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1 2 .  

HAS H U M 3  A THEORY OF SOCIAL JUSTICE? 

1. 


Toward t h e  end  of  An Enqu i ry  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  P r i n ­

c i p l e s  o f  Mora ls ,  Hume asserts i n  a f o o t n o t e  t h a t :  

In s h o r t ,  we mus t  e v e r  d i s t i n g u i s h  be tween  t h e  

n e c e s s i t y  of a s e p a r a t i o n  and c o n s t a n c y  i n  men 's  
p o s s e s s i o n ,  and t h e  r u l e s ,  which  a s s i g n  p a r t i c u l a r  
o b j e c t s  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  p e r s o n s .  The f i r s t  n e c e s ­
s i t y  i s  o b v i o u s ,  s t r o n g ,  and i n v i n c i b l e :  t h e  
l a t t e r  may depend on a p u b l i c  u t i l i t y  more l i g h t  
and f r i v o l o u s ,  on t h e  s e n t i m e n t  of p r i v a t e  human­
i t y  and a v e r s i o n  t o  p r i v a t e  h a r d s h i p ,  on p o s i t i v e  
laws ,  on p r e c e d e n t s ,  a n a l o g i e s ,  and v e r y  f i n e  
c o n n e x i o n s  and t u r n s  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n .  1 

F o r  one  who draws t h e  c o n n e c t i o n  be tween t h e  i d e a s  o f  j u s ­

t i c e  and p o s s e s s i o n  as c l o s e l y  a s  h e  d o e s ,  Hume's ambiva l ­

e n c e  h e r e  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  r u l e s  or p r i n c i p l e s  g o v e r n i n g  t h e  

d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  o b j e c t s  t o  b e  p o s s e s s e d  i s  more t h a n  
s l i g h t l y  s u r p r i s i n g .  I n  f a c t ,  f o r  a d m i r e r s  o f  Hume i n t e r ­

e s t e d  i n  t h e o r i e s  of  social  ( o r  d i s t r i b u t i v e )  j u s t i c e ,  h i s  

f a i l u r e  t o  s t a t e  a p r e f e r e n c e  among t h e s e  v a r i o u s  'principles 

of  d i s t r i b u t i o n '  is downr igh t  d e p r e s s i n g .  Is t h i s  a l l  

Hume h a s  t o  s a y  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of how p o s s e s s i o n s  a r e  t o  b e  

d i s t r i b u t e d  w i t h i n  s o c i e t y ?  Does i t  n o t  matter t o  him what 
t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  a r e  upon which t h i s  d i s t r i b u t i o n  i s  accom­

p l i s h e d  as l o n g  a s  i t  i s  accompl i shed?  These  a r e  t h e  

q u e s t i o n s  w i t h  which t h i s  e s s a y  i s  conce rned ,  q u e s t i o n s  

which e s s e n t i a l l y  r educe  t o  t h a t  of w h e t h e r  Hume h a s  a t h e o y  
of s o c i a l  or d i s t r i b u t i v e  j u s t i c e  a t  a l l .  To  be  s u r e ,  t h e  

amount o f  s p a c e  Hume d e v o t e s  t o  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  of j u s t i c e  
would seem t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  h e  i s  working  from a p a r t i c u l a r  

t h e o r y  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  and a u t h o r s  s u c h  a s  Mil ler ,  Day, 

and i \ r d a l  a s c r i b e  one t o  him, ye t  Hume's a p p a r e n t  l a c k  o f  

conce rn  f o r  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  d i s t r i b u t i o n  d i s p u t e s  t h i s  a s c r i p t -
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i on .*  Tor a t  t h e  c e n t e r  of a l l  such  t h e o r i e s  from 

A r i s t o t l e  t o  Rawls l i e s  a p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  a c e r t a i n  p r i n ­

c i p l e  o r  se t  o f  p r i n c i p l e s  which d i c t a t e s  how a d v a n t a g e s  

(goods ,  w e a l t h ,  b e n e f i t s ,  e t c . )  s h o u l d  be  d i s t r i b u t e d .  
I n  o r d e r  t o  e v a l u a t e  Hume's s t a t u s  a s  a t h e o r i s t  

of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  two approaches  recommend themse lves .  

F i r s t ,  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  d i s c o v e r  and examine i n  Hume's 

major  works p o s s i b l e  c r i t e r i a  which might  d i c t a t e  how 

p o s s e s s i o n s  s h o u l d  be d i s t r i b u t e d  i n  s o c i e t y .  T h r e e  such  

c r i t e r i a  w i l l  b e  d e a l t  w i t h  h e r e :  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  u t i l i t y  

as Hume c o n s t r u e s  i t ,  t h e  fo rma l  p r i n c i p l e  o f  c o r r e c t  
a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  l a w ,  and t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  Hume e n t i t l e s  t h e  
laws o f  n a t u r e " .  I f  none o f  t h e s e  emerge, s i n g l y  o r  i n  

combina t ion ,  as the p r i n c i p l e  u n d e r l y i n g  a Humean t h e o r y  o f  

soc ia l  j u s t i c e ,  a second  avenue f o r  a n a l y z i n g  Hume's views 

o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  w i l l  be  e x p l o r e d .  Here some o f  t h e  

c r i t i c a l  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  and mora l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  Hume 

a t t r i b u t e s  t o  human n a t u r e  w i l l  be  examined t o  d e t e r m i n e  

whe the r  Hume, though he  seems t o  a c c e p t  no  s p e c i f i c  
p r i n c i p l e  o f  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  might  a r r i v e  a t  a c o h e r e n t  t h e o r y  

o f  j u s t i c e  i n  a n e g a t i v e  f a s h i o n ;  t h a t  i s ,  th rough  re ject­

i n g  c e r t a i n  c r i t e r i a  o f  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  m e r i t  
and need .  

11. 

The h a l f - h e a r t e d n e s s  of Hume's commitment t o  t h e  

p r i n c i p l e  of u t i l i t y  a s  e i t h e r  a s t a n d a r d  o f  p e r s o n a l  moral­

i t y ,  a measure o f  t h e  j u s t n e s s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  a c t i o n s ,  o r  as 
4 an e x p l a n a t o r y  p r i n c i p l e  h a s  been  f r e q u e n t l y  documented, 

and ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  main pu rpose  o f  t h i s  e s s a y  i s  t o  examine 

Hume's t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  p e r s o n a l  j u s t i c e ,  a few 
comments on t h e  l a t t e r  w i l l  form a u s e f u l  p r e f a c e  f o r  t h e  

s u b s e q u e n t  argument t h a t  H u m e  i s  e q u a l l y  as luke-warm to-

ward u t i l i t a r i a n i s m  as an adequa te  b a s i s  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  
Three  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  i n d i c a t e  Hume ' s  n o n - u t i l i t a r i a n  ap­
p roach  t o  p e r s o n a l  m o r a l i t y .  F i r s t ,  u n l i k e  a l l  a d v o c a t e s  

o f  u t i l i t a r i a n i s m ,  Hume i s  n o t  a c o n s e q u e n t i a l i s t  on m a t t e r s  
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o f  p e r s o n a l  e t h i c s .  T h a t  i s  t o  s a y ,  when Hume s p e a k s  o f  

wha t  makes p e r s o n s  o r  t h e i r  a c t i o n s  v i r t u o u s ,  he  i n s i s t s  

t h a t  t h e  major c r i t e r i o n  f o r  s u c h  an e v a l u a t i o n  i s  t h e  

m o t i v e  upon which t h e  a g e n t  acts .  I n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  h e  

states t h a t  a v i r t u o u s  m o t i v e  is r e q u i s i t e  t o  r e n d e r  an 
a c t i o n  v i r t u o u s ;  (T478) ,  and  m a i n t a i n s  t h i s  view i n  t h e  

Enqu i ry  as w e l l .  5 

Hume t h e r e f o r e  v i o l a t e s  t h e  c o n s e q u e n t i a l i s t  stance 
i m p l i c i t  i n  t h e  u t i l i t a r i a n  c o n s t r u a l  o f  p e r s o n a l  m o r a l i t y ,  

b u t  j u s t  a s  s e r i o u s l y ,  i s  a l s o  l e f t  r a t h e r  c o l d  by t h e  l a t e r  
u t i l i t a r i a n  c o n t e n t i o n  o f  M i l l  t h a t  wha teve r  is  j u s t  i s  ips0 
f a c t o  u t i l e .  Hume asserts i n  numerous p l a c e s  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  

Treatise and Enqu i ry  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  a c t s  or  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e ,  

t hough  u n d e n i a b l y  j u s t ,  may o f t e n  be p e r n i c i o u s  or  c o n t r a r y  
t o  t h e  p u b l i c  gcod ,  and a r e  o n l y  u t i l e  when viewed col lect­
i v e l y  as c o n s t i t u t i n g  a whole  scheme. .  .of law and j u s t i c e  
[ w h i c h ]  i s  a d v a n t a g e o u s  t o  s o c i e t y .  (T579) .  Such a 'whole  
scheme' w i t h i n  which s i n g l e  acts  o r  r u l e s  a c q u i r e  t h e i r  

u t i l i t i e s  i s  c l e a r l y  a s t a n d a r d  much too b road  f o r  r u l e  

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

c u l a t i o n s  of a c t  u t i l i t a r i a n s .  

F i n a l l y ,  Hume's c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  of  t h e  o r i g i n  o f  

s o c i e t y  i n d i c a t e s  a t h i r d  r e a s o n  for  q u e s t i o n i n g  h i s  de­

v o t i o n  t o  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of u t i l i t y .  A t  f i r s t  g l a n c e  Hume 

seems to  a c c e p t  f u l l y  t h e  u t i l i t a r i a n  c o n c e p t i o n  of t h e  
o r i g i n  o f  s o c i a l  l i f e , f o r  he  a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  p r i v a t e  u t i l i ­

t a r i a n  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  of i n d i v i d u a l s  e x i s t i n g  p r i o r  t o  

s o c i e t y  would f o r c e  them t o  r e c o g n i z e  t h a t  o n l y  i n  s o c i e t y  

can  t h e y  r e a l i z e  t h e  d e g r e e  o f  f o r c e ,  a b i l i t y ,  and s e c u r i t y  
(T485) n e c e s s a r y  t o  meet t h e  c o n t i n g e n c i e s  of  t h e  u n i q u e l y  

p r e c a r i o u s  human c o n d i t i o n .  However, Hume immediatellr  
t empers  h i s  f a i t h  i n  u t i l i t y  as an  e x p l a n a t o r y  p r i n c i p l e ,  

f o r  he  s ta tes  t h a t  even  though it i s  i n d i s p u t a b l e  t h a t  t h e  
s o c i a l  c o n d i t i o n  i s  advan tageous ,  it i s  d o u b t f u l  t h a t  t h o s e  

e x i s t i n g  p r i o r  t o  s o c i e t y  would have  r e c o g n i z e d  i t s  u t i l i t y .  

Thus ,  he  t u r n s  t o  t h e  n a t u r a l  a p p e t i t e  b e t w i x t  t h e  s e x e s ,  
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and acknowledges t h a t  s e x u a l  i n s t i n c t ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  u t i l i t y ,  

i s  t h e  f i r s t  and o r i g i n a l  p r i n c i p l e  o f  human s o c i e t y  (T486) .  

From what h a s  been  s a i d  so f a r  i t  seems r e a s o n a b l e  

t o  c o n c l u d e  t h a t  H u n e  i s  unconvinced  abou t  e i t h e r  t h e  ex­

p l a n a t o r y  power of t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  u t i l i t y ,  o r  i t s  

a t t r a c t i v e n e s s  as a measure o f  p e r s o n a l  j u s t i c e .  However, 
t h e  major  concern  o f  t h i s  e s s a y  i s  Hume's c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of 
t h e  t o p i c  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ;  t h u s  t h e  q u e s t i o n  s t i l l  
remains  whe the r  Hume i s  pe r suaded  by t h e  a p p e a l  o f  u t i l i ­
t a r i a n i s m  as a method f o r  a r r i v i n g  a t  a j u s t  d i s t r i b u t i o n  

o f  goods w i t h i n  s o c i e t y .  I t  i s  c r i t i c a l  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d  t o  
beg in  by g r a s p i n g  what Hume u n d e r s t a n d s  t h e  meaning o f  

u t i l i t y  t o  be e.,how he  d e f i n e s  t h e  term, f o r  as i s  

o f t e n  t h e  case, how one  d e f i n e s  a c o n c e p t  d e t e r m i n e s  i t s  
a c c e p t a b i l i t y  t o  o n e s e l f  and o t h e r s .  

S i g n i f i c a n t l y ,  when Hume speaks  o f  u t i l i t y ,  he 

does  n o t  r e f e r  t o  a s p e c i f i c  p r i n c i p l e  such  a s  maximizing 

t h e  ave rage  l e v e l  o f  h a p p i n e s s  , or  t o  " t h e  g r e a t e s t  good o f  

t h e  g r e a t e s t  number" c a l c u l u s  o f  Bentham. R a t h e r ,  u t i l i t y  
s i g n i f i e s  t o  Hume n o t h i n g  more t h a n  t h a t  which i s  n e c e s s a r y  

f o r  t h e  s u r v i v a l  o f  s o c i e t y .  Hume n e v e r  g i v e s  a n y t h i n g  

more e x p l i c i t  abou t  what u t i l i t y  means t h a n  t h i s  v e r y  gen­

e r a l  account; t h u s  h e  s t a t e s  t h a t  u t i l i t y  i s  o n l y  a t e n ­
d e n c y  t o  a c e r t a i n  end  ( E M ,  App.1, p. 2861, t h e  end of 

soc ie ta l  p r e s e r v a t i o n .  Fo r  t h i s  r e a s o n  R a w l s  , among 

o t h e r s  , h a s  conc luded  t h a t  Hume's u t i l i t a r i a n i s m  " i s  n o t  
s t r i c t l y  s p e a k i n g  u t i l i t a r i a n , "  f o r  " a l l  Hume seems t o  m e a n  
by u t i l i t y  i s  t h e  g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t s  and n e c e s s i t i e s  of 
s o c i e t y .  *I 

With t h e  g e n e r a l i t y  o f  Hume's d e f i n i t i o n  o f  u t i l ­

i t y  i n  mind, i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  view i n  a n o n - u t i l i t a r i a n  
l i g h t  h i s  s t a t e m e n t s  i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  and Enqu i ry  which imply  

an i n t i m a t e  c o n n e c t i o n  between soc ia l  j u s t i c e  and u t i l i t y .  
F o r  i n s t a n c e ,  i f  u t i l i t y  means o n l y  what i s  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  

t h e  s u r v i v a l  of s o c i e t y ,  i s  t h e  c o n n e c t i o n  between t h e  r u l e s  

o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  and u t i l i t y  a n a t u r a l  one? Hume answers  

6 
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t h a t  t h e  c o n n e c t i o n  i s  n o t  n a t u r a l ,  b u t  a r t i f i c i a l l y  i m ­

p o s e d ,  and so imposed n o t  because  of t h e  u n i v e r s a l  con­

t i n g e n c i e s  o f  s o c i a l  e x i s t e n c e ,  b u t  i n  o r d e r  t o  command 

obed ience  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  r u l e s .  a Secondly  and more c ru ­

c i a l l y  , a r e  t h e  p r e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  u t i l i t y  ( s u r v i v a l )  

v a r i a b l e  a c r o s s  s o c i e t i e s ?  I n  o t h e r  words ,  i s  Hume's 

d e f i n i t i o n  o f  u t i l i t y ,  though g e n e r a l ,  u n i v e r s a l  or does  

u t i l i t y  d e n o t e  d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g s  i n  d i f f e r e n t  communities? 

T h a t  Hume b e l i e v e s  t h e  l a t t e r  t h a t  t h e  d i c t a t e s  o f  

u t i l i t y  va ry  a c r o s s  s o c i e t i e s ,  i s  i m p l i c i t  i n  t h e  q u o t a t i o n  

w i t h  which t h i s  e s s a y  began ,  and e x p l i c i t  i n  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  

t h a t  t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  a r e  a l t e r e d  by c i v i l  law, accord­
ing t o  the particular convenience of  each community (EM,196). 

With t h e  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  t h e  p r e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  
u t i l i t y  v a r y  a c c o r d i n g  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i a l  c i r c u m s t a n c e s ,  

Hume p l a c e s  h i m s e l f  o u t s i d e  t h e  mains t ream o f  u t i l i t a r i a n  

t h o u g h t ,  f o r  i f  u t i l i t y  i s  a l lowed  t o  p r e s c r i b e  v a r i o u s  

t h i n g s ,  i t  i s  e a s i l y  d i s c e r n i b l e  t h a t  i n  some societ ies  it 
may p r e s c r i b e  someth ing  e n t i r e l y  a n t i t h e t i c a l  t o  "the 

g r e a t e s t  h a p p i n e s s  f o r  t h e  g r e a t e s t  number" f o r  t h e  s a k e  o f  

s u r v i v a l .  I n  s h o r t ,  Hume's d e f i n i t i o n  o f  u t i l i t y  a s  what-

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

and non-committal  f o r  any t r u e  u t i l i t a r i a n  t o  a c c e p t ;  it 
p l a c e s  too few c o n s t r a i n t s  on what i s  a j u s t  and p r o p e r  d i s ­

t r i b u t i o n  o f  goods w i t h i n  s o c i e t y .  
I t  c a n  be  concluded  t h e n  t h a t  i f  Hume h a s  a p a r ­

t i c u l a r  t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  it canno t  be  based  upon 
t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  u t i l i t y  a s  u s u a l l y  c o n s t r u e d .  F u r t h e r -

more, it i s  a r g u a b l e  t h a t  i f  Hume were i n t e n t  on b a s i n g  a 
t h e o r y  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  on h i s  own ( n o n - u t i l i t a r i a n )  p r i n ­
c i p l e  o f  u t i l i t y ,  t h i s  would be p r o o f  enough t h a t  h e  ];as no 

t h e o r y  a t  a l l .  For if u t i l i t y  i s  t h e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  a j u s t  

d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  goods w i t h i n  s o c i e t y ,  b u t  u t i l i t y  on ly  means 
what i s  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  c o n t i n u e d  e x i s t e n c e  of a pa r ­
t i c u l a r  s o c i e t y ,  and may (and  c l e a r l y  d o e s )  d i f f e r  among 

soc ie t ies ,  t h e n  many p a t t e r n s  of d i s t r i b u t i o n  are e q u a l l y  
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j u s t i f i e d  by such  a t h e o r y . g  

I f  t h i s  were Hume's p o s i t i o n ,  however,  it may be 

jumping t o  unwarranted  c o n c l u s i o n s  t o  s a y  t h a t  he  t h e n  h a s  

no t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e '  r a t h e r  it may be  b e t t e r  t o  say 

he  h a s  no  s u b s t a n t i v e  t h e o r y ,  b u t  does  p r e s e n t  a f o r m a l  

t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  Because t h e  r e q u i s i t e s  o f  s u r ­

v i v a l  ( u t i l i t y )  are ,  f o r  Hume, c i r c u m s c r i b e d  and d e f i n e d  by 

l a w ,  such  a f o r m a l  t h e o r y  would m a i n t a i n  t h a t  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  
i s  t h e  correct a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  l aw;  i n  o t h e r  words ,  t h a t  t h e  

r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  are  embodied i n  l a w .  

111. 


I n  d i s c u s s i n g  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a fo rma l  t h e o r y  

o f  soc i a l  j u s t i c e  i n  Hume's w r i t i n g s ,  it is wor th  n o t i n g  

t h a t  what i s  b e i n g  a t t e m p t e d  h e r e  i s  n o t  a d i s c r e d i t i n g  o f  

such  fo rma l  t h e o r i e s  as e i t h e r  b e i n g  vacuous ,  non-pres­

c r i p t i v e ,  or  n o t  ' r ea l '  t h e o r i e s  o f  j u s t i c e .  R a t h e r ,  wha t  

i s  t o  be  d e c i d e d  upon i s  whe the r  a l l  o f  Hume's comments on 
t h e  t o p i c  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  on t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  r e g a r d i n g  

how goods a r e  t o  be d i s t r i b u t e d  i n  s o c i e t y  -- e s s e n t i a l l y  
r educe  t o  a fo rma l  n o t i o n  t h a t  t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  are 

d e r i v e d  from l a w .  

The major  d i f f i c u l t y  i n  d e r i v i n g  such  a fo rma l  

t h e o r y  from what Hume has  t o  s a y  a b o u t  j u s t i c e  i s  t h e  

problem of d e c i d i n g  what Hume means by ' l a w ' .  On many 

o c c a s i o n s  he draws t h e  e q u i v a l e n c e  between j u s t i c e  and law,  10 

and t h e r e f o r e  a p p e a r s  t o  o p t  f o r  formal i sm,  y e t  it i s  n e v e r  
c l e a r  whe the r  ' l a w '  m e a n s  p o s i t i v e  l a w ,  c i v i l  l a w ,  g e n e r a l  
e m p i r i c a l  l a w s  of s o c i a l  e x i s t e n c e ,  or s o c i a l  norms and 

conven t ions  p e c u l i a r  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  communities ( t h a t  Hume 

does  n o t  mean ' n a t u r a l  l a w '  i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  s e n s e  s h o u l d  
be  c lear  immedia te ly  from h i s  r e p u d i a t i o n  o f  r e a s o n  as t h e  
b a s i s  o f  m o r a l i t y ) .  l1 John Day e n u n c i a t e s  t h e  r e l a t i o n -

s h i p  i n  Hume's t h o u g h t  between l a w  and j u s t i c e  a s  f o l l o w s :  
But  how are  t h e y  t o  d e c i d e  what goods a r e  due 

t o  which men? They do  t h i s  by e s t a b l i s h i n g  
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r u l e s  or  laws .  . .These  are t h e  r u l e s  o f  

j u s t i c e .  1 2  

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h i s  o n l y  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s ­

t i ce  are man-made, someth ing  a l r e a d y  i m p l i c i t  i n  Hume's 

r e j e c t i o n  o f  n a t u r a l  law, and i n  h i s  d i c tum t h a t  j u s t i c e  i s  
an a r t i f i c i a l  v i r t u e .  The q u e s t i o n  s t i l l  f e s t e r s :  what 

does  Hume mean by t h e  ' l a w '  from which ( i n  t h e  f o r m a l i s t  

v iew)  t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  emerge? 
I t  would be a s i m p l e  matter t o  a d j u d i c a t e  t h e  

i s s u e  o f  Hume's f o r m a l i s t i c  approach  t o  soc ia l  j u s t i c e  i f  

h i s  o n l y  s t a t e m e n t  on t h e  subject were t h a t  found i n  t h e  

E n q u i r y ,  i n  which h e  s ta tes  t h a t  t h e  o b j e c t  of m u n i c i p a l  
lows i s  t o  f i x  a l l  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  w i t h  regard  t o  j u s t i c e  
(EM,286). According  t o  t h i s  s t a t e m e n t ,  a f o r m a l  r e l a t i o n  

i s  i m p l i e d  between j u s t i c e  and c i v i l  or p o s i t i v e  law. How-

e v e r ,  a s  Day p o i n t s  o u t ,  Hume i n s i s t s  upon t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  

t h a t  t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  can be  obse rved  " i n  a s o c i e t y  

w i t h o u t  government i n  which t h e r e  are no  laws f o r m u l a t e d  

and e n f o r c e d  by c o n s t i t u t e d  a u t h o r i t y . "  l3 T h i s  c l e a r l y  

v i t i a t e s  t h e  c la im t h a t  H u m e ' s  f o rma l i sm i s  t i e d  t o  p o s i t i v e  

l a w ,  b u t  does  n o t  ( y e t )  d i s p r o v e  t h e  g e n e r a l  t h e s i s  t h a t  

Hume p r e s e n t s  a f o r m a l i s t i c  t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  f o r  i n  

t h e  T r e a t i s e  h e  speaks  o f  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  t h e  laws of 
s o c i e t y ,  t h a t  i s ,  by  t h e  1aL;s o f  j u s t i c e  ( T 4 9 1 ) .  Here t h e  

' l a w s  of s o c i e t y '  must n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  be c o n s t r u e d  a s  

m u n i c i p a l  l aws ,  f o r  a s  s t a t e d  by Day, j u s t i c e  does  n o t  p r e -

suppose  a l e g a l  s y s t e m  f o r  Hume. But i f  t h e  laws o f  
s o c i e t y  are n o t  p o s i t i v e  or c i v i l  l a w s ,  what a r e  t h e y  

norms, c o n v e n t i o n s ,  e m p i r i c a l  l a w s  c o n c e r n i n g  human psy­
chology or  social  b e h a v i o r ?  I n d e e d ,  Hume s a y s  t h e y  are a l l  
of t h e s e .  

. . . j u s t i c e  t a k e s  i t s  r i s e  f rom human con­
v e n t i o n s ;  and t h a t  t h e s e  a r e  i n t e n d e d  as  a 
remedy t o  some i n c o n v e n i e n c e s ,  which  proceed  

f rom t h e  concurrence  o f  c e r t a i n  q u a l i t i e s  o f  

t h e  human mind w i t h  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of e x t e r n a l  
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o b j e c t s .  (emphases H u m e ' s )  ( T 4 9 4 )  

Thus, i f  t h e  f o r m a l i s t  a rgument  i s  s t i l l  t o  be m a i n t a i n e d ,  

i t  must somehow cope  w i t h  the obv ious  i n f o r m a l i t y  o f  t h e  

p o s i t i o n  t h a t ,  f o r  Hume, t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  are d e r i v e d  

from a c c i d e n t a l  human c o n v e n t i o n s  (which need  n o t  b e  

e l e v a t e d  t o  t h e  l e v e l  o f  p o s i t i v e  l a w ) ,  and  i n d i r e c t l y  from 
t h e  a t t r i b u t e s  o f  human psychology which n e c e s s i t a t e  t h o s e  

c o n v e n t i o n s .  1 4  

S u r e l y  t h e  i n f o r m a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between j u s t i c e  
and c o n v e n t i o n s ,  human psychology , and t h e  e x t e r n a l  e n v i r o n ­

ment c a n n o t  be  t h e  b a s i s  o f  a f o r m a l  t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  

j u s t i c e .  I t  i s  s imply  i n d i s c e r n i b l e  t h e n  whe the r  Hume 

p u t s  fo rward  such  a f o r m a l  t h e o r y ,  f o r  i t  i s  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  

c lear  what t h e  ' l a w '  i s  from which t h e  r u l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  a r e  

d e r i v e d .  Day g i v e s  a p o s s i b l e  e x p l a n a t i o n  f o r  Hume's 

u n c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  hedg ing  on t h e  i s s u e  o f  w h e t h e r  j u s t i c e  

does  emerge from l a w .  
Hume seem a f r a i d  t h a t  i f  h e  open ly  c o n f e s s e d  

t h a t  t h e  r u l e s  were o b t a i n e d  f rom laws, p e o p l e  

might  n o t  b e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  conv inced  of t h e i r  
u n i v e r s a l i t y  and of t h e i r  a p p e a l  t o  men o u t -

s i d e  l e g a l  sys t ems .  
15 

Such s p e c u l a t i o n  on Day ' s  p a r t ,  i f  t r u e ,  s u p p o r t s  h i s  con­

t e n t i o n  t h a t  Hume's t h e o r y  o f  j u s t i c e  i s  i n d e e d  f o r m a l ,  b u t  

does  n o t  r e s o l v e  t h e  p r e l i m i n a r y  q u e s t i o n  c o n c e r n i n g  Hume's 

c o n f u s i o n  o v e r  what t h e  l a w s  are from which t h e  r u l e s  of 

j u s t i c e  are o b t a i n e d .  I n  t h e  f a c e  of t h i s  p r i o r  a m b i g u i t y ,  

t o  m a i n t a i n  a f o r m a l i s t i c  c o n c e p t i o n  o f  soc ia l  j u s t i c e  i n  

H u m e  is s i m p l y  unwarranted .  

IV. 


Without  a fo rma l  t h e o r y  o f  soc ia l  j u s t i c e  t h e n ,  

Hume i s  i n d e e d  w i t h o u t  any t h e o r y  a t  a l l ,  u n l e s s  he  p r o v i d e s  
some p r i n c i p l e s  o f  j u s t i c e ,  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  

u t i l i t y ,  which a r e  s u b s t a n t i v e  i n  n a t u r e .  O s t e n s i b l y ,  

Hume d o e s  s u p p l y  such  needed  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  soc i a l  j u s t i c e  
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which  are t o  s t a n d  above mere p o s i t i v e  law and c o n s i d e r ­

a t i o n s  o f  p u b l i c  u t i l i t y ;  t h e s e  are embodied i n  what h e  

names t h e  laws of n a t u r e ,  which  are enumera ted  as t h a t  of 
t h e  s t a b i l i t g  o f  p o s s e s s i o n ,  o f  i t s  t r a n s f e r e n c e  by c o n s e n t ,  

and of t h e  per formance  of p r o m i s e s  (T526) .  These  t h r e e  

l a w s  a l l  a p p l y  t o  P r o P e r t Y l l 6  a c o n c e r n  which Hum s a y s  i s  
t h e  p r e c i p i t a t i n g  ( i f  n o t  t h e  immedia te )  impe tus  f o r  t h e  

e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  s o c i e t y .  I f  t h e s e  l a w s  do  i n  f a c t  form 

t h e  n u c l e a r  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  a t h e o r y  o f  soc ia l  j u s t i c e  f o r  

Hume, s u c h  a t h e o r y  i s ,  i n  David Miller's terms, n o t  o n l y  

c o n s e r v a t i v e ,  b u t  "an  u n u s u a l l y  nar row v e r s i o n  of  conse rv ­
a t i v e  j u s t i c e . " 1 7  S t i l l ,  a na r row t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  

i s  b e t t e r  t h a n  n o  t h e o r y  a t  a l l ,  hence  t h e  f i n a l  q u e s t i o n  

t o  be  d e a l t  w i t h  i n  d e c i d i n g  i f  Hume p r e s e n t s  a p o s i t i v e  

t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  i s  w h e t h e r  t h a t  t h e o r y  i s  grounded 

upon t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  of t h e  laws o f  n a t u r e .  

There  a r e  two r e a s o n s  f o r  r e j e c t i n g  t h e  t h e s i s  

t h a t  Hume's t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  ( s u c h  a s  it i s )  is  

a r t i c u l a t e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  mechanism o f  t h e  laws  o f  n a t u r e .  

F i r s t ,  i t  is  d o u b t f u l  t h a t  Hume p r e s e n t s  t h e s e  ' l a w s '  a s  

p r e s c r i p t i o n s  f o r  s o c i e t y  t o  f o l l o w  i n  i t s  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  

w e a l t h .  The laws  o f  n a t u r e  seem t o  be r a t h e r  more l i k e  

d e s c r i p t i v e  ' t op ic s '  or  c a t e g o r i e s  of  j u s t i c e  which e v e r y  
s o c i e t y  f i l l s  i n  w i t h  i t s  own p o s i t i v e  laws  and u t i l i t a r i a n  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  i n  i t s  own way. Thus ,  t h e  laws  o f  n a t u r e  

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

c o n t i n g e n t  upon them. For  example ,  Hume i n s i s t s  t h a t  t h e  
second  l a w  of  t r a n s f e r e n c e  by c o n s e n t  depends  upon t h e  
p a r t i c u l a r  p r a c t i c e s ,  t r a d i t i o n s ,  and  even  s u p e r s t i t i o n s  o f  

a g i v e n  s o c i e t y ,  f o r  i t  i s  t h e s e  t h a t  d e f i n e  wha t  t h e l t e r m s  

" t r a n s f e r e n c e "  and  " c o n s e n t "  a r e  t o  mean i n  t h e  soc ia l  con-

t e x t .  S i m i l a r l y  , t h e  law r e g a r d i n g  pe r fo rmance  o f  

p romises  i s  f ounded  on t h e  n e c e s s i t i e s  and i n t e r e s t  of 

s o c i e t y  (T519). F i n a l l y ,  t h e  f i r s t  l a w  of t h e  s t a b i l i t y  
o f  p o s s e s s i o n  i s  c o n t i n g e n t  upon c i v i l  l a w s ,  f o r  t h e y  d e t -
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ermine what number o f  days  o r  months o r  y e a r s  s h o u l d  be 

s u f f i c i e n t  t o  j u s t i f y  a c l a i m  o f  p r o p r i e t o r s h i p .  Hume 

t h e r e f o r e  concludes : 

C i v i l  laws  h e r e  w p p l y  t h e  p l a c e  of t h e  n a t u r a l  

code .  . . [ a n d ]  i n  g e n e r a l  we may o b s e r v e  t h a t  
a l l  q u e s t i o n s  of p r o p e r t y  are  s u b o r d i n a t e  t o  
tPe a u t h o r i t y  of c i v i l  laws ,  which  e x t e n d ,  r e -
s t r a i n ,  m o d i f y ,  and a l t e r  t h e  r u l e s  of n a t u r a l  
j u s t i c e ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  con­
v e n i e n c e  of each  community (EM,196). 

A t heo ry  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  whose p r i n c i p l e s  are open t o  

a l t e r a t i o n  or even r e s t r a i n t  by non-gene ra l i zab le  p o s i t i v e  
laws which pander  t o  t h e  'convenience ' of p a r t i c u l a r  

s o c i e t i e s  ( o r  r e a l i s t i c a l l y ,  t o  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h o s e  i n  

a p o s i t i o n  t o  determine what i s  conven ien t )  l 8 i s  man i fe s t ed  

i n  those  s o c i e t i e s  n o t  a s  t h e o r y ,  b u t  a s  i deo logy .  

The r e l a t i v i t y  o f  t h e  laws of n a t u r e  a c r o s s  

s o c i e t i e s  and l e g a l  systems a l s o  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e s e  do n o t  

c o n s t i t u t e  a t heo ry  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  f o r  a second reason.  
Hume p o s t u l a t e s  t h a t  t h e  laws of n a t u r e  a r e  a d j u s t e d  t o  f i t  

t h e  needs (conveniences)  of each s o c i e t y ,  b u t  does n o t  

c o n s i d e r  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e s e  needs may d i c t a t e  a 

d i r e c t  v i o l a t i o n  o f  t h e  t h r e e  laws. P a r t i c u l a r  circum­

s t a n c e s  o r  conven t ions  may indeed n e c e s s i t a t e  t h e  c o n t r a ­

ven t ion  of t h e  laws of n a t u r e  however, and such a b reach  of 

t h e  laws would be j u s t i f i e d  ( f o r  Hume) because o f  t h e  

c r i t e r i o n  o f  u t i l i t y .  One example w i l l  s u f f i c e : .  c o n s i d e r  

a s o c i e t y  plagued by c o n f l i c t  and v i o l e n t  c o n f r o n t a t i o n s  

over  r i g h t s  of i n h e r i t a n c e .  I t  i s  e n t i r e l y  p l a u s i b l e  t h a t  

such a s o c i e t y  might d e c i d e  t o  end t h e  d e b a t e s  and b a t t l e s  
ove r  who shou ld  i n h e r i t  and how much by i n s t i t u t i n g  primo­

g e n i t u r e .  I f  p r o p e r l y  e n f o r c e d ,  such a d e c i s i o n  would be 

i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  i n  l i g h t  o f  Hume's 

dictum t h a t  t h e  s a f e t y  of  t h e  p e o p l e  i s  t h e  supreme law 

( E M 1 1 9 6 ) ,  y e t  it would c l e a r l y  v i o l a t e  t h e  second law of 
n a t u r e  which s t i p u l a t e s  t h a t  t r a n s f e r e n c e  o f  p r o p e r t y  be 
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based upon t h e  consen t  of  t h e  p a r t i e s  involved.  
The i n c o m p a t i b i l i t y  between Hume's laws of  n a t u r e  

and t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of  u t i l i t y  ( a s  he c o n s t r u e s  it) i l l u m i ­
n a t e s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  p o i n t  conce rn ing  t h e  v a r i o u s  p r i n c i p l e s  
p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h i s  e s s a y  a s  p o s s i b l e  bases  f o r  a Humean 

t h e o r y  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  I t  has  been shown t h a t  none of 
t h e s e  p r i n c i p l e s  t h a t  of u t i l i t y ,  t h e  formal  p r i n c i p l e  
of  obedience t o  law, or t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  found i n  t h e  laws of 
n a t u r e  a r e  i n d i v i d u a l l y  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  s e r v e  a s  a found­
a t i o n  f o r  a t h e o r y  of  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  f o r  Hume. This  i s  

due i n  p a r t  t o  t h e i r  vagueness,  b u t  p r i m a r i l y  because o f  
t h e i r  i n a b i l i t y  t o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  between t h e  v a r i o u s  s t y l e s  
of  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of wea l th  e x t a n t  i n  d i f f e r e n t  s o c i e t i e s ,  
and t h e  r e s u l t a n t  i n c a p a c i t y  t o  o f f e r  g e n e r a l i z a b l e  pre­
s c r i p t i o n s  conce rn ing  t h a t  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  However, it i s  
now e v i d e n t  t h a t  n e i t h e r  can t h e s e  p r i n c i p l e s  t aken  t o g e t h e r  
form t h e  founda t ions  of a theo ry  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  f o r  i n  
p r a c t i c e  they  q u i t e  e a s i l y  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  one ano the r .  I t  

has  a l r e a d y  been shown how Hume's p r i n c i p l e  o f  u t i l i t y  might 
c o n t r a d i c t  t h e  l a w s  of  n a t u r e ;  s i m i l a r l y ,  because Hume be­
l i e v e s  t h a t  t h e  p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t  i s  a r t i c u l a t e d  i n  p o s i t i v e  
laws,  such laws could c o n f l i c t  w i t h  t h e  second law of n a t u r e  
f o r  t h e  same reasons.  Furthermore,  i f  law i s  cons t rued  
a s  convent ion,  it i s  e a s i l y  seen  how conven t iona l  p r a c t i c e s  
may v i o l a t e  t h e  d i c t a t e s  of u t i l i t y  when environmental  c i r ­
cumstances change. The conc lus ion  t h e n  i s  inescapab le :  
none of t h e s e  p r i n c i p l e s ,  t aken  s i n g l y  or i n  c o n c e r t ,  es t ­
a b l i s h  t h e  grounds s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  ma in ta in ing  t h a t  Hume has 
a t heo ry  of  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  

V. 


Although Hume's w r i t i n g s  l a c k  a p a r t i c u l a r ,  pos i ­
t i v e l y  p r e s e n t e d  theo ry  of  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  t h i s  i s  no 
l i c e n s e  f o r  conc lud ing  t h a t  h e  has  no th ing  f u r t h e r  t o  say  
on t h e  s u b j e c t .  Indeed, though Hume i s  i n c o r r i g i b l y  
h e s i t a n t  i n  d e c i d i n g  which p r i n c i p l e s  of  d i s t r i b u t i o n  a r e  
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a c c e p t a b l e  i n  a t heo ry  of j u s t i c e ,  he has  no qualms what-
e v e r  about  a s s e r t i n g  which ones are n o t .  Those c r i t e r i a  
n o t  p e r m i s s i b l e  i n  H u m ' s  view are t w o :  m e r i t  ( d e s e r t )  and 

need. Hume's r e j e c t i o n  of  t h e s e  two p r i n c i p l e s  of  d i s ­
t r i b u t i o n  i s  n o t ,  however, founded on a b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e y  
are somehow i n i m i c a l  t o  t h e  maintenance of  j u s t i c e  i n  
s o c i e t y ,  b u t  t h a t  t hey  simply w i l l  n o t  work g iven  t h e  "na t ­
u r e  and s i t u a t i o n  of  man." The re fo re ,  i n  o r d e r  t o  under-
s t a n d  why Hume r e p u d i a t e s  m e r i t  and need a s  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  and i f  he i s  j u s t i f i e d  i n  doing so g iven  the 

p r e s c r i p t i v e  impotence of h i s  v e r s i o n  of t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  
u t i l i t y  and t h e  laws of n a t u r e ,  it i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  d e l v e  
i n t o  h i s  views of  human psychology and t h e  l i m i t i n g  e f f e c t  
of human n a t u r e  on t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  

Hume p r e f a c e s  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of  human psychology 
by i n s i s t i n g  upon t h e  e s s e n t i a l  un i fo rmi ty  of human na tu re ; "  
and though h i s  view of man i s  n o t  thoroughly Hobbesian, 
t h e r e  i s  room i n  h i s  b r u t a l l y  r e a l i s t i c  a p p r a i s a l  o f  t h e  
s p e c i e s  f o r  few s a i n t s ,  n o  g r e a t  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  and no 
phi losopher-kings.  H e  r ecogn izes  c e r t a i n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
of t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  which bo th  n e c e s s i t a t e  and make 
p o s s i b l e  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  of some r u l e s  of  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  
w h i l e  a t  t h e  same t i m e  r e n d e r i n g  i t  impossible  t h a t  t h o s e  
r u l e s  be based  upon t h e  c r i t e r i a  of  m e r i t  o r  need. F i r s t ,  
Hume a s s e r t s  t h a t  i t  i s  s e l f - i n t e r e s t  which mot iva t e s  men 
t o  e s t a b l i s h  s o c i e t y  i n  o r d e r  t o  release themselves  from t h e  

savagery of t h e  s t a t e  of  n a t u r e  and t o  s e c u r e  p r o p e r t y .  
Furthermore , it i s  s e l f - i n t e r e s t ,  o r  r a t h e r  i n t e l l i g e n t  
s e l f - i n t e r e s t  ,*' t h a t  mo t iva t e s  i n d i v i d u a l s  t o  acknowledge 
t h e  need for  some r u l e s  of  j u s t i c e ,  so  t h a t  p r o p e r t y  may be  
h e l d  and t r a n s f e r r e d  wi thou t  t h e  t h r e a t  o f  v i o l e n c e  and t h e  
d e s t r u c t i o n  of s o c i e t y .  

However, it i s  because t h e  s e l f - i n t e r e s t  pro­
p e n s i t i e s  of pe r sons  a r e  s o  e a s i l y  t r ans fo rmed  i n t o  t h e  

r e g r e t t a b l e  b u t  so d i s t i n c t i v e l y  human a t t r i b u t e s  o f  s e l f ­
i s h n e s s ,  s e l f - l o v e ,  and p a r t i a l i t y  t h a t  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  
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c a n n o t  be founded upon need o r  m e r i t .  Hume goes  so f a r  as 

t o  m a i n t a i n  a t  one  p o i n t  t h a t  s e l f - l o v e  i s  t h e  real  o r i g i n  

of t h e  r u l e s  of j u s t i c e : 2 1  t h u s ,  a c c e p t i n g  t h i s  as t r u e ,  i t  
i s  e a s y  t o  d i s c e r n  why m e r i t  i s  n o t  a v i a b l e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  

soc ia l  j u s t i c e .  Because it i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  l o v e  what  one 

d o e s  n o t  h o l d  i n  h igh  r e g a r d ,  s e l f - l o v e  f e l i c i t o u s l y  t e n d s  

toward s e l f - c o n c e i t ,  which i n  t u r n  muddles t h e  idea o f  
m e r i t  by d e f i n i n g  i t  i n  terms o f  o n e ' s  own " m e r i t o r i o u s "  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o r  a c t i o n s .  Consequen t ly ,  Hume conc ludes  

t h a t  

. . . so  g r e a t  i s  t h e  u n c e r t a i n t y  o f  m e r i t ,  b o t h  
f rom i t s  n a t u r a l  o b s c u r i t y ,  and f rom t h e  s e l f -
c o n c e i t  o f  each  i n d i v i d u a l ,  t h a t  no d e t e r m i n a t e  

r u l e  o f  conduc t  would e v e r  r e s u l t  f rom i t  (EM,193). 
I n  l i k e  f a s h i o n ,  Hume con tends  t h a t  need  c a n n o t  

be  an a d e q u a t e  p r i n c i p l e  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  f o r  i f  a dis­

t r i b u t i o n  a c c o r d i n g  t o  need w e r e  p o s s i b l e ,  it would r e q u i r e  

a d e g r e e  of p u r e  and i m p a r t i a l  benevo lence  so g r e a t  t h a t  

were p e o p l e  a c t u a l l y  mot iva t ed  by such  a l t r u i s m ,  t h e  whole 
i d e a  o f  j u s t i c e  would n e v e r  have  been d i s c o v e r e d .  There-

f o r e ,  t h e  Ip.ere e x i s t e n c e  of t h e  i d e a  o f  j u s t i c e  w i t n e s s e s  
t o  t h e  s e l f i s h n e s s  and p a r t i a l i t y  o f  t h e  human race, and 

v e r i f i e s  t h a t  j u s t i c e  d e f i n e d  as ' t o  each  a c c o r d i n g  t o  h i s  

n e e d s  ' is an u n a t t a i n a b l e  p r i n c i p l e .  
Again;  suppose ,  t h a t ,  though t h e  n e c e s s i t i e s  
o f  [ t h e ]  human race  c o n t i n u e  t h e  same a s  a t  
p r e s e n t ,  y e t  t h e  mind i s  s o  e n l a r g e d ,  and s o  
r e p l e t e  w i t h  f r i e n d s h i p  and g e n e r o s i t y ,  t h a t  
e v e r y  man has t h e  u tmos t  t e n d e r n e s s  f o r  e v e r y  
man, and f e e l s  no more concern  f o r  h i s  own 
i n t e r e s t  t han  f o r  t h a t  o f  h i s  f e l l o w s ;  i t  
seems e v i d e n t ,  t h a t  t h e  use  o f  j u s t i c e  would ,  

i n  t h i s  c a s e ,  be suspended  by  s u c h  an e x t e n ­

s i v e  b e n e v o l e n c e ,  nor would t h e  d i v i s i o n s  and 

b a r r i e r s  o f  p r o p e r t y  and o b l i g a t i o n  have  e v e r  
been  though t  of ( E M ,  184-185) 
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For  Hume t h e n ,  t h e  u n a c c e p t a b i l i t y  of need  as a c r i t e r i o n  

f o r  t h e  j u s t  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  social  w e a l t h  ar ises  f rom t h e  

u n r e a l i s t i c  amount o f  human benevolence  it r e q u i r e s  f o r  i t s  
v i a b i l i t y  a s  a s t a n d a r d .  

However, Hume's r e j e c t i o n  of t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of need  
s h o u l d  n o t  be c o n s t r u e d  as an a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  benevo lence  i s  

e n t i r e l y  a b s e n t  i n  t h e  human c h a r a c t e r .  On t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  

Hume f o r c e f u l l y  m a i n t a i n s  t h a t  though benevo lence  i s  un­

r e l i a b l e ,  i t  i s  an i n h e r e n t  a t t r i b u t e  o f  pe r sons  a s  s o c i a l  

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

human t r a i t  of sympathy, a concep t  which w i l l  be  d e a l t  w i t h  
l a t e r ;  and from g r a t i t u d e .  What Hume u n d e r s t a n d s  by 

g r a t i t u d e  h e r e  as a s o u r c e  of benevo lence  i s  n o t  mere ly  

r e c i p r o c a t i o n  f o r  s e r v i c e s  r e n d e r e d  by o t h e r s ,  f o r  i f  t h i s  

were t h e  case, benevo lence  would b e  r e d u c i b l e  t o  a con­

t i n g e n c y  of p r u d e n t i a l  s e l f - i n t e r e s t .  Ra the r  , Hume 

b e l i e v e s  t h a t  benevo lence  p roceeds  from t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  

d e r i v e d  from t h e  company o f  a n o t h e r ,  and t h e  g r a t i t u d e  which  

t h a t  companionship  engende r s .  2 2  Benevolence i s  a p o s i t i v e  

v i r t u e  f o r  Hume, and it is  for  t h i s  r e a s o n  t h a t  he  c l a i m s  
t h a t  of a l l  c r i m e s  t h a t  human c r e a t u r e s  a r e  c a p a b l e  o f  

c o m m i t t i n g ,  t h e  m o s t  h o r r i d  and u n n a t u r a l  i s  i n g r a t i t u d e  

(T466) .  
There  is  one f u r t h e r  e l emen t  i n  human psychology 

which Hume p r e s e n t s  a s  a r e a s o n  f o r  t h e  u n w o r k a b i l i t y  of 

need  a s  a c r i t e r i o n  o f  d i s t r i b u t i o n :  it i s  what  might  b e  

c a l l e d  human ' p r u d e n t i a l  and e t h i c a l  myop ia ' .  Human b e i n g s  
are s h o r t s i g h t e d ,  p o s i t s  Hume, b o t h  p r u d e n t i a l l y  because  

t h e y  p r e f e r  t h e  g r a t i f i c a t i o n  o f  p r e s e n t  needs  i n  s p i t e  of 
p o s s i b l e  d e p r i v a t i o n  l a t e r  o n ,  and e t h i c a l l y  b e c a u s e  t h e y  
are ' p a r t i a l '  t h e y  on ly  r e c o g n i z e  and a r e  s y m p a t h e t i c  

t o  t h e i r  own needs  and i n t e r e s t s  and t h o s e  o f  p e r s o n s  c l o s e  
t o  them, t o  t h e  e x c l u s i o n  of t h e  more g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t s  and  

needs  of a l l .  T h i s  myopic e t h i c a l  p o i n t  of view i s  what 

makes benevolence  (even when p u r e  and emanat ing  from a s e n s e  

o f  g r a t i t u d e )  a lways  p a r t i s a n ,  and t a i n t e d  by a t r i o l e n t  
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p r o p e n s i o n  t o  p r e f e r  c o n t i g u o u s  t o  remote (T537).  C e r ­

t a i n l y ,  such benevolence i s  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t ,  i n  Hume's view, 
t o  meet t h e  requirements  of a d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  s o c i a l  goods 
acco rd ing  t o  need. 

VI . 
On t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which Hume 

a s c r i b e s  t o  human n a t u r e ,  it i s  indeed  l o g i c a l  f o r  him t o  
deny t h e  a d v i s a b i l i t y  of u s i n g  need and m e r i t  a s  c r i t e r i a  
of  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  However, one such p e r s o n a l i t y  t r a i t  has  
n o t  y e t  been d i s c u s s e d ,  one t h a t  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  depth o f  
Hume's i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  human psyche. That  f i n a l  a t t r i ­
b u t e  i s  Hume's p rovoca t ive  and much d i s p u t e d  concept  of  
sympathy. I t  remains t o  be cons ide red  whether  human 
sympathy, a s  Hume c o n s t r u e s  i t ,  is capab le  of overcoming 
t h e  s e l f - l o v e  and p a r t i s a n  p r e j u d i c e  of  man's t e p i d  in ­
c l i n a t i o n  toward benevolence , and t h u s  of  o v e r t u r n i n g  h i s  
own judgement t h a t  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  of need and m e r i t  a r e  
unaccep tab le  a s  c r i t e r i a  of  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  

That  Hume recogn izes  sympathy a s  a q u a l i t y  en­
demic t o  all per sons  i s  a p p a r e n t  from t h e  beg inn ing  of 

Book I1 of  t h e  T r e a t i s e ;  i n  f a c t ,  i t s  u n i v e r s a l i t y  i s  
e s s e n t i a l  for t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  and p s y c h o l o g i c a l l y  t e c h n i c a l  
d e f i n i t i o n  which he g i v e s  t o  i t .  For sympathy does n o t  
s i g n i f y  f o r  Hum an emotion or f e e l i n g  such a s  compassion 
o r  p i t y  i f  it d i d  i t s  u n i v e r s a l i t y  would be q u e s t i o n a b l e  
e m p i r i c a l l y .  Rather ,  Hume r e f e r s  t o  sympathy a s  a uniquely 
human form of communication, from whose o p e r a t i o n  i t  r e s u l t s  
t h a t  

. . . t h e  minds o f  men are  mirrors t o  one a n o t h e r ,  
n o t  o n l y  because  t h e y  r e f l e c t  each  o t h e r ' s  emo­
t i o n s ,  b u t  a l s o  because  t h o s e  r a y s  o f  p a s s i o n s ,  
s e n t i m e n t s ,  and o p i n i o n s ,  may be o f t e n  r e v e r ­
b e r a t e d .  . . . (T365).  2 3  

Hume's u s e  of  t h e  two models of a m i r r o r  and an echo i n  
i l l u s t r a t i n g  i n  t h e  above q u o t a t i o n  how sympathy f u n c t i o n s ,  
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i n d i c a t e s  s e v e r a l  p o i n t s  concerning t h e  n a t u r e  of t h i s  

i n t e r e s t i n g  concep t .  F i r s t ,  sympathy i s  a p u r e l y  mechan­

i ca l  phenomenon i n  human b e i n g s  which f i t s  snug ly  i n t o  
Hume's mechan i s t i c  psychology sympa the t i c  i n f e r e n c e s  
about  a n o t h e r ' s  emotional  s t a t e  a r e  on ly  p o s s i b l e  through 
o b s e r v a t i o n  of h i s  b o d i l y  behav io r .  2 4  Second, sympathy 

f u n c t i o n s  n o t  only a s  a dev ice  t o  know what o t h e r s '  passions,  
s e n t i m e n t s ,  and op in ions  a r e ,  b u t  i t  ' r e v e r b e r a t e s '  back 
upon t h e  obse rve r  and a i d s  i n  t h e  d i scove ry  o r  f u r t h e r  
a r t i c u l a t i o n  of h i s  own p a s s i o n s ,  s e n t i m e n t s ,  and op in ions .  
Thus, sympa the t i c  unde r s t and ing  a c t s  a s  much a s  an i n s t r u ­
ment of self-knowledge a s  of  knowledge of  o t h e r s .  T h i r d ,  
it i s  t h e  human c a p a c i t y  f o r  sympathy which makes man so 
i r r e v o c a b l y  a s o c i a l  being.  Henry Aiken e l a b o r a t e s .  

What Hume i s  emphasizing i n  h i s  d o c t r i n e  of 
sympathy i s  t h a t  man i s  pre-eminent ly  a s o c i a l  
be ing ,  n o t  i n  t h e  s e n s e  of  be ing  a l t r u i s t i c  or 
i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  t h e  f u l f i l l m e n t  of h i s  wants 
r e q u i r e s  t h e  a i d  o f  o t h e r s ,  b u t  i n  t h e  more 
impor t an t  s e n s e  t h a t  whatever o t h e r s  do,  t h e i r  
joys and so r rows ,  l o v e s  and h a t e s ,  have an 

immediate and cont inuous impact upon our own 
sen t imen t s .  I t  i s  t h i s  c a p a c i t y  f o r  reci­
p r o c i t y  of  f e e l i n g  which r ende r s  p o s s i b l e  a 
common moral l i f e .  2 5  

Nuch more could be s a i d  concerning Hume's n o t i o n  
of sympathy, b u t  i t s  r e l evance  f o r  t h i s  e s s a y  l i e s  s p e c i f i ­
c a l l y  i n  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of  whether  sympathy e f f e c t i v e l y  
broadens p e r s o n a l  benevolence t h u s  making it less p a r t i ­
s an  o r  " p a r t i a l " ,  and t h e r e f o r e  r e n d e r i n g  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  of  
need or m e r i t  v i a b l e  a s  c r i t e r i a  of  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  I t  

would seem t h a t  sympathy could have t h i s  e f f e c t ,  b u t  Hume 
i n s i s t s  t h a t  it does n o t  f o r  two r easons .  F i r s t ,  Hume 
a rgues  t h a t  t h e  sympa the t i c  r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  a n o t h e r  is i n  
p a i n  i n  no way n e c e s s i t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  o b s e r v e r  w i l l  come t o  
h i s  a i d  i f  i t  r e q u i r e s  s e l f - s a c r i f i c e  on t h e  o b s e r v e r ' s  p a r t ,  
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even i f  t h a t  s y m p a t h e t i c a l l y  corrmunicated message causes  pain 

i n  t h e  obse rve r  as well. 2 6  Thus, it i s  Hume's cons ide red  
c p i n i o n  t h a t  when t h e  d i c t a t e s  o f  sympathy and s e l f - i n t e r e s t  
c o n f l i c t ,  s e l f - i n t e r e s t  comes away t h e  v i c t o r .  Second, 
sympathy i s  p a r t i a l  i n  e x a c t l y  t h e  same way a s  benevolence.  
J u s t  as t h e  mot iva t ion  toward benevolence d imin i shes  a s  t h e  
d i s t a n c e  between persons i n c r e a s e s ,  so  sympathy i s  a l s o  
weakened by g r e a t  geograph ic  d i s t a n c e  o r  weak emotional  
t i e s .  2 7  Furthermore,  t h e  s t i r r i n g  of sympa the t i c  communi­
c a t i o n  wi th  a n o t h e r  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  t h e  obse rve r  a c t u a l l y  have 

had t h e  same expe r i ence  w i t n e s s e d  i n  t h e  person obse rved ;28  
t h u s  t h e  power o f  sympathy t o  impel  benevolence i s  l e s s e n e d  
due t o  i ts  l i m i t e d  a p p l i c a b i l i t y .  

I t  i s  appa ren t  t hen  t h a t  Hume's a s c r i p t i o n  of 
sympathy t o  t h e  psycho log ica l  make-up of human be ings  does 
n o t  c o n t r a d i c t  h i s  c l a i m  t h a t  m e r i t  and need a r e  unaccept­
a b l e  p r i n c i p l e s  of d i s t r i b u t i o n  due t o  man's i n t r i n s i c a l l y  
l i m i t e d  benevolence and s e l f - l o v e .  There i s  one f u r t h e r  
e l emen t  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  expe r i ence  o f  man t h a t  may f o r c e  t h i s  
c o n t r a d i c t i o n  upon Hume however: s o c i a l i z a t i o n .  Hume o f t e n  
s t r e s s e s  t h e  importance f o r  t h e  p u b l i c  acceptance of t h e  
p r i n c i p l e s  o f  j u s t i c e  of p a r e n t a l  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  formal  edu­
c a t i o n ,  and moral t u t e l a g e  by p o l i t i c i a n s .  These a r e ,  o f  

c o u r s e ,  pr imary in s t rumen t s  f o r  t h e  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of t h e  
c i t i z e n r y  t o  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  e t h i c a l  norms and mores o f  a 

s o c i e t y .  The c r i t i c a l  q u e s t i o n  t h e r e f o r e  a r i s e s :  how 
powerful  does Hume t h i n k  t h e s e  in s t rumen t s  a r e  i n  d i r e c t i n g  
t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of i n d i v i d u a l s  s u b j e c t e d  t o  them? Is s o c i a l ­
i z a t i o n  capab le  of r e d i r e c t i n g  ( i f  n o t  a l t e r i n g )  t h e  pas s ions  
of  man and i f  so, t o  a degree  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  make need and 
m e r i t ,  and t h e  deg ree  of benevolence they  presume, appear  t o  
a s e l f - i n t e r e s t e d  and p a r t i s a n  man t o  be t h e  m o s t  p r u d e n t  
p r i n c i p l e s  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ?  

S i g n i f i c a n t l y ,  t h e  s u c c e s s  of t h e  argument t h a t  
f o r  H u m e  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  must be capab le  o f  making merit and 
need e f f i c a c i o u s  p r i n c i p l e s  of j u s t i c e  does not depend upon 
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t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  i n  a l t e r i n g  human nature. 

I f  i t  d i d ,  the argument  would immedia t e ly  f a i l ,  f o r  H u m e  

s t a t e s  u n e q u i v o c a l l y  t h a t  n e i t h e r  t e a c h e r s  , p a r e n t s  , p o l i ­

t i c i a n s  n o r  moralists a r e  c a p a b l e  o f  r o o t i n g  o u t  t h e  un­

s a v o r y  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of  human n a t u r e ;  and i n d e e i ,  d i d  
t h e  s u c c e s s  of t h e i r  d e s i g n s  depend upon  t h e i r  s u c c e s s  i n  
c o r r e c t i n g  t h e  s e l f i s h n e s s  and i n g r a t i t u d e  cf men, t h e y  
w o u ' d  n e v e r  make any p r o g r e s s  (T521) .  

Y e t  i n  t h e  same b r e a t h  Hume a d m i t s  t h a t  t hough  t h e  

u n d e s i r a b l e  p a s s i o n s  c a n n o t  b e  e l i m i n a t e d ,  t h e y  c a n  b e  re-
d i r e c t e d ,  t h a t  i s ,  made c o n g r u e n t  w i t h  t h e  v i r t u e s  o f  

benevo lence  and p u b l i c  s p i r i t .  Thus,  it seems t h a t  

t h r o u g h  t h e  a g e n t s  o f  s o c i a l i z a t i o n ,  benevo lence  can  be  

made t o  pe rmea te  s o c i e t y ,  n o t  because  p e r s o n s  are  n o  b n g e r  
r u l e d  by s e l f i s h n e s s ,  b u t  b e c a u s e  t h e y  have  been  made t o  

r e a l i z e  t h a t  benevo lence  i s  t h e  most p r u d e n t  means w i t h  

which t o  r e a l i z e  t h e  o b j e c t s  of  t h e i r  s e l f - i n t e r e s t e d  

d e s i r e s .  iiume c o n c l u d e s  : 

Hence I l e a r n  t o  d o  a s e r v i c e  t o  a n t t h e r ,  w i t k o u :  
b e a r i n g  him any r e a l  k i n d n e s s ;  b e c a k s e  I ' c r e s e e ,  
t h a t  he w i l l  r e t u r n  R P  s e r v i c e ,  i n  e z ? e c t a t t o n  of  

a n o t h e r  of t h e  same k i n d ,  and  < n  or.'or t~ r;ain­
t a i n  t h e  same cgrrespundenre  of g c o d  ~ . ~ - ? C c e sc i t k  

me o r  d t h  o t h e r s  ( e n p h a s i s  added)  ( T 5 2 1 ) .  
With s u c h  a l t r u i s m  rampant  i n  s o c i e t y ,  are t h e r e  any p o s s i b l e  

grounds  l e f t  on which Hume c o u l d  f u r t h e r  d i s p u t e  t h e  v i a ­

b i l i t y  of  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  need  an6 meri t  as c r i t e r i a  o f  

soc i a l  j u s t i c e ?  
Hume h a s ,  i n  f a c t ,  one round l e f t  w i t h  which  t o  

d e f e n d  h i s  c l a i m  t h a t  need  and merit are u n a c c e p t a b l e .  The 
problem w i t h  t h e  above argument  i s  t h a t  benevo lence  g rounded  

i n  p rudence  i s  n o t  benevo lence  i n  Hume's mind and 

h e  h a s  i n s i s t e d  t h a t  r e a l ,  " p u r e "  benevo lence  i s  what i s  
r e q u i r e d  i n  o r d e r  t o  make m e r i t  and need  workab le  c r i t e r i a .  
I t  s h o u l d  b e  remembered t h a t  Hume i s  n o t  a c o n s e q u e n t i a l i s t - ­

v i r t u e  f o r  him i s  c o n t i n g e n t  upon t h e  mot ives  t h a t  p roduce  
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it, n o t  upon outward appea rances  o r  r e s u l t s .  C l e a r l y ,  
c a l l i n g  such  s i m u l a t e d  a l t r u i s m  which  emanates  from pru­
d e n t i a l  s e l f - i n t e r e s t  “benevo lence“  would s t r i k e  Hume a s  a 

v i c i o u s  misnomer, f o r  d o i n g  so  would s t r i p  benevo lence  o f  
i t s  moral c h a r a c t e r .  

But why i s  “ p u r e ”  benevo lence  n e c e s s a r y  anyway? 
A f t e r  a l l ,  Hume i s  o n l y  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  p r o v e  t h a t  m e r i t  and 
need  a r e  unworkable p r i n c i p l e s  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  n o t  t h a t  
t h e y  a r e  immoral. I f  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  can  make them work, 
what  d i f f e r e n c e  s h o u l d  i t  make t o  Hume whe the r  t h e y  are 
based  upon a s p e c i o u s  mora l  f o u n d a t i o n ?  Indeed ,  i f  “ p u r e ”  
benevo lence  is  not n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  v i a b i l i t y  o f  need  or 
m e r i t  as c r i t e r i a  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  b e c a u s e  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  
c a n  make them work w i t h o u t  i t ,  s h o u l d  Hume have  r e j e c t e d-
need  and m e r i t  a t  a l l ?  I t  looks  l i k e  t h e r e  i s  a p o s s i b l e  
t h e o r y  o f  social  j u s t i c e  i n  Hume’s w r i t i n g s  a f t e r  a l l ,  one 
based  on e i t h e r  t h e  c r i t e r i o n  o f  need  or  o f  meri t .  Why 
t h e n  does  h e  re ject  them? T o  t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s  Hume n e v e r  
a d e q u a t e l y  r e sponds ,  and ,  because  he does n o t ,  t h e  r e l a t i o n -
s h i p  be tween moral p r i n c i p l e s  , i n h e r e n t  human p e r s o n a l i t y  
t r a i t s ,  and  t h e  power o f  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  i s  n e v e r  made c lear .  
As a r e s u l t ,  t h e  d e b a t e  o v e r  whe the r  Hume i s  j u s t i f i e d  i n  
r e j e c t i n g  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  m e r i t  and need  as c r i t e r i a  o f  
s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  c a n n o t  be  r e s o l v e d .  

I t  i s  r e g r e t t a b l e  pe rhaps  to  c o n c l u d e  on such  a 
n o t e  of i n d e c i s i o n ,  b u t  such  i r r e s o l u t i o n  f u n c t i o n s  admir­
a b l y  n o n e t h e l e s s  t o  u n d e r s c o r e  what  h a s  been t h e  major 
p o i n t  o f  t h i s  e s s a y :  t h e  marked h e s i t a n c y  and i r r e s o l u t i o n  
on Hume‘s p a r t  c o n c e r n i n g  what  p r i n c i p l e s  s h o u l d  u n d e r l i e  a 
t h e o r y  of s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  I t  w a s  d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  t h e  
f i r s t  h a l f  o f  t h i s  e s s a y  t h a t  Hume does  n o t  i n  f a c t  a r t i ­
c u l a t e  p o s i t i v e l y  a t h e o r y  of j u s t i c e ,  because  t h e  a l te r -
n a t i v e  p r i n c i p l e s  upon which such  a t h e o r y  might  be  
c o n s t r u c t e d  a r e  i n s u f f i c i e n t l y  p r e s c r i p t i v e  when p r e s e n t e d  
i n d i v i d u a l l y , a n d  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  when c o n s i d e r e d  j o i n t l y .  
S i m i l a r l y ,  Hume does  n o t  a r r i v e  a t  a t h e o r y  o f  soc ia l  j u s t i c e  
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n e g a t i v e l y ,  t h a t  i s ,  by a p r o c e s s  o f  e l i m i n a t i n g  c e r t a i n  

p r i n c i p l e s ;  and does  n o t  f o r  t w o  r e a s o n s .  F i r s t ,  r e j e c t i n g  

need and meri t  may nar row t h e  f i e l d  a b i t ,  b u t  t h e r e  are 
numerous c a n d i d a t e s  s t i l l  i n  t h e  r u n n i n g  which Hume chooses  

no t  t o  c o n s i d e r .  Second, h i s  a rguments  f o r  e l i m i n a t i n g  

need  and merit are a t  best  i n c o n c l u s i v e  i n  l i g h t  o f  h i s  

emphas is  upon t h e  power of s o c i a l i z a t i o n .  T h e r e f o r e ,  a t  
t h e  r i s k  o f  d i s p l a y i n g  i n g r a t i t u d e ,  it must be  conc luded  

t h a t  Hume h a s  p r e s e n t e d  no  t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  what-

s o e v e r .  
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