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110.  

THE RED QUEEN AT SUBSTRACTION? 

A u i s e  man, Hume writes a t  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  P a r t  I 

o f  S e c t i o n  X o f  t h e  f i r s t  I n q u i r y ,  p r o p o r t i o n s  h i s  b e l i e f  
t o  t h e  e v i d e n c e  ( E H U  1 1 0 ) .  Towards t h e  e n d  of t h e  s e c o n d  

p a r t  of t h e  same s e c t i o n  h e  b e g i n s  t o  sum up h i s  con- 
c l u s i o n s :  

Upon t h e  whole t h e n ,  i t  a p p e a r s ,  t h a t  no t e s t i -  
mony for any k i n d  o f  m i r a c l e  has e v e r  amounted 
t o  a p r o b a b i l i t y ,  much l e s s  t o  a proof ... I t  i s  
e x p e r i e n c e  on l y ,  which  g i v e s  a u t h o r i t y  t o  human 
t e s t i m o n y ;  and i t  i s  t h e  same e x p e r i e n c e  which  
a s s u r e s  u s  o f  t h e  laws 3f n a t u r e .  When, 
t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e s e  two k i n d s  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  a r e  
c o n t r a r y ,  we have n o t h i n g  t o  do b u t  s u b s t r a c t  
t h e  one f r o m  t h e  o t h e r ,  and embrace an o p i n i o n ,  
e i t h e r  on one s i d e  or t h e  o t h e r ,  w i t h  t h a t  
a s s u r a n c e  which a r i s e s  f r o m  t h e  r e m a i n d e r .  B u t  
a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  h e r e  e x p l a i n e d ,  t h i s  
s u b s t r a c t i o n ,  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a l l  p o p u l a r  r e l i -  
gions, amounts t o  an e n t i r e  a n n i h i l a t i o n ;  and 
t h e r e f o r e  we m a y  e s t a b 2 i s h  i t  a s  a maxim, t h a t  
no human t e s t i m o n y  can have s u c h  f o r c e  a s  t o  
p r o v e  a m i r a c l e ,  and make i t  a j u s t  f o u n d a t i o n  
for any s u c h  s y s t e m  o f  r e l i g i o n  ( E H U  127). 
What k i n d  o f  p r i n c i p l e  c a n  t h i s  b e  which  so re- 

markably  e n s u r e s  t h a t  s u b t r a c t i o n s  o f  t h e  lesser q u a n t i t y  

f rom t h e  g r e a t e r ,  n e i t h e r  d i m i n i s h e s  t h e  g r e a t e r  by  t h e  
amount s u b t r a c t e d ,  n o r  e v e n  l e a v e s  i t  u n d i m i n i s h e d ,  b u t  
somehow i n s t e a d  a l w a y s  r e s u l t s  i n  a z e r o  r e m a i n d e r ?  I t  i s ,  
p r e s u m a b l y ,  t h e  sum of a l l  t h e  r e a s o n s  which  Hume h a s  b e e n  

g i v i n g  f o r  t h i n k i n g  t h a t  t h e  e v i d e n c e  f o r  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  
o f  miracles In t h e  i n f a n c g  o f  new r e l i g i o n s  is p e c u l i a r l y  
f e e b l e  and  c o r r u p t  (EHU 1 2 6 ) .  But o f  c o u r s e  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  
h e r e  e x p l a i n e d ,  however t r u e  a n d  i m p o r t a n t  i t  may b e ,  can-  

n o t  v a l i d a t e  t h i s  p i e c e  o f  Wonderland a r i t h m e t i c .  
I t  i s  o b v i o u s  t h a t  what  Hume meant ,  and  s h o u l d  

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

t h e  m i r a c u l o u s  which  is a n n i h i l a t e d  by t h e  p r i n c i p l e  h e r e  
e x p l a i n e d ;  and h e n c e  t h a t  t h e r e  is n o t h i n g  w h a t e v e r  t o  
' s u b s t r a c t '  f rom t h e  m a s s i v e  c o n t r a r y  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  
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w h a t e v e r  p u t a t i v e  laws of n a t u r e  a r e  i n  q u e s t i o n  do i n  fac t  
h o l d  u n i v e r s a l l y .  So why d i d  llume, i n s t e a d  o f  w r i t i n g  w h a t  

i t  is p e r f e c t l y  obvious t h a t  h e  r e a l l y  m e a n t ,  write some- 
t h i n g  which  is as  i t  s t a n d s  i n c o h e r e n t  a n d  a b s u r d ?  F o r  
much t h e  same r e a s o n ,  I s u g g e s t ,  as  t h a t  f o r  which  I and  S O  

many o t h e r  s y m p a t h e t i c  r e a d e r s  have  i n  t h e  p a s t  f a i l e d  t o  
n o t i c e  a n y t h i n g  wrong i n  w h a t  t h e  t e x t  a c t u a l l y  s a y s .  W e  

h a v e  a l l  o f  u s ,  Hume i n c l u d e d ,  been  t o l e r a b l y  c l e a r  on w h a t  
h e  o u g h t  t o  b e  s a y i n g .  W e  h a v e  t h e n  too q e n e r o u s l y  m i s -  
t a k e n  i t  t h a t  t h a t  i s  w h a t  h e  & s a y i n g .  T h i s  charige, as  
h e  remarked  o n  a n o t h e r  o c c a s i o n ,  i s  i m p e r c e p t i b l e ;  e v e n  

i f  h e r e  i t  is  s c a r c e l y  of the l a s t  consequence (T469). 
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