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THE FAILUFUZ O F  HUME'S TREATISE 

The Treatise i s ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  a f a i l u r e ;  lfume t e l l s  

us  so h i m s e l f .  Hume's r e s e r v a t i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  T r e a t i s e  b o t h  

i n  l a t e r  w r i t i n g s  and  even  w i t h i n  t h e  work i t s e l f  a r e  w e l l  

known.' What i s  less c lear  i s  e x a c t l y  why Hume found t h e  
T r e a t i s e  so u n s a t i s f a c t o r y .  T h i s  i s  a c o m p l i c a t e d  

q u e s t i o n ,  f o r  t o  e x p l a i n  why t h e  T r e a t i s e  does  n o t  l i v e  up 

t o  Hume's e x p e c t a t i o n s  p re supposes  an u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  t h e  
more fundamenta l  p roblem o f  what  Hume's e x p e c t a t i o n s  were 
i n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e .  In what f o l l o w s  I p r e s e n t  a t h e o r y  
a b o u t  what  it w a s  t h a t  Hume hoped t o  accompl ish  i n  t h e  

T r e a t i s e  and why t h i s  p r o j e c t  w a s  u l t i m a t e l y  u n s u c c e s s f u l .  

I n  t h e  f i r s t  t w o  s e c t i o n s  o f  t h i s  p a p e r  I d i s c u s s  
t h r e e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p o s i t i o n s  w i t h  which Hume w a s  conce rned ,  

and I p r e s e n t  t h r e e  f a c u l t i e s  o f  t h e  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  which h e  

i so la tes  i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e .  I n  t h e  t h i r d  s e c t i o n  I a r g u e  

t h a t  Hume's g o a l  i s  t o  match t h e s e  t h r e e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  

p o s i t i o n s  w i t h  t h e  t h r e e  f a c u l t i e s ,  and by do ing  so  t o  
p r o v i d e  bo th  a c r i t i q u e  o f  u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  p o s i t i o n s  and a 
f o u n d a t i o n  f o r  h i s  own " s c i e n c e  o f  man." I conc lude  by 

showing t h a t  t h i s  matching  p r o j e c t  i s  u l t i m a t e l y  unsuccess ­

f u l ,  t h u s  dooming t h e  T r e a t i s e  t o  a t  l e a s t  p a r t i a l  f a i l u r e .  

My a n a l y s i s  i s  based  p r i m a r i l y  on T r e a t i s e  I ;  w i t h o u t  a rgu ­

ment h e r e  I s u b s c r i b e  t o  Kemp S m i t h ' s  t h e s i s  t h a t  T r e a t i s e  I 

r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  most advanced s t a g e  o f  t h i n k i n g  i n  t h e  

Treatise. '  T h i s  e x p l a i n s  t o  m e  how Hume can  c o n t i n u e  t o  

w r i t e  Books I1 and I11 a f t e r  t h e  p a r t i a l  f a i l u r e  o f  t h e  

p r o j e c t  which he r e g i s t e r s  i n  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  of T r e a t i s e  I .  

I read t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  t o  Book I as t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  o f  t h e  

whole p r o j e c t .  
Three  P h i l o s o p h i c a l  P o s i t i o n s  

The t h r e e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p o s i t i o n s  which I wish t o  

d i s c u s s  are d e s c r i b e d  by Hume a t  one  p o i n t  a s  t h a t  of t h e  
u u l g u r ,  t h a t  of u f a l s e  p h i l o s o p h y ,  and  t h u t  of t h e  t r u e  ("222). 
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L e t  us  d i s c u s s  them i n  t h a t  o rde r :  
1. Vulgar  S u p e r s t i t i o n .  Hume f r e q u e n t l y  d i s ­

cusses and c r i t i c i z e s  a s e t  of  b e l i e f s  and ways of t h i n k i n g  
which f o r  convenience I c a l l  "vu lga r  s u p e r s t i t i o n .  " The 
r e a l  enemy h e r e  i s  popular  r e l i g i o n ,  which f o r  Hume i s  t h e  

c l e a r e s t  e x p r e s s i o n  of t h i s  mode of thought .  I n  t h e  
Treatise Hume i s  more wary of  c r i t i c i z i n g  popu la r  r e l i g i o n  
than  he sometimes w a s  i n  l a t e r  works, b u t  t h e  g e n e r a l  t a r g e t  
of h i s  remarks is  s t i l l  c l e a r .  The k inds  of thought  Hume 
has  i n  mind h e r e  a r e  b i g o t r y ,  s u p e r s t i t i o n ,  c r e d u l i t y ,  p re ­
j u d i c e ,  and i n d o c t r i n a t i o n .  Th i s  t ype  of  t h i n k i n g  p r e s e n t s  
a c o n s t a n t  b a r r i e r  t o  human enl ightenment  and p r o g r e s s ,  and 
f o r  Hume t h e  r o l e  of  phi losophy i s  t o  a t t a c k  s u p e r s t i t i o n  
and keep it i n  check. As Hume expres sed  it a few y e a r s  
l a t e r  , 

One c o n s i d e r a b l e  advantage  t h a t  a r i s e s  f rom 
p h i l o s o p h y ,  c o n s i s t s  i n  t h e  s o v e r e i g n  a n t i -
d o t e  wh ich  i t  o f f e r s  t 3  s u p e r s t i t i o n  and 
f a l s e  r e l i g i o n .  A l l  o t h e r  remed ies  a g a i n s t  
t h a t  p e s t i l e n t  d i s t e m p e r  are  vague ,  o r  a t  
l e a s t  u n c e r t a c n .  3 

2 .  Dogmatism. Another t a r g e t  which Hume a t t a c k s  
i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  is a dogmatic or r a t i o n a l i s t i c  approach t o  
phi losophy,  b e s t  exempl i f i ed  by Cambridge P la ton i sm and 
Car t e s i an i sm.  This  t ype  of phi losophy seeks  t o  base  
e t h i c s  upon pure r eason ,  t o  know t h i n g s  w i t h  c e r t a i n t y ,  and 
t o  p e n e t r a t e  t h e  u l t i m a t e  n a t u r e  of man, God, and t h e  
u n i v e r s e .  Hume hopes t o  show t h e  f a l l a c y  of a11 t h i s  
p h i l o s o p h y  (T 413) by showing t h a t  reason can never  motivate  
a c t i o n ,  t h a t  only fools  c l a im t o  know t h i n g s  w i t h  c e r t a i n t y  
(T  2 7 0 ) ,  and t h a t  w e  must be c o n t e n t  t o  understand t h e  
appearance of t h i n g s  r a t h e r  than t o  know t h e i r  s e c r e t  c a u s e s  
( T  6 4 ) .  

3. The Sc ience  of Man. H u m e ' s  own p o s i t i o n ,  t h e  
" s c i e n c e  of man, " i s  p r e s e n t e d  a s  a middle ground-empirical  
r a t h e r  t han  a p r i o r i  and s c i e n t i f i c  r a t h e r  than superst i t ious.  
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The g o a l  of  t h i s  t r u e  p h i l o s o p h y  i s  t o  d i s c o v e r  t h e  o r i g i n a l  
q u a l i t i e s  of human n a t u r e  (T  5 6 2 ) ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  a Newtonian 
a n a l y s i s  of man h imse1f . l  For Hume t r u e  p h i l o s o p h e r s  a r e  
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by t h e i r  moderate  s c e p t i c i s m  (T  2 2 4 1 ,  so  Hume's 
system i s  t o  be b u i l t  on p robab le  judgments r a t h e r  t han  cer­
t a i n  ones ,  and it w i l l  d e a l  w i t h  appearances r a t h e r  t han  
e s sences .  Here aga in  H u m e  fo l lows  t h e  " c o n s t r u c t i v e  
s c e p t i c i s m "  of Newton. H u m e  sees c o n s i d e r a b l e  danger i n  
fo l lowing  e i t h e r  r a t i o n a l i s m  o r  s u p e r s t i t i o n ,  b u t  h e  has 
g r e a t  hopes f o r  t h e  s c i e n c e  of man which he conce ives  as a 
mas te r - sc i ence .  There  i s  no q u e s t i o n  of i m p o r t a n c e ,  h e  
writes,  whose d e c i s i o n  i s  n o t  compr i z ' d  i n  t h e  s c i e n c e  of 
man; and t h e r e  i s  none ,  wh ich  can be d e c i d e d  w i t h  any c e r ­
t a i n t y ,  b e f o r e  we become a c q u a i n t e d  w i t h  
Three F a c u l t i e s  of t h e  Understandinq. 

According t o  H u m e  t h e r e  a r e  a t  
which w e  make judgments. These t h r e e  
mind have impor t an t  consequences f o r  t h e  
i t i o n s  o u t l i n e d  above. 

1. Demonstrative Reason. I n  

t h a t  s c i e n c e  (T XX). 

l e a s t  t h r e e  ways i n  
f a c u l t i e s  of t h e  

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  pos­

t h e  T r e a t i s e  Hume 
d i s t i n g u i s h e s  one f a c u l t y  o f  t h e  unde r s t and ing  which is  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  making a n a l y t i c  or necessa ry  judgments. I n  
Hume's terms t h i s  i n v o l v e s  making judgments based p u r e l y  
upon t h e  comparison of  i d e a s  p r i o r  t o  any expe r i ence  of  how 
these i d e a s  a r e  r e l a t e d  i n  expe r i ence .  H i s  i n s i g h t  about  
t h i s  k ind  of judgment is  t h a t  it can never  g i v e  us  any sub­
s t a n t i v e  knowledge about  t h e  world.  Although t h e s e  judg­
ments have t h e  b e s t  p o s s i b l e  claim on c e r t a i n t y  they  can 
account  f o r  no s i n g l e  phaenomenon, even  t h e  mos t  s i m p l e  
(T 6 9 ) .  Demonstrative reason can supp ly  us, accord ing  t o  
Hume, o n l y  w i t h  s t e r i l e  t a u t o l o g i e s .  

2 .  The General  and E s t a b l i s h e d  P r o p e r t i e s  of 
t h e  Imaginat ion.  Hume a l s o  i s o l a t e s  a f a c u l t y  of  t h e  under-
s t a n d i n g  which i s  respons b l e  f o r  o u r  judgments of cause and 
e f f e c t .  These judgments f o r  Hune, a r e  u l t i m a t e l y  made by 
u n i v e r s a l  and unavoidable  p r o p e r t i e s  of  t h e  imag ina t ion .  
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I t  i s  t h i s  a s p e c t  of t h e  imag ina t ion  which p e o p l e s  t h e  
w o r l d ,  and b r i n g s  us  a c q u a i n t e d  w i t h  such  e x i s t e n c e s ,  a s  by 
t h e i r  removal  i n  t i m e  and p l a c e ,  l i e  beyond t h e  r e a c h  of 
t h e  s e n s e s  and memory (T 108) .  This  o p e r a t i o n  of  t h e  under-
s t a n d i n g  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  o u r  e m p i r i c a l  o r  s c i e n t i f i c  
b e l i e f s .  The g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  imag ina t ion  a r e  
u n i v e r s a l  i n  t h a t  t hey  are sha red  by everyone - p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  
p e a s a n t s ,  c h i l d r e n ,  even animals .  They a r e  unavoidable  i n  
t h a t  w i t h o u t  them w e  would s u r e l y  d i e ,  s i n c e  i t  i s  on ly  t h i s  
a s p e c t  of t h e  imag ina t ion  which al lows us  t o  make t h e  
s i m p l e s t  judgments concerning t h e  c a u s a l  o p e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  
world.  

3 .  The T r i v i a l  Q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  Imaginat ion.  A 

t h i r d  f a c u l t y  of t h e  mind i s  a l s o  based upon t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  
Th i s  p a r t  of t h e  imaginat ion is  r e s p o n s i b l e  for making cer­
t a i n  non-causal judgments about  t h e  world.  The d i s t i n c t -
i o n  between t h e s e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  of  t h e  imaginat ion and 
t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  which w e  have j u s t  d i s c u s s e d  i s  very 
impor t an t  f o r  Hume: 6 

I must  d i s t i n g u i s h  i n  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  b e t w i x t  
t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  wh ich  a r e  permanent ,  i r r e s i s t ­
a b l e ,  and u n i v e r s a l ;  such  as  t h e  cus tomary  
t r a n s i t i o n  from c a u s e s  t o  e f f e c t s  and from 
e f f e c t s  t o  c a u s e s :  And t h e  p r i n c i p l e s ,  wh ich  
a r e  changeab le ,  weak, and i r r e g u l a r ;  such  a s  
t h o s e  I have  j u s t  now t a k e n  n o t i c e  of [ t h e  
t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s ] .  The former  a r e  t h e  
f o u n d a t i o n  of a l l  o u r  t h o u g h t s  and a c t i o n s ,  
s o  t h a t  upon t h e i r  removal  human n a t u r e  mus t  
i m m e d i a t e l y  p e r i s h  and go t o  r u i n .  The 
l a t t e r  a re  n e i t h e r  unavo idab le  t o  mankind,  

. 	 n o r  n e c e s s a r y ,  o r  so  much a s  u s e f u l  i n  t h e  
conduct  of l i f e ;  b u t  on t h e  c o n t r a r y  a r e  
o b s e r v ' d  o n l y  t o  t a k e  p l a c e  in weak minds ,  
and b e i n g  o p p o s i t e  t o  t h e  o t h e r  p r i n c i p l e s  
o f  cus tom and r e a s o n i n g ,  may e a s i l y  be  sub ­
v e r t e d  by  a due c o n t r a s t  and o p p o s i t i o n .  (T 2 2 5 )  
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The t r i v i a l  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  resemble t h e  

g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  i n  t h a t  t h e y  form judgments w i t h  e m p i r i ­

ca l  c o n t e n t ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  the b a r r e n  t a u t o l o g i e s  formed by 

d e m o n s t r a t i v e  r e a s o n .  They do  g i v e  u s  b e l i e f s  i n  m a t t e r s  

o f  f a c t .  Un l ike  t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s ,  however, t h e  

o p e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  can  and s h o u l d  b e  
avo ided .  

The P r o j e c t  o f  t h e  Trea t i se  

We are now i n  a p o s i t i o n  t o  see t h e  p r o j e c t  which 

H u m e  hopes t o  accompl i sh  i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e .  What h e  w a n t s  t o  
do i s  t o  match t h e  t h r e e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p o s i t i o n s  - v u l g a r  

s u p e r s t i t i o n ,  dogmatism, and t h e  s c i e n c e  of man - t o  t h e  
t h r e e  f a c u l t i e s  of t h e  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  - t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s ,  

d e m o n s t r a t i v e  r e a s o n ,  and t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t h e  
i m a g i n a t i o n  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  Mume e x p e c t s  t h i s  ma tch ing  t o  
unde rcu t  dogmatism and  v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n  w h i l e  l e a v i n g  

t h e  s c i e n c e  o f  man on a f i r m  founda t ion .  7 

L e t  u s  b e g i n  by s e e i n g  how t h i s  works i n  t h e  case 
o f  v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n s .  I n  o r d e r  t o  do  t h i s  w e  must f i r s t  
examine i n  some d e t a i l  t h e  o p e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l ­
i t i e s  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n .  

The t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  a r e  d i s ­

c u s s e d  by Hume a t  some l e n g t h  i n  h i s  c h a p t e r s  on "The e f f e c t  

of o t h e r  r e l a t i o n s  and o t h e r  h a b i t s "  (T  106 f f )  and "Unphilo­

s o p h i c a l  P r o b a b i l i t i e s "  (T 143  f f ) .  H e  d e s c r i b e s  a number 

of non-causa l  judgments which are made by t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  

t h e  most common of which i n v o l v e s  t h e  c o n f u s i o n  o f  resem­
b l a n c e  and i d e n t i t y .  Mume i s o l a t e s  t h i s  tendency  e a r l y  i n  

t h e  Trea t i sa  and g i v e s  a m e c h a n i s t i c  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  it i n  

terms o f  animal  s p i r i t s  and "traces i n  t h e  b ra in"  ( T  60-61) .  

H e  e x p l a i n s  t h a t  r e s e m b l a n c e  i s  t h e  mos t  f e r t i l e  s o u r c e  of 
e r r o r ,  and he warns  us  t h a t  w e  s h a l l  see many i n s t a n c e s  
[Of t h i s ]  i n  t h e  p r o g r e s s  of t h i s  t r e a t i s e  ( T  6 1 ) .  T h i s  
tendency  of t h e  mind t o  confuse  resemblance  and i d e n t i t y  

u n d e r l i e s  Hume's accoun t  of b o t h  c r e d u l i t y ,  a t o o  e a s y  f a i t h  
in t h e  t e s t i m o n y  of o t h e r s ,  (T  112)  and also p r e j u d i c e  (T 146). 
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The a c t u a l  mechanisms which Hume p o s t u l a t e s  t o  e x p l a i n  t h e s e  
t r i v i a l  b e l i e f s  a r e  somewhat baroque and need n o t  d e t a i n  u s  

h e r e .  The impor t an t  t h i n g  t o  see is  t h a t  t h e  a r s e n a l  o f  
v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n  i s  e n t i r e l y  based upon t h e  t r i v i a l  oper­

a t i o n s  of  t h e  imag ina t ion ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  g e n e r a l  and 
e s t a b l i s h e d  p r o p e r t i e s  which form our  c a u s a l  judgments. 

By showing t h a t  t h e  v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n s  a r e  
based on t h e  t r i v i a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  g e n e r a l  o p e r a t i o n s  of 
t h e  imag ina t ion ,  Hume hopes t o  p rov ide  a c r i t i q u e  of super­
s t i t i o u s  though t .  Desp i t e  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  t r i v i a l  oper­
a t i o n s  o f  t h e  fancy a r e  extremely common t h e y  c a n  be 
avoided by a due c o n t r a s t  and oppos i t i on .  HUN 

f e e l s ,  a t  l e a s t  a t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h a t  on ly  t h e  g e n e r a l  oper­
a t i o n s  o f  t h e  unde r s t and ing  a r e  t r u l y  uniform and unavoid­
able.  Although t h e  v u l g a r  a r e  commonly guided by such 
t r i v i a l  judgments and unph i losoph ica l  p r o b a b i l i t i e s  , w i s e  
men reject t h i s  t ype  of t h i n k i n g  because it is of an 
i r r e g u l a r  n a t u r e ,  and d e s t r u c t i v e  of a l l  t h e  mos t  e s t a b l i s h ' d  
p r i n c i p l e s  of r e a s o n i n g s  (T 1 5 0 ) .  

The t h r e e f o l d  d i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f a c u l t i e s  of  t h e  
mind a l s o  g i v e s  r ise t o  Hume's w e l l  known c r i t i q u e  of dog­
matism. S ince  only demons t r a t ive  reason can g i v e  us  judg­
ments having c e r t a i n t y ,  and s i n c e  demons t r a t ive  r eason  can 

neve r  t e l l  us any th ing  about  t h e  wor ld ,  t h e  a t t e m p t  t o  have 
c e r t a i n  knowledge of t h e  world i s  doomed t o  f a i l u r e  from t h e  
beginning.  I f  w e  r es t r ic t  o u r s e l v e s  t o  c e r t a i n  knowledge 
we w i l l  n e v e r  know any th ing  o t h e r  t han  t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of  o u r  
own i d e a s .  Th i s  i s  n o t  t o  s a y  t h a t  r a t i o n a l i s t i c  p h i l o s o ­
p h e r s  have never  made s u b s t a n t i v e  claims about  t h e  world,  
b u t  t h a t  t h e  claims they  have made a r e  n o t  based upon 
demons t r a t ive  reason and t h u s  do n o t  have t h e  pretend9:d 

c e r t a i n t y .  Hume a r g u e s ,  i n  f a c t ,  t h a t  many dogmatic 
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  b e l i e f s  a r e  a c t u a l l y  based on t h e  t r i v i a l  
q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  imaginat ion.  Thus: The o p i n i o n s  of t h e  
c n t i e n t  p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  t h e i r  f i c t i o n s  of s u b s t a n c e  and a c c i ­
d e n t ,  and t h e i r  r e a s o n i n g s  concern ing  s u b s t a n t i a l  forms  and 
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o c c u l t  q u a l i t i e s . .  . a r e  d e r i v ' d  f r o m  p r i n c i p l e s ,  wh ich ,  how-
e v e r  common, are  n e i t h e r  u n i v e r s a l  nor  u n a v o i d a b l e  i n  human 

x a t u r e  ( T  2 2 6 ) .  

The v i c t o r  i n  t h i s  three-way s t r u g g l e  shou ld  t h u s  

be IIume's own p o s i t i o n ,  t h e  s c i e n c e  of man. S ince  t h e  

s c i e n c e  of man i s  based on a c a u s a l  a n a l y s i s  of human 
unde r s t and ing ,  i t  i s  e n t i r e l y  founded i n  t h e  g e n e r a l  and 

e s t a b l i s h e d  p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  imag ina t ion .  Although it 
canno t  g i v e  us  c e r t a i n  judgments about  t h e  u l t i m a t e  n a t u r e  

of  t h i n g s  a s  r a t i o n a l i s m  p r e t e n d s  t o  do, it does g i v e  us 

p robab le  judgments about  t h e  appearances of t h i n g s .  The 

s c i e n c e  of  man i s  t h u s  s u p e r i o r  t o  r a t i o n a l i s m  i n  t h a t  i t  
can g i v e  s u b s t a n t i v e  judgments r a t h e r  t han  t h e  un i fo rma t ive  

r e l a t i o n s  of i d e a s  which a r e  t h e  only p r o d u c t  of derron­
s t r a t i v e  reason.  The s c i e n c e  of man i s  a l s o  s u p e r i o r  t o  

v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n  i n  t h a t  i t  has  r e l i a b i l i t y  and o b j e c t ­

i v i t y  by b e i n g  based  on o p e r a t i o n s  of  t h e  unde r s t and ing  

which a r e  f i x t  and u n a l t e r a b l e  (T 1 1 0 ) .  S u p e r s t i t i o n  f a i l s  

because it i s  based  only upon f e e b l e  and u n c e r t a i n  o p e r a t i o n s  

of  t h e  imag ina t ion  ( T  1 0 9 ) .  

The F a i l u r e  o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e  
I f  I am c o r r e c t ,  a major g o a l  of  t h e  T r e a t i s e  i s  

t h u s  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a f i r m  founda t ion  f o r  t h e  s c i e n c e  of man 
and, a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  t o  develop a c r i t i q u e  o f  dogmatism 

and s u p e r s t i t i o n .  T h i s  p r o j e c t  i s  c a r r i e d  o u t  p r i m a r i l y  
i n  t h e  f i r s t  t h r e e  p a r t s  of  Book I ,  and i f  it had been 

s u c c e s s f u l  t h e  T r e a t i s e  would have l i v e d  up t o  t h e  c o n f i d e n t  

c l a ims  which Hume makes i n  t h e  I n t r o d u c t i o n .  I n  what 

fo l lows  I a rgue  t h a t  i n  P a r t  I V  of Book I ,  Hume d i s c o v e r s  

problems which cause t h e  f a i l u r e  of t h i s  p r o j e c t  and t h u s  
j e o p a r d i z e  the whole e n t e r p r i s e  of  t h e  T r e a t i s e .  I beg in  

by s p e l l i n g  o u t  t h i s  problem i n  a g e n e r a l  way, and I then  go 
on t o  g i v e  s p e c i f i c  examples of  how h i s  p r o j e c t  of  matching 
f a c u l t i e s  w i t h  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p o s i t i o n s  t u r n s  o u t  i n  a way 

unexpected by IIurne h i m s e l f .  

The major d i scove ry  of Book I ,  P a r t  I V  i s  t h a t  t h e  
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g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  d o  n o t  s u p p o r t  t h e  

s c i e n c e  o f  man. E x c l u s i v e  r e l i a n c e  on t h e  g e n e r a l  p ro­

p e r t i e s  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  i s  shown t o  l e a d  t o  t o t a l  s c e p t i ­

c i s m  r a t h e r  t h a n  t o  t h e  modera te  s c e p t i c i s m  which i s  c a l l e d  

f o r  by Hume's Newtonian program o f  t h e  s c i e n c e  of man. 

Hume d i s c o v e r s  t h a t  t h e  common s e n s e  modera te  s c e p t i c i s m  

which h e  had hoped t o  e s t a b l i s h  c a n  on ly  be  based  upon t h e  

t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n .  Ra the r  t h a n  b e i n g  

an a v o i d a b l e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  weak minds,  t h e  t r i v i a l  

q u a l i t i e s  t u r n  o u t  t o  be  e s s e n t i a l  t o  human e x i s t e n c e .  By 

t h e  end o f  P a r t  I V  Hume c o n s i s t e n t l y  r e f e r s  t o  them as b e i n g  

o n l y  seemi,zgZL t r i v i a l . *  Hume f i n d s  h imse l f  i n  an unappea l ­

i n g  dilemma. T o  base  t h e  s c i e n c e  of man upon t h e  g e n e r a l  

p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  is  t o  r educe  it t o  t o t a l  

Pyr rhonism,  a view which he  w i s h e s  t o  re ject  as t h a t  o f  a 
f a n t a s t i c  s e c t  ( T  1 8 3 ) .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand t o  b a s e  t h e  

s c i e n c e  o f  man upon t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  
i s  t o  r e s t  i t  upon t h e  same p r i n c i p l e s  which u n d e r l i e  v u l g a r  

s u p e r s t i t i o n .  T h i s  i s ,  i f  a n y t h i n g ,  even more u n a t t r a c t i v e ;  

f o r  i f  t h e  s c i e n c e  o f  man and s u p e r s t i t i o n  a r e  b o t h  grounded 

i n  t h e  same f a c u l t y  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  it i s  h a r d  t o  see 
hox Hume c o u l d  e v e r  c a r r y  o u t  h i s  p r o j e c t  o f  a t t a c k i n g  

v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n .  

An examina t ion  o f  Hume's d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  r e a s o n ,  

e x t e r n a l  o b j e c t s ,  and t h e  s e l f  b e a r s  o u t  t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  

I n  e a c h  case Ilume d i s c o v e r s  t h a t  o u r  most fundamenta l  and 
unavo idab le  b e l i e f s  a b o u t  t h e  wor ld  are based  on t h e  t r i v i a l  

q u a l i t i e s  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  imagin­
a t i o n .  The u n a v o i d a b i l i t y  of t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  s p e l l s  

t h e  d e a t h ,  of c o u r s e ,  o f  Hume's o r i g i n a l  p r o j e c t .  
1. The V a l i d i t y  o f  Human Reason. I n  "Of s c e p t i ­

c i s m  r e g a r d i n g  r e a s o n ,  " Hume p roduces  an argument t o  show 

t h a t  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  of a l l  judgments ( b o t h  i n d u c t i v e  and 

d e d u c t i v e )  can  be  reduced  t o  n o t h i n g n e s s  (T 180-83) .' The 

d e t a i l s  o f  t h i s  s t r a n g e  argument need  n o t  concern  us  h e r e ;  

what i s  i m p o r t a n t  i s  t h a t  t h i s  d e s t r u c t i o n  of a l l  b e l i e f  i s  
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based upon e v a l u a t i n g  human reason ing  i n  t e r m s  of t h e  gen­

e ra l  p r o p e r t i e s  of  t h e  unde r s t and ing .  We a r e  saved from 

t h i s  t o t a l  Pyrrhonism only by t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of  t h e  t r i v i a l  

q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  imag ina t ion :  
The u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,  when i t  a c t s  a l o n e ,  and 
a c c o r d i n g  t o  i t s  most  g e n e r a l  p r i n c i p l e s ,  
e n t i r e l y  s u b v e r t s  i t s e l f ,  and l e a v e s  n o t  
t h e  l o w e s t  degree  o f  e v i d e n c e  i n  any pro -
p o s i t i o n ,  e i t h e r  i n  p h i l o s o p h y  o r  common 
l i f e .  hie save  o u r s e l v e s  f rom t h i s  t o t a l  
s c e p t i c i s m  o n l y  by means o f  t h a t  s i n g u l a r  
and s e e m i n g l y  t r i v i a l  p r o p e r t y  o f  t h e  f a n c y ,  
by which  we e n t e r  w i t h  d i f f i c u l t y  i n t o  
remote  v i e w s  o f  t h i n g s .  ( T  267-68) 

Thus wi thou t  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  w e  would become t o t a l  
s c e p t i c s  and would be  unable  t o  s u r v i v e  a t  a l l .  lo The 

moral of t h i s  c h a p t e r  i s  t h a t  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  a r e  n o t  
something c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  only of "weak minds. " I n s t e a d  

they  a r e  d i scove red  t o  'be e s s e n t i a l  f o r  human e x i s t e n c e .  

2 .  Our  Knowledge of  E x t e r n a l  Ob jec t s .  Hume 
beg ins  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  e x t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  by s a y i n g  t h a t  
t h e  b e l i e f  i n  e x t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  i s  unavoidable  and t h a t  ou r  

main concern i s  t o  d i s c o v e r  t h e  cause of  t h i s  b e l i e f  ( T  1 8 7 ) .  

The r e s u l t  of t h e  long  and t o r t u o u s  a n a l y s i s  which fo l lows  

i s  t h a t  t h e  cause of  our  b e l i e f  i n  e x t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  i s  
t h e  t r i v i a l  p r o p e n s i t y  o f  t h e  mind t o  confuse  resemblance 

w i t h  i d e n t i t y .  According t o  Hume, t h e  smooth passage  
of t h e  imag ina t ion  a long  t h e  i d e a s  of  t h e  resembling pe r ­

c e p t i o n s  makes us a s c r i b e  t o  them a p e r f e c t  i d e n t i t y  ( T  206). 

The whole o p e r a t i o n  i s  based on t h e s e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  o f  
t h e  f a n c y  (T  2 1 7 ) .  I f  w e  c o n s i d e r  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of t h e  

e x i s t e n c e  of e x t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  from t h e  p o i n t  of view of t h e  

g e n e r a l  and e s t a b l i s h e d  p r i n c i p l e s  w e  d i s c o v e r  t h a t  t h e r e  

a r e  s c i e n t i f i c  e x p e r i m e n t s ,  wh ich  c o n v i n c e  u s ,  t h a t  o u r  
p e r c e p t i o n s  a r e  n o t  p o s s e s t  o f  any i n d e p e n d e n t  e x i s t e n c e  

(T  2 1 0 ) .  There i s  t h u s  a d i r e c t  o p p o s i t i o n  between t h e  
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c o n c l u s i o n s  we f o r m  f rom cause  and e f f e c t  [ g e n e r a l  q u a l i t i e s ]  

a n d  t h o s e  t h a t  per suade  u s  of t h e  c o n t i n u ' d  and i n d e p e n d e n t  

e x i s t e n c e  of b o d y  [ t h e  t r i v i a l  p r o p e r t i e s ]  (T 2 3 1 ) .  

Here a g a i n  t h e  r e s u l t s  of Hume's a n a l y s i s  are d i s ­

a s t r o u s  f o r  h i s  o r i g i n a l  p r o j e c t .  What he wan t s  t o  show 

i s  t h a t  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  which u n d e r l i e  v u l g a r  s u p e r ­

s t i t i o n  can  b e  avo ided  by t h e  " w i s e . "  Vulgar  s u p e r s t i t i o n  

can t h u s  be a t t a c k e d  by showing t h a t  it i s  grounded upon 

p r i n c i p l e s  which a r e  changeab le ,  weak, and i r r e g u l a r  ( T  2 2 5 ) .  

But i f  b a s i c  and unavo idab le  b e l i e f s  such  a s  o u r  commitment 

t o  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  an e x t e r n a l  wor ld  t u r n  o u t  t o  be  b a s e d  

upon t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  Hume's 
o r i g i n a l  p r o j e c t  i s  i n  s e r i o u s  t r o u b l e .  I f  t h e  t r i v i a l  

q u a l i t i e s  are a s  fundamenta l  as t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of 

t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  Hume h a s  no  r e a l  way t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  h i s  
own s c i e n c e  o f  man from v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n .  Hume ends  
t h i s  c h a p t e r  i n  a mood o f  s c e p t i c a l  gloom, caused ,  i f  I a m  

correct ,  by a r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  h i s  a t t e m p t  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  

t h e  s c i e n c e  o f  man from b o t h  dogmatism and s u p e r s t i t i o n  h a s  

f a i l e d .  
3 .  The S e l f .  The r e a d i n g  o f  Hume which I have  

been d e v e l o p i n g  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  p e r s u a s i v e ,  it seers t o  m e ,  
when w e  come t o  d i s c u s s  Hume's view of t h e  s e l f .  The most 
p e r p l e x i n g  problem abou t  t h i s  t o p i c  i s  Hume's d i s c u s s i o n  of 

t h e  s e l f  i n  t h e  Appendix. Although Hume e x p r e s s e s  h i s  

d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  t h e  s e l f  e x p r e s s e d  i n  t h e  
T r e a t i s e ,  Hume nowhere c l e a r l y  e x p l a i n s  what t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  

i s  which h e  f i n d s  s o  overwhelming. T h i s  h a s  l e d  c r i t i cs  
t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  which Hume must have  s e e n  as 
t h e  f a t a l  f l aw  i n  h i s  t h e o r y  o f  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  11 

My own view is  t h a t  Hume t e l l s  us  e x a c t l y  w j i a t  i s  
u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  when h e  t e l l s  u s  t h a t  he  h a s  f a i l e d  t o  p r e -
s e n t  a t h e o r y  o f  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  wor ld  which i s  f r e e  f rom 
t h o s e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s ,  and a b s u r d i t i e s ,  which  seem t o  a t t e n d  

e v e r y  e x p l i c a t i o n ,  t h c t  human r e a s o n  can g i v e  of t h e  mat­
e r i a l  wor ld  (T 6 3 3 ) .  I t a k e  t h i s  as an i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  
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t h e  problem o f  Hume's d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  i s  i d e n t i c a l  

t o  t h e  problems which H u m e  found i n  d i s c u s s i n g  t h e  e x t e r n a l  

wor ld .  A r e a d i n g  o f  t h e  t e x t  b e a r s  t h i s  o u t .  12 

A s  w e  have a l r e a d y  s e e n ,  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  which Hume 

d i s c o v e r s  i n  h i s  t r e a t m e n t  o f  t h e  e x t e r n a l  w o r l d  i s  t h a t  t h i s  

u n i v e r s a l  and unavo idab le  b e l i e f  t u r n s  o u t  t o  be b a s e d  o n l y  
upon t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  u n d e r s t a n d i n g .  The same 
r e s u l t  can be  found i n  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f .  Hume 

d i s c o v e r s  t h a t  o u r  b e l i e f  i n  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  i s  o n l y  based  

on t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  mind which c o n f u s e s  resem­
b l a n c e  w i t h  i d e n t i t y  ( T  2 5 4 ) .  Thus o u r  b e l i e f  i n  p e r s o n a l  

i d e n t i t y  h a s  t h e  same f o u n d a t i o n  as o u r  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  ex­

t e r n a l  wor ld ;  i n  each  case t h e y  are based  upon t h e  t r i v i a l  

p r o p e n s i t y  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  t o  confuse  resemblance  and 

i d e n t i t y .  

T h i s  e x p l a i n s  Hume's remark i n  t h e  Appendix t h a t  

he  canno t  f i n d  any s a t i s f a c t o r y  t h e o r y  a b o u t  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s ,  
t h a t  u n i t e  our  s u c c e s s i v e  p e r c e p t i o n s  ( T  6 3 6 ) .  W e  s h o u l d  
f i r s t  n o t e  t h a t ,  f o l l o w i n g  Newton, Hume f r e q u e n t l y  u s e s  t h e  

word " p r i n c i p l e s "  i n t e r c h a n g e a b l y  w i t h  t h e  word "p rope r -
t i e s " .  l3 Hume's d i f f i c u l t y  i s  w i t h  t h e  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t h e  

i m a g i n a t i o n  which u n i t e  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n s .  Once a g a i n  t h e  

problem i s  t h a t  he  canno t  choose  between t h e  g e n e r a l  and 

e s t a b l i s h e d  p r o p e r t i e s  and t h e  t r i v i a l  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t h e  
i m a g i n a t i o n .  The r e s u l t  o f  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  g e n e r a l  p rope r -

t i e s  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  i s  a d e s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  b e l i e f  i n  

p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  which f o r  Hume would be an  i n a d m i s s a b l e  

Pyrrhonism.  Fo l lowing  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  

i m a g i n a t i o n g i v e s  us  a f o u n d a t i o n  f o r  o u r  b e l i e f  i n  p e r s o n a l  

i d e n t i t y ,  b u t  it a l s o  g i v e s  f u r t h e r  impun i ty  t o  t h e  found­
a t i o n s  o f  v u l g a r  s u p e r s t i t i o n .  What Hume wants  t o  do  i s  

t o  deve lop  a n o t i o n  of t h e  s e l f  which i s  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h e  

s c i e n c e  o f  m a n  b u t  which a lso a l l o w s  him t o  c r i t i c i z e  b o t h  
s u p e r s t i t i o n  and dogmatism. I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  

of t h e  s e l f  i s  a f a i l u r e .  T h i s  a n a l y s i s  f u r t h e r  e x p l a i n s  

why Hume does  n o t  s p e l l  o u t  i n  d e t a i l  what d i f f i c u l t i e s  h e  
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f i n d s  w i t h  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  s e l f .  The d i f f i c u l t i e s  

a r e  n o t h i q  new; he has  a l r e a d y  d i s c u s s e d  them a t  l e n g t h ,  

e s p e c i a l l y ,  a s  w e  s h a l l  see, i n  t h e  conc lus ion  of Book I .  

A F a l s e  Reason o r  None a t  A l l  

The conc lus ion  of  Book I i s  Hume's account  o f  t h e  

f a i l u r e  of h i s  i n i t i a l  p r o j e c t  t o  develop a c r i t i q u e  of 

bo th  dogmatism and s u p e r s t i t i o n  w h i l e  producing a found­

a t i o n  f o r  t h e  s c i e n c e  o f  man. I n  t h e  I n t r o d u c t i o n  Hume had 

promised t o  march up  d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  c a p i t a l  i n  e s t a b l i s h i n g  

t h e  s c i e n c e  of man ( T  xx) , b u t  by t h e  conc lus ion  Hume is 

c o n t e n t  t o  b r i n g  t h e  s c i e n c e  of  man a l i t t l e  more i n t o  
f a s h i o n  (T  273) .  Hume e x p r e s s e s  h i s  dilemma c l e a r l y ;  i f  

he adop t s  e v e r y  t r i v i a l  s u g g e s t i o n  of t h e  f a n c y  he f i n d s  

t h a t  b e s i d e  t h a t  t h e s e  s u g g e s t i o n s  a r e  o f t e n  c o n t r a r y  t o  
e a c h  o t h e r ;  t h e y  l e a d  us i n t o  s u c h  e r r o r s ,  a b s u r d i t i e s ,  and 
o b s c u r i t i e s ,  t h a t  we mus t  a t  l a s t  become asham'd o f  our  
c r e d u l i t y  ( T  267) .  The p o i n t  h e r e  i s  t h a t  an u n c r i t i c a l  

r e l i a n c e  on t h e  t r i v i a l  p r o p e r t i e s  b r i n g s  us i n t o  v u l g a r  

s u p e r s t i t i o n s .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand a r e l i a n c e  on ly  on t h e  

g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  imag ina t ion  w i l l  s u b v e r t  e n t i r e l y  
t h e  human u n d e r s t a n d i n g  ( T  2 6 8 )  , r e s u l t i n g  i n  t o t a l  Pyrrhon­

i s m  by d e s t r o y i n g  ou r  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  s e l f ,  e x t e r n a l  o b j e c t s ,  

and even i n  human reason ing  i t s e l f .  We a r e  l e f t ,  Hume 

concludes , wi th  t h e  unsavory cho ice  between a ' f a l s e  reason' 
based upon t r i v i a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of  t h e  imag ina t ion ,  o r  'none 

1 4a t  a l l '  , t h e  t o t a l  Pyrrhonism of t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s .  
Hume's Treatise i s  t h u s  only a p a r t i a l  s u c c e s s .  

I f  I am c o r r e c t  Hume's o r i g i n a l  i n t e n t i o n  was t o  c r i t i c i z e  
bo th  dogmatism and s u p e r s t i t i o n  w h i l e  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  

s c i e n c e  o f  man a s  t h e  on ly  t r u e  a l t e r n a t i v e .  The T r e a t i s e  

i s  s u c c e s s f u l  i n  t h a t  it does c a r r y  o u t  t h e  c r i t i q u e  ctf 
dogmatism. I f  Hume d i d  n o t  d e s t r o y  r a t i o n a l i s m  a l t o g e t h e r ,  
he c e r t a i n l y  l e f t  an i n d e l i b l e  mark upon it. So f a r  h i s  

program ach ieved  e v e r y t h i n g  he hoped f o r .  

But Hume's program i s  n o t  s u c c e s s f u l  i n  i ts  a t t a c k  

on s u p e r s t i t i o n .  H e  hoped t o  p rov ide  t h e  same t y p e  of  



69. 


c r i t i q u e  of s u p e r s t i t i o n  t h a t  ne provided of r a t i o n a l i s m .  

Vulgar s u p e r s t i t i o n  would be pe rce ived  by Hume, a f t e r  a l l ,  

t o  be an even g r e a t e r  enemy than  C a r t e s i a n  dogmatism. I n  

t h i s  Hume's p ro jec t .  i s  completely unsuccess fu l .  Rather  

than d e a l i n g  t h e  dea th  blow t o  s u p e r s t i t i o n ,  Hume has  g iven  

s u p p o r t  t o  it. By showing t h a t  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  of  

t h e  imag ina t ion  a r e  unavoidable  and u n i v e r s a l ,  Hume has 
g iven  l eg i t imacy  t o  h i s  wors t  enemy. Although i n  t h e  con­

c l u s i o n  Hume does say  I make b o l d  t o  recommend p h i l o s o p h y ,  
and s h a l l  n o t  s c r u p l e  t o  g i v e  it t h e  p r e f e r e n c e  t o  s u p e r ­
s t i t i o n  of e v e r y  k i n d  o r  d e n o m i n a t i o n ,  (T  2 7 1 )  i t  i s  c l e a r  

t h a t  he has  l o s t  t h e  b a t t l e .  The s t r o n g e s t  t h i n g  he can 

s a y  i n  f a v o r  of phi losophy i s  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  lesser o f  two 
e v i l s ,  t h e  e r r o r s  i n  r e l i g i o n  a r e  d a n g e r o u s ;  t h o s e  i n  p h i l ­

osophy o n l y  r i d i c u l o u s  ( T  2 7 2 ) .  

L a t e r  commentators have expres sed  puzzlement w i t h  

H u m ' s  r e j e c t i o n  of h i s  g r e a t e s t  work. The d e s t r u c t i o n  of 
r a t i o n a l i s m  seem t o  us an impress ive  accomplishment, and 

i n  t h i s  a r e a  t h e  T r e a t i s e  i s  an overwhelming success .  But 

f o r  Hume an e q u a l l y  impor t an t  g o a l  of phi losophy i s  t h e  
a t t a c k  on b i g o t r y ,  f ana tac i sm,  i n t o l e r a n c e ,  and s u p e r s t i t i o n  

I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  t h e  T r e a t i s e  i s  a f a i l u r e .  Rather  t han  

p rov id ing  a c r i t i q u e  of  s u p e r s t i t i o n ,  it g i v e s  a l e g i t i m a c y  

t o  t h a t  " p e s t i l e n t  dis temper .  lly own r e a d i n g  i s  t h a t  
Hume saw t h e  same dange r s  h imse l f  and t h a t  t h i s  accoun t s  f o r  

t h e  r e s e r v a t i o n s  abou t  t h e  T r e a t i s e  expres sed  i n  t h e  work 

i t s e l f ,  and a l s o  f o r  Hume's subsequent  r e j e c t i o n  of t h a t  
work. I have sugges t ed  elsewhere t h a t  i n  t h e  E n q u i r i e s  
Hume does p r e s e n t  a t heo ry  which can c r i t i c i z e  bo th  r a t i o n a l -
i s m  and s u p e r s t i t i o n ,  bu t  t h a t  i s  a t o p i c  f o r  a n o t h e r  day.15 

John Immerwahr 
Vi l l anova  U n i v e r s i t y  



70.  

1. 

2 .  

3. 

4 .  

5 .  

6 .  

7. 

8 .  

9.  

I a m  assuming t h a t  Ilume re jects  t h e  T r e a t i s e  f o r  p h i l o ­
s o p h i c a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  l i t e r a r y  r e a s o n s .  S e e  
John  0. Nelson  "Two Main Q u e s t i o n s  Conce rn ina  Hume's 
T r e a t i s e  and  En u i r  " i n  P h i l o s o p h i c a l  Review; LXXXI, 3 
(1912)  t PP. 3 e f o r  some p a s s a g e s  where  Hume re jects
the T r e a t i s e  i n  l a t e r  w r i t i n g s  as well as a r g u m e n t a t i o n  
t h a t  Hume's d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  T r e a t i s e  i s  prim­
a r i l y  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  s t y l i s t i c .  A l l  r e f e r ­
e n c e s  t o  t h e  T r e a t i s e  i t s e l f  w i l l  b e  g i v e n  i n  t h e  t e x t  
i t s e l f  a s  T fo-by a page  number. The e d i t i o n  
u s e d  i s  A Trea t i se  o f  Human N a t u r e ,  e d i t e d  by 
L. 	 A. S e n y - B i g g e  (London: Oxford  U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  
1 9 6 5 ) .  I am i n d e b t e d  t o  my g r a d u a t e  s t u d e n t s  a t  
V i l l a n o v a  f o r  t h e i r  h e l p f u l  c r i t i c i sm o f  t h e  i d e a s  which  
went  i n t o  t h i s  p a p e r .  

Norman Kemp Smi th ,  The P h i l o s o p h y  o f  David Hume (London: 
MacMillan and Co., '1941)  p .  v i .  

"Of S u i c i d e "  i n  P h i l o s o p h i c a l  Works of David Hume e d .  
by T. H .  Green and T .  H .  Grose ( k a l e n :  S c i e n t i a  Ver l ag ,  
1 9 6 6 ) ,  I V  407.  

For an e x c e l l e n t  d i s c u s s i o n  of Hume on dogmatism and 
t h e  s c i e n c e  o f  man see N i c h o l a s  C a p a l d i ,  David Hume: 
The Newtonian P h i l o s o p h e r  (Bos ton :  G. K .  H a l l ,  1 9 7 5 ) ,  
P. 32 f f .  

For  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  s c e p t i c i s m  o f  Newton see Henry G.  
Van Leeuwen, The Problem o f  C e r t a i n t y  i n  E n g l i s h  Thought 
(The Hague: Mar t inus  N i j h o f f ,  1 9 6 3 ) ,  pp.  1 0 6  f f .  

Some p a s s a g e s  where t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t i e s  a r e  d i s c u s s e d  
i n c l u d e  T 109-110, T 143 ,  T 150 ,  T 217, T 225, T 238, 
T 2541, T 265-69. 

On a number o f  p o i n t s  I a m  i n  agreement  w i t h  Passmore 
who w r i t e s  t h a t  f o r  Hume t h e  problem i s  " t o  d e v e l o p  a 
s c e p t i c i s m  d e e p  enough t o  d i s p e l  t h e  p re sumpt ion  t h a t  a 
deve loped  s c i e n c e  w i l l  be p u r e l y  ' r a t i o n a l ' ,  b u t  s u f ­
f i c i e n t l y  ' m i t i g a t e d '  t o  a l l o w  of t h e  supremacy o f  
s c i e n c e  o v e r  s u p e r s t i t i o n . "  See  John Passmore ,  Hume's 
I n t e n t i o n s  ( N e w  York: B a s i c  Books, 1968) p .  10 .  S e e  
a l so  pp. 59-60 for  a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  Hume's a t t e m p t  t o  
d i s t i n g u i s h  t h e  t r i v i a l  f rom t h e  g e n e r a l  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  
t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n .  

T 25411, T 265 ,  T 238. Emphasis mine. 

I have  d i s c u s s e d  t h i s  c h a p t e r  i n  g r e a t e r  l e n g t h  i n  

" A  S c e p t i c ' s  P r o g r e s s  ," fo r thcoming  i n  M c G i l l  Hume 

S t u d i e s  e d .  by Nor ton ,  C a p a l d i ,  and Robison. The 

p r e s e n t  p a p e r  is  g e n e r a l l y  an e x p a n s i o n  of some o f  t h e  

i d e a s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h e  ea r l i e r  p a p e r .  
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1 0 .  	Mume does  n o t  e x p l i c i t l y  c o n n e c t  t h e  t r i v i a l  q u a l i t y  of 
t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  which  s a v e s  u s  from Pyr rhon i sm here w i t h  
t h e  t endency  o f  t h e  mind t o  confuse  r e semblance  and 
i d e n t i t y .  However, Hume does  c o n n e c t  t h e  argument o f  
" O f  s c e p t i c i s m  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  r eason"  t o  an ear l ie r  and 
v e r y  s i m i l a r  argument r e g a r d i n g  " P r i n t e r s  and C o p y i s t s "  
(T  144-146, t h e  c o n n e c t i o n  i s  made a t  T 14611). The 
p r i n t e r s  and c o p y i s t s  argument c l e a r l y  i n v o l v e s  t h e  
c o n f u s i o n  of resemblance  and i d e n t i t y  and i f  p r e s s e d  
Hume would p r o b a b l y  admi t  t h e  same o f  t h e  r e i t e r a t e d  
p r o b a b i l i t y  argument i n  P a r t  IV, s e c t i o n  I .  S i n c e  a l l  
t h e  r e i t e r a t e d  c a l c u l a t i o n s  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y  are so s i m i ­
l a r  Hume would s a y  t h a t  a s  mos t  of t h e s e  p r o o f s  a r e  
p e r f e c t l y  r e s e m b l i n g ,  t h e  mind runs e a s i l y  a l o n g  t h e m . .  . 
and f o r m s  b u t  a c o n f u s ' d  and g e n e r a l  n o t i o n  of e a c h  
l i n k  (T 1 4 6 ) .  

11. S e e  f o r  examule Wade L.  Robison. "Hume on  P e r s o n a l  
I d e n t i t y  ," J b u r n a l  o f  t h e  H i s t o r y  of Ph i losophy  , X I 1  
(1974) pp. 181-93; S tephen  Nathanson ,  "Hume's Second 
Thoughts -on  t h e  S e l f , "  iiume S t u d i e s ,  I1 (1976) , PP. 73-76 

1 2 .  	 The p a r a l l e l i s m  between Hume's d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  s e l f  
and h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  e x t e r n a l  wor ld  i s  a l so  suggest­
e d  by Te rence  Penelhum, "Hume's Theory o f  t h e  S e l f  Re-
v i s i t e d , "  D ia logue ,  X I V  ( 1 9 7 5 ) ,  pp.  389-409, p .  393. 

13 .  Kemp Smi th ,  p .  55. 

1 4 .  	The m o s t  s i m i l a r  t r e a t m e n t  o f  Hume which I have been  
able t o  d i s c o v e r  i s  D a n i e l~. B r e a z e a l e  . "IIume ' s Imuasse  ," 
J o u r n a l  of t h e  H i s t o r y  o f  Ph i losophy ;  X I 1 1  (19753 , 
pp. 311-33. Al thouqh I agree i n  q e n e r a l  terms w i t h_ _
Breazeale's a c c o u n t  o f  t h e - f a i l u r e - o f  t h e  'Treat ise  , 
I have  worked it o u t  i n  q u i t e  a d i f f e r e n t  way. 

15 .  " A  S c e p t i c ' s  P r o g r e s s . "  




