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HUHE'S IDEAS 

In the e i g h t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  t h e r e  was widespread 
accep tance  of a p h y s i o l o g i c a l  baris f o r  c o g n i t i o n .  Some 

writers even a rgued  f o r  a rather d e t a i l e d  c o r r e l a t i o n  be- 
tween awareness and  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  changes,  s u g g e s t i n g  t ha t  
(a) t h e  former c o u l d  be a d e q u a t e l y  exp la ined  i n  terms of 
the l a t t e r  or, i n  so11)8 few i n s t a n c e s ,  (b) t h a t  t h e  former 
- are t h e  la t ter .  David H a r t l e y  may come t o  mind as f i t t i n g  
one or t h e  o t h e r  o f  these a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  b u t  Robert Hooke 
had ear l ier  a rgued  f o r  ideas as  b r a i n  impress ions ,  as o f  

1 cour se  d i d  Descartes i n  h i s  e a r l y  s c i e n t i f i c  treatises. 
There w a s  also one  medical doctor i n  t h e  e igh2een th  Century ,  
D r .  As t ruc ,  who seem9 (on t h e  basis of what Chambers reports) 
to  have a t t empted  a very s p e c i f i c  c o r r e l a t i o n  between ope- 
c i f i c  forms o f  awareness  and  s p e c i f i c  s ta tes  and changes i n  
phys io logy .  

a g a i n s t  the dange r s  of u s i n g  p h y s i c a l - o b j e c t  vocabulary 
when t a l k i n g  a b o u t  t h e  mind and  acts of awareness,  
is one such  writer: Thomas Reid a t  t h e  ecd of t h e  c e n t u r y  
t r a c e d ,  t o  t h e  u s e  of t h i s  vocabulary ,  what he  took to  be 
t h e  i n d i r e c t  realism of t h e  way of i dcos .  

i t i o n  o f  u s i n g  p h y s i c a l  l anguaqe  f o r  c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  n a t a l  
o p e r a t i o n s  and t h o  t r a d i t i o n  o f  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  o x p l o n a t i o n s  
and c o r r e l a t i o n s .  me p h r a s e  used  by Alexander Pope and 
Hume, ' t h e  anatomy o f  t h e  mind' ,  seems to  be a mixed meta- 
phor ,  b u t  it is a p h r a s e  which I take as an i n d i c a t i o n  
t h a t  Hum is doing what w e  would c a l l  ' c o g n i t i v e  psychology' .  
Another ph rase  used  by Hum ( t h i s  time i n  t h e  Enqui ry) ,  
'mental  geography' ,  may c a p t u r e  h i s  e n t e r p r i s e  better: 
'geography' s t i l l  sounds p h y s i c a l ,  b u t  i t  is modif ied  by 
'mental ' .  lime i s  engaged i n  manta1 mapping. 

i n  Hurae'r w r i t i n g  (mainly in t h e  T r e a t i s e )  i n  order to see 

2 

There were also writers i n  t h i s  cen tu ry  who warned 

Berke ley  

Hum is w r i t i n g  i n  b o t h  t h e s e  t r a d i t i o n s :  t h e  trad- 

I want to t a k e  a look at  t h e  use  of t h e  term 'idea' 
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whcthc t  llumc's t e x t  onablas  us  t o  say anything about  t h o  
na ture  of his i d e a s ,  to discover  what role they  p lay  i n  h i s  
mental geography. As f&r a s  I can determine, t h e r e  a r e  
t h r e e  possible candida tes  f o r  t h e  na ture  of i d e a s  i n  H u n t e r  
inages,  b r a i n  impre$sionB, and cogni t ive  conten ts .  The 
f i r s t  of t h e s e  is, I th ink ,  t h e  s tandatd  reading  of H u ~ t ~ e ' s  
idcar. Professor  Anderson has  presented a t rong  argument 
and evidence t o  support  t h e  s e ~ o n d . ~  I w i l l  be sugges t ing  
t h a t  t h e  t h i r d  is t h e  best candidate ,  given t h e  f u l l  range 
of t h e  t e x t  of t h e  T r e a t i s e .  Of course, t h e  correct answer 
may be a l l  t h r e e  of these .4  

L 

The T r e a t i s e  opens by d iv id ing  a l l  p e r c e p t i o n s  of 
the  human mind i n t o  t w o  kinds.  Impressions and i d e a s  d i f f e r  
i n  t h e  degree of f o r c e  and l i v e l i n e s s  w i t h  which they s t r i k e  
upon the m i n d .  Even though the language of 'force' and 
' l i v e l i n e s s '  may be borrowed from physical  t a l k ,  it ,is t h e  
mind, n o t  t h e  b r a i n ,  on which percept ions  s t r i k e .  The ex- 
amples of  impressions are sensa t ions ,  pass ions ,  and emotions. 
Ideas  are s a i d  t o  be t h e  f a i n t  images of t h e s e  impressions 
i n  t h i n k i n g  and reasoning. The tern 'image' throughout  t h e  
e i g h t e e n t h  century  never receiver any clear e x p l i c a t i o n .  Z t s  
i n h e r i t a n c e  from o p t i c a l  treatises always hangs about  it. 
W e  should  look to t h e  examples cited by Hum, Ln order to  
see whether YB can c o n r t r u c t  a meaning f o r  t h a t  tern when 
ured i n  th8se  psycholbgical  contexts .  L e t  US look f i r s t  a t  
h i s  v e t y  f i t r t  example of * i d e a s * :  a11 the  perorpt tone et -  
d t e d  by  the preeent diecouree.  (T1) H e  e x p l i c i t l y  exc ludes  
from t h e r e  percept ions  those  uhieh ar ia8  from the  r i g h t  and 
t o w h ,  a8 w e l l  a s  the Qmmadiate pleaeure or unaarineee his 
d i s c o u r r e  nay excite i n  u1. The percept ions which are t h u s  
excluded are s e n r a t i o n s  and emotions, t h e  imprersionm he has  
j u r t  d i r t i n g u i s h e d .  "he a n l y  candidate  left for ideas . 
would seqn t o  be what t h i r  d i scourse  says ,  our thoughts  about 

- 

' 



3. 
it, my understanding of  what it says. '  
n o t  one Hume th inks  is d i f f i c u l t  t o  follow: E v e r y  on. of 

h i n r e l f  u i l l  r o a d i t y  poroeiuo tho d i f ferenao b o t o i z t  f o e l i n g  
and t h i n k i n g .  (T1-2) Last week I was sad,  today I rocall 
t h a t  f e e l i n g  o f  sadness, '  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between being add 
and remembering t h a t  I was sad ,  
example: t h e  percept ions  formed when I s h u t  my eyes and 
th ink  of my room. (T3) Here w e  a r o  o f t e n  tempted to  say I 
image my room, the objects i n  it, and t h e i r  pos i t ion .  I 

may w e l l  do t h a t ,  a l though I do n o t  th ink  it c l e a r  what such 
images are. But I can also th ink  about my room, oven the 
objects i n  it, without  any attempt a t  imaging: I know t h a t  
t h e r e  is a typewri te r ,  a desk, a black and white f loor ,  etc. 
My r e c a l l i n g  each o f  t h e  objects i n  my room, including t h e i r  
r e l a t i v e  pos i t ion ,  is what H u m  would say is an axuct  rep- 
r e r e n t a t i o n  of tho  i n p r o o 8 i o n o ( T ~ )  I h a w  w i t h  my eyes open. 
'Exact representa t ion '  need n o t  bo 'image' or ' p ic ture ' .  
A n  e x a c t  representa t ion  i n  thought got. it r i g h t ,  is the 

knowledge t h a t  t h o  room is mod. up o f  t h e s e  objects. 
Anothor way to avoid tho too oasy but  unclear  no t ion  

t h a t  i d e a s  are images of  impressions is t o  ask whether sen- 
s a t i o n s ,  passions, and emotions are p i c t u r a b l e  or imageable. 
What is t h o  image o f  p r i d e  or love? Hum a l s o  us08 'cor- 
responds'  and 'resemble' f o r  this r e l a t i o n .  Ha remarks that 
a m  complex i d e a s  never  h a w  corresponding impressions. As 

examplor of  i d e a s  never f u l l y  copied fro* impressions,  h e  
o f f e r s  t h e  idea of t h e  New Jerusalem or o f  t h e  P a r i s  I have 
seen. I n  t h i s  l a t te r  case, I cannot form an idea t h a t  w i l l  
p o r f o c t t y  r e p r o r e n t  a'tl i t 8  o t r e e t r  and horrec,  I c a n ' t  
t h i n k  of  a11 the streets and how they are r e l a t e d .  (T3) 
Every simple idea ,  he  t h i n k s  does have a corresponding simple 
impression which 'resembles it*, b u t  again,  w e  ahould be 

. c a u t i o u s  i n  roading *roserblo' i n  any p i c t u r e  s e n s ~ . ~  The 
example ho o f f o r 8  here is the idea o f  rod which we f o a  i n  
the darkz it diffor8 tram thot trrp~oo#$on, vh ioh  #trike8 
our oyeo i n  oun-mhCn* only i n  degree. 

The d i s t i n c t i o n  is 

Hume gives  a d i f f e r e n t  

Can vo say more .bout 



4 .  
the  impression of  red. tho  v i s u a l  s e n s a t i o n ?  Is it  p i c t u r -  
able? What is t h e  idea which w e  form of red when w e  are i n  
t h e  dark,  when wa t h h k  Qf it a f t e r  w e  have seen i t 3  Hum 
giver  t h e  example of t eaching  8 ch i ld  t h e  idea  of scarlet 
or orange, sw-t or bitter'. (T5) To do so, w e  p r e s e n t  him 
with t h e  re levant  objects, w e  conveg t o  h i m  these  imprsr- 
. ions. To have an idea o f  sweet would seem t o  be t o  know 
t h a t  t a s t e r  t o  be able to recognize it. The not ion  of  imag- 
ing  t h e  t a s t e  hard ly  seems t o  make sense .  H e  speaks o f  per- 
ceiving a color and o f  f e e l i n g  a s e n s a t i o n ,  c o n t r a s t i n g  
these perceiving6 and f e e l i n g s  w i t h  th inking  about t h e m .  

those of  r e f l e c t i o n .  The former a r e  s a i d  t o  a r i s e  i n  t h e  
soul  (not  i n  t h e  b r a i n )  from unknown causes .  The l a t t e r  
are derived from ideas .  R e  speaks of impressions s t r i k i n g  
the senses ,  making us  perce ive  h e a t  or c o l d ,  t h i r s t  or hun- 
ger .  (T71 The mind then  t a k e s  a copy of t h a t  impression. 
The copy remains when t h e  impreasion ceases .  I t  is an idea.  
We must a s k  again what is the o f  a Sensat ion of hunger, 
heat ,  or pleasure?' 
experienced before ,  am I n o t  j u s t  r e c a l l i n g  t h e  f a c t  of my 
fee l ing?  H u w  wants to  s a y  also t h a t ,  when these ideas  
r e t u r n  again upon t h e  ar a new impression is formed; 
d e s i r e  and aversion, hope and fear. These are t h e  impres- 
s i o n s  of  r e f l e c t i o n .  
to t h e  mind. (T8) A l i t t l e  la ter ,  Hum c o n t r a s t s  t h e  mental  
w i t h  the  n a t u r a l  world. (T12) 

modes, and substances,  c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  t h e  idea o f  substance 
an tha t  of a coltsctton of partioutar q u a l i t i e r .  The idea 
of gold is given a p a r t i c u l a r l y  Lockean rendering.  (T16) 
Examples of modes are the idea of a dance, t h e  idea  of 
beauty. (T17) When t~lking of abstract ideas, he  spaaks of 
conceivinq a q u a n t i t y  or q u a l i t y ,  and of forming a not ion  of 
d8grees of there. 
of a l i ne ,  or the idea of a precise degree  of any quantiiy 

Impressions are d iv ided  i n t o  those  of s e n s a t i o n  and 

When I t h i n k  o f  t h e  p l e a s u r e  or p a i n  X 

o f  

L i f o a l l  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  they are prosont  

Hum uses  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  r e l a t i o n s ,  

H e  also cites t h e  i d e a s  of t h e  length 
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or q u a l i t y .  (T18-19) Idea8 are a r i d  t o  be joined i n  the 

conception. These ideas have t h e i r  appearance in  the  mind. 
(T19) Another example of  the copying of  impressions by 
ideas  is given: what is absurd i n  f a c t  and r e a l i t y  is ab- 
8urd i n  idea also. Throughout t h e s e  pages, both i d e a s  and 
impressions are s a i d  t o  be  present  t o  t h e  mind. (e.g., 
T20) The way to  avoid t a l k i n g  nonsense is t o  l o o k  f o r  re- 
pugnancies among o u r  i d e a s ,  another  stress on t h e  close 
l i n k  between ideas and meaning. 

of  t h e  Trea t iae .  
A number of  p o i n t s  emerge from t h i s  survey of P a r t 1  

, (1) Hume never  mentions t h e  bra in  and t h e  physio- 
l o g i c a l  processes. I t  is t h e  mind cr t he  soul 

, which cons idera  , conceives  , imagines, remembers , 
thinks.  I t  is a180 t h e  mind or s o u l  to  which 
idea8 and impressions are present .  

( 2 )  The u l t i m a t e  cause8 of t h e  workings OS the 
mind - of o u r  118ntaL aat ionr  (T22) - cannot be 
explained or known, unle.8 by anatomists.  

(3)  There is a mental a n a t u r a l  world. 

11 

Hume s t a r t s  Pa r t  I1 wi th  a cons idera t ion  of  the 
mind's a b i l i t y  to conceive o f  i n f i n i t y .  
meant to be in t roductory  to the  account of  our ideas  of 
space and time. 
whether space and time have p a r t s ,  and whether these p a r t 8  
can be i n f i n i t e l y  divided.  
8tandard d e f i n i t i o n s .  o f  extension a8 partcs e x t r a  par tes .  

* Mathematician8 were i n v o l w d  i n  8011~ of  the8e debate.. I n  
the background t h e r e  w a s ,  as w e l l ,  a view of  mat ter  as Cor- 
pu8cular,  as l a d e  up of i n s e n s i b l e  p a r t i c l e s .  Hum'8 dis- 
ousaion i n  P a r t  11 i a  donso and d i f f i c u l t .  I t  i 8  note8.y 
f o r  US t o  d i s c e r n  i n  uhat h rays a11 of the i s s u a s  mad 
debate8 around which ho wroto. Someone need8 to f i t  this 
p a r t  of t h e  T r e a t i s e  i n t o  the eighteenth-century M t h m t i C a 1  

This  d i r c u s r i o n  i s  

There were debates  over  t h e  quest ion o f  

Lecke r e f e r s  t o  ono of t h o  

m t .  
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d i s p u t e s .  A l l  I am t r y i n g  to do hare  is to  l i s t e n  t o  llume 
t a l k i n g  about how t h e  mind o p e r a t e s ,  so t h a t  w e  can make 
some a s s e r t i o n s  about  the n a t u r e  o f  H u m ' s  ideas. 

There are a number of mathematical  concep t s  deal t  
with i n  t h i s  p a r t :  number, i n f i n i t e  d i v i s i b i l i t y ,  .pace, 
extension,  time. lWo f e a t u r e s  s t a n d  out i n  Hume's d i scus -  
sion of how t h e  mind conceives  of o r  forms idoos of thoso 
concepts:  t h e  v a r i o u s  acts o f  t h e  mind involved i n  forming 
t h e s e  ideas ,  and t h e  c o n t r a s t  he draws between the  appear- 
ances and t h e i r  causes. The d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
a r i s e  frm Hum's a p p l i c a t i o n  of q u a n t i t a t i v e  terms t o  
ideas  - s i r e ,  p a r t s ,  d i v i s i b i l i t y .  W e  have to balance t h i s  
q u a n t i t a t i v e  language of i d e a s  by Hume's a s c r i p t i o n  of l o g i -  
c a l  p r o p e r t i e s  to i d e b s  - t r u t h ,  c o n t r a d i c t i o n ,  p o s s i b i l i t y .  
When he speaks o f  ideas ' r e p r e s e n t i n g '  t h i n g s ,  to which 
language does ' r e p r e s e n t a t i o n '  belongs to t h e  q u a n t i t a t i v e  
or t o  t h e  l o g i c a l  language? 

s i d e r a t i o n  o f  one dominant view about  t h e  mind'. a b i l i t y  to  
conceive of i n f i n i t y .  
i n f i n i t y  would r e q u i r e ,  t h i s  view s a y s ,  an i n f i n i t e  c a p a c i t y  
o f  t h e  mind. (T26,27) Such a c a p a c i t y  would e n a b l e  us to  
d i v i d e  t h e  i d e a  of some q u a l i t y  i n f i n i t e l y .  Any i dea ,  n o  
matter  h w  complex, can by proper d i8 t inc t ionr  and repara-. 
t i o n o  be d iv ided  i n t o  simple i d e a s  which are no f u r t h e r  
d i v i s i b l e .  Thus, tiume d i s a g r e o s  wi th  those  who c l a im t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  of and t h e  need for i n f i n i t e  d i v i r i b i l i t y .  He 
gives s e v e r a l  examples t o  e s t a b l i s h  h i s  claim t h a t  w e  end 
wi th  siaaples. H i s  f i r s t  example i 8  from t h e  f a c u l t y  of the 
imagination; the Ciagination reaches a mCnCmm, and may 
mC0e up t o  i t r o t f  an i d e a ,  of vhCch i t  oannot concetvo any 
rub-dtviaion, and v h i c h  cannot be diminhhed ut thout  a t o t a t  
annihi lat ion.  (Ti71 Seemingly d i s t i n g u i a h i n g  betweon fdees 
and ifaage8, H u m .  s a y s  t h a t  he has  a d i s t i n c t  idea of large 
numbers and of t h e  relation8 between them (s., tho thou.- 
oandth and ten-thousandth par t  of a grain of oand),  b u t  t h e  

Hume opens t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  i n  t h i s  p a r t  by a con- 

A f u t t  and adequate concuption of 
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images which r e p r e s e n t  t hose  numbers tarn nobhinn dfffercnb 

from eaah o ther ,  nor i n f e r i o r  t o  tha t  image, b y  uhfoh I 
r epreren t  the  gra in  of rand { t r e z f ,  ohioh i e  ruppor'd 80 

v a s t l y  t o  eooeed them. 'Having an i d e a  of' MY meam * u n d e r  
s t and ' .  Tho UOQ o f  ' imigo' i n  t h i s  passage is n o t  n d e  
clear, b u t  XUIDB'S conc lus ion  is firm: But ohatever  u8 May 

imagine  o f  the t h i n g ,  the i d e a  of a grain  o f  rand i e  not  
d i r t i n g u i r h a b l e ,  nor  rrparable i n t o  t v e n t y ,  muoh lea8 i n t o  
a thousand, ton  thousand, o r  an i n f i n i t e  number of d i f f e r -  

ent  i d e a e .  

of t h e  senses .  F ix ing  my gaze on a s p o t  o f  ink on this 
paper ,  then backing off u n t i l  I l o s e  s i g h t  of t h e  spot, ' t i 8  
plairi ,  tha t  the  moment b r f o r r  i t  vanish'd the  image or 
imprearion 008 p e r f e o t l y  f n d i v i r i b t e .  (T27) Hum is ca re -  
f u l  i n  t h i s  c a s e  t o  remark t h a t  t h i s  is a r e p o r t  about 
appearances,  n o t  a func t ion  of a l a c k  of l i g h t  r a y s  s g r i k i n g  

on our  eye.. H e  i s  g i v i n g  a phenomenological report .  j u s t  
as i n  t h e  image case of the imaginat ion he is g iv ing  an 
i n t r o s p e c t i v e  report. Having argued from such reports t h a t  
n e i t h e r  t h e  image of the  imaginat ion no r  t h e  phenomenal 
impressions of sense  can be i n f i n i t e l y  d iv ided ,  HUM goes 
on to  argue a g a i n s t  t h e  no t ion  t h a t  t h e  mind is l i m i t e d  by 
t h e s e  f a c t s .  Our ideas of small objects a r e  adequate to 
t h o s e  objects, without  those ideas mi f ro r ing  t h e  size o f  
such o b j e c t s .  I n  an ex t r avagan t  passage,  Hum suppor t s  t h i s  
c l a im by saying t h a t  i t  is c e r t a i n  t h a t  ue can form idear ,  

uhlch rho11 be  no grou ter  than the r m a l l e r t  atom o f  the 
animal s p i r i t s  of an i n r e a t  a thourand t imes  t a r s  thor a 
m i t e .  (T28) We should be c a u t i o u s  i n  s e i z i n g  upon the 'size '  
terms i n  t h i s  remark. If t h e  image which r e p r e s e n t s  the ten 
thousandth part  of a g r a i n  of sand is ' n o t  i n f e r i o r  to* t h e  
image by which I r e p r e s e n t  the g r a i n  i t s e l f ,  presumably t h e  
sarw would be trw of t h e  idea by which I r e p r e s e n t  an atom 
Of an animal 8pirit and t h a t  8 p i r i t  itself# t h a t  is, tbe 

A similar conclusion is drawn about  t h e  impressions 

16 . . 
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l a t t e t  i& not  i n f e t i b t  tb the one which r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  sml- 

i n  t h * ~  &we iwtmoll &N hhrC 8.1111) s i t e ?  O r  is h i e  p o i n t  
that six& i L  hoe tb YbWIIi by which Y e  r t p r e s e n t  obfrets 
t b  aurbe1Lbd 

i$ iwpeehnt i* *the* w ean *nirrye o u r  c m c a p t i a n $  r e  
h u h  a& t o  / a n  a drat notion of a m i t e .  (Ttb) 
hetion ropulrbr a d i e ' t i n d t  idea reprro*ating eudcy parct ej' 
then, of thri obj+rt. Bmh r e p r m a n t r t i a n  is n o t  porriblr 
It &era is I n f i n l t m  divieibilicy. not is it very easy  ac- 
aording to UIa not ion  oe tmdiv ie ib te  pe+ts  or alonr because 
6f t h e  uuPt nnnbrr and n u 2 t i p t S c t t ~  of t h e r e  part. .  
*Represehtition' *ems to be t h e  important  word i n  t h e s e  
prssagas. I€  tepns.ntrti&ia is not k t c h i n g  Qf  t he  s i z e  
df id.*% w i t h  the site ckf Pbjects, how does r e p n s e n t a t i b n  
e c u r ?  One foir of r e p r e m t t a t i o n  (thouqh it may n o t  be 
thu  only form) rbsides i n  the logical properties of o u r  
ideas. As8Crtihg that vur idear &F. adequate roprermt-  
a6Cona of the mort eCnute pore0 of e s t e r d o n ,  It is the 
l o g i c a l  relations which are said t o  do  the r t p r e s r n t i n g r  
tho r r t a t i o n r ,  oontrudict ionr and agreeaentr vf the idoar 
are a t 1  apptiaabtr to t h e  obfeoto. (T19)* l w  U s e s  t h i s  
r v p n r e n t a t i o n  of ideas as a way of showing the imporsib- 
iliky of i n f i n i t e  8 i v i s i b i l i t y .  The reasoning  to t h i s  
r e d u c t i o  is not  important  tor my purposes ,  o t b r  than to 
remind US t h a t  a  ons side ration of i d r a a  of e x t e n s i o n  I s  

h? &)&Ct. Can Qe b8y tMt  HWRl Sayikq t h a t  t)r8 i u g a 8  

Xh th. Mt* b a w L @ ,  0- On to soy t h a t  What 

fi j u s t  

1 

used as a way of concluding that no f i n i t e  o+ten+iom i r  in- 
f i n i t e l y  d i v i o i b t e .  iT30) The r e d u c t i o  fo- of a t g u r s n r  is 
used throughout the rest of this a e c t l o n ,  to irach the con- 
c lubion t h a t  t h e  nrrt be uompoo'd of f n d i v i d b l r  moment. 
ST311 and t h a t  It is inpossible for t h e r e  to be r r t h N t i c . 1  
p o i n t s  (T33). Thus, 8t least i n  t h i s  section, to say i h s  
adequataly r e p r e n n t  objects is t o  8.y that by c o n s i d e r i n g  
Cwt  idurr I n d  Wit r&lutAmr we can  detrrrfne uk.*Rer cer- 
tb ih  claim about mprc. and tine are possible or iaposrible. 
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S e c t i o n  I11 tells US how we acqu i re  t h e  idaa  o f  ex- 
tension:  open o u r  eyes ,  t u r n  towards t h e  surrounding ob- 
jects, pe rce ive  many v i s i b l e  bodies, s h u t  ou r  ayes  and 
cons ide r  the d i r t a n c e  b e t u i s t  there  b o d i e r .  ( T 3 3 )  It is by 
t h e  p rocess  o f  c o n s i d e r i n 9  wha+ I h a w  seen t h a t  I acqu i re  
t h e  i d e a  of ex tens ion .  The mental  a c t  of cons ide r ing  plays 
an important  role i n  t h o  formation of a l l  a b s t r a c t  ideas .  
The example used i n  t h i s  passage is t h e  move from t h e  op t i -  
cal a r r a y  of colored p o i n t s  disposed i n  a c e r t a i n  manner on 
our  eyes  to t h e  i d e a  o f  ex tens ion  as colored p o i n t s  i n  a 
s p e c i f i c  order. (T34) Prom t h a t  i dea  w e  go on to  r e a l i z e  
t h a t  t h e  c o l o r  of t h e  p o i n t s  is n o t  important;  it is t h e  
o rdor inq  which i s  important .  W e  t a k e  some s p e c i f i c  i dea  of 
extendion and g e n e r a l i z e  i t  by cons ide r ing  it i n  a c e r t a i n  
l i g h t .  

Just a s  i t  is f rom the d i r p o u i t i o n  of  v i e i b t o  and 

t ang ib te  o b j e a t r  t h a t  we r rae ive  thr  i d e a  of apaca,  by 
cons ide r ing  t h e  appearances to  sense  i n  a c e r t a i n  way, so 
t h e  i d e a  o f  t i m e  is t i ed  down t o  s p e c i f i c  impressions.  T i m  
a lone ,  disconnected from appearing o b j e c t s ,  cannot  g ive  
rise t o  t h e  i d e a  of t i m e .  We form t h e  idea  of t i m e  from t he  
succession of ideas and impressions.  ( ~ 3 5 )  I n  t h i s  example, 
Hum writes i n d i f f e r e n t l y  of ideas, pe rcep t ions ,  and 
thoughts.’ 
idaa o f  t i m e  depends; a t  least  the first appearance of time 
to  t h e  mind so depends upon a success ion  of objects.” Por- 
haps w e  a r e  a b l e  to  conceive of time v i t h o u t  o u r  c o n c e i v i n g  
any succorr ion of objoato?  Tima cannot ,  however, be even 
conceived wi thou t  success ion ,  s i n c e  i t  is an idea  which is a 
func t ion  of t h e  manner, t h e  o rde r ,  o f  appearances.  In  t h i s  
case,  concept ion cannot  go beyond experience,  j u s t  a s  we can- 
n o t  conce ive  o f  ex tens ion  wi thou t  color or touch sensa- 
tions. (T36, 38) 

t a n g i b l e  qualities of the senso ry  exporience.  What form 
does that  p r e s e r v a t i o n  t a k e ?  Is the color of t h e  sensed 

I t  is some perce ivab le  succession on which ou r  

The o f  ex tens ion  must p re se rve  t h e  color and 
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w i n t  a c t u a l l y  trursferrsd ( f e r a a l l y ,  as Dencartes would 
ray) to  the idbr? 
j e c t l w l y ?  The Wual c&or is nacdrsary  for the  8ensory 
aiaples to  k di.CreV*mb the 8eRS8S. The pnSOrVatiOn 
i n  idea  $0 necessary i o r  the cmwrchension of those simples 
by t h e  imagination. S e a r o r y  diacovery i a  n o t  tha same aa 
i m a 9 i n a t i w  conceptien, h.. mdermtanding. - sider t h e  simples a# colored or t a n g i b l e ,  otherwise they  
ean convey t o  YB no Cdaa. (T39) 80 far, Hume seem8 to  m e  .I. 
to be kerping q u i t e  d i s t i n c t  the real, a c t u a l  colorel points 
a f f e c t i n g  our  a e n w s  and o u r  i a a s  of such colored p o i n t r .  
I n  order for A. to form .n idea of extens ion  (an adequate 
idea) I m a t  th ink  of t h e  sensory p o i n t s  a s  being colored. 
b u t  t h i r  reading is clouded over when Hume goes.on t o  speak 
of  our idea of ex tens ion  having parts, and then tells us  
t ha t  t h e  idea of ex tens ion  must a h 0  be c o n r i d e r ' d  a. 

eotor'd or tangible. I t  looks as  i f  he means f o r  ua to  
think of our idea  i tself  being colored, a t  least its p a r t s  
are colored. S t i l l ,  i f  c o n s i d e r i n p  is a non-sensory process  
(as it s e e m s  c l e a r l y  to be), then even cons ider ing  o u r  ideas 
to  be colored would n o t  wan they a r e  i n  f a c t  colored. 

That there is roam looseness  i n  Hume'a d i s c u s s i o n  is 
suggested by t w o  f e a t u r e s  of t h i s  passage. ?'itst, c o n s i d e r  
t h e  sentence,  Ye have therefore no i d e a  of apaae or e t t ena+t ,  
but  uhen ue regard i t  ae an objee t  e i t h e r  of our a i g h t  or 
f e e l i n g .  (T39) The 'it' l o o k s  aa i f  i t  should refer to  
' idea ' ,  y e t  I f i n d  it hard t o  b e l i e v e  Huma m a n s  t o  say  - ideas  are objects of  s ight  01 touch. One would f i n d  such 
expressions i n  k r k e l e y  b u t  no t ,  I th ink ,  i n  Rum. I t  is 
space or extens ion  which for H u w  is an object of  s i g h t  or 
touch. Secondly, t h e  very n e x t  paragraph i n  t h i r  section 
applies a similar l i n e  of thought  t o  time as ha has j u s t  
used f o r  space, y e t  he doem n o t  say o u r  ideas of time are i n  
time. 
P o m p t i o n a  is an q u a 1  p8rtn.r which success ive ly  appear tnp  
Objects i n  forming the idea o f  t i m e .  

O r  does the idea preserve t h e  color ob- 

W e  met con- 

Of course  they  a n r  Me muccesaion of wr idea. or 

One would t h i n k  tha t  
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i n  drawing a p a r a l l e l  reasoning on t h e  idea  of time, Hum 
would have made t h i s  po in t :  the i d e a  of time is itself corn 
posed of s u c c e s r i v e  parts,  and t h e  idea of space i s  i t s e l f  
aomposed of colored parts. 
for 
w i l t  p r o w ,  that t h r  f n d i u i d b l r  aonentr  of t i n e  nuat b. 
f i l t ' d  o i t h  rome real o b j e o t  or  e t ia tence ,  ohore ruoaeraion 
forma the  d u r a t i o n ,  and maker i t  be conceivable by t h e  mind. 
(T39). 

the thought  of, t o  conceive of space  and time. 
o f  apaoa and t ime arr  therefore  no r e p a r a t e  or  d i e t i n c t  
i deas ,  bu t  m a r a l y  thooe of t h o  nonnar or ordur ,  i n  uhich 
o b j a d t r  e o i r t .  (T39-40) W e  c anno t  conceive of a vacuum or 
of ex tens ion  wi thou t  something being ordered i n  a c e r t a i n  
way. S i m i l a r l y ,  time r e q u i r e s  change and succession.  Tiara 
c o n s i s t s  of non-coexis t ing parts,  space c o n s i s t s  of co- 
e x i s t i n g  p a r t s .  These f a c t s  about  space and time ( o r  about  
our sensory impressions underlying o u r  experience o f  space 
and time) must be preserved i n  o u r  i d e a s ,  our  conceptions,  
our  under8tanding of space  and time. Hum is no t  saying,  
I am sugges t ing ,  t h a t  ou r  thoughts  of space a r e  thense lves  
colored, b u t  t h a t  w e  must th ink  of space as c o n s i s t i n g  of 
co lo red  p o i n t s  i n  a c e r t a i n  o r d e r .  
c e s s i v e  p a r t s  may be e a s i e r ,  s i n c e  success ion  k a l i t e ra l  
property of our thoughts .  Time i s  more pe rvas ive  than 
space,  as Kant was later to  emphasize. 

Hume goes i n t o  g r o a t  d e t a i l  to  show how i d e a s  are f o r a d  on 
t h e  b a s i s  of, or  concomitant ly  w i t h  s p e c i f i c  appearances 
and sensory impressions.  3u.t aa b e l i e f  is always b u i l t  
upon a p r e s e n t  impression and t h e  manner of appearances to 
us, so t h e  ideas nume c o n s i d e r r  i n  P a r t  I f  of t h e  T r e a t i s e  
iawlve the  same combination of sensory appearances and 
s p . c i f i c  sorts of rmnt s l  acts mad. on the basis o f  t h o s e  
appearances. Some of t h e  more radical a s p e c t s  of t h i s  part  

Tha p a r a l l e l  reasoning H u m e  c ibs  
is n o t  for the 'id.. of time: The rame rearoning 

Hume'r stress is on *at w e  need i n  order t o  ham 
The i d e a r  

Thinking of time as suc- 

I n  t h e s e  s e c t i o n s ,  as i n  t h e  rast of t h i s  p a r t ,  
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are, I S U S p d C t ,  H u m ' s  c a r e f u l  account  of how g o o m t r i c o t  
concepts a r e  a l s o  i n t i m a t e l y  bared upon sensory appearances: 
concepts of e q u a l i t y ,  l i n e ,  s u r f a c e ,  r i g h t  a n g l e  a l l  are 
func t ions  of appearance8. 
non-ent i t ies ,  SO the claim for SOIW s t a n d a r d  o f  e q u a l i t y  or 
o f  r i g h t  a n g u l a r i t y  which escapes sensory  experience is 
erroneous. These concept8 or idaa8 have a phys io logica l  
causa l  foundation (see t h e  d i s 8 e c t i o n  of the b r a i n  example, 
T60-61) and a psychological  component. The psychological 
couponant is marked by t h e  v a r i o u s  mental  a c t 8  which t h e  
mind engages i n ,  i n  forming certain ideas. 
s i d e r i n g  i 8  b u t  one 8uch a c t  c i t a d  i n  8 e v e r a l  passages. 
Thoru a r c  others. Ilumo s p e a k s  of t h e  mind revolving over  
a l l  its ideas  of s e n s a t i o n ,  such ' r e v o l v i n g  over '  is s a i d  
to be a contemplation. Taking n o t i c e  is another.menta1 oper- 
a t i o n ,  a s  w e l l  as a r r i v i n g  a t  a concept ion ,  or regardinp. 
I n  speaking of t h e  a b i l i t y  the mind h a s  of determining 
whet; 1r one body is g r e a t e r ,  less, or e q u a l  to another,  he 
speaks of our judgments, of rev iewinq  and r e f l e c t i n q  upon 
t h a t  judgment. (T47) Here, as i n  o t h e r  cases, t h e  mind 
works from t h e  appearances t o  t h e  eye.  The mind a l s o  di8- 

covers and reasons,  sometiaas mis tak ing  one idea f o r  
a n o t h r .  (WO) 

J u 8 t  as mathematical poin ts  ar8 

The act of con- 

fff 

With its stress upon the psychologica l  coarponentr i n  
t h e  formation o f  t h e  abstract idea8 of geometry, which i n  
t u r n  cont inues t h e  P a r t  X u s e  of t h e 8 e  same mental a c t s ,  it 
should come as  no s u r p r i s e  to d i s c o v e r  t h a t  t h e  P a r t  Iff 
discus8ion of knowledge and belief is pervaded by t h e  role 
of mental acts. The sewn p h i l o s o p h i c a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  around 
which this p a r t  i 8  COn8tNCted .  depend entirely on t h e  i d e a 4  

vhtoh ue oompare together, 8uch comparing of idaam in know- 
l8dge k i n g  again f i rmly  i n  tho fackean  t r a d i t i o n .  (T69) 
A. for Lock. 8180. all ce r t a in ty  arises from M e  conpariaon 
of idear. (T79) ksides cennpating. n- speaks of &$*tract 
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reasoning and o f  r e f l e c t i o n .  (T69) Jle also ci tes  consfder- 
ing as a way o f  th inking  about  ideas. (TI11 Coqar ison ,  i n  
the case of the non-deaonstrat iv8 probable  r e l a t i o n s  (iden- 
t i t y ,  ti- and p lace ,  c a u s a t i o n ) ,  w r k s  wi th  objects, or, 
as I presume h e  must miin,  with t h o  appearances of objects. 
A L L  k i n d 8  of r o a r o n i n g  a o n r i s t  i n  n o t h i n g  but  a a o o ~ a r i 8 o n ,  

and a d incnvnr! /  of t h o e n  r e t a t i n n o ,  n i t h n r  a o n n t a n t  or i n -  

aonrtant,  v h i c h  too or nor. o b j e a t s  bear t o  saah o t h ~ r .  (T73) 
We can make such a comparison when both o b j e c t s  a r e  p r e s e n t  
to  the senses ,  or when n e i t h e r  is p r e s e n t ,  o r  when only one 
1s present .  When both a r e  p r e s e n t ,  t h i a  is perception. I n  
t h i s  case.  t h e r e  is no e z e r c i r e  of t h e  t h o u g h t ,  only a mar. 
p a u u i v a  a d n i u u i o n  of Lhu i n p r u u u i u n u  Lkru' Lhs urgulio of 

r ~ n r d t i o n .  
I n  reasoning,  rememberin9 is another  important men- 

t a l  a c t .  H i s t o r i c a l  reasoning also r e q u i r e s  t h a t  we mder- 
s tand  evidence, such evfdance be ing  aor ta in  c h a r a c t e r s  a n d  

choraatrrr V I  f i k r v i e r  ramsaber t o  h a v e  been u s ' d  as the 

s i g n o  of o e r t a i n  idear .  (T83) me i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of s igns ,  
understanding t h e  aeaning of words (even i n  those cases  
where I d i s b e l i e v e  what is s a i d )  is an important c o g n i t i v e  
process. (T95) I n  d i s c u s s i n g  causal infarences  genera l ly ,  
Hume appeals  t o  t h e  l o g i c a l  p r o p e r t i e s  of i d e a s  again,  in 
this case t h e i r  coherence: Yo n a y  draw i n f e r e n c r s  fro-  t h o  
a o h r r s n a s  of our p e r c e p t i o n s ,  o h s t h e r  t h 8 3  be t r u e  or f a l s e ;  
o h o t h e r  t h e y  r o p r e ~ o n t  rlatlrre j u e t l y ,  or be mare i z l u a i o r c o  
of t h e  r s n r o r .  (TI41 Again, ' r e p r e s e n t a t i o n '  is l i n k e d  w i t h  
l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n s .  Aasentinq t o  i d e a s  is another  cogni t ive  
operat ion,  one c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  belief. tT94ff )  The Iangaage 
of the s tandard  e i g h t e e n t h  century  logics also appears. 
when Hume speaks of t h e  r i m p l o  aoroeption of a n y  t h i n g .  
(TO41 
uni t ing ,  separa t ing ,  and confounding of our ideas cited 
lat8r. (T961 That  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the very f i r s t  
8xruple of 'idea' i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  is correct is Supported 

Z ~ t t U P ~  pP888nt  e i t h e r  $0 O U I  memory o r  88n88.; whiah 

Such 8irapl8 conception c o n t r r a t a  w i t h  the r i n g l f r g ,  
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by a refcrcncc i n  t h i r  p a r t  to r ead ing  a book. This pas- 
s age  i r  o f f e r e d  a s  an i l l u s t r a t i o n  of how understanding t h e  
meaning of words i s  n o t  t ied t o  o u t  b e l i e v i n g  what is said. 

I f  one pereon r i t e  doun t o  read (I book 00 a 
romance, and ano ther  a. a t r u e  hir torly ,  they 
plainlly receive t h e  r a m  i dea8 ,  and i n  the  
eame opder; nor doer t h e  incredu t i t l y  of t h e  
one, and t h e  b e l i e f  o f  tfre o t h e r  hinder them 
from p u t t i n g  the very earn. 0en.e upon t h e i r  
author.  Hir word. produce t h e  8ame idea8 i n  
both;  tho '  h i e  t e a t i n a n y  har no t  t h e  ram. 
i n f l u e n c e  on t h e n .  (T97,98) 

What t h e  words as c h a r a c t a s s  and s i g n s  psoduce i n  t h e i r  
r eade r s  a r e  n o t  b r a i n  i tnprersions: t h e  shapes of t h e  let- 
ters may do that ."  J u s t  a s  words produce ideas ,  so p i c t -  
u re s  of persons 'convey out thoughts '  t o  t h e  person p i c t -  
used. (T99) Hume a lso speaks of t h ink ing  on an o b j e c t  and 
of contemplating by an i n t e l l e c t u a l  v i e u .  ( T l O O j  W e  are ,  
a l s o  s a i d  to  t h i n k  on o u r  p a s t  thoughts.  (TlO6) 

These are o t h e r  l a t e r  passages where ' thought '  
appears  i n s t e a d  of 'idea'. We are s a i d  t o  have a do termin- 
a t i o n  t o  carry our thought.  from one o b j e c t  t o  another  
(T165). n e c e s s i t y  is said t o  be a determinat ion of t h e  
thought t o  puee from cauree t o  e f f c c t s  and from e f f e c t 8  t v  
cau801. (T166) He r e f e r s  a l s o  to t h e  act o f  t h e  under- 
s t and ing  which is c o n s i d e r i n g  OK conparing. (T166, for 'con- 
s i d e r i n g ' ,  see a l s o  T156) The mind conceives  and conpre-. 
hends (T161e162); concep t ion  or having i d e a s  precede8 
understanding. (T164,168) A l l  t h e s e  va r ious  o p e r a t i o n s  a t e  
what nume callr t h e  a o t i o n r  of t h e  mind. (T177) D e t a i l i n g  
these a c t i o n s ,  showing how t hey  func t ion  i n  thinking,  con- 
s t i t u t e s  Hum's psychology or h i s  c p i r t e m i c  l o g i c .  
a c t i o n s  as. a f u n c t i o n  of t h e  i n t e l t e c t u a t  f a o u t t i e r  of t h e  
mind (T1381, a l t h o u g h  o f  c o u r s e  the p h y s i o l o g i c a l  f u n c t i o n s  
p l ay  a role too. Together ,  the f a c u l t i e s  and t h e  a c t i o n r  
make up t h e  subject matter of what Hume called i n  the 
Ensuiry,  mental  geography. (T13) I n  t h a t  work, Huaa praised 
the r e s u l t s  of an aoaumtte eorutirry i n t o  the power. and.  

Such 
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f a o u l t i o o  of human na tu re ,  b u t  he remark. a s  w e l l  upon the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  such a study. 

i t  i o  romarkablo oonoern inq t h e  opera t i ono  of 
t h e  mind, t h a t ,  though most i n t i n o t o l y  p r e r e n t  
t o  U O ,  ye t ,  ohenrvor  they beoomo tho o b j o c t  of 
r e f l e s i o n ,  they oeom i n v o l v e d  i n  o b r o u r i  t y ;  no r  
oan t h o  .yo readi ty  f i n d  thooo Lines  and bound- 
a r i e o ,  whioh d i o o r i m i n a t o  and d i8 t ingui .h  thorn. 
The ob.jonto ara  t o o  f i n o  t o  rcmnin tong i n  thc  
8ame aopoet or o i t u a t i o n ;  
hended i n  an i n e t a n t ,  by a o u p e r i o r  p e n e t r a t i o n ,  
d e r t v e d  from n a t l y y ,  and improved by h a b i t  and 
r e f t e s i o n .  ( E l ) )  

and muot be appre- 

The program f o r  such a ac i enca  of human n a t u r e  i m  t o  know 
tho d i f f o r e n t  ope ra t i one  o f  t h o  mind, t o  o r p a r a t e  thorn from 
oaoh o t h e r ,  t o  olaoe  them undor the i r  proper  heado, and t o  
o o r r e o t  a l l  t h a t  oeeming d ioo rdo r ,  i n  @h ioh  they L i e  i n -  
volvod, when mad. t h o  o b j # o t  of r o f f e r i o n  and onqu i r y .  Hum's 
c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  such mental  gaoqraphy was massive,  n o t  SO 

much i n  a direct c a t a l o g u i n g  and c l a s s i f y i n g  of t h e  powersr 
f a c u l t i a a ,  and acts of the  mind (al though t h e r e  is consider-  
a b l e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t h e r e ) ,  a s  i n  h i s  c a r e f u l  account  o f  how 
t h e  m i n d  comes t o  have c e r t a i n  ideas, how it  forms its 
b e l i e f s ,  what p r i n c i p l e s  and f a c u l t i e s  are a t  work i n  par- 
t i c u l a r  areas o f  concern. I n  pu r su ing  t h i s  a n a l y s i s ,  Hum 
waa a lso ve ry  c a r e f u l  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  what can be  discovered 
by d i l i g e n t  r e f l e c t i o n  and a t t e n t i o n  from t h e  s p e c u l a t i o n s  
about t h e  caumea of t h e  phenomenological f a c t s  80 discovered.  
He was, i n  t h e  Enquiry, guarded i n  hi. hopes f o r  t h e  d i s -  
covery of t h o  oeoret r p r i n g o  and p r ino ipZoe ,  by whioh t h e  
human mind i o  ao tua tod  i n  $ t o  ope ra t i ono  ( E l l ) .  The 
T r e a t i s e  caugionad t h a t  any such exp lana t ion  must be based 
upan expe r i ence .  

discloses is t h a t r  a8 Hum ~ v . 6  into  a n a l y s i s  of s p e c i f i c  
questions, the tole and n a t u r e  of ideas became much less 
W r t a n t  i n  forming i d e a s  than  th. opera t iona  o f  t h e  mind. 
The very n a t u r e  of t h o s e  acts of tho mind, be ing  c o g n i t i v e  
and mental, should be indication .nough t h a t  Hum' s  i d e a s  

, 

What Our b r i e f  look a t  P a r t  I11 o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e  
' 
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are not brain impressions. While )lume accepted the  cu r ren t  
notion tha t  the  mind can inf luence the  physiology by a f f ec t -  
i ng  the  animal s p i r i t s ,  what the  mind associated,  comparedr 
compounded, divided, r e f l ec t ed  upon, etc., are mental con- 
t e n t s ,  thoughts. This conclusion, as w e l l  as the  claim t h a t  
i t  is  the  acts of t he  mind which became more important i n  
the  body of t he  T r e a t i r e  than the  way of ideas, is fur t l rer  
supported by an examination of Part  I V .  This p a r t  a l s o  con- 
t a i n s  one puzzling, seeming counter-example t o  my claim that  
ideas  a r e  mental contents .  

I V  

Section I of P a r t  I V  is concerned with reason and 
reasoning. 'Faculty '  t a l k  and t a l k  of a c t s  of t h e  mind loom 
la rge .  Demonstrative reasoning is dis t inguished  from t h e  
reasoning i n  common l i f e .  (T18O) Reflect ion is cited,  con- 
s i d e r i n g  appears, and a s sen t  a l so .  (TlEO-83) Judging is 
Characterized as natural :  nature ,  bg an abrolute and un- 
controutabte neaeerity determines us to  judge a8 wat t  0 0  to 
brrathe and feel .  (T183) Nature implants t he  f acu l ty  of 
judging in  our minds, j u s t  a s  nature. has  givan us the fac- 
u l t y  of seeing d i e s .  Reasoning and be l iev ing  are s a i d  to  
ba eome reneation or peouttar mannor of oonception. (T184) 
Uume a l s o  speaks of a ques t ion  being proposed to him and bf 
h i s  then revotvircg over the tmpreeeionr of ny w n o r y  and 
mneea, and of h i s  ca r ry ing  him thoughts f r o a  those impns- 
sions t o  the  objects .  
a s t rong  conception which forms h i s  dec is ion  on t h e  quest ion.  
We f ind  throughout t h i s  section a wide v a r i e t y  of mental 
a c t i v i t i e s ,  o f  acts of th8 r ind :  decis ions,  p r inc ip l e s  o f  
judgment, balancing of opposite causes, imagination, thought, 
conception of ideas ,  f e e l i n 9  a sensat ion,  common judgments, 
comprehending, an e f f o r t  of thought, t h e  operat ion of our  
8entiments. 
appear here. (Tl85-16) All these remarks presuppose a rAther  

The product ot  thcsa mental acts i s  

The anlrrrl 8piritm of h i s  physiology also 
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corp lex  account of t h e  workings of t h e  mind. Hum a180 
s p e a k s  i n  t h e s e  pages of t h e  r e g u l a r  f l o w  of t h e  passions 
and sen t imen t s  and o f  t h e  s t r a i n i n g  of the imagination. 

I n  t h e  n e x t  s e c t i o n ,  'Zaculty '  t a l k  persists: h e  
is concerned t o  trace our  idea of body t o  one p a r t i c u l a r  
f acu l ty .  We f i n d  him t a l k i n g  of i n f e r r i n g  and o f  supposing, 
also of suggest ing.  (T189) H e  speaks o f  t h e  a c t i o n s  and 
s e n s a t i o n s  o f  t h e  mind: t h e s e  are known t o  us by conscious- 
ness.  (Tl90) As he moves i n t o  the d e t a i l s  of t h i s  complex 
s e c t i o n ,  i n f e r r i n g ,  regarding,  and supposing reappear.  
(s., T197) Conception is seen t o  be important ,  s i n c e  t h e  
b e l i e f  i n  cont inued e x i r t e n c a  o o v e i e t e  i n  the force and 

v i v a c i t y  o f  t h e  conorp t ion .  (T199) W e  a l s o  f i n d  ' i dea '  
l i nked  wi th  'meaning': 
' ob j ec t '  must have a w a n i n g  d i f f e r e n t  from 'ourselves ' .  
(T200) The mind is h e r e  s a i d  to  pronounce and to  consider.  
Comprehension, op in ion ,  b e l i e f ,  pe rce iv ing ,  a s s e n t ,  con- 
ce iv ing ,  no t ion ,  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  - the whole apparatus  of h i s  
c o g n i t i v e  psychology runs  throughout t h i s  s e c t i o n .  

example is con ta ined  i n  t h a t  c u r i o u s  aec t ion  on t h e  im- 
m a t e r i a l i t y  o f  t h e  sou l .  P a r t  I V  of t h e  T r e a t i s e  a s  a whole, 
and the iuuna te r i a l i t y  s e c t i o n  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  has  a d i r l o c t -  
i c a l  s t r u c t u r e :  
a p o s s i b l e  r e s o l u t i o n  is suggested.  T h i s  section h a s  another  
t r a i t  which makes i ts i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  d i f f i c u l t :  i t  is a 
c l e v e r  sa t i re  on a con t rove r sy  which raged throughout t h e  
e i g h t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  t h e  con t rove r sy  over  t h e  quest ion 'could 
ma t t e r  t h ink ' .  A lesser claim was t h a t  matter and lrotion 
were t h e  s o l e  c a u s e s  of thought.  Huw ' s  d i scuss ion  of t h e s e  
i s s u e s  is r e d o l e n t  w i th  t h e  8choas of  many writers .ad 
d o c t r i n e s  i n  t h a t  dabate .  He announces, and t h i s  is +he 
h e a r t  o f  t h e  satire, t h a t  h8 will show t h a t  immaterialism, 
no t  mater ia l ism,  is an atheism. One of t h e  arguments used 
by t h e  opponents o f  materialism was t h a t  thought and exten- 
.ion differ fundamentally,  belong t o  d i f f e r e n t  k inds  of 

t h e  idea  expressed by t h e  w o r d  

We then come t o  t h e  apparent  counter-example. Th i s  

opposing views on some c la im a r e  d i scussed ,  
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substances,  and t h a t  t h e t a f o r e  they are incompatible  proper- 
t ies ,  they cannot belong t o  t h e  same subrtance.  I n  t h e  
background of  much of this debate  was a p r i n c i p l e  (with an 
acceptance wider than the context  of t h i s  deba te)  which 
s a i d  t h a t  'no t h i n g  can k or act Whore it is not ' .  tlume 
makes t h e  proper  p o i n t  that t h e  conjunct ion o f  p r o p e r t i e s  
need not be l o c a l  or s p a t i a l  canjunct ion:  coexi r tence  does 
not e n t a i l  s p a t i a l  coexis tence.  That p o i n t  e n t a i l s  t h a t  t h e  
being or e x i s t e n c e  of  anyth ing  (where ' t h i n g '  must be taken 
to  include subs tances  as w e l l  as quali t ies) does n o t  always 
requi re  s p a t i a l  l o c a t i o n .  Another way of making t h i s  p o i n t  
is to r8y t h a t  e x t e n r i o n  is n o t  a proper ty  of a l l  t h a t  
e x i s t s .  

I n  r e f e r r i n g  t o  the idea or n o t i o n  o f  space o r  ex- 
tension (Hume, as o t h e r  writers, tended t o  t h i n k - o f  both 
body and space a s  extended) ,  Bume r e p e a t s  what he  had raid 
i n  P a r t  IIt 
(T235) 
not  'agree wi th '  such p r o p e r t i e s  as d e s i r e ,  a 8tatement  
seemingly meaning t h a t  shape is incompatible with desire, 
t h a t  a d e s i r e  cannot  b e  8haped. Xume adds t h a t  shape does 
not  agree with a n y . i m p r e r e i o n  or idea,  e t c e p t  those  of  t h e  
senses  of s i g h t  and f e e l i n g ,  apparent ly  meaning t h a t  shape 
- is conpat ib le  wi th  those impressions.  S i m i l a r l y ,  h i s  deni.1 
of t h e  dictum, that  n o  t h i n g  can k where it is not ,  carries . 
an except ing c lause :  t h e  claim t h a t  something can e x i s t  and 
be no where i r  t rue ,  he says ,  for a t t  our p e r o e p t i o n r  and 
objectu, etoept tlrore of the e i g h t  and f e e z i n g .  (T236) H w ' s  
main concern i n  t h e s e  sen tences  is to press the p o i n t  t h a t  
most percept ions  are n o t  loca ted  or extended, apparent ly  
leav ing  open the p o s s i b i l i t y  that soam 
tended. The c r u c i a l  passa9e which e x p l i c i t l y  makes t h i s  
a s s e r t i o n  is found on pp.239-40 of t h e  T r e a t i s e .  There, he  
r e t u r n s  t o  the *agt..mt' t a l k  of p.235. Ife bagins  by say- 
i n g  no e x t e r n a l  object can ba kaawn to  the rind iaswdir te ry .  
An image or percept ion  i n t e r p o s e s  between US and 8uch objects. 

t h a t  i d e a  is der ived  from s i g h t  and f e e l i n g .  
What is extended mast h a w  some shape. Shape does no 

l o c a t e d  or ex- 
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The table t h a t  appears  t o  m e  is only a percept ion.  The 
q u a l i t i e s  of  that  table are, then,  q u a l i t i e s  of a percept- 
ion. That percept ion  has  p a r t s .  The p a r t s  of t h a t  percept- 
ion g ive  US t h e  not ion  of d i s t a n c e  and extension.  The idea 
of extension is copied from an i q t e s s i o n  and p e r f e c t l y  
agrees with t h a t  impression. Therefore ,  to say  t h e  idea of 
extension agrees wi th  anyth ing  is to say  the  is i t s e l f  
axtended . 

Anderson ( i n  " H u m ' s  Percept ions" ,  %. c&.) l i n k s  
t h i s  passage wi th  a l a te r  one where Hum uses some optical 
language. 

When an o b j e a t  augment. or diminishes t o  tho 
eye  or  imagination I r o n  a oomparioon u i t h  
other., the image and i d e a  of tho o b j e c t  are  
o t i t t  the  oame, and are  8qua t t y  .+tended i n  
the r e t i n a ,  and i n  tho bruin  o r  organ of per- 
aep t ron .  The e y e r  r o f r a a t  the  rays o f  t i g h t ,  
and the  o p t i a  neruoo aonvay the inages t o  tho 
bra in  i n  the very  oane manner, uhether a groat  
o r  omaZL o b j e c t  ha. preoodod. .  . . (T372)13 

The ex tens ion  of  o u r  percept ions  of extended 
objects, then,  appears  to r e s u l t  from t h e  
phys ics  of l i g h t  and t h e  physiology of  v i s u a l  
perception.. .  . The imprassion or idea  of the  
extended object apparent ly  is q u i t e  l i t e r a l l y  
an image of  t h a t  object, and hence, resembles 
it i n  t h a t  sense.  (p.166) 
Anderson in assuming t h a t  H u m  does accept  a world 

Anderson's conclusion is as follows: 

of o b j e c t s ,  even though our only  access  t o  t h a t  world is by 
way of o u r  percept ions.  But Anderson th inks  our  percept ions,  
our impressions,  copy o b j e c t s ,  where 'copy' is takan in t h e  
l i t e r a l  sense.  J u s t  as bodies  are extended and loca ted  i n  
space,  so some of our  i d e a s  o f  bodies a r e  extended and 10- 
cated i n  '9QILCer h., in the bra in .  Without t h e  a s s u p t i o n  
that my v i s u a l  and t a c t u a l  impressions do l i t e r a l l y  copy t h e  
shape of objects, the a s c r i p t i o n  of shape to  my idea  of 
.xt.nsion is not so s t r & i g h t f o r w a r d l y  materialist. If the 
table t h a t  I see j u s t  is a percept ion ,  then the s e n s e  i n  
which t h a t  percept ion  is extended is j u s t  t h a t  it takes  up 
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space i n  my vimu41 or t a c t u a l  f i c l d .  Thc porccpt.ion-table 
is a phenomenological table. Hence, t o  a r c r i b e  space or 
shape t o  it is not  to  ascribe a shape i n  t h e  same way t h a t  
a b r a i n  impression (which is not  a phenownologica l  event)  
has  a shape and a loca t ion .  I n  other words, i f  w e  i n t e r p r e t  
Hume'e percept ion- tab le  i n  a Berkel ian sense ,  then w e  can- 
not  read h i s  t a l k  o f  ex tons ion  a r  being the  m a t e r i a l i s t ' s  
extension,  which Berkeley s a i d  war an incoherent  notion. On 
a phenomenological reading,  t h e  way t h e  world appearr  t o  m e  
j u s t  is t h a t  some of my percept ions  a r e  extended and located, 
o t h e r s  are not:  b u t  s i n c e  space and ex tens ion  are a l s o  
phenomenological, Hum. ham n o t  arcribed t o  v i 8 u a l  and tac-  
t u a l  percept ions a l o c a t i o n  i n  t h e  brain. 

Berkclian reading o f  Hum's percept ion- tab le ,  because I 
think t h e  ' r c e p t i c i s m  w i t h  regard to  t h e  r e n s e s '  section 
t r ied to  avoid Berkeley's strict i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of  ideas  
with objects. Wreover ,  i f  Hum i r ,  i n  t h e  immater ia l i ty  
r e c t i o n ,  going to be effective i n  a rguing  for and a g a i n r t  
mater ia l i rm,  it would seem that he  m a t  man by 'extension-  
what t h e  m a t e r i a l i s t s  mean. On t h e  other hand, Hum does 
reso lve  t h e  1 iber ta t i .n -ne~ss i tar ian  d i s p u t e  by applying 

t h e r e  i r  t h e  same sor t  of uniformity between motiver and . 
a c t i o n s  as t h e r e  is between events  i n  n a t u r e t  t h e r e f o n ,  
ac t ion8  are j u s t  a s  much caused or determined as are nat-  
ural  events .  (E88) So it may be t h a t  i n  t h e  materialist- 
i m a t e r i a l i r t  controversy,  HUM reaka a r e s o l u t i o n  i n  term 
of hir a n a l y s i s  of  out knowledge o f  t h e  e x t e r n a l  world." 
That a n a l y r i s ,  somewhere between a d i r e c t  realism and a 
Berkelian not ion,  doe8 make appeal  t o  t h e  appearances,  t o  
our experiences.  Tas te  s e n r a t i o n s  a r e  not  experienced a r  
being extended. 
being i n  t h e  object, a l i t t l e  r e f l e c t i o n  convinces  US that  
t h i s  is an a b r u r d i t y  and an irpossible not ion.  (T238) There 
is no absurd i ty  i n  conceiving of  our shape percept ions  bating 

I am not  e n t i r e l y  happy w i t h  t h i s  phenomenological, 

account of 'necess i ty*  and 'cause'  t o  t h a t  controversy: 

* 

If we f i n d  o u r r e l v e s  t h i n k i n g  of the taste 
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If 

extended and loca ted ;  t h a t  is how they a r e  experienced, 
and no a b s u r d i t y  r e s u l t s .  
extended i n  our p e r c e p t u a l  f i e l d .  

t a s t e - l o c a t e d  example is, I th ink ,  r evea l ing .  H e  saw ear- 
lier how, i n  P a r t  11, ' r e p r e s e n t '  and ' p re se rve '  were cashed 
o u t  i n  l o g i c a l  t a r m .  Whilo Andarson c i t a s  t h i s  P a r t  11 
use o f  t h e  l o g i c a l  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  i d e a s  a s  a b a s i s  f o r  con- 
c lud ing  about  o b j e c t s ,  he does n o t  pause to  ask how such 
l o g i c a l  p r o p e r t i e s  l e a d  t o  h i s  r ead ing  of 'copy' a s  l i t e r a l  
resemblance' .  ( ~ p . 1 5 9 ~ 1 6 3 )  tlunre uses t h e  same l o g i c a l  lang- 
uage about  i d e a s  i n  t h e  immate r i a l i t y  s e c t i o n ,  s h o r t l y  a f t e r  
t h e  paragraph wi th  t h e  apparent  counter-example. 
o u t  t h a t  w e  are l e d  t o  t h e  view t h a t  t h e  t a b l e  be fo re  US is 
a pe rcep t ion  because of o u r  i n a b i l i t y  to  conceive of an 
o b j e c t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  from o u r  pe rcep t ions  (T2411, 
he then d i s c u s s e s  t h e  i n f e r e n c e s  w e  can make around t h e  
c o n n a r i o n  and rapugnance of  ou r  impressions.  I n  t h i s  pas- 
sage,  he argues t h a t  w e  cannot  k n w  f o r  c e r t a i n  t h a t  t hese  
r e l a t i o n s  o f  i deas  apply to  objects, bu t  w e  can know t h a t  
uhotever ooncluoiono of t h i s  kind 08 f o r w  concirning obj8ct8,  
w i l l  most c e r t a i n l y  br appzicabl8 t o  i n p r u s e i o n r .  (T241) 
Hum's  reason f o r  running t h e  l o g i c a l  move i n  t h i s  way is 
bound up wi th  t h e  s a t i r e  he is cons t ruc t ing .  The d e t a i l s  o f  
t h a t  raason and o f  t h a t  s a t i r e  need n o t  d e t a i n  us. W h a t  w e  
need t o  no te  is t h a t  aonncrion and repugnance was and would 
be recognized a s  baing,  i n  t h e  e i g h t e e n t h  cantury,  a lockoan 
use of l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n s :  'repugnance' meant ' c o n t r a d i c t i o n ' .  
The r e l a t i o n s  between objects and impressions,  on t h e  basis 
of which w e  can make i n f e r e n c e s  from one t o  t h e  o the r ,  are 

1 l o g i c a l .  I n  t h e  ve ry  vo ice  in which H u m  says ,  Ye have no 
id8a of any q u a l i t y  i n  an o b j m t ,  v h i c h  do88 not agree t o ,  
and nay not r8prer8nt a q u a l f t y  i n  an iaprerr fon,  he gwr on 
to  speak of f ind ing ,  or f a i l i n g  to  f i n d ,  any repugnancies1 
8v8ry idea of a q u a l i t y  i n  an object  pars88 thro' an impr8a-  
d o n ;  and th8refor8 8usry p8rueivable r s l a t i o n ,  whether of 

They are v i s u a l l y  and t a c t u a l l y  

Hume's appea l  t o  a b s u r d i t y  and i m p o s s i b i l i t y  in  t h e  

Po in t ing  

- 
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aonnetion or repugnonce, murt be common bo th  t o  object6 and 

tmpreraionr. (T243) Once aga in ,  ' ag ree  w i t h '  and ' represent '  
are c l o s e l y  l i nked  with those l o g i c a l  p r o p e r t i e s .  

Tne l o g i c a l  reading o f  ' r e p r e s e n t a t i o n '  and ' ag ree  
w i t h '  may n o t  be t he  on ly  way Hum. in t ended  t h o s e  terms, 
b u t  t h e  frequent  use of l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n s  between i d e a s  i n  
h i s  d i scuss ion  of s p e c i f i c  problems reminds us again t h a t  
Hum's  T r e a t i s e  is a l o g i c  i n  t h e  e igh teen th -cen tu ry  sense ,  
o f  an account o f  t h e  workings of t h e  mind. One o f  t h e  ac- 
t i v i t i e s  of t h e  understanding is to  draw i n f e r e n c e s  around 
l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n a .  Such in fe rancea  a r e  j u s t  one  o f  laany 
mental a c t s  Hum d e t a i l s .  Whatever we make o f  t h e  P a r t  I V  
t a l k  of percep t ions  being l o c a t e d  and extended,  w e  cannot  
i gnore  t h e  pervasive uae of psycho log ica l  language, both 
wi th  r e spec t  t o  acts o f  t h e  mind and w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  to  i d e a s ,  
t o  t h e  content. o f  t h e  mind. 1 5  
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1. David Hart ley,  Observat ions on Man, 1749; Robert Hooke, 
'Lectures on Light",  (1689) , i n  The Posthumous Works 
o f  Robert Hooke, 1705; Desca r t e s ,T ra i t&  d e l a  luaie 're,  
1664, and T r a i t 6  de l'homne, 1664. 

2. I n  h i 3  Cyclopaedia: O r ,  An Unive r sa l  D i c t i o n a q  (172B), 
Chambers refers to Astruc i n  a number of articles. 
Under t h e  e n t r y  for 'Brain '  he  w r i t e s t  'Prom t h e  Text- 
u r e ,  Disposi t ion,  and tone  of t h e  Fibres o f  t h e  Drain,  
Phi losophers  o r d i n a r i l y  account  f o r  t h e  Phaenomn- 
Sensat ion and fma i n a t i o n ;  which see. D r .  Astruc goes 
f u r t h e r ,  and f-logy between t h e  P i w f  t h e  
Brain,  and those of Musical In s t rumen t s ,  s o l v e s  t h e  
Phacnomena of Judgment and Reasoning, and t h e  Defects  
and Pe r fec t ions  o f  both. He l a y s  i t  down as an Axiom, 
t h a t  every simple idea is produc'd by t h e  O s c i l l a t i o n  
of one determinate  Fibre;  and e v e r y  canpound idea  from 
contemporary Vib ra t ions  o f  several F ib res ;  That t h e  
g r e a t e r  or l e a s  deg ree  o f  Evidence fo l lows  the  g r e a t e r  
or less Force wherewith t h e  F i b r e  oscillates. Sie honce 
proceeds to s h w ,  t h a t  t h e  A f t i t m a t i o n  or Negation o f  
any Proposi t ion,  c o n s i s t s  i n  the e q u a l  or unequal Number 
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of Vibrarions, which t h e  Moving F i b r e s ,  r e p r e s e n t i n g  
tho t w o  P o r t s  of t ho  P r o p o s i t i o n ,  v i z .  t ho  Sub jec t ,  
lawkc i n  r h e  same Time:..." 
t h e  work of A s t r u c  to  which he r e f e r r .  Jean  As t ruc  

C h a m b e r d o e s  n o t  i d e n t i f y  

p u b l i s h e d  a d i 8 s e r t a t i o n  e n t i t l e d  Q u a e s t i o  medica de 
a e t e r n a t u r a l i  . j u d i c i l  e x e r c i t i o  Wont- 
: I have n o t  soon it. b u t  t h c  t i t l o  

s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h i s  is t h e  work to  which Chamhers refer- 
red. My s o u r c e  - MM. Bayle  and T i l l a y e ,  B i o  r a  h i e  

A s t r u c  < a v a i t  dan r  l a  tete une .space de phys ique  deo 
s a n s ,  q u ' i l  v o u l a i t  donner  a u  p u b l i c  e t  q u ' i l  i n t i t u -  
l a i t  D e  a n i m i s t i c a . "  Apparent ly  t h e  work was n e v e r  
execu ted .  Bavle  and  T i l l a v e  also r e f e r  t o  t w o  d i s -  

Midicale, 1885, Vo1. 2, pp. 215-219 - s u g g e s t s  + t a t  

sertations, 0; s e n s a t i o n e  11719) and D e  u d i c i i  
e x e r c i t i o  (1923) .  Aa t ruc  was most f a m h s  work 
on v e n e r e a l  disease, D e  morbis v e n e r e i s ,  f i r s t  publ i shed  
i n  1736. I am i ndeb ted  to  John Wright f o r  t h e s e  r e f -  
e r e n c e s  t o  As t r u c .  

dobert F. Anderson, Hume's F i r s t  P r i n c i p l e s ,  1966, and 
"The Locat ion ,  Ex tens ion ,  S h a m ,  and  S i z e  o f  Hume's 
P e r c e p t i o n " ,  i n  Huma, A k - E v b l u a t i o n ,  ed. by L i v i n g s t a t  
and  King, 1976. 

The fo l lowing  is o n l y  a p a r t i a l  su rvey  o f  t h e  u s e s  of 
t h e  term 'idea' i n  H u m ' s  w r i t i n g s .  I move through the 
p a r t s  of Book I of t h e  T r e a t i s e  i n  order. The En u i r  
conce rn ing  Human Unders tandin  
s i m i l a r  a n a l y s i s .  The t e x t s  %ed are the  Selby-Bigga 
a d  i t ion8. 

T h a t i d e a s  are l i n k e d  w i t h  meanings is i n d i c a t e d  i n  the 
En u i r  : Yhon we e n t e r t a i n . . . a n y  suepio ion tha t  a 
p-phicat term i 8  employed u i t h o u t  any meaning o r  
i d e a . .  . (E22) 

I n  t h e  Enqui ry ,  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  about  i d e a s  copying i r  
p r e s s i o n s  i s  expres sed  as fo l lows :  I t  i s  impoooiblc 
for uo t o  t h i q k  of  any th ing ,  w h i o h  ue have not astc-  
oodcn t tg  + m e i t h e r  by  our e c t e r n a l  o r  i n t e r n a l  
r e n e e s .  (E6 1 

Xume remarks t h a t '  the  eraminat ion of our 8ensat ion8 
ba tonys  more t o  anatontiat .  and n a t u r a l  phi looophcrs  thun 
t o  mopal. (T8) Does t h i s  r e a a r k  e n a b l e  us  t o  s a y  Sen- 
s a t i o n s  are p h y s i o l o g i c a l ?  I t h i n k  not: on ly  t h a t  the 
account of how they  arise i n  tho s o u l  is a t a s k  f o r  
anatomy or the n a t u r a l  ph i lo sophe r .  
corpuucular account of p e r c e p t i o n  or of any of tha m y  
p h y a i o l o g i c a l  accouats then current. 

With a clear e c h o  o f  Locke'r  d e f i n i t i o n  of knowledge, 

and t h e  Abstract- 

Cons ide r  Locke's 
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iturn adds t h a t .  i n  thoso r e l n t i o n s ,  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  and  
agreements,  are t he  founda t ion  of n L 1 human kaootedge. 
E a r l i e r ,  he  t a n  t h e  r e l a t i o n  between i d e a s  and objects 
backwardst 
i t  muat o l e o  be abrurd i n  i dea .  (T19) 

A man i n  a eound e l e e p ,  cr r t r o n g l y  ocoupy'd v i t h  one 
thought. C 8  i n8en8 ib t8  of  t ime;  and aocording ae h i e  
percept ionr aucceed eaoh o t h e r  w i t h  g r e a t e r  or 1.88 
rap id i t y .  t h e  eame dura t ion  appear. lonoor or r h o r t e r  
t o  hi8 imaginat ion.  (T35) 

you uhret  about a burn ing  coal  w i t h  r a p i d i t y ,  I t  w i l t  
present  t o  t h e  #en808 an image of a c i r c l e  of f i r e ;  nor 
o i t t  t here  8eem t o  b8 a n y  i n t e r v a l  of t ime  b e t o i r t  i t 8  
r o v o f u t i o n r .  . . (T35) 
o u r  consc ious  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  even t o  our i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
of s i g n s .  (See, -., t h e  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  example on 
pp. 98-99.)  Many o t h e r  examples o f  phys io logy  have been  
p resen ted  by Anderson i n  h i s  book. Meaning also appehr s  
i n  H u w ' s  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  n e c e s s a r y  connexion, when he  re- 
marks t h a t  when w e  attempt t o  u s e  term l i k e  ' energy '  
or ' e f f i c a c y ' ,  ve have r e a l l y  no d i e t i n c t  meaning,  and 
make u8e only  o f  common vord8, o i t h o u t  any c lear  and 
de tercina t e  idea.. (T162) 

o i t h o u t  obeervtng,  t h a t  ' t i 8  very d i f f i c u l t  t o  t a l k  of 
t h r  operat ionr o f  t h 8  mind u i t h  p e r f e c t  p r o p r i e t y  and 
etactnene;  beuauee common tan uage haa aeldom made uny 
very n i c e  d i e  t i n o  t tone among t f e m ,  bu t  haa genera 1 t y  
a a l l ' d  by the  aame term a l l  ruch aa near ly  reaemble 
each o ther .  

13.  It  is d i f f i c u l t  n o t  t o  t h i n k  o f  t h e  e a r l y  treatises o t  
Dascartes where h e  too used  'idea' as 'brain impress ion ' .  

14. I n  t h  i m m o t e r i a l i t y  s e c t i o n ,  Hum r c s o l v e s  the q u e s t i o n  
abou t  matter c a u s i n g  t h o u g h t  by i nvok ing  his u n i f o r m i t y  
account  o f  cause :  we f i n d  b y  the comparing t h e i r  i d e a r ,  
t h a t  thought and motion are d i f f e r e n t  from each o t h e r ,  
and by e t p r i e n c e ,  t h a t  t h e y  are oono tan t l y  u n i t e d ;  
vh ich  being a l l  t h e  o i ~ u m a t u n c e r ,  t h a t  e n t e r  i n t o  t h e  
idea o f  cauee and e f f e c t ,  Wh8n app ty 'd  t o  t h e  opera t ionr  
o f  matter,  we nay a o r t a t n t y  eomotude, t h o t  motion m y  
b8, and a c t u a l l y  Ca, t h8  0au88 o f  thought and percep t ton .  
(T248) 

cal  n a t u r e  o f  the i n t e r i a l i t y  s e c t i o n .  

if something be abaurd i n  f a c t  and r e a l i t y ,  

9.  

10. Once a g a i n ,  Hum u s e s  phenomenological examples. If 

11. flume is a lways  aware o f  t h e  background phys io logy  t o  

12. Cf. T r e a t i s e  105: I m e t  n o t  ocnctude t h i e  8ub jec t  

15. I b r i e f l y  remarked abovm on t h e  dialectical  and  sa t i r t -  
Thomas Reid 

t 
' I  

I 

I 
I 

I 

t 

t 

t 
i 
t 

t 

d 
a 

j 
a 

t 

T 

t 
d 
1 

, tl 
.i 
CI 

C: 

a1 
C4 



25.  

makes an i n t e r e s t i n g  suggestion about Hume's t a l k  of 
oxtcndcd percopt ion which f i t s  i n t o  t h e  s p i r i t  of t h a t  
s e c t i o n .  Early i n  t h a t  s e c t i o n ,  Hum had argued againre 
t h e  i d e a  of subs t ance ,  s a y i n g  t h a t  i t  was a meaningless 
idea .  E i t h e r  it is wi thou t  meaning, or, on the  stand- 
a r d  d e f i n i t i o n  of subs t ance ,  eve ry th ing  is a substance.  
(T233) Reid road Hum as eaying t h e r e  a r e  no substances,  
i nc lud ing  mind subs t ance ,  I n  an obvious r e fe rence  to  
t h e  i m m a t e r i a l i t y  s e c t i o n ,  Reid s a y s  t h a t  " t h e  au tho r  
of t h e  T r e a t i s e  of Human Nature* tries to  prove "That 
t h e  m i d  either is no subs t ance*  or t h a t  i t  is  an ex- 
tended and d i v i s i b l e  substance:  because t h e  i d e a s  of 
e x t e n s i o n  cannot  be  i n  a s u b j e c t  which i s  i n d i v i s i b l e  
and unextended.' A few sen tences  later, he p u t s  t n e  
p o i n t  again:  .He takes it for gran ted  t h a t  there a r e  
ideas of e x t e n s i o n  i n  tha mind; and thence i n f e r s ,  t h a t  
i f  it is a t  a l l  a substance,  it must be an extended and 
d i v i s i b l e  substanca." ( Inqu i ry  i n t o  t h e  Human Mind, 
ed. by Duggan. p. 170) .  


