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bether pleasant or palbful; of aU our d"ection , passio,.. 
hopes, b desires, and volitions. It is thus too ware a 
sured of _.Pf"esent e.risletWe of tho e thought which, during 

" force d'etre 'ft'IIia, et que leur eridence palpable et grOll8i ro r duit A xprimcr la 

" meme idOO par deux 1iemIeS clliFerens, I'eeprit no fait alOt'll autre chos qu tOllrn r in­

" utilemcnt sur lui .. me sans avanocr d'lln seul paa. Ainsi Ie axioms bien loin do 

" tenir en philosophic Ie premier raog n'ont pas ml!me besoin d' tl'C enonce ."-Elenl. 

it Phil. pp. "'2+, 25.J 

Akhough, in the foregoing pll8lage, D'Alernbert, in compliance with common pbra­
~, has bestowed th name of jlrincipk4 upon aziDflIl, it ppears clearly, from 4 

que.tion which occurs afterwardIJ, tha he did not consider them as well entitl d to this 

appellation. "What are then," h asks, "in 4ch flCipnce, the true pritlciplu 
" wbich we ought to 8 tout 1" (I. Qu Is oonl dnne dan chnque sci n e IC8 1Ir1l" 

u pritlCipet d'o ron doit partir i") The IID6wer h give to We qu tion.ll6' 08 with 

the doctrine I bave .tated in every particular, cx pting in thill, that it rcpreaen 

(and in my opinion very incorr ctly) tho principle.t of geometrical sci nco to be (not 

definitions or hypothese, but) tho e aimplo and acknowledged faclI, which our lensos 

perceive with respect to the pJ"opertle8 of ertell,ion. "The true principle, rrom ",bieh we 
.. OII!ht to set out in the diB'crcnt cicnc are aimp'le ud acknowlodgcdfoct" whid .... 

"not leBUPpoee the cutenee orany otheu, and which, of cour ,it is equally vain to at­

" tempt explaining or coaCuting I in physics, the fUOliliar phenomena whlcb daily experi­

" ence pr n to eTeI)' eye; in gcomet,-" the ,enriIJle properiil'I if e~tell6ion J in mecha,. 

U met, the impenetrability of bodi ,upon Wbich their mutual actioDl dept'fld ; in meta~ 

" ~pioa, «he r08ulr. <tf our naationa ; ill moralJ, the origiAaJ and common .lIiectio oi 
.. them-n race."_[ULes vraieprincipesd'oul'on doitpartirdana ebaque Bci nee, oot 

" del fair. aimple et reconnus, qui o'en lupposont point d'autr ,et qu'on ne puis e 

.. per COIIII!CJuent ni expliquer oj contetter; en phyaique]e phenomene journ.lien qu 

.. roblamlt;ioa dkouvre i toua lea yeux ; tfl giorttetm k, pr~l, _UJlu ck eo~; 

" ... ..-..uque, l'impenetrabiliU dea cOrpl, lOurce de leur aetioo mlltl1eUe; n meta­

" ph;raiqae, Ie r u]tat de no aensation.; ~ morale, 108 aifectiOllJ premiere et com· 

U m~ i toIlS lea homm ."-pp. 26, 9:1.) 
h cue- of this IOlt, where 10 much dependa on extreme precilion tmd nicety in die 

.. ai-cia, it appear to me to be ProP- to ..wy die 6ck!1ity oi my traIIIlatiflllt by 

ftbJCIiDIDr origiDal P ...... 
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our waking hours, are continually passing through tile min4" 

.and of all the cliffereJ?t effects which they produce in furnishing 
employment to our intellectual faoulties . 

.4ccording to the common doctrine of our best philoso­
pher . , it is by the evidence of consciQusness we are assured that 

W ourselye exist. The proposition, however, when thus 
stated, is not accurately true; for our own existence (as I have 
cl ewhere observed t), i not a direct or immediate object of 
con ciousness,.in the strict and logical meaning of that term. 
iVc are con cious of sensation, thought, de ire, volition; but 

we ar<.' not COl scion of the existence of mind itself; nor would 
it be pOtlsib.le for us to arrive at the knowledge of it ( nppos­
ing us to be created in the full possession of all the intellectual 
capacities which bc10ng to human nature), ifno impression were 
ever to be made on our external sense. 'rhe moment that, in 
consequence. of such. an impr ion, a sensation is excited, we 
learn two facts at ouce i-the existence of the sensation, and 
our wn exist nc a. sentient being i-in other words, the "'ery 
fir t cxcrci e of con 'ciousnes necessarily implies a belief, 
not only of the present i tence of what is felt, but of the 
pres nt xistellC of tllat which feels and thinks; or (00 em­
ploy plainer language) - the pre1ient existence of tbat being 
which I dello~c by the words I and myself. Of these facts. 
howe" r, it i the former alon of which we can prpperly be 
said to be con ciou , agr~bly to the rigorous interp lion 

• , iD particular, Campbell'. lWJOIOphy at Rhetoric. 

t fbilOlCJllb!ca1 EMy .. p. 7. 
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ofilie expression. A con"ic~on of the latter, although it seems 

to be so inseparable from the e ercise of consciousness, that it 

,can scatreJy be considered a po terior to it in the rder of 

time, i yet (if I may be allowcd to make use of a schola lie 

distinction) po terior to it in the order of nature; not only 

as it supposes consciousne to be alr ady awakened by 

some sc::nsation, or orne other mental affection; but as it is 

evidently rather a judgment accompanying the xercise of 

. that power, than one of it immediate intimation conceming 

its app~opriate c1a of internal phenomena. It appears to 

me, therefore, more conecl' to call the belief of our own e~t­
cnce a concomitant or accessory of the e erci e of conscious­

ness, than to say, that our exi t nc i a fa t faUing under the 
immediatc cognizance of COil clousn , like the existence of 

the variou agreeable or painful sensations which externalob­

jects excite in our minds. 

2. That we cannot, without a very blameable latitude in the 

usc of words. said to be con8~iou$ of our p ronal id ntit.V'. 

is a propo ition still more indi putable i inasmuch as the v ry 
idea of per onal identity involve the idea of time, and con e­

qucntly pl'esuppo' cs the x rcise not only of COTt8ciollSnes , but 

oOnemol'!I' The belief connccted with this idea ill implied in 
every thought and every action of the mind, and may be just­
ly regarded as one of the simplest and most essential elem nts 

of the understanding. Indl'Cd it is impossibl~ to conceive ei­

ther an intellectual or an active being to exi t without it. It 
is, however, extremely worthy .of ark. with respect to this 
be~, that, wUversal as iL is among our species, nobody but a 
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metaphysician ever thinks of expressing it in words, or of re­

ducing inLO the shape of a proposition, the truth to which it re­
Jate. To Ule re tofmankind, it fuIDlS not an object know­

ledge; but a condition or suppo ition, necessarily and uncon­
sciou Jy involved in the exercise of all their faculties. On a part 

f our con 'tution, which is obviously one of the last or 
primordiat clements at which it is possible to arrive in analyzing 

our intellectual operation, it is plainly unphilosophical to 

ppose, that any Dew light can be tbroW'D hy metaphysical 

di cus ion. All that can be done witb propriety, in such cases, 
1s to stat Ule fact. 

And here, I cannoL help taking notice of the absurd and in­
consi ot attempt which, om8 ingeniou men have made, to 

explain the gradual process by which they suppose the mind 
to be led to th know] dge of it own e istence, and of that 
continued identity which our constitution leads us to ascribe 
to it. How (it has been asked) does a child come to form the 
ery abstract and metaphysical idea expressed by the pronoun 

lor moi jl In an wer to this question, J have only to obs~rve. • 

that wh n we t about th explanation of a phenomenon, we 
must proceed on the upposition that it is possible to nlBolve 
it ioto orne more general law or laws with which we are al­
ready acquainted. But, in the case betol'e us,.bo can this 
be pected, by those who consider that all our k(JOwtedge 

mind i derived from the exercise of reflection; and that evf!!ItJ 
of tbi power implies a conviction of our own esHteDre as 

od intelligent ? Every theory, therefuM, 

d. to account for this convict.ion. IlUJ$t aer::eaa~l1 
10 



, 
involve that sort of paralogism which logicians call a petilio 
priNcipii; inasmuch as it must resolve the.thillg to be explaihed 

into some law or laws, the evidence of which rest.'! nltimalely 

on the assumption in question. From this assumption, which 

is necessarily implied in the joint exercise of coosciou nes and 

memory, the philosophy of the human mind, if we mean to 

study it analytically, must of n ce sity et out; and the very 

attempt to dig deeper for it foundation, betrays a total igno­

rance of the logical rules, according to which alone it c never 

be prosecuted with any hopes of succes. . 

It was, I believe, first remarked by Mr Prevo l of Geneva, 
. (and the remark, obvious as it may app ar, reflects much hoo­

nour on his acuteness and sagacity) that the inquirie concern· 

i~g the mind, founded on the hypothesis of the animated statue­
inquiries which both Bonnet an Co odilia protes d to carry 

on analytically,-were in trulh altogether synthetical. To Ulis 
criticism it may be added, that their inquiries, in so tar as they 

bad for their o*ct to explain the origin 0 our belief of our own 

e ~stence, and of our personal identity, a 8Umed, a tne princi­

pres of their synthesis, facts at once Jess certain and It'88 iami­
liar than the problem which they were employed to resolve. 

Nor is it to the metaphysician only, that the ideaS of iden­
tity aad of penonalily are fdmiliar. · here j ' the indivi­

dual who has not experieDC&l t.Peir powerful influence over 
hie imagination, while b was employed in redccting on the 
t.raia ef events which haYt! liIled up the past history of his 
life; ud on that internal world,. the pbenomena of which 
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have been exposed to his own inspecLion alone? On -such an 
occasion, even the wonders of external nature seem compara­
tively insignificant; and one is tempted (with a re1ebrated 
French writer) in contemplating the spectacle ' of the universe, 
to adopt the words of the Doge of Genoa when he visited Ver­
sailles-" Ce qui m'etonne Ie plus ici, c'est de m'y voir -." 

S. The belief which aU men entertain of the existence of the 
material world, (1 Olean their belief of it existence itldepen­
dently of that of percipient beings), and their expectation of 
th continued uniformity of th law of nature, belong to th arne 

c1as8 f ultiruat~ or c1 UlculaJ laws of thought, with those which 
have been just mentioned. The truths which form their o~;ects . 
arc of an order so radically different from what are commonly 
called t1'lIt/tS, in the popular a ceptation of that word, that it 
might perhaps b useful for logicians to distinguish them by 
some appropriate appellation, such, for example, as that of 
metaphysical or transcendental truths. They are not principle6 
or data (as will aft rwards appear) from which any conse­
quence can be d duced; but form a part of tho e original 
slam;nQ of human reason, which are equally e scntial to 

all the pursuiLs of science, and to all the active concerns of 
life . 

•. I shall only take notice farther. under this head, of the 
confidence which we must n . rily repose in the evidence of 
memory (and, I may add, ill the continuance of our personal 

• D'Alembert, Apologie de l'Etude. . .. 



• 
ye in carrying 011 an pr 

deduction or argumentation ;-in following out, for in!ltanc~ 

the soo of a long mathematical demon tration. In yielding 

our assent to the conclusion to which such a demon tration 

lead , we evident1y trust to tbe fidelity ltith which our memory 

has connected Lbe different link of the chain to ther. The 

reference which is often mad ,in the course of a demon lration, 

to propositions formerly proved, places the ame remark ill a 
light still stronger; and hew plainly that, in lhi branch of 
knowledge, which is justly considered as th m t certain of 

any, the authority of the same laws of belief whic~ are recog .. 

nized in the ordinary pursuits of life, is tacitly acknowledged. 

Deny the evidence of memory as a ground of certain know­
ledge, and you destroy the foundations of math maticalsci nee 

as completely as if you were to deny the truth of the axioms 

aaaumed by Euclid. 

The foregoing examples sufficiently ilIu tmte , the nature 
of that class of truths which I have called Fundamental Laf1/8 
qf Htunan Bc/lef, or Primary Eleme1tt, t( HUII'KIn RealOf'. A 
varlet of others, not leu importaat, mj~bt be added to 

the list • ; but these I ball not at present stop to enu.-ra&.op,,: 
my chief object, i. introducing the ubject here, was to explain 
the COIDIllon relation in which they all tand &0 deductive e i­
desu:e. In thi poAnt of Vie ,two analog' or ratOer coioci .. 

dences, between ,be truths which 'We ha e been' ~t c:onlider" 

• lOr example, .. our belief' of e ence of dfo;ienl callIeS; our btliet g( 

&be ..... 1Il"- iIa&elligem befiiP .,..... g........, ...... 
H 
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Jug, and the mathematical axioms which were treated of for­

merly., immediately present themselves to our nolice. 

I. From neither of these classes of truths can any direol: 

. inference be drawn for the farther enlargement of our know­

ledge. This remark has been already shown to hold universaJJy 

with respect to tbe axioms of geomel1'y; and it applies equally 

to what I have called FI,mdamcntal Laws of Human Belief. 
From such propositions a!o\ these,-I 1'.1j,~t; I am the same per­
son to-da!) that I was yesterday; the materinl world has an ea'­
iltence independent qf' my mind; tlte genet'al iou's of lIatu.re will 
continue, injutu1'e, to .(jl'e7'ote tmij"Q,'mly as i'l!- time poSt,-110 in­
ference can be deduced, any more than from the intuitive truths 

prefixed to the Elements of Euclid. AbstracLed from other 

tUllo, they are perfectly barren in themselves; . 001' can any 

possible cOhlbination of them help the mind forward, one sin­

gle step, in its progres. It is for this reason, that instead of 

caUing them, with some othCl' writers,ji"Jt principles, I have dis-
• 

tinguished them by the title of fundamental laws of belief; the 

fgrm r word seeming to me to denate, according to common 

usage, some fact, or some wppofilion, from which a lIeriea of 
con equencea may be deduced. 

If the account now given of these ~8 of belief be just, the 
great argument which bas been commonly urged in support of 
tbeir authority, and which manift'Suy confounds them with 

what are properly called principles of reo801ti"'g -, is not at aU 
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applicable to the subject; or at least does not rest the point 

in dispute upon its right foundation. If there w re no first 

principles (it has been said) or, in other words, if a rea on 

could be given for every thing; no proce s of deduction could 
possibly be brought to a concIu ion. The remar~ is indisput­
ably true; but it ooly proves (what no logician of tbe pre ent 

limes will venture to deny) that the mathematician could not 

demonstrate ~ single theorem, unless he were fir t allowed to 
lay down hi definitions; nor the natural philo opher cxplain 

or account for a mgle phenomenon, unless he were an owed 

to assume, as acknowledged facts, certain g nerallaws of na· 
ture. What inference does this afford in favour of that parti .. 
cuJar class of truths to which the preceding observations relate, 

and against which the ingenuity of modern sceptics has been 
more parlicularly directed? If I be not deceived, these 

cU88ing the absurd qucst.ion, Whcther it be possible for the WIle thing to be and not to 

be? _;"'-, I't Kit' Twn lI.'II"oI'UlI.rll',,, TIr" 1','.",411111'-1.,. /TTl ,..p • .,lUl'tu"", 11 

p.If ,.,,6IUtl, TIP6I, I'u ,"Ttl' ""{O""e", u' '11'" tu I'll. ~""r {-It, ""P ;''II"/IJ1T6I' &i'II,"TOV 
-.1'";,, "'11.1. IIf ","'p" ,.", It, fkl'l(OI' 'HTt fUll" &"ur"t .,'11.1 ta?rol'lIe".-ArUto,. 
MMpiy •• Vol. II. p. 875. Edit. Du VaL 

" But the~ are If()IQe who; through ignoram:e. make aD .. ~t to pr'Oft even thiI 
"principle, (that it i impol!llible for the IIIme thing be and not to be.) For 

II it is a mark of ignorance, not to be able to diltillguillh those things which ought to be 

.. demOIl8t.rated from thidgt of which no demon.tration ~hould be attempted. In truth, 

II is. Ja altAlpther im~e th.at every thiDg .hould be IUICIpf.ibJe fII demoDatratlon: 

II othenri.se die p~ would extend to infinity, and,!U\er all 0\11' Iabotar, lIOtIWJa 
.. would be pined." 10 the It!lltence immediately precedina thia quotatiOQ, Aristotle 

• die ualdm in question, Bt/3"'.T.r_ ,., "Pi,'" 'll"U'" II the mOlt certain of all ............ ,. 
To lIIIIIe purpoee, Dr Reid hat Aid: .. I held it to be certain, IUId even.wn-

.. ItnbIe, thI& all kDowledge got by realOlliDg mUlt be built 011 firat principlet. Thla (he 

., ada., i. ten8Ib. that every boule mutt )ave Ii foundaucm."-,E,."oV' 011 Int. 

PMn, po 658, .f.to eclit: 
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trutlii ue still more intimately connected with the opeiationa 

Of the reasoning faculty than has been generally imagined ; 
not as the principleB (4p~CU) from which our reasonings set 
Qut, and on which they ultimately depend; but as the neces-
sary conditiom on which every step of the deduction tacitly 
proceeds; or rather (if I may use the expression) as elsen­
tial lem~ which enter into the cOluposilion of reason itself. 

!to In this ast remark I have anticipated, in some nlcasure, 

what I had to tate with r peel to the econd coincidence 
alluded to, between mathematical axioms, and the other 

propo itiOllS which I have comprehended under the gene­
.ral title of fundamental /au: of human belief. As the truth 

ofaxiolDs is virtually presupposed 01' implied. in the successive 
steps of c\'cry demonstration, so, in every step of our reason­

ings concerning tbe order of ature, we proceed on the suppo­
sition, that the laws by which it is regulated will continue uni­

fonn as in time past; d ibat the material universe has 

an existence independent of our perceptions. I need scarce­
ly add, that, in all our reasoning whatever, whether they 
relate to necessar1-'lor to conti,ogent truths, our own pel'lK>­
nal identity and the e"idence of memory, re virt'JalJy ta. 
ken for granted. These diftCreDt tlUthi all agree in tWa, that 
they are essentially mvel ed in the exercise of our rational 

powers; although, in themselves, they furnish no pciplu or 
data by which th pbere of our knowledge C8Q, by auy inge­
nuity, be larged. 'I'hey ~ fakb ' being tacitlyadmow-
1 'Y all m D, or ignorant, wiLhout an'y formal " 

uciation in ords;or even any conscious ~ OfJe6Qi101IU11o 

It is only at that period .of our intellectual ~ 
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• 
scientific arrangemenm and metaphysiC41 refinements 

to be introduced, that they become ohjec of attention to the 
mind, and assume the form of propositions. 

In consequence of these two . analogie or coincidences, 

I should have been inclined to comprehend, under the ge­
neral title of axiom I, all the truth which have been hither. 
to under our review, if the common usage of our language 
had not, in a great measure, appropriated that appellation 

to the axioms of mathematics; and if the view of the sub­
ject which 1 have t.aKen, did not render it necessary for me to 

direct the attention of my readers to the wide w\'eRity be­
tween the branches of knowledge to which they are respec-
tively subservient. 

I WIli anxious also to prevent these truths from being all 

identified, in point of logical important;c, under the same ncUue. 

The tact is, that the one class, (in cC}nsequence of the relation 

in bleh they tand to the demODll&rative conclusion of goo. 
metry,) are comparatively of 80 little moment, that the formal 

• 6Oumeration of tbcm was a matter of choic.:e rather Ulan of e­
cesaity; _bcrea& the oth r class have unfortunately been rai!Oed, 

by the seeptieal OODtr va of modern &:imeI, to a con picu. 
ou rank in the philolopby of the human mind. I have tbought 
it 1JlOl"e advisable, therefore. to bestow on the latter an appro. 
priate title of thar own; without howev r going eo far, WI to 
rejeet. altogether the pbraiplogy tAGH hav IIIlJl6XOO 
to the word a.riMn a more enlarged meaning than that wbich 

I ~ UMJIUI given f9 it. inconveoience, indeed, 
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arise from this latitude in the lise of the rel'O).; provided only it 
be always confined to those ultimate Jaws of ~Iief, which, al­

though they form the first clements of human. reason, c~nnot 
wilh propriety be ranked among the principles from which 
any of our scientific conclusions are deduced. 

Corresponding to the extension which some late wr.it­
ers have given to a;rimns, i that of the province which 
they have assigned to intuition; a term which has been applied, 
by Dr Beauie and others, not only to the power by which we 
perceive the truth of the axioms of geometry, but to that by 
which ,~c .recogniz tht:: authority of tbe. fundamental laws of 
belief, when we hear them enunciated in Janguage. My only 
o~jection to this use of the word is, that it is a departl1l'e from. 
common practice; according to which, if I be not mistaken, 
the proper objects. of intuition art.l propositions analogous to 
the axiom prefixed to Euclid' Elements. In sQme other ro. 
spects, thi innovation might perhaps be regarded as an im­
provement on the very limited and imperfect vocabulary of 
which we areab1e to,avail ourselves in our present discussions·. 

• According to Loc:ke, we baye the Icnowledp or our own esllteDce by inIvitiort J 

of Uie eail$ence or God by ~ J ad or other . &binS- by -.lion. ~ iv. 

Chap. 9. § 2. 
ThiR u of the word illtvitiOll ecema to be lOIDewhat arbitrary. 'l'he rtality of our 

on ftiatence • a truth which bean .. little aMI.,. to die aiOlU or JIIIdIematic:a, .. 
any other primary truth whateyw. Irthe pto"iace or MItIiIiOII, therefore, be ateDded 

III ..... it baa been tarried by Locke in die ~iD( -teooe. it m aet be f1IIII1 to sit' a 

good IIIaoIl wby it 1hoa1cl Dotbe enWpclalittJe 1IIrtber. TIle wonk irtIfIiIitnt IIDd _un. 
IIr .... it ._ not lie forpt,ten, bmI, both or tbaa, lID etymoIctsit:al rerereooe to tile 

-.e ofllClillJ I aacl when 'ft willi to ex."., in the etroPpltIel'1lll, the Ill. COIDpIete , 
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, To the class of truths which I have here caJled law$ ¥ he,.. 

litf, or elements crf rea$01l, the title of principle f!f common sell 'e 
was J~ng ago given by Father Ruffier, who e langu:.ge and 
doctrine concerning them bears a very striking resemblance to 

tho e of some of our later Scotish logicians. This, at least, 
strikes me as the meaning which the e writers in general annex 
to the phrase; although all of them have frequently employed 
it with a far gr~ater degree of latitude. Wh n thu limited in 
its acceptation, itis obviously liable, in point f scientific ac­
curacy, to two very strong objection, both of which have been 
,already sufficiently ':illustrated. The first hI, that it ap tke 
appe1lation of principles to laws of belief from which no infe­
rence can be deduced; the cond, that it refers the origin of 
these laws to common sense ·.-Nor i this phra eology more 
agreeable to popu]ar use than to logical preci ion. If we were 
to suppose an individual, whose conduct b lrayed a disbelief of 
his own existence, or of his own identity, or of the reality of 
surrounding objects, it wou1d by no means amount to an ade­
quate description of hi. condition y, that he was d titute 
of common sense. We should at once proDo nee bint to be de­
stitute of 1'eaSOIl, and would no longer consider him as 
subject of discipline or of punishment. be former expression, 
indeed, would on]y imply that he was apt to fan into absurdi. 

evidence which CIlD be eet before the mind, we compare it to the light of noon-day ;-om 
other """" we compare it to wbat Mr L\lcke here attemptl to degrade, by caNing it 

/". .-.- qf UIUlUiaIt • . s.. ,..ec:iecling part fir thiJ leeUon, with retpec:t to the word principle; aod the 

ACOO1IIIt.Gi' &tid', Lite, f. lOIDe lemarb on tile pa:oper IIIOIIIiDg of -tile phrue e01ll1ll(l" 

It",.. 
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I ics d improprieties in the common concerns of life. To 

denominate, therefore, such Jaws of belief as we have noW 

been considering. cOllstitu nt elementA of human reas01I, while it 
. cems quite unexceptionable in point of technical distinctness, 

cannot be justly censured a the slighle t deviation from Ollr ha. 

bitual forms of speech. On the same grounds, it may be fairly 

questioned, whether thewordreolOn would not,on omeoccasions, ' 

be the best substitute which our language affords for intuition, in 

that enlarged acceptation which has been giyell to it of late. 

If no't quite so definite and precise as might be wished, it would 

be at t employed in one of those ignificalions in which it 
is a)re dy rmlliliar to v ry car; whereas the meaning of in­
tuition, when used for the same purpose, is stretched very far 

b yond its ordinary limits. And in cases of this sort, where 

we have to choose between two terms, neither of which is 
altogeth r unexceptionable, it. will be found much safel' to 
trU8t to the cOBlexl for restricting, in the reader's mind, what 

i too general, than for enlarg' ng what use has accustomed us 

to interpret in a sense t arrow. 

nlUsL add, too, in opposition to the hjgh authorjties of Dr 
Johnson and Dr Beaatie·, that, for Ulany years past, rea.ron 

• Dr Johnson', d.ctlnition of eaton Willi before quoted. The following is that given 
by Dr Beauie I 

" neaeon ill uaed by thOle who m0J8t accurate in di&cinguHhing, to lignify that ' 
" power of the hum~ mind by which we draw inferences, or by which we are convinced, 

" tIMt a ~ 1Ht1oar to two ldeu" on IICCOUt of our hal'iag foIincl that theIC ideas 

.. bear clll'tllia relatiOllI to cKher ide..: III a wcrnl, it ill that fiu:ultY1l'hich eDlblelJ ..., 

II from relatione or ide:» that are !mOWJI, to inVCIl.igate uch as are unknoWD, IIDd widI-
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has been very seJdom used by philosophical writers, or deed 

" correct writers of any description, as synonymqus with the 
power of reasoning. To appeal to tlte light of human 1'ea on 

from the rea,onings oj the schools, is 8urely an expres ion to 
which no good objection can be made, on the core either of 
vaguefless or of novelty. or has the etymological affinity 
between these tw.o words the slightest tendency to lhrow' any 
obscurity on the foregoing expression. On the ontrary, tl~is 
affinity may be of use in some of our future arguolent , by 
keeping constantly in view the c]o e and inseparable c.on­
nection which will be afterwards hown to exist between the 
two different intellectual operations which are UlU brought 

into immediate contnult. 

The remarks which I have stated in the two preceding sec­
tions, oomprehend every thing of essential importance which I 
have to offe"f"on this article of logic. But the space which it 
has occupied for nearly half a century, in some of the most 
noted philosophical w.orks which have appeared in Scotland, 
lays me under the necessity, before entering on a new topic; 
of introducing, in·this place, a few critical attictures e 
doctrines of my predecessors . 

.. out which we Dever could proceed in the cliac:overy &r &ruth aliogle ltep beyond fir.t 

.. principles Of intuitife axiolDJ."-LID,Y 011 Truth, Pari I. Chap, I, 

1 
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SECTION IiI. 

Continuation of tile Sulyect.-Critical Remarks on some late Con­

b'ove1'ijies to which it has given rise,-Of tlte Appeals which Dr 

Rtid and some ollter :Modern Writers /tave made, in their 

Philosophical Discussions, to Common Sense, as a Criterion of 
Truth. 

I OBSlHtVED, in a former part oftMs work, that Dr Reid ac­
knowledges the Berkel jau y'tern to be a logical con equence 
o tbe opinions univt:I"aUy admit-tcd by the learned at the time 
when Berkeley wrot.e. In the earlier part of his own life, ac­

cordingly, he inform us, that he wa actually a convert to the 
sch me of immaterialism i a scheme which he probably con­
sidered as of a pcr14 cLly inoiren 'ivc teqd ncy, a long alS be 

con ived. the xi tcnc of the mat rial world to be the only 
point in di put.e. l'ind!og, however, fr,om Mr IIume's wdt­
iogs, thut, along with thi:s paradox, the ideal theory llcce arily 

iovolv'd various other coo equences of a vt!ry different nature, 
h was led to a careful e aminatiou of the data on which it 
rested.; when he had the atisfactiou to discover that ill! only 
foundation wa a hypothesis; un~upported by any evidence 
what.t:ver but the authority of th &ebools •• 

• It was no~ therefore, (a baa very aeueral1y been imagiDed by the followers of 
Berkuley) froll1 lIDy appn'htll18lon of danger in hi argumeot tgaiu.t the exjlit~nce of 
"'litter, cba& Reid 'fa induced w call iu queaUOD the ldeIl tbeory; but becaIMo Iae 
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From this impOitant concession of a most impartial and 
competent judge, it may be as umed a a i1lCI, that, till the 

refutation of the ideal theory in his own" ]n'lniry into Lhe 

,. Human Mind," the partizans of Berkeley's 8y tern remaim·d 

complete master of the controversial field; and y t, durinO' the 

long period which intervened, it i well known how little im­

pression that 8y tern made on the belief of our !)ound ) t philo­

sophers. Many an wers to it were attempt d, ill the m 'an'" 

time, by "arion author, both in thi country and on the Con. 
tinent; and by tmc or other of these, the generality of tbe 

learned pl'ofi sed thcmsclv to be cOllvinced of its futili­
ty;-the evidence of the coneIu ion (a in mauy other 

case.) supporting the premi es, and not the pr mi e the 

conclusion -. A very CUTlOUS anccdolC, in illustration of 

- -- ------"----
thought that Mr Hume had clearly ahown, by turning Berkeley's weapolll again8t him. 

telf, that thia theory was equally .ubversive of the exwt<mee of m;"d. The ultimate ob· 

ject ofBerkelcy and or Reid W&II prec;isely the 8IUne; the ono. auerting the exiatence 

of matter from the very same motive which Jed the other to dony it. 
When I apeak of Reid's 411erti llg the ezmence ,If mtUter, 1 do not allude to any new 

proof. which he haa produced of the fact. Thill he r .tt on the evidence of IICnae, as he 

rests the existence of the mind on the evidence of contCio_ AU that bo IJrOt'euet 

to have done is, to Ilhow the inconclu.iven~ of Derkeley" argu nt again.t the for­

mer, and that of llume against the latter, by refuting the ideal hypothOliIt which is the 

common foundation of both. 

• The impotent, though ingeniolLl attempt of Berkeley (not many yean after the 

date of hie metaphy.ical publicaUO\lJ) to ilhake the fo~iO\lJ of the newly·invented 

method of Fluxions, created, in the public mind, a Itrong pr judice again*, him, as a 
IOpbiatical and paradoxical dieputanl; and operated u • 11I0re powerful antidote to the 

ICheme of immaterialiJtn, than all the re&IODingt which hia contemporaries were able to 

oppOIe to it. TblI unCayourable ilDpreuion Will af\erwarda not. little conBrmed, by the 

ridicule lrhich be iIIcurred ill CODICqUCDCC of hit pamphlet on the Virtuee of Tar·water ; 
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this, is mentioned in the life of Dr Berkeley. After· the 
publication of his book, it appears that he had an interview 
with Dr Clarke; in the course of which, Clarke (it is said) 

discov red a manifest unwillingness to enter into the discus­
sion, and was accused by Berkeley of a want of candour-. 
-The story (which, if I recol1cct right, rests on the authority 
of Whiston) has every appearance of authenticity; for as 

Clarke. in common with his antagonist, regarde~ the principles 
of the ideal thoory as incontrovertible, it was perfectly impos­
sible for him, with all his acuteness, to detect the flaw to which 
Berk ley' paradox owed ilS plausibility. In suth cirC11Ulstan­
ces, would it have been unphiJosophical in Clarke to have de­
fended himself, by saying: " Your conclusion not only contra­
" diets those perceptions of my senses, the evidence of which 
" I fool to be irresistible; but, by anniJrilating space itself as 

" an external existence, bids defiance to a conviction insepa­
U rable from the human understanding; and, therefore, although 
" I cannot point out the precjse oversight which has led you a­
" stray, there mUlt necessarily be some error, either in your origi­
"nal doto, or in your subsequent reasoning .. " Or, supposing 
Clarke to hav perceived, as clearly a Reid, thllt Berkeley' 

a performance, h01l'Cver, of which it iI but jUltice to IIIld, ~ it Cl4IDtIIiM>. s-t deal 

_re, both of IOIIIId pbiloeoplty aDd of c:heic:e ~ tbaA COIIId ha been expected 

Iiom .. lubject. 
• Plliloeopbic:al Buaye, Noee E-
nat lark 'lriMtki Jook IlpoD the BakeIeiaa,.., with u.e .... _ feeJ,. 

iIIp tIL MllpiciGD aDd .... -7 be eIIiJ, ceaeeWed;i q u .raaeIIeaetI _ by 
cl'enyiD, .. iD4IpeMea · boUt Gi.- ..... ,_.'..... • __ oac.1e 

hil oaelebrMeIi G",... Cor. • God. 
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~ WBS perfectly UDe C6fRioaable, niigIn he not have ad 
ded j--' The concJusion which it involves is a dew bon in. 
ee the form of a reductio ad abmNium, of the un doess of 
u the ideal theory, OB which the whole of your argument is 
" built"?" 

I am far from supposing that .Berkeley would.have admitted 
this consideration as decisive of the point in diapute. On the 
contrary, it appears from his writings. that the scheme of im­
materialism was, in his opinion, more agreeable to popular 
beli f, than be received theories of phil080phers concern­
ing the independent existence of the esternaJ world; nay, 
that he considered it 8.8 ODe of the maDY advantages likely 
to result from the universal adoption of his syatem, that 

• I acknowledge, very reMHly, that tbe loree of thW indireet mode of reIIOII~ II 
..wan, dil'erent in IIIIthemetic·, from wbl& it Ie in the other bracbeI of au.. 
ledge; for the object of mathe_iell (u will aftenrarda more tUlly appear) not beiujr 
truth, but sy.tematica1 connection and cODliJcency, whenever two contradictory propo­
.itioDi occur, embracing evidently the only pOlll'ble fUppCllitloDi on the point in 'lueatlon, 

if the one can be moWD to be i~le widI die 1Ie8nidou 01' h)'pOtll_ OIl whlda 

the acieDce it fowu1ed, thla may be repnled u pufecdy. eqaInIeM to • cIirec& ptooI 
01 the JegitimlK:y of the oppotice conclWlion. In the other iciencea, the force of a r,. 
ductio ad aluurdum dependa entirely on the muim, " That truth it alway. coDliltent 
"with itleJf;" a maxim which, however certain, reltl evidently DB grounda of a more 

abttnIct and metaph}'IieaJ natare than the indirect dem~ of geomeay. It it 
• maim, at the _ time, to which the IIICIIt aceptical writen IIPe DOt bela able to 
roI\IIe their _mony. "Troth ( .. ,. Mr HIlDIe Jiiaelf) u _1AMg, but erron are 

" ~ and every man hal • diterent oae." 
"1'h !'I'itY, or t)'I&eIDadeal COIIIiIeeaey oItroda, •• aabject wtdeh wen ct-- to be fa"", tU .. 1IIIIiIU 1&0 • __ ._y ~MII"IfIJD,*, of. which Mr U .... 

dQelIlOt, 6IIID dao,...a aplri& fIi .. ~ ...... to .. Ilea I1Iiic:ieDtJy ..... 
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would thereby be redueed from paradoxes to common 
., ltnIe." 

The question, however, if not decided by this discussion, 
would at Jeast ha\'e been brought to a short and simple issue; 
for the paramount authority of the common sense or common 
reason of mankind being equally recognized hy both parties, 
aU that remained for their examination was,-whether the 
belief of the 'Xistence, or that of the non-existence of niat­
ter, was sanctioned by this supreme tribunal? For ascertain. 
iug this point, nothing more was necessary than an accurate 
analy is of the meaning annexed to the word existence: which 
analysis would have at once shown, not only that we are irre. 
81stibly led to ascribe to the material world all the independent 
reality which this word exprt>s P.1I. hut. that it is from the mate. 
rial world that our first and most satisfaCtory notion! of exist­
ence are d'1lwn. The mathematical affections of matter (ex­
tension and figure) to which the constitution of the mind impe.­
riously forces U8 to ascribe an existence, not only independent 
of our perceptions, but necessary and eternal, might more parti­
cularly have been pressed upon Berkeley, as prooflf how in­
compatible bis notions ere with those la of belief, to which 
the learned and the unlearned must in common 15ubmit·. 

But farther (in order to prevent any cavil aboUt the fore­
going iUu tration), we shall uppo&e ~ Clarke bad anticipat­
tel Hwne in perceiving that the ideal 1bebry t to the atmi-

'" 
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hilation of mind as well as of matter; and that hE' had succeed­

ed in proving, to the satisfaction of Berkel y, that uothing ex­

isted in the universe but impressions and ideas. Is it po lble 

to imagine that Berkeley would not immediately have seen 

and ackno", ledged, that a theory which led to a concl u ion 

directly contradicted by the evidence of consdou 'Des , ought 

not, out of respect to ancient authority, to be ra hly admitted; 

and that, in the present instance, it wa much IVore pbiloso­
phical to argue from th . (~onelu ion again t thp. hypothesis, 

than to argue from the hypothesj in proof of th conclusion? 

No m,ddle cour e, it is evidellt, wa left him betwccn such an 

acknowl dgement, and an unqualified acquie cence in tho e 
very doctrines which it was the great aim of his ystCDl to tear 

up by the roots. 

The two chief objections which 1 have heard urged against 

thi mode of defence, arc not perfectly con i tent with each 

other. The one represents it Wi a presumptuou and danger­

ou innovation in the establish d rules of pl~ilosophical con­

troversy, calculated to stifte entirely a spirit of liberal inquiry; 

while the other charges its authors with all the meanness allCl 
guilt of literary plagiarism. [shall offer a few _light rcmatks 

upon each of thClSe accusations. 

1. That the doctrine in question is not a new one, nor even 

the language in which it bas been receutly tilted an innova­

ti~n in the received phraseology of logical science, bas been 

shown by Dr eid. in a collection of very iuteresting quotations, 

which may be found ill dUferent parts of hilJ .BSt;aYIi on the 
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ln~ Powers or Man, mpre particularly.in 
~pter ()f the flixth ('May. Nor.w thisdoctriD6 been ,generalJy 
rejected even by those writers wh~ in their theories, have de­
parted the farthest from tbe ordjnaryopinions of the world. 
Berkeley has sanctioned it in the most explicit manner, in a 

. passage a!te.ady quoted from his workJ, in which he not o~ly 

attempts the extraordinary task of reconciling the scheme of 
immaterialism with the cornmon sense of mankind, but alleges 
the very circumstance of its conformity to the uDsophisticated 
jlldgment of the human racCy as a strong argument in its fa­
vour, when contl"d.Sted wi~h the paradoxical doctrine of the in­
depend nt exiblencc of matwr. The ablest advocates, too, for 
the necessity of human actions, have held a simU.r language; 
exerting their ingenuity to show, that there is nothiog in 
this Lenet which does not perfectly accord with our internal 
oonacioUlne&a, when our ~npposed feelings of liberty, with all 
their concomit.a.Dt circumstances, are acourawly analyzed, and 
duly weig1:aed·. In this respect, Mr Hmne forms almost . a 
sol_tary exception, avowing, with the greatest frankness, the 
complete repugnance between biB philosophy and the Ja"8 of 
btWief to which all men are subjected by the constitution. of 

'. • nua, I .,.... IIppICI to me the 0111, qlllJleQt fOr dle 1Oh_ or ~. which 
~ ... 1aOIIIeIIt'. ()~OQ, ill the praeDt .-e of the COiltroveny: 'aad i~ iI 

rtUaly pOllible to ttate it in .ucb • form .. to Fve it aome degree of plau8ibility to • 

IUpIlrficlal Inquirer. On tbie point, however, u OIl naany othen, oat .Jrll and lAird 

• thdugbta wU1 be Ibu4 JIeH'eC:tl>' to eoiDdit; • ......, taref.t aDd prorobd eu:au.don 

fII tJIIeIIlioa""'" ~ Wk ....................... 0 nIec& . 
OD -JIot 1riIh -.dour IIId ..... a .. 1111 liaR. BIriI« all .... "10 IffIlJ ...,. 

aut. caatI.oterl1. I ooulcl DOt-.ap *-iar ... tbia iiiDt.1.ca: .:rJae 1Irther,~ 
cutioll ofk Y01IId be ...... foreIp to ...., pirpOIe. 

, . 
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their nature. "I dine; I playa game at backgammon; I 
" 'converse, and am happy with my fHends; and when, after 
" three or four hour's of amusement, I would return to tb e 
" speculation, they appear so cold, so strained, and so rid'i. 
" culous, that 1 cannot find in my heart to ent 'r into them any 
"further. Here, then, I find my elf ab olutely and neces a­

" rily delermined to live, and talk, and act, like other people, 

" in the common affairs of life -." 

Even l\fr Hume himself, howev r, seems at times to forget 

~i sc plical th ories, and auctions, by his own authority, not 
only the same logical maxims, but the same mode, of expres- ' 
sing th 01, which bas been so severely cen ured in some of his 
opponents. "Those (he ob erv s) who have refused the rea­

" lity of moral distinctions, may be rankel,i among the disin­

" genuous disputant. The only way. of converting an ant. 
" gonist of thi kind, is, to leave him to himself; for, finding 
If that nobody keeps up the controversy witb him, 'ti probable 

" he will at la t, of himself, from mere wearines , come over to 
u the side of common sense and reason t." 

To the authoritie which have been already produced by 
Reid and his successors, in vindication of that mode of argu .. 
iog which is now under our review, I shall beg leave to add 
another, ~hich, as far as I know, has not yet been remarked 
by any of them; and whicb, while it effectually remOTes from 
it the imputation of novelty, states, in clear aod forcibJe terms, 

• TreaiIe at Haman Nature, Vol. L P. f67. 

t JDquiry CCIIICII'Piu. &he Principles of Moralt. 

K 
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the grounds of that respect to which it is entitled, cveu 1Q those 
cases where it is opposed by logical subtleties which seem to 

baffle all Qur powers of reasoning. 

" What is it.(said some of the ancient sophists) which consti­
" tules what we call little, much, long, broad, small, or great? 
" Do three grains df corn make a heap? The answer must 
"be-No. Do four grains make a heap? you must make 
" the same answer as before.-Tbey continued their interroga-
41 tio\ls from one grain to anotller, without end; and jf you 
" boulel bappen at last to answer, here is a heap, they pre­
"tended your answer was absurd. ina$much as it supposed, 
" that one single grain makes the ditfcJ:ence between what is 

. " a heap, and what is not. I might prove, by the same method, 
" that a great drinker is never drunk. Will one drop of wine 
U fuddle him ?-No. T,!o drops, then? By no means; nei­
" .ther tbrQe nor four. I might thus 'continue my interroga­
" tions from one drop to another; and if, at the end of the 
"999lb drop, you answered he is not fuddled. and at tbe 
" lOOOlh he is. I should be entitled to infer, that one single 
" drop of wine makes the difference between being drunk and 
"bciug 1000r; which is absurd. If the interrogations went 
"on from bottle to boLtle, you could easily mark the diKe­
" rence in question. But he who attacks you with a sorites, 

'Vi at liberty to choose his own weapons; and, by making 
u use of the fiP)8llest conceivable increments, renders it im­
" possible for you to name a precise point hicb fixes a sen i. 
" hie limit between being drunk and being· sober: bet 'Ween 
4J what i little and what j great; between what is enough aDd 
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" ,vhat is . too much. A man of the worJd would laugh at 

" these s<?Phi tical quibbles, and would (Jp~allo common sense : 
" to that degree of knowledge which, in common life, i suffi­

" cient to enable us to establi 'h such distinction. But lo this 

" tribunal a pwfessro dialectician was not permitted to re ort ; 

" he wa obliged to an wer in form; and jf unable to find 

" a solution according to th rule of art, hi def; at wa un~ 

"avoidable. Even at thi ' day, an Irish Tulor", who should 

" harass a Prof! or of :llamanca with irnilar subtleties, and 

" should receiv no other an w r but thi ,-common sen e, and 
" tlte rrclletiZl con ellt <if mal/kind, sLffficiently !tow that your infc,.. 

" 1'enceiJ are false,-would gain the j tory; his antag,mi t hav­

" ing declined to def nd hilU elf with those logical weapons 

" with which the a sault had be n made.JJ 

Had the foregoing pas age been read to the late Dr Priest­

ley, while he wa mployed in combating the writings of Reid 

Oswald, and Beattie, he would, I appr hend, without hesita. 

tion. have suppo 'ed it to be the production of one of their dis-

• It is remarkable of this iogcnio ,eloquent, and galJant nation, that jt hll8 been 

for age eli tinguiahed, in the univcrsid on the Continent, for it. proficiency In tho 

echoollog1c. Le Sage (who eeJlll to bavo had a very jUit id_ of &he value of thit ac­
compliahment) alludes to th,. feature in the IriJh character, in the t given by 
Gil Bias of bis studiel at Ovi do. "Je m'appliquai aUlli a 1& logique, qai ",'apprit a 
.. FllilolIOleT kaueoup. J'aimoi. tant 1a dispute, que j'arrHoillu paNlDI, CotmUi ou in· 

.. conllOl, pour leur prOJ>OlN!r dee argument. Je m'adw--lt quelquefola. dc, 'IGURU 

., PUlIon.s, qui ne delllAll40ient pili nUeus, et il f~Qit IllQI'I DQUI voir diaputer • 

.. ~ Be.teM, quelJee grimacet, que1lee contol'liona I DOl yeux etoieot pleint delureur • 

.. et _ bouche. ec\lDlaUtet. On DOUI devoit plutot prendre pclIIf del ~ que 
H pour del pbiIGIopIIeII. .. 
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ciples. The" fact i , it is a translation from Mr Bayle, an 

author who was never accused of an undue deie:reoce for 
labli hed opinion, and who was him elf undoubtedly one of 

th mo t subWe di putant of modern times·. 

From thi quotation it dearJy appears, not only that the 

ubstance of the doctrine maintained by these philo ophers'is 

of a much arlier date than their writings; but that, in adopt­

ing th phra common sen e to expres that standard or crite­
rion of truth to which tbey appealed; they did not depart from 
th Jan \1 ~(fP' previous]y in u P. l-lmong the least dogmatical of 
tit ir pred ccs ors. 

In th pa ag jusl quoted from Bayle, that passion for dis­
putation which, in modern Europe, has so often ubjected the 
plain t truths to the tribunal of metaphysical discu sion, is, 

with great ju tnes , traoed to the uolimit d inftuence which the 
chool logic maintained for so many ag s over the understand­

ing of th ] amt·d. And although, since the period whell 

:Bay] wrot J thi infiuenc has every' here mo t remarkably 
declin d, it ha yet lett lTACes behind it, in the habits of think. 

in~ and judging preval nt among speculative m n, which are 
but too di c rnible in all th branches of science connected with 

the pbil ophy of the mind. In illu tration of this remark, it. 
would be easy to produce a copiou list of examples from the 

• Sec Bayl ',Dictionary. article ChrJPippe. I ha"e an.iled mytelf. in the above 

tranIIation (with a few I't,·trencllments and correctiOll8). 01 that whidl is given in tile 
EngliMh Biographical and Critical Dictionary. 

6 
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literary history of the eighteenth century; but the farther pro­

secution of the subject here would lead m asid irom the con­
clusions which I have at presmt. in view. I hall lhel'ef~re con­

tent my elf with oppo ing, to the ('ontentiou. and se ptical pi­

rit bequeathed by the ch olm n to their successors, the ml-
. lowing wi e and cautiou maxim of their master,-maxims 

. which, whil they illustrate his an iety to guard the principles 

of the d~mon trati ve selenc against the captiousn s of 

phists, evince the r speet which he conc ivcd to be du by th 
philosopher to t lC ullivcr al reason of the human race. 

" Those things are to be regarded as fi1'St truth , the credit 
" of which is not. derived from other truths, but is inh rent in 
" them elve, As for probable truths, they are such as are ad­

" mined by aU men, or by the generality of men, or by wi e 
" men; and, among these last, either by all the wise, or by the . 

" generality of the wise, 01' by such of the wise as are of the 
Ie highest authority •. " . 

The argnment. from Universal Consent, on which so much 
stress is 'laid by many of the ancient, i the same doctrine 
with tbe foregoing, under a form somewhat different. It is 

staled with great simplicity and force by a Platonic philoso­

pher, in the toUowing sentences : 

• E'T' I. CAIS,· f''' ,,&, 7'P"T&, T& p.~ ",. tTt~·, .~~. 1'/ 4u7 .. , .x.". T". 7'/,TIY • 

. L/o;./t. ,& I.&>II'T", 'r:t.6/F, ~ TO" ""~fI~r.'$, "TOI, "'~/f ,,&, 70Ilr.'f, " To't """'" 

• nil !/fAti ;(1;, TO" f"'Aln. ,,''','/I.'/f, 11_' "h;.".-ArUIM. Top. Lib. J. cal" i. 
(Vol. I. p. Iso, eeL Du Val.) • 
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" In such a contest, and tumult, and disagreement, (about 
" other matters of opinion) you may see thi one law and Jan­
" guage acknowledged by common accord.-·-This the.Greek 
" says, and this the barbarian says; and the inhabitant of the 
" continent, and the islander; and the wise, and the unwiset." 

It cannot be- denied, that again t this summary species of 
logic, whcn employed without any collateral light, as all in­
fallible touchstone of philosophical llUth, a strong objection 
imm diately occurs. By what test (it may be asked) is a 
prin iple of common sense to be di ti~)guished from one of 
tho e prejudice to whi h the whole human race are irresistibly 
led, in the first instauce, by the very con titution of their na­
"ture? If no test or criterion of truth can be pointed out but 
universal COIl ent, may not all those errors which Bacon has 
called idola tribus, claim a right to admi sion among the in­
controvertible axioms of cience? And might not the popu~ 
Jar cavils against the suppo ilion of the earth's motion, which 
o long obstructed the progress of the Copernican ystem, have 

be n legitimateJy opposed, a a reply of paramount autho­

rity, to aU the scientific r asonings by which it was upporled? 

lL is much to be wished that this objection, of which Dr 

t £, 1'~."~ II .,oA.", .. ~ "u., ~ I,..." .. .. /It""', ., tr IF.,., ,.~ '"..,,,,., "I'M ~ 

1.'''''' c. Tel/Telt. 'EM" .... ,. I, 'Ii' Jle~ AI,.." ~ ~ ... ·.,,.T"', !1 .9t1.1.eU/ff, 

'!i' '"If,!I' .,.,.,.-Mu. 7)r; (IIJIMkiDi of the existence of the Deity,) DiL I. 
oc UBI ill Ie conaenaiO 8111J1i_ geutiWllIu oatl1l'e putaDda etIt."-Cic. 1. Tute-
.. MoltWII dare .w-. p.-wuptiODi omnilll1l homimua I Aplill DOl vcritatit argo_ 

.. mentwa Uiquid oamibUi videri." 1cc.1cc.-&!e. Ep. 117. 



HeKt 'C'lOll:11f not fail to 

larl y examif1l;:d and di 
he seems to have thought rom different part of 

his works, however, arious impf'k'tant him toWa tis-
factory answer to it might 'be easily eotlec -. t, I 
shall only remark, .hat although universa!it.y qf' belief is olle of 
the tests by which (according to hhn) a principle of common 
sen e is character1ted, it i8' not the only test which he represents 
as essential. Long b¢'ore bis time, Ii her Suftier, in his e cel. 
lent trcatise on Fi t Ttuths, had laid great tress on two other 
circumstanc ,as crittria to be attended Lo on such occasions; 
'and although I do not recollect any passage In Reid where 
they are so explicitJy tated, yet thc general spirit of his rea­

sonings plainly how. that he ha~ them constantly in view in 
. all t e practical applications of hi doctrine. 'l'hefirlt criterion 

p1entioned by Buffier is, "That the truthsa86l(med a m8-xims 
.. '6f common sense,. should , t;»e such, tliat it ill hnpossible for 

any di putant t!ither to defend or to attack them, ,but by 
~ means of propositions which are neither more 'manifest nor 

"1iIOie ~ tilan the prbpositions l1l qbe8tioll." The .econd 
criteriMi is, H That' their practicAl infl nee should eXlend ev~ 
" to those individuals who affect to dispute their authority." 



oot Dd . ti ~ prOceed smn~ .",.~ 

t'ate1y apfJl'eberlded, or ertoDeo12s1Yapplied. Tlle .· ospen 
of judgment, therefore, which is proper ith ""peel to par­
ticu1ar opinions, tilt they be once fairly mmint4d, can never 
j lify scepticism with respect to the genedt laws "Of the bu­
man mind. Our belief of tHe IUD'S motiOD is not a ~clu­
sion to whicll e -are n rify led by any such Jaw, bot 
an inference rashly drawn from the perceptions of sense, 
.. icb do not warrant such an inference. . All that we see 



8BOT. U op TH 

2. If the foregoing observations be just, they not only illustrate 

the coincidence between Dr Reid's general argument again t 

those metaphysical parado es ,,-hich revolt common nse, 

and the maxims of philosophical discultion previou ly sanc­

tioned by our soundest reasoners; but they go far, at the 

same time, to refule that charge of plagiarism in l~ich he has 

been involved, in common with two other ' cotish writera, who 
have made their stillJd in opposition to Berkeley and Hume, 
nearly on the same ground This charge, has been stated in' 

all its force, in ,the preface to an English translation of Buffier's 

Premieres V6rites, printed at London in the year 1780; and 

it cannot be denied, that sorfte of th proo~i alleged in its sup­

port are not withont plausibility. But why suppose Reid to 

have borrowed from this learned J uit, a mode of arguing 

which has been familiar to men in all agee of the world; and 

• to which, long before the publication of Buffier's e cellent 
book, the very same phraseology bad been applied by num­

berless other authors. On thill .point, the pas.age already quot­
ed from Bayle is of itself decisive. The truth is, it is a mode 

of arguing likely to occur to every 8incere and enlightened in­
quirer, when bewildered by sceptical sophistry; and whicb, 

dming the long interval between the publication of the Berko. 
leian theory, and that of Reid' Inquiry, ""at the only tenable 
post on which the conclusions of the former be mbat­

ed. A-fter the length to whieb the logical ~nsequences or the 
same principles were subsequently p hed in the Treatile cf 

HdII'IdJI tlh#'e, thi must have appei.red completely manifest 

to all itO were aware of the irreeildbJe force of the argumeot, 
as it is there stated; and,' _ dlit ver, ground ... taken 

.L 
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asearly\ts the year 1751, in a private correspondence with 
M'r Hume, by an intimate friend of his own, for whose. judg­
ment, both on philosophical and literary subjects, he seems to 

have j; It a peculiar deference •. I mention this, as a proof that 

the doctrine in question was the natural r ult of the state of 

cieoce at the period when Reid appeared; and, consequent­

ly, that no argument against his originality in adopting it, can 

reaaonably be founded on its coincidence with the views of 

any preceding author. 

A still more satisfactory reply to the charge of pJagiarism 
may be derived from this con idcftltion, that, in Buffier's Trea­
ti e, the doctrine which has furnished the chief ground of ac­
cusation is slaled with far greater preci ion and distinctness 
than in Dr Reid'sjirMt publication 011 the Human .Mind; and 
that, in hi subsequent performances, ajter he had peru.;ed the • 

writings of Duffit'r, hi phraseology became considerably more 
guard~ and consistent than before. 

If this ohservation be admitted in the case of Dr Reid, it 
will be found to apply with still grealer force to Dr Beattie, 
,vholle language, in various parls of his book. is so loose and 
un euled, as to afford demonstrative proof that it was not 

from Buffier he derived the idea of hi general argument. In 

confirolation of this, I shall only mention the fi t chapter of 

the lint part of his Essay, ill whicb be attempts Jo draw the 

t and idently confounding ,. 
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(as many other authors of high r putation have done) the two 

very different words, r~alO" and .rwMmi"g. His account of 

common sense, in the following p 'sage, is liabl to'" usure in 

almost every line: "Th term CQlntllOlt ImU hatb, in roo. 

"dern times, been sed by philosoph 1'8, both French and 
0$, British, lO ignify that power of th . mind which pcrcei\' 

"truth, or command beliet~ not by prog lve ar mn uta­

'~tion, but by an in tantaneou9, instinctivc. and irr' istible 

" impul e; derivcd neither from education nor from habit, 
" but from nature; aCling independently on our will, when­

" ever its object j pr Jlted, according to an t>stabH!:Ihcd laW', 

" and thmj'ol'e pl'Opet·ly called SENSE ., and acting in a similar 

• Thc doctrine of the-schoolmen (revived ill later time8 under a form lomcwhat 

modiued by Locke), ,..hich refers to ,e"'lItion the origin of all out ideae. iw given rite 

to a very unwaJTlIIltable extenRion of the word KIU;t, in the writiogs of modem philOlo­

phers. Wheo it '1'88 urat _rted, that "there it nothiog in the intellect whicb doee 

" not COlIle to it through the medium of ICMe," there CWI00t be a doubt that, by this 

last term, were. undentood exclueively our powen of ezt""al perception. In proc_ 

oftiJne, however, it came to be discovered, that there are many ide .. which cannot 

p«*IDl, be pcetllO thia lOurce; and which. oi CODlleClIl8Jlce, ai'ord undeniable proof 

that the .cbolutie account of die origin of our ldeaa ia e tremely imperfect. Such,,81 

certainly the logical inference to which theIC ditcoveries IIlould have Jed I but, inatead 

of adoptilag it, pllilolOphen have, from tlHi fint, mown • ditpoIition to ",ve, .. much 

II poIIible, the credit of the maximI i1I whida theJ had ..... edlll:ll&ell. by giYing to die 

word .ente 10 great. latitude of meaniDa, II to c:ompreheod. JIll the WIIf'Iou* lOureei of 

. our -unple ideaa, whatever theIC lOurc:el maiy .. AU the itIetu ( .. y. Dr HlUebe­

II BOD) or the material. of our re8lOllilltJ and judgiog. are received by lOme lllllllediatc 

.. powen ofpen:eptJOll, interDal ~ ~,wliielt we -r eUI -m. Cader the 

... ot~ """'. aoeordioglr • ..., write~1If the....uc.l pNf_ioa • • 
ccatillue to thif clay to compreheod memory ~ IUUl otbcr faculuee, boda 

~ _ adive.-(Vid. Halltr. ElerunI. Ph!l~' Lib. xvii.) H-nce abo 

&lio ~ fIOrtII IIIIH, ~ ,ereM""'" ......... ,y • .ad many of the other pe-
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4' manner upon aU, or at least uJ?OO a grea mltiority of m8.n­
" kind, and therefore properly called COMMON IIBNS£ -." 

" Reason," 00 the other hand, (we are told by the same au­
tor) ~, is, u ed by thosc who are most acc,prate in distinguiah­

" ing, t.o signify that er of the human mind by which we 
" draw iofcrences, or by which we are convinced that a relation 

" belongs to two ideas, on account of our having found that 

" these ideas bear certain relations to other ideas. In a word, 
" it is that faculty which enab1es us, from relations or ideas that 

" are known to investigate such as are unknown; and without 

" which w never could proceed in the discovery of truth a 
"single slep beyond first p,rinciple'! or intuitive axioms t." 
" It is in tbis last sense (be adds) that we are to use the word 

" rtdlQ1. i the course of this inquiry." 

These two passages are severely, and, I think, justly ani. 

m~hterted on. in the preface to the English translatiol~ of Buf. 
, book, h they are COD ith' the definition of 

common IOIBe given' by that profound and original philosopher. 

From this dcfini~on it appears, that. far from opposing coDi-
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. lOOn sense and reason to each other. he con idera them either 
as the same faculty, or as faculti nece88afuy and ill5eparabJy 

connected together. "It is a faculty (be saytl) which 8l'pe.ars ' 
" in an men, or at least in the far greater DUWber of them, 

" when they bave arti"ed at the age of reason, cObbling lhem 
. " to form a comJ1lOll and unifoml jl!dgmeul, 011 subjects C886J)oo ~ 

" tially connected with the ordinary concerns of hf :' 

That this contrast turns out greatly to the advantage of Buf:' 
fier·, must, 1 think, be granted to his very acule and int 

• It ia remarklble how little atteDtion the writingt of Buffier have attracted in his 

own country, and how very inadequate to hi. real eminence has been the rank common­

ly aaaigned to bim among French pbilolophen. Thill has perhapa been partly owing to 

an unfortunate COIIIbination which he thoupt proper to make of a Yarieay of DieceIla. 
DeClue treatiaa, of very UDeqIUll merit, into alarge work, to which he save the name of 

a CQIlr'lI '11'M ScUmce&. Some of ~ treatiaol, bo~ever, are of great rlllue; pard. ' 

(Warly that on First Tnalu, which contain. (along with lOme erroneoua notiona, easily 

to be IICClOWlted for by the period when the author wrote, and the religiou, lOCiety trith 
which be _ conaecteci,) _, ori«iDaI .cl ~ 'fie*a coneerailllJ the fo __ • 

&ioM iii J ...... U" ..... M40 &lie .. ~ /If. ratioDal Iofic. V oltalte, in bJa 
c:a&alogue of the illuatrioua writen who, adomed the reign of LoW. XlV. ia one of the 

very few French auchon who have spoken of Duffier with due retpect. .. D y a dau 
.. _ traitfl de m~taphyaique dea morceans que Locke D'auraiC pas d~...,oue., et c'eat 

" Ie _ j6Iuke qui ail aU UIICI ~ilaIophi. raiNDDabte daaa .. GIl......... Anetber 

Fnac:b philoIopIIer, t.oo, of. 'etI cliJereat lCboal, ad ~ Qat dlapoted to o'er­
rate the wente of Buflier. bu, in a work publilbed as lately as 180.5, candidly aclmow. 

Iedpl u,; lightewbicb he mipt bave derived frem the IaboWi of bia predeeeuor, if 
be bad beea~ with them ... ___ ..... 01 ......... c-lillae, ba aIIo 

~ Iai&IK t.ve pre6t.ecl peet)J ~ the II1D4I lip ... if lac had availed bimteJf of 

tWr ~ ill lUI ~uiriH eeacel'DiDl the b_ undenwuling. If Du moin. eft 

., i ~ que pour _ part, je Nil fort ~ de De CODDoltre que depuia ern-pea de 

...... eel opiaiGDI dIJ pare Bder, iii 1- ......... pJu&6l 6Do1lCl6cl queJque pert, 
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gent translator. But while I make this concession in fa­

vour of his statement, I must be allowed to add, that, in 

the same proportion in which Dr Beauie falls short of the 

cJearne s and logical accuracy of Iris predecessor, he ought 

to tand acquitted, in the opinion of all men of eandour, 

of CVC1Y suspicion of a. dishonourable plagiarism from hi~ writ- . 

iogs., 

It is the doctrine itself, however, and not the comparative 

rits of it variou abcttors, that i likely to interest the gene­

rality of philo ophicaJ students; and as I have always thought 

that this has suffered considerably in the public estimation, in 
consequence of the statement ofit given in ~he passage just quot­

ed from the Essay on Truth, I shall avail myself of the present 
opportunity to remark, how widely that statement differs from 

the language, n~t only .of Buffier, but of the author's contem­
porary and friend,· Dr Reid. This circum lance I think it 
necessary to mention, as it seems to have been through the 

medium of Dr Beattie's Essay, that most Eogli h writers have 
derived their imperfect information concerning Reid's philo-: 
sophy_ 

" There is a certain degree of mile (says this last fluthor, in 

" ' hi ' Es ays on the Intellectual Powen i)f Man,) which is De­

" ces Ilry to our being subjects of law and governmenl, capa-

. 
" eD,eI m-auraieDt fparpf bemcoup de peN d'h&iltati-. "_a Je resrette beau. 

" coup que CoodiJIac. daDa lei prof"cmdet at .....,.. aiHi~ .. fmtelligeoce ha • 
.. maine. Q'ait pu&itpllllcl'atteDtioa au id6elda 8Q11er." 1iC-li.lntmit11. 
dloloP..p«r M. DM.ul.Troeg. Tom. W. pp. 1ll6. IS7. 
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"ble of managing our own aifairs, and answerable for our 
"conduct to others. This i called conlin 0" sel/se, becau e 
"it is comwon to aU men with whom we can trail. act busi. 
" ness." 

" The same degree of understanding (he ~erward observes) 
" which makes a man capable of acting with common pru­
" dence in life, makes him capable of di cerning what is true 
" and what is fals(.', in matters that are seU:'evident, and which 
" he distinctly apprehends." In a subsequent paragraph, he 
gives hi sanction to a passage from Dr Bentl y, in which 
common sen e i ex-presllly usect as synonymous with flqtllral 

light and reason •. 

It is to be regretted, as a circumstance unfavourable to tbe 
reception of Dr Beattie'$ valuable essay among accurate rea-

• Pages 522, 524, 4to edit. In the following VerIC!I at Prior, the word "awn it 
employed in aa acceptation exactly c:oiacident with the idea wbicl1 i., 011 "'OIt occcuioIu, 

lIIIDGed by Dr lleirl co die ph.raIe ConmIlIII ur&Ie I 

.. Nole here, Lllcrl'll ... cia," 10 leaeh 

I, ( • all ""r ),/)11111 RIll)' learn (f'OIII Caney,) 

.. TbaI ~'J" _re -'~. bat eOeId DOt vie". 
" HOI' ....... embrace, _ feet PUnDt, 
u Ihlllelldl,. NIhate414 prod_ 
II The _bet. filII, MId liMa Ibe _; 

" Wbat ftIeh .. uat tlCl •• yellllll_ • 
.. TIll 811 __ eel ." a.--.e. 
. . . . . . . . . . 
.......... 

II DIM'or lIiIillte be ....... _ • 

• WlticII ............. • ..... , III i-,--... ,.., c.a. J. 
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soners, that, in the outset of his discussions, he did Dot coniine 

himself to some such general explllnation of this phrase as is 
given in the foregoing 'extracts from Buffier and Reid, with­
out affecting a tone of logical precision in his definitions and 

distinctions, which, so far from being necessary to his intended 
ar~ment, ,vere evidently out of place, in a work designed as 
a poptiJar antidote against the illusions of metaphysical scep­
ticism. The very idea, indeed, of appealing to common B6t,e, 
virtua)]y implies that the&e words atc to be undcl1Itood in theit 

ordinary accepUltion, unrestricted and unmodified by any tech­
nical tcfin ments and comment . This part of hi essay, accord­
ingly, which is by far the most vulnerable palt of it, has been 
attacked with aUvantage, not only by the translator of Buf­
fier, but by Sir James, teuart, in a very acute letter published 
in 'ihe last edition of his work$-. . 

While I thus endeavour, however, to distinguish Dr Reid's 
definition of common SCflse from that of Dr Beattie, I am 
far from consid ring even the language of the former on 
this subject, as in every instance unelceptionable; nor do 

I think it has been a fortunate circumstance (notwithstand­
ing the very high authorities which may be quoted in his 
vindication), that he attempted to incorporate 50 vague and 
ambiguous a phrase with the appropriate terms of logic. My 
chief reasons for this opinion 1 ha e stated. at some length, in 

To die bGIIOIII' tI Dr Beattie it IbUll . be I'eIIIIIt4Mt tJIia hil.reply eo thiI letter. 
( ..... , be foaDd ID Sir J_8teurt' •• orb) IliWritteD ID altrliD oIforbearaDce 
... of'rooclluuDaill'. which ftnr au&bon would have beeD able eo 1lllliDtaiD, der 

........ tlMilJldl' 
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an account published ~ few yean ago of Dr Reid's Life 8IIld 
Writings-. 

One very unlucky consequence' bas unquestionably resulted 
from the coincidence of so many writers connected with this 
northern part of the island, in adopting, about the same pe­
riod, the same phrase, as a sort of philosophical watch-word ;­
tbat, although their iews durer widely in various respects, they 
have in general been classoo' together a partizans 0'£ a new 
sect, and as mutually respon ible for the doctrines ()f' each 
other. It is ea~y to perceive the use likely to be made of this 
accident by an uncandld antagonist. 

All of these lI--ttters have, in my opiqion, been occasionally 

• 10 coo,aeqaeoce of the ambiguous meanin, of this phrue, Dr Reid IOme~ianet Calla 

Into a IOrt of play 011 worela, which I have often regretted. "If thil be phllOlOphy 
.. (saye be, OD one oeeuion) I reDOWlCe her guiclalic:& Let alYlOul dwell with _011 

.. ,em.:' (IIIP;r:v imo tM H_ MjtUJ. Chap. i. Sec:&. S. See aUo Sect. ... of the 

l8D1e c:hap&er.) And io anotb~ paMIIP, a8er ~I ~oo&ed .. "ins of Hobbel, 
that .. ~ _ • ~ a mao, a man 'IrlD be ~ reuoa;" he addI: 
.. ThIt it equally IppIicable to CDIII7/IOfI "",II." (Euo" 011 tM 1~ PO'lIIer', 
po 550, 4t.o eclidoD. ) In both of tbeIe llItUDCeI, aod auleed iJ) the general 

ItraiD of &rJIIIIICIIt wbidll'lllll tbroap Jail worb,. be ~ ,...". ""'. in ita 

ordiDary accep&a&ioD, u '7'Ioo)'DlC!~ or lOl1"'9 'YIl~ 1ri&h .da, word 
rtGIO", U it it DOW aiM &eqliendy eziIplo)'~ In a few ... , hont'eT, be __ to 
lUlYe .... ed to the _ pIsrIIe a techDkIiI ~ orbit OWII, IIUl .. eYeD lpOken • of.-IMIIliDI •• thiD&_,fll Uy _...... '11IaI, II6er Wllltl'ldur the aJI'e. 

;. cJiIIIeI of fIIIftmIl.p> he ~~ ~~ "N-lIIaJ be ~ 1IW 

". ~ f6. .. of DI&Ural tlpI bIw.e ~ ~ fha..ilu9d_i09 of.tr\III pbiI­
.. iIii," the MCODC1 of the tbIe ~ .'at.,.. ~. thelo\lP.datioo ~ etIIo! 

' "W' .... ~ .,.",; __ ".,.,.,eMWW __ ... ~:~ QIp. 

II 
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miSled in their speculations, by a . want of attention to the 
distinction between first principles, properly so called, and the 
fundamental Jaws of human belief. Buffier himself has fallen 
ioto the same CtTOr; nor do I know of anyone logician, from 
tbe time of Al'istotle downward$, who has entirely .avoided it. 

The foregoing critical remarks will, I hope, have their use 
in keeping this ~8tinction more steadily in the view of future 
inquirers j a~d in preventing some of the readers of the pu­
blications to which they relate, qom con~iving a prejudice, 
in consequence of the looseness of that phrclSoology which has 
been accidentally adopted by their authors, against the just and 
important conclusions which they contain. 
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CHAPI'ER' SECOND. 

OF REASONING AND OF DEDUCTIVE aVIDBNCE. 

Doubts a>ith respect to Locke', Distinction between tIlt Power. of 
Intuition and of Reasoning. 

ALTHOUGH, in treating of th¥ branch of the Philosophy of the 
Mind, I have followed the example of preceding writen, 80 far 
as 1.0 speak of intuition and ' re"soniog as two 4itferent faculties 
of the understanding, I am by no means satisfied that there 
exists between them that radical distinction which is common­
ly apprehended. Dr Beattie, in his Essay on Truth. has at­
tempted to show, tba~ how closely soever they may in gener8.l 
J:>e conneci.ed, yet that tbiJ (tOJ1DeCtion is not necessary; inflO-, 
much, that a being mal be conceived endued with the one, 

and at th~ same time destitute of the Other -. Something of 
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this kind, he remarks, takes place itt drea.tU and in mad­
ness; in both of which state8 of the sYsten:!, the power of. 
reasoning appears occasionaUy to be retained in no inconsi. 
derable degree, while the power of intuition is suspended or 
lost. But this doctrine is liableto obvious, and to insonnount,.. 
able objectiollfJ; and has plainly taken its rise from the vague­
nellS of the phraae comtntm Itnle, which the author. employs 
through the whofe of his argument, as synonymous with the 
power of intuition. Of the indissoluble conoectron between 
this last pOwer and tbat of reasoning, no <>the! proof is neces. 
saty than thP. follo ing considp.ration~ that, " in every step 
" which reason ma.<es in demonstrative knowledge, there must 
" We intuitive certainty;" a proposition which Locke has ex.­
cell ntly illustrated, and which. since his time, bas beerl acqui­
elced in, so far as I know, by pbilosopbers of all deecriptions. 
From tbis proposition (4Vhicli, 'When properly interpreted, ap­
pears to me to be perfectly juat) it obviously follows, that the 
pow of reasoning pnBuppotel the power of intuition; and, 
therefore, the I, 'qu lion ~~ bich any doubt can be 
en ained it, bethel of intuition (according t.o . 
Locke'l idea of it) d_ that Of itJa8OIlingi' My 
own op 'on iI,~. that it doe. I at leU~, when c0m-

bIned' d albin j\to-
Oug by 



proper for me 'to observe, by way oe comment on the proposi­
tion jUtit quoted from Locke, tbat, although, " in a complete 
"demonstration, there must be intuitive evidence at every 
"step;' it is not to ~ uppoeed, that, in every demon tration, 

all tbe various intuitive ,;t.dgmen .leading to tile ~DClu~iop. 
are actually presented to our though\S. - In by far U1e greater 
number of insLance&, we trust entirely to judgments resting up. 
on the evidence of memory; by the helt> of meh faoulty, we 
are enabled to connect ~ber the mOIl remote truths, with 
the very same oooidenoe 88 if tbe one ,ere an imrnediat 
consequence of the otber. or does this diminish, in the 
ama¥lest degree, the sati faction. we feel in f~lowiDg such a 
train of reasoning. , 0& the contrary, nothing can be 
disguating tban. a demonstnLLion whero even the BiJJJpJest and 
Il108L obvious steps are :brought forward to view; and where no 
appeal' made to that stock of previous knowledge which me­
mory has identified with the operation. ofrea8on. Still, however, 
it i true, that it is by a COD • nued obllin of intuitive judgmeD1a, 
tbat t,be " .. Ie s~ of geometr.Y ~gJt . together; inasmuch 
.. tIHt ~ uy one . ually iQcltJdes 
all the previoat demo to which Jt 
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or m(tM. of proof, that the iDveo.tive and reasoning POWenI 

" of the mathematician find 80 DOble a field for their e er­
cili¢. 

With respect to these powers of judgment and of reasoning, 
as they are here"combiDed, it appears w me, that. the results of 
the former may be COlIlP~to a collection of separate tones 
prepared by the chisel fOj" the purposes of the builder: upon 
each of which ston&, while lying on the ground, a person 
may rai$C himaelf. as ~pon .a pedestal, t~ a small elevation. 
The same judg~ts;. when" combined ;nto a train of reason­
iog, ttll'winaLin • D a remote conclu ion, resemble the fonnerJ, 
u noecled ~ka, when converted .into the steps of " a stair­
case leawn to the summit of a tower, which would be.other-

" . 
Wise I ibJc. In the design and aecuUCiD of this staircase. 
much skill and invention may be dbplayed y the arcwteot: 
bU1$ in order to ascend, nothing more is necessary than a 
repetition of the act bjr which the first step .8& gained. The 
fact 1 co . 0 be sow hat aOluogo ,in the relation 
betw n the power of judgment, and what logiciam call the 
discunive procesteIJ pC ~g. 
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" ment of the intermedi ideas, m each lep and progreWOft 
" of' the demonstration, m Iso 00 carried ~ actly in the 
U mind, and a man must be sure that no part is left out j 

U which, in long deductions, and in the use of many proofs, 

u the memory does not 'ways readily and cdy retain: 

U theJ'efore it comes t() pa ,th 'thi i more imperfect than 
" intuitive knowledge, and m n embrace often falsehood for .... 
" demonstrations •• n 

The same doctrine is tatedoelsewbere by Mr Locke, more than 
once, in terms equally explicit t; and yet hi . language occa­
sionally favours th pposition, tbat, in its deductive processes, 
the mind exhibits some tnodification of reason ntially disti ct 
from illtuition. The account, tbo, which he bas given of their 
l'C8pecti e provinoes, afford videftCe hal his ootions coo­
cerning them were not officiallYy precise and setY d. "When 
" tbe mind ( y he) peroeivetl tb agreement or disagreement 
" of two ideas immediately by themselv ,without the inter­
u \lention ~ any other, its knowledge may be caUtxi intuitive. 
" ben it C8.IlDOt bring illJ id togeLher °as, b.y their imwe­
" diaLe colDparison, aod, as it were, jux a-position, or applica. 
" lion one to another, to perceive their agr~e1Denl 01" dl\Sagree­
'. I t, it' fain, by the iu.l.t:rvention of other ideas (one or lore 
"as it. bappeqs) M discover the agreement or disa nt 
" :.hie it aearches; and this is that which we caM retUOlril'K .t." 

aIIo B. ~. ~. xYiI. f 15. 

"IV.~-.w §'" 

~ 
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.AOOQI'djng to th definition&.; ppotin'g the equality M two 

li~ .A and B to be percei ed immediatel, in oonsequence of 
"their coincidence; the judgment of the mind is intuitive: up­

posing A to coincide with B, and B with C j the relation be­
tween A and C j perceived by reuoaing. or is this a hasty 

inference frolD Locke' acc;idental language, !.Pbst it is per­

fectly agreeable to the fole8oing definitions, as understood by 

their author, appears from the following passage, which occun -
afterwards: "The principal act of ratiociMtion is the finding 

" the agreement or di greement 'Of two ideas, one with ano­

" ther, by the inlervention of a third. A a man, by a yard, 

"fiod two bouses to be of the same length, -which could not 

" be brought together to tDe84ure their equality by Juxta-poai.. 
"tion -," 

,: 
BolV. QIp. RIlL 

I 
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the relation between . and, C, is the lame wilh the faculty 

which perceives the relation between .A and B, and between B 
and C·. 

In farther confirmation of the same proposition, an appeal 
might be made to tile tructure of syllogi ms. Is it po ible to 
conceive an understanc:ling so formed as to perceive the truth 
of the major and of the minor propositions, ~nd ·yet not to per­
ceive the force of the conclusion? The contrary must appeal' 
evident to every person who knows what a syllogism is; or ra­
thel', as in this mode of s~ng ·an argument, the mind is led 
from universals to particulars, it must appear evident, that, in 
the very statement of the major proposition, the truth of the 
conclusion is presupposed; insomuch, that it was not without 

good reason Dr Campbell hazarded the epigrammatic, yet un­
answerable remark, that " there is always some radical defect 
" in a syllogism, which is not chargeable with that species of 

" sophism known among logicians by f.be name of petitio pritt­
" cipii, or a beggi"g qf'the questiont." 

The idea which is commonly annexed to intuition, as oppos-

• Dr RaId'. DOliOlll, II well .. 111_ or Mr Locke, _ to hue been lOmewhat lin­

settled with reepec:t to the precile 1M¥! which leparatel in~uition from reIIIOning. That 

the uioma of geOmetry are intuitive tru~ be 11M remarked in nwnberle. ~ of 

hII worb; and yet, in epeakiug of the applicatioD of the .yllogiltic theory to mathema-

....... ef Ibe fblJowiog esp~: .. The eImpIe ~ng, • A Ie equal to 

.. '" to ~ ~ A. ill .. ~.te e,f ClDDot be broispt Into 1II)'l)'IIopzo in 

.. ~t-f1 ..... -see Ilia Jf."., 'If Jf~'. Lop. 
f OJ. L p017 .. 
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ed to reo,oning, turns, I suspect, entirely o~ the circumstance 

of time. "hc former we conceive to be in tantaneous; whereas 

the latter nece sarily involves the notion of succession, or of pro­
gres. This distinction i sufHciently precise for the ordinary 

purposes of di course; nay, it supplies us, on many occasions, 
with a convenient raseology: but, in the theory of the mind, 

it has led to some mi taken conClusion, on which. I intend 

to offer a few" remarks in the econd part of this section. 

o much with respect to the separate ptt>vinces of these pow­
er , according to Locke i-a point on which I am, after all, in­
clined to think, that my own opinion does not differ essentially 
from his, wbat ver inferences to the contrary may be drawn 

from somo of his casual expressions. The misapprehensions 
into which these have contributed to Jead various writers of a 
later date, will, I hope, furnish a smlicient apology for the at­

tempt which I have made, to place the question .in a stronger 
light than he seems to have thought requisite for its illustration. 

In SOlD(,! of the foregoing quotations from his Essay, there is 
another fau]t of still greater monw."nt; of which, although not 
iuunediaf.ely conn ted with 'die topi~ no UMer di8cu . on, 

it is proper for me to take notice, that I may not h ve the ap­

pearance of acquiescing in a mode of speaking 0 extremely 

e ceptionable. hat I anude to is, the supposition which 
his language, concerniug tli po of in\W)iOD and of 

reasoning, iDvolv ,that ~C:lR~ COniOO iole~ in .~ perctp­

lion qf lie GSrwneni or tie ~ if our f'tl~,. 'The im­
propriety of this pb~logy has been sufficiently e posed by Dr 

J 



Reid, whose animac}veniqna woWd peg leave to recommead 
to the attention of th readers, who, from long habit, may 

have familiarized their ~ t.A the p~uliarities of Locke's phi­
losophical diction. In this place, I think it sufficient for me to 

add to Dr Rcid:~ strictures, tliat Mr Locke' language ha , in the 
present iostance, been uggested to him by t e partial view which 
he toqk of the subject i his i1lustratio~s being chiefly borrowed 
from mathematics. and Lbe l"ela.tions abQut which it is conver­
sant. When applied to these relations, it is undoubted].r pos-
sible to anDC;lX IiO(Ile, tp such pbr as comjJQri"ll ideas, 
-thejuxta-posiliofl i_,,~he perception qf the agreements or 
diBagreements of *114' but., in (Jj~ othor branch of kpow­
ledge, this jargon will be fopnd, 0.0 exarnmatiqn, to be altoge­
ther unmeaning' alld, instead of adding to the precision of 

eur notion , :ve plain facts in techniCal and scholastic 
mystery • . , 

cd to ever, lpgicill wri~ w 
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Conclusidm obtmned by a Proceu of Deduction often miltaken for 
Intuitive Ju4gments. 

IT has been frequ ntly remarked, that the justest and most 
efficient undentandings are often possessed by men who are 
incapable of statjng to others, or even to themselvell, the grounds 
on which they proceed in forming their decisions. In some 
i tances, I have been disposed to ascribe this to the faults of 
early· education; but, in other cases, I am petJuaded, that it 
,vas the effect of active and imperio babits in quickening the 
evanescent proc ses of thought, 80 as to render them untrace­
able by the memory; and to give the appearance of i,uwtion 
to what was in fact the result of a train of reasoning so rapid 
8S to escape notice. This I conceive to be the true theory 
of what is generally calJed COIJIMOf,IettIe, in opposition to book. 
learning; and it to 0 for the bicb bal been 
made of this pbrase, 1 ario writen, as synonymous with 
intuition. 

Theae seemingly id8tan~tab4eo'ii1 
nll'.ilLI'BI'I to m en 'tled to 'l1'I'8ater 

thaD mau of our m 

they ha e beenfOl'4'«4 
deliberate ooncluaions; inamlucb as 
it ere, on the mind the lessoDS 



of long experience; and are as little liable to be biassed by 
temper or passion, as the estimates we form of the distances of 
visible objects. They co tit i~eed, to those who are ha­
bitua1lyengaged in the busy &CeDes of life, a Bort· of pecu1iarja- . 
culty, analogous, both in' its drigin and in ita U8et'to the coup 
d' oeil of the military- engineer, or to the uick aDd lure tact 

of the medical practitiD.Der. in ~kiDg the diagn08t&ca of 111" 
ease. 



In me rare and anomalous caees, a rapi.dit, of jUdgment 
in the more complicated concern .. of Jife, appears in indi iduals 

who have had 0 fe.". opportunities of profiting by experience, 

tbat it seems, on a superficial view, to be the immediate gift ot 
heaven. D t, in all 8uch instances (although a great deal must 

undqubtedJy be ascri~ to an ioe plicable aptitude or predis­

position of tbe inaeUectual powers,) ~e rna, be perfectlyas­

Bured, that every judgment of the understanding is preceded 
by apT s ohea.soniog or deduction, whether the individual 

himself be able to recoJlect it or not. Of this I caD no more 

doubt, tban 1 could bring mYllelf LO believ~ that the Arithmeti­
cal Prodigy, who }Ia , of late, 80 ju LI! atlracted the attention 

of the -curio " abl toextraet square and cube roots ·by an 
wtinct: nd in tant:1neous perception, because .the proceu 
of mental calculation, by hieh he is led to the result, eludes 
aU hi e1forta to recover it·. . 

It i remarked by Ir .Hume, with respect to the elocution 
of Oliver Crom 11, that" it always con fosed , embarrassed, 

II and uniotelligibl ,"-'.' The great defect, however, (he adds) 

" in Oliver' speeches eOD isted, not in his want of elocution, 

" but in his t of' eapcit1 of hi &be 
c& abeurdil.Y of his disco fOrming m pl'9digioua OC)IP 

" t tbat.f2Ier wu ."-" In the sreat . :r Qf.l1uman 
"p (ya the b~, ~ a ) 



" there are some whicb, b tile, lheir object c1early and 
" di tinctly in general; yet, when t y come to unfold il.8 pal1/J 
" by discourse or writing, Jo that 1 no con ption which 
" tbey had before attained. II accounts agr in II cribing to 
"CromwelJ, a tiresome, dark, unio ljigible 61 ion, even 

" when be bad no intention to disgui hi meaning: cl, no 
"man' action were ever, in such a variely of difficult inci. 
" dents, more decisive and jUdlci ",a." 

The case here described may be conlJidered as an e,2'Ireme 

one; but every person of common observation mu t recollect 
mets somewhat analogous, whicb have falien under bill own 
Dotice. Indeed, it is no more than we hould e pect a priori, 
to meet with, in every individual who early habils have train­
ed him more to the active busin~8 of the world, than to tho e 
pursuit which prepare the mind tor communicating to otbers 
its ideas and feelings, with clearn and eiftlct. 

An anecdote which I heard, maDY years ago, of a late very 
eminent Judge (Lord fansfield) has otten recurred to my me­
mory, while 11 fi oLing on these appar nt iuconllililencies of in­
tellectual character. A friend of hi • who pos s ed xcellent 
naturnl talents, but who had been prevented, by bis profes­
sioDal dut,ies 88 a n vai-officer, from bestowing on them all the 
cal' alion of which tbey were susceptible, having been recently. 
appointed to the government of Jamaica, happened to express 
some doubts of' bis competency to preside in the Court of 
Cbandery. Lord Mansfield assured bim, that he would find the 
diSiculty DOt great as he apprehended. U 'rrust (be said) 
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" to your own good 8eme in forming your opinions; but be­
" ware of attempting to state tbe grounds of your judgments. 
" The judgment will ohably be right i-the argument will ill­

" faUibly be wrong," 

From what has been said, it seems to follow, that although 

" man should bappen to rea30n ill in .support of a sound con­
clu ion, we are by no means tilled to infer with confidence, 

that be judged rikhl, merely by accident. It is far from being 
iQlpoll iblc that he may have committed orne mi take in staL­

ing to othrs (perhaps in retracing to himself) the gl'Ounds up­
on which his judgment was r ally founded. Indeed, this must 
be the case, wherevcr a hrewd understanding in business i 
united with an incapacity for clear and , luminou reasoning; 
and something of th same ort is incident, more or les , to all 
men (more particularly to mcn of quick parts) when they make 
all aU mpt, in di cus ions concerning human affairs, to remount 

loji"8t l)7'inci}Jlcs. It may be added, that in the old, thi correct­
ness of judgment often remains, in "3. surprising degree. long 
after the discursive or argumentative pow r would seem, from 
some decay of attention, or confusio~ in the succession of 
ideas, to have been sensibly imparred by age or by disease. 

In consequence of these views, as well as of various others 

foreign ~ the present subject, I am led ~o entertain great 
• doubts about tb solidity of a v ry specious doctrine laid 

down by Condorcet, in his " Es on the pplicaUon of 

" dlematical Analysis to the Probabili' of Decisions ~ 
" ing upon tho V of a Majority, '" h is extremely po&-



" tibJe (be observes) that the decisio which unites in its fa­
" voar the greatest number of suffrages, lJlay compreh nd a. 
If variety of propositions, some of wInch, jf stated apart, 

If would have had a plurality of voices against them; and, as 
"the truth of a system of propositions, suppo tbat each 
" of t'be propositions composing it js true, the pl'obabilit of 
"th system can be rigorously deduced only from an c ami­
" nation of the probability of each prQPosition, separal Iy con-

" sidered - ." 

When this theory is applied to a conrt of law, it is well 
known to involve one of the nicest questions in practical juris­

prudence; and,in that light,! do not presume LO have formed any 
opinion with ~pect to it. It may be doubted, perhaps, it it be 

not one of those pt;oblems, the solution of which, in particu­
lar instances, is more safely entrusted to discretionary judg­
ment, than to the rigorous application of any technical rule 
founded on abstract pri . pIes. I have introduced the quo­
tation here, merely on account of the proof which it has been 
supposed to aBOrd, that the seeming diversities of human 
belief fall, in general, gready short of the reaJit.f. On this 
point, the con ideratioft already stated, strongly incline me 
to entertain an idea directly contrary. My reasons for think-

• &IIi IUr I'ApplicatiGn de "Analyse l la probabill&e dee Dec:iaiou MIduet l Ja 
pli{nUt6 cte. VoiL INc. Prt!l. pp. t6, 67 • 

.... _ ...... in the quot.ation are Dot agree8bJe to &be icIiom or our 
..... I diIl_ tbmk ..,....w &0 cIeput ha rile pia .. ." 01'_ Gr;" 

~ ~ ill1IIiciemJt ~ 
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