _Sothat
* he who takes away reason to make way for revelation, puts out the light of both,
“ and does much the same, as if he would persuade a man to put out his""eyes, the
“ Dbetter to receive the remote Inght of un invisible star by a telescope. '— Locke’s Essay,
B.iv. c. 19

A passage still more explicit for my present purpose occurs in the pleasing and philo-
sophical conjectures of Huyghens, concerning the planetary worlds.  Positis vero-
“ ejusmodi planetarum incolis ratione utentibus, quwri adhuc potest, anne idem illic,
“ atque apud nos, sit hoc quod rationem vocamus.  Quod quidem ita esse omnino di-
% cendum videtur, neque aliter fieri posse : sive nmm rationis in lmmudqpmul que
% ad mom et equitatem perunenh sive in iis q t ad prmclph et fundamenta
B “ pﬂummm Etenim ratio lpudnu est, que justitize, honesti, laudis, cles
L ﬁmm‘tudhhwmhwbmhmwaquw

“ ad hac ‘animum duciphuo. mm m upm *ﬂ ﬂ:%

&¥s
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guiah .tmth from falsehood, and combine means for the accom-
plishment of our purposes ;—the capacity of distinguishing right
from wrong, being referred to a separate principle or faculty,
to which different names have been assigned in different ethical
'theones. The following passage from Mr Hume contains one
of the most explicit statements of this lumtauon which I can
recollect : “ Thus, the distinct boundaries and offices of reason
% and of taste are easily ascertained. The former conveys the
% knowledge of truth and falsehood ; the latter gives the senti-
“ ment of beauty and deformity,—vice and virtue. Reason,
» Being cool and disengaged, is no motive to action, and di-
“ rects only the impulse received from appetite or inclination,
- by shewmg us the means of attaining happiness or avoiding
« misery. Taste, as it gives pleasure or pain, and thereby con-
“ stitutes happiness or misery, becomes a motive to action, and
¢ is the first spring or impulse to desire and volition *.”

On the justness of this statement of Mr Hume, I have no
remarks to offer here; as my sole object in quoting it was to
illustrate the different meanings annexed to the word reason by
different writers. It will appear afterwards, that, in conse-
quence of this circumstance, some controversies, which have
been keenly agitated about the principles of morals, resolve
entirely into verbal disputes; or at most, into questions of ar-
rangement and classification, of little comparative moment to

~ the points at issue.

- * Essays and Treatises, &c. Appendlx, concemmg Moral Sentiment. :
4 Inconfirmation of this remark, I shall only quote at present a few sentences from
an excelient q&eoptn1bll); Adams of Oxford, on the nature and obligations of virtue.
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Another ambiguity in the word reason, it is of still greater
consequence to point out at present; an ambiguity which
leads us to confound our rational powers in general, with that
particular branch of them, known among logicians by the
name of the Discursive fuculty. 'The affinity between the words
reason and reasoning sufficiently accounts for this inaceuracy
in common and popular language ; although it cannot fail to
appear obvious, on the slightest reflection, that, in strict pro-
priety, reasoning only expresses one of the various functions
or operations of reason ; and that an extraordinary capacity
for the former by no means affords a test by which the other
constituent elements of the latter may be measured *. Nor is
it to common and popular language that this inaccuracy is
confined. It has extended itself to the systems of some of our
most acute philosophers, and has, in various instances, produ-
ced an apparent diversity of opinion where there was little or

none in reality.

“ Nothing can bring us under an obligation to do what appears to our moral judgment
“ wrong. It may be supposed our interest to do this; but it cannot be supposed our

“ duty.- Power may compel, interest may bribe, pleasure may persuade ; but
“ nrason only can oblige. This is the only authority which rational beings can own,
¢ and to which they owe obedience.”

It must appear perfectly obviousto every reader, that the apparent difference of opi-
nion between this writer and Mr Hume, turns chiefly on the different degrees of lati-
tude with which they have used the word reason. Of the two, there cannot be a doubt
~ that Dr Adams has adhered by far the most faithfully, not only to its acceptation in the
- works of our best English authors, but to the acceptation of the corresponding term in
‘the ancient languages. “ Est quidem vera lex, recta ratio———que vocet ad
« officium, jubendo; vetando, afraude deterreat,” &c. &c.

® & The two most different things in the world (says Locke) are, a loglal clumer,

i »
. u.udamnofmson —Condudg'th UndmlMug §8. ) ;
i o o B ;@ e . G
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et N:o hypothesis (says Dr Campbell) hitherto invented, hath
“ shewn that, by means of the discursive faculty, without the
« aid of any other mental power, we could ever obtain a notion
« of either the beautiful or the good *.” The remark is undoubt-
edly true, and may be applled to. all those systems which
ascribe to reason the origin of our moral ideas, Jf the expres-
sions reason and discursive faculty be used as $ynonymous.
But it was assuredly not in this restricted acceptation, that
" the word reason was understood by those ethical writers al
whose doctrines this criticism seems to have been poiated by
the ingenious author. That the discursive faculty alone is
sufficient to account for the origin of ot our mmal ideas, 1 do
not know that any theorist, ancient or modern, has yet ven-
tured to assert.

Various other philosophical disputes might be mentioned,
which would be at once brought to a conclusion, if this distinc-
tion between reason and the power of reasoning were steadily

kept in view . !

* Philosophy of Rhetoric, Vol. I. p. 204.

1 It is curious, that Dr Johnson has assigned to this very limited, and (according to
present usage) very doubtful interpretation of the word reason, the first place in his enu-
meration of its various meanings, as if he had thought it the sense in which it #most
properly and correctly employed. * Reason (he tells us) is the power by which man
“ deduces one proposition from another, or proceeds from premises to consequences.”
The authority which he has quoted for this definition is still more curious, being mani-
festly altogether inapplicable to his purpose. “ Reason is the director of man's will,
_ “ discovering in action what is good ; for the laws of well-doing are the dictates of right

“ reason.”— Hooker.

lnthedafumcle of the same enmmm,hemws,asadumamwungofﬂw
same word, "Mnam%?mw power. Wht possible difference could he conceive

)
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In themhlchlmakeoftbeword ream,mthenﬂdefihe
following disquisitions, I employ it in a manner to which no phi-
losopher can object—to denote merely the power by which we
distinguish truth from falsehood, and combine means for the at-

*/ tainment of our ends : omitting for the present all consideration of
that function which many have ‘ascribed to it, of distinguish- -
ing right from ;w;‘ong; without, however, presuming to call .
in question the accuracy of those by whom the term has

._been thus explained. Under the title of Reason, 1 shall con-
sider also whatever faculties and operations appear to be.
more immediately and essentially connected with the discove-
ry of truth, or the atiainment of the objects of our pursuit,—
more particularly the Power of Reasoning or Deduction; but.
distinguishing, as carefully as I can, our capacity of carrying’

g "gj
¥

o

d . betwuendmugmﬁuuonmdthnabouqumed? The authority, however, which he
5y, for this last explanation is worth transcribing. It is a passage from Sir John
mhmthn fanciful writer states a distinction between reason and understand-
” ing; tovh&chhenmmhnebmhdbyaconwtfoundodondmr tapecuve ety-‘
‘,h&ogiu.
. “mﬁmw.dmﬁummm
~ % The name of Renson she obtains by this ; ‘ t
“ But when by Reason she the truth hath found, 30 hdo Rl Tnid 5;\:'3::%»
o0 Aud standeth fixt, she Understanding i i o
mwuﬁnmm&andhmwummwdﬁmn L
bwwiﬂldnmbmunﬁon'hiehiﬂld‘riwd. It denotes a character in which
*(mmmuumw)muwmm
: ,:MWM%W:'“ implies mo particular propensity to a display of the
discursive power, if indeed it does not m&hum&m !M‘&
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on _gg_,lq@&w&om those more comprehewve porwers «
w'lli'%mfmlmdmtoodtoxmply NI kg
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“The latitude with which' this word has boen s0 umversally
used, seemed to recommend it as a convenient one for a gene-
ral title, of which the object is rather comprehensio‘u" than pre-
cision. ' In the discussion of particular questions, I shall avoid

~ the employment of it as far as I am able; and shall endeavour
to select other modes of speaking, more excluuvely sxgmﬁcanl.
of the'ideas ‘which I wnhw ounwey L ST T TR
s lings

SR I - -

B 2 S
: ; 5 *

b Gile s thh:mdnable woman, we may venture to conjecture, with some confidence, that
she did not belong to the  class of those femmes raisonneuses, so happily described by
Moliere::

“ Raisonner est emploi de toute ma maison

“ Kt le raisonnement en bannit la raison.”

?‘ - Mr Locke too has prcﬁxed the same title, Of Reason, to the 17th chapter ofhis Fourth
B Book, using the word in a sense nearly comcldmg with that very extensive one which I
, whh my readers to annex to it here.

i Aﬁctobnrvmg that by reason he means that fkculcy whereby man is supponed tobe
¢ distinguished from brutes, and wherem it is evident he much lnrpauel them ;” he adds,
that “ we may in reason consider these four. degrees ;—the first and highest is the discover-
“ing and finding out of proofs; the second, the regular and methodical disposition of
4 them, and laying them in a clear and fit order, to make their connection and force be
« plainly and easily perceived ; the third is the perceiving their connection ; and the
“ fourth is making a right.conclusion.”. . . ¥
Dthd‘uuhcityforthhwdthewmdhequdlyexplim “ Thpowuofrea—
'; - * soning is very nearly allied to that of judging. - We include both under the name of
« reason."—Intellect. Powers, p.671. dtoedit. . .. . Sl
:u.‘_ mmw the,seme purpose i furnished by Milton :
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amk is seidom'br nemapplwdloaw our fqanlm mcm

m - immediately subservient to the investigation of truth, or
to, the regulation of our conduct. In this sense, it is so far from
bemg understood to %npmw ﬂnfawmnnfulmw
Fancy, and Wit, that it is often stated in direct opposition 10
them ; uamthe.." n mxm,thatnmundnndemtandmg
and a wa.rm;magmatwn sa :
Byt ph

all a.e powers whwh 1 hm eaumted u»da tmiﬂp;of in-
- tellectual ; referring to it Imagination, Memory, and Perception,
agwcll as tlmfaculuen to whxch xt,u appropmted m popy}gg

Sl




whwh ,m indnpenuhh for'an accurate exnmmanon Dﬁqﬂlﬂi‘
snh]wt 2 nor mn uma&m‘al to bestow on those faculties, wlﬁehs.
are all mhaement in one way or another to the right exercme
of the Understanding, the name of thawwer, from the:r réla-
m mwhmh their cheﬁmlw% 4

some ns@ tb dlsengage it ﬁon the ambnguxty _]ust remarked
and it is on this account that I have followed the example of

: some;late-wmers, in distinguishing the two classes of powers

which were formerly referred to the Understanding and to the
Wi ‘~”h};oamngﬂm former intellectual, and the latter active.
Tl i&ms‘wgmﬂwand motive were long ago proposed for the

m pﬁrpowby Hobhhs, but they nevea: appear to have come
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© ments, it may, without inconvenience, be adopted as a distinc-
tive epithet, where nothing is aimed at but to mark, in simple
and concise language, a very general and obvious classification.
The word intellect can be of no essential use whatever, if the
‘ambiguity in the signification of the good old English word un-
derstanding be avoided ; and,as to intellection, wlnch a late
very acute writer * hasattempted to introduce, I can see no ad-
X vantage attending it, which at all compensates for ﬂg -addition
of a new and uncouth term 1o a phraseology which, even in
“its most simple and umﬁ'&m. is 50 apt to ré@& the ge-

nerality of readers. © ﬁf“’,‘ s

i e
The only other indefinite wordﬂvhlch I shall takenoﬁce ofin
* these introductory remarks is judgment ; and, in doing so, Ishall
* confine myself to such of its ambiguities as ammorepeculm’ly‘m
connected with our present subject. In some cases, its.
ing seems to approach to that of understanding ; as in the
*nearly synonymous phrases, a sound understanding, and a sound i
- judgment. 1If there be any difference between these two modes
of expression, ntppearsktome 1o consist chmﬂym this, that
%i

- the former implies a greater degree of positive ability than
~ latter; which indicates ratbr an exeuipt;on, ﬁ'nm :

S0 “which lead the mind ¢ :
- mon moh bf upwity i
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E gk mﬁd}ym “whoever,mmh-
.ilgﬂf!hﬂhﬂﬁnmind ‘aims to be unders! t lay his
mmmtmthfoﬁung.m tbeopmm a very large pnapor

“tion of readers, ull pretensions to depth, to subtlety, of to inven-
tion. - The acquisition of a new nomenclature is, in itself, no

' i inconsiderable reward to the industry of those, who seud bnly
~ from motives of literary vanity; and, if D’Alcmbertg. df
this ‘brauch of science be just, the wider an author @xates
from truth, the more likely are his conclusions to assume the
‘appearance of discoveries. I may add, that it is chiefly in
those discussions which possess the best claims to ongmahty,

+  where hc%nﬁy expect to be told by the multitude, ,
_have learned from him nothing but what they knew

- fore

e
TbQ lautude with which the word metaphysics is freqmﬂy
& es it necessary for me to remark, with respect

4 foregomg passage from D’Alembert, that he limits the term en-

‘. tirely to an account of the origin of ourideas. « The generation

~ «ofourideas (he tells us) belongs to metaphysics. It forms one

P df the principal objects, and perhaps ought to form the sole

“ . yect of that science *.”—If the meaning of the word be ex-
tandqd as xttoooﬂmus in our lnnguage, 50 as to oompmbea&
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- them nearly. Ttis *élneﬁy owing 'to this, that, in geometry,

demonstration, as those, of which persons unacquain ‘with
- the nature of mathematical evidence are apt to say, d)%ey
~ require no proof whatever. - But the inconveniences arising from
5}'“‘ these circumstances are of tnﬂing moment ; occasioning, at the
fk‘o\‘&, wmd embarrassinent to those mathematical wﬁfeﬁ}’#ﬂo
' the‘ihost ﬁnishbd*élegmwin their expe
i r 3 or to metaphysicians, anxious id'@‘ﬁ@ 4
i @Wy their subtilty upon points wh:ch cannot possibly lead to -
. “wwmnm Pl i LR T ST A L
il b B SR P TR A W

‘-w

wa‘nﬂhgmed from other t «whibhqipm@ﬂ& '

re are no theorems of which it is so dlﬁicultto give &ﬁw i :






arT 'Md‘mmu a very dangerous emnphgbe
~ followed in other branches of knowledge, where our notions i
" are not equally clear and precise; and where the force ofiour
- pretended axioms (t0 use Mr Locke’s words), “ reaching only
e umdnmd,aud wuth'ugnﬁmuonofthen&da,m_'
Ba hﬂ&mmnof&nm&,lmmmwlmka b

i

Wil MRV e ‘fllf;'ﬁ«'.i,—.w.“tu S| oot St 2 S GRS
observation of this profound writer deserves. our

ention, while examining the nature of axioms;—¢ that
ey are m ‘the foundations on: which an,ywnﬁ the
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¥l Of inmitwb ev:dence (says Dr Campbell) tbu of the; fol-

“ Mﬁnﬁe five. Things ‘equal to the same th:w;equal
ione another. - ‘The whole is greater than a part; and, in
rief, all axioms in arithmetic and geowetry. Th&euwin
ect, but so many expositions of our own genemlnouom.
en in different views. Smc~ofthcmmnomthu

the ] Ecuyon Human Undamdngﬂh&hmm
- These remarks will, I hope, contribute to place the nature of
%mepuﬁmluiyafmuhemmmlaxm,m a diffe~
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