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HOME# s THEORY OF IMAGINATION' 

H i s t o r i a n s  of ph i losophy  seem i n c r e a s  ngly t o  a g r e e  
w i t h  t h e  view t h a t  David Hume is  t h e  g r e a t e s t  p h i l o s o p h e r  
e v e r  t o  have w r i t t e n  i n  Eng l i sh .  T h i s  h igh  e teem of  t h e  
S c o t t i s h  empiricist, however, is a phenomenon of t h e  l a s t  
decades.  As l a t e  as 1925 C h a r l e s  W. Hendel c o u l d  write " t h a t  
Hume is n o  l o n g e r  a l i v i n g  f igu re . " '  
reports t h a t  i n  t h e  Oxford of t h e  T h i r t i e s  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  
Humean p h i l o s o p h i z i n g  were rega rded  a s  "ex t r avagances  o f  
scepticism which no one  c o u l d  s e r i o u s l y  accep t . "2  

A c u r s o r y  g l a n c e  a t  t h e  Hume b i b l i o g r a p h y  e d i t e d  by 
Roland Hall demons t r a t e s  t h a t  it h a s  become s t a n d a r d  prac- 
tice i n  t h e  Eng l i sh - speak ing  wor ld  t o  seek  an unde r s t and ing  
o f  Hume's arguments when a n a l y s i n g  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  problems. 
C r i t i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  n e v e r t h e l e s s  c o n t i n u e s  t o  n e g l e c t  t h e  
m a j o r i t y  o f  h i s  arguments.  I t  is s u f f i c i e n t ,  I t h i n k ,  t o  
mention Hume's remarks on s p a c e  and t i m e ,  h i s  t heo ry  of 
emot ions ,  h i s  i n q u i r i e s  i n t o  t h e  problem of j u s t i c e ,  h i s  eco- 
nomic w r i t i n g s  and t h o s e  on t h e  psychology of r e l i g i o n .  

3 even i n  t h e  f r e q u e n t l y  q u o t e d  passages  of  t h e  Treatise 
Hume's c e n t r a l  n o t i o n  is n o t ,  i n  my o p i n i o n ,  a t  t h e  h e a r t  of 
t h e  a n a l y s i s .  Here I r e f e r  t o  Hume's remarks on t h e  pheno- 
menon of imag ina t ion  ( f a n c y ) .  Although he mentions t h i s  
c u r i o u s  f a c u l t y  of our c o g n i t i o n  on almost eve ry  page, t h e r e  
are o n l y  a few s p o r a d i c  attempts a t  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  
"supreme Humean f a c u l t y . " 4  This may be due  to t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
u n t i l  q u i t e  r e c e n t l y  t h e  Iproblem of imag ina t ion '  has  h a r d l y  
even belonged t o  t h e  m a r g i n a l  t o p i c s  o f  modern philosophy. 

T h i s  pape r  t h e r e f o r e  a t t e m p t s  t o  demons t r a t e  n o t  only 
t h a t  Hume d e a l t  w i t h  t h e  phenomenon of imag ina t ion ,  b u t  a l s o  
t h a t  an a n a l y s i s  o f  t h i s  concep t  i s  of paramount s i g n i f i c a n c e  
for t h e  unde r s t and ing  o f  h i s  e n t i r e  ph i losophy .  I n  t h e  f i r s t  
t h r e e  sections t h r e e  d i f f e r e n t  f a c u l t i e s  or f u n c t i o n s  o f  t h e  
imag ina t ion  w i l l  be  d i s t i n g u i s h e d .  

And S t u a r t  Hampshire 

But 
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works, b u t  also t h e  i n s i g h t s  of t h e  s c i e n t i s t  and t h e  i l l u -  
s i o n s  o f  me taphys ic i ans  are, a c c o r d i n g  to Hume, d e c i s i v e l y  
based on t h i s  very c o y n i t i v e  f a c u l t y .  S e c t i o n  4 c o n t a i n s  a 
b r i e f  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  sceptical arguments o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  of t h e  Llumean a n a l y s i s  o f  c a u s a t i o n .  T h e i r  i m -  
pact on Hume's r e f l e c t i o n s  on t h e  problem o f  imag ina t ion  is 
t h e  topic of S e c t i o n  5 .  I hope to  prove t h a t  i n  t h e  Enquiry 
Hume i n t e r p r e t s  t h e s e  sceptical arguments  d i f f e r e n t l y  t h a n  
i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e .  While i n  h i s  e a r l y  work h e  f e e l s  h i m s e l f  
exposed t o  Pyr rhon ian  d o u b t s ,  h e  assumes t h e  p o s i t i o n  of an 
'academic sceptic' i n  t h e  Enquiry.  The c o n c l u d i n g  s e c t i o n  
e v e n t u a l l y  tries t o  de te rmine  which motives may have been 
d e c i s i v e  f o r  Ilume's change of o p i n i o n .  I s h a l l  de fend  t h e  
t h e s i s  t h a t  i n  h i s  l a t e  work Hum developed a n  ' e t h i c s  o f  
b e l i e f '  on t h e  b a s i s  of n a t u r a l  b e l i e f s ,  i n  which t h e  a r t i s -  
t i c  c a p a c i t y  of t h e  imag ina t ion  assumes a d e c i s i v e  role i n  
j u s t i f y i n g  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  and s c i e n t i f i c  p r o p o s i t i o n s .  

1. Metaphysical  F a c u l t y  o f  t h e  Imag ina t ion  

I n  t h e  I n t r o d u c t i o n  to t h e  T r e a t i s e  Hume d e s c r i b e s  
h i s  endeavour as d e v e l o p i n g  a p r o p a e d e u t i c  b a s i c  s c i e n c e  
which shou ld  p r o v i d e  a better u n d e r s t a n d i n g  of a l l  p r o d u c t s  
of t h e  human mind ( s c i e n c e ,  mathematics ,  me taphys ic s ,  e t h i c s ,  
a e s t h e t i c s ,  p o l i t i c s ) .  I n  t h e  A b s t r a c t  he ca l l s  h i s  e a r l y  
work " a  sys t em of t h e  s c i e n c e s "  ( A 7 ) .  

Besides t h i s  e m p i r i c a l  i n t e r e s t  Hume saw t h e  impor- 
t a n c e  of j u s t i f y i n g  t h e  c h o i c e  o f  method, f.e. t o  extol]. t h e  
expe r imen ta l  p rocedure  a s  t h e  o n l y  r a t i o n a l  one. Metaphysi-  
c a l  approaches a r e  i n t e r p r e t e d  as p r o d u c t s  of a b l i n d  imagi- 
n a t i o n .  Beginning w i t h  t h e  I n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h e  T r e a t i s e  it 
h a s  been a c o n s t a n t  motive o f  Iiume's ph i lo sophy  t o  c o n s t r a i n  
metaphysics  i n  o r d e r  to make way f o r  s c i e n c e .  

I n  t h e  s e c t i o n s  e f t @  effects of o t h e r  t * a l a t i o n s  
and o ther  h n b i  to_ (T106-117) , Of u n p h i  l o soph ica l  probabi l i  t g  
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(T143-155), Of eoept io iem wi th  regard t o  the senses (T187- 
2181, Of the  a n t i e n t  ~ h i l o a o p h v  (T219-225) Hum s p e c i f i e s  
t h o s e  beliefs which, i n  h i s  o p i n i o n ,  are based on figment8 
o f  our  imaginat ion.  €la "had s e e n  t h a t  a l l  t h e  errors of  
phi losophy arose from t h e  f a c t  t h a t  imaginat ion determined 
men much more than they  recognized - t h e r e  could  be no  se- 
c u r e  t r u t h  f o r  him, then ,  u n t i l  h e  had explored  t h i s  a s p e c t  
of  t h e  n a t u r e  of man."6 H e  compares imagina t ion  to a s h i p  
which, having been set i n  motion by oar8, car r ies  on i t s  
C O U T B ~  without  any new impulse (T198). Though exper ience  is 
t h e  t r u e  measure, we seldom regu la te  ourse lves  e n t i r e t y  b y  
i t ;  but have a remarkable propens i ty  t o  b e l i e v e  whatever i s  
reported,  even oonoerning appar i t i ons ,  enahantnents,  and 
prodig iee ,  however oon t rary  t o  dai  ty experience and obser- 
va t ion  (T113). I n  e r e j u d i c e s  w e  combine a s s e r t i o n s  w i t h  a 
claim t o  o b j e c t i v i t y  a l though w e  know of counterexamples.  
Hume d i s c u s s e s  t h e  same g e n e r a l i z i n g  tendency of t h e  imagi- 
n a t i o n  i n  t h e  case of  anthropomorphism, t r a n s f e r r i n g  charac- 
teristics of known phenomena i n  analogy t o  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  re- 
la t  ions.  

But among a12 the  in s tanoes ,  wherein the 
P e r t p a t e t i a s  have s h e m  they  were guided 
by every t r i v i a l  propens i ty  of the  ima- 
ainatCon. no one is more remarkable than 

ex t e rna t  ob,jeuts t he  aame eko t ione ,  which 
i t  observes  i n  i t e e t f ;  and t o  f i n d  every 
where those i d e a s ,  uhioh are  moat present  
t o  i t .  (T224) 

F i n a l l y ,  Aume believes t o  have recognized t h e  e f f e c t 8  o f  sub- 
j e c t i v e  imagina t ion  also i n  t rad i t iona l  o n t o l o g i e s .  

jects from similarities i n  t h e i r  own exper ience .  
fIume r e g a r d s  t h e  metaphys ica l  systems which h e  wishes 

to  demarcate  from s c i e n c e  as tnero f i a t i o n e  of the  imaninntion 
(TlOB), merwly the  o f f s p r i n g  of t ho  i m a ~ i n a t i o n  (TlOB) , and 

I n  t h a t  
. case, p h i l o s o p h e r s  i n f e r  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of 'extra-mental '  ob- 
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as t r i v i u t  s u g g e s t i o n s  of t h e  fancy (T267). H e  sees i n  them 
the  r u l e  of  b l i n d  imaginat ion which i n  phi losophy makes us 
hypothesize worlds above and beyond t h a t  of  ou r  own exper i -  
ence. Since P la to  phi losophers  have endeavoured t o  lead  up 
to t h i s  o t h e r  r e a l i t y  on a pure ly  conceptua l  base.  
Milesian e f f o r t s  a t  marking off t h e  realm of mere appearance 
from t h a t  of t r u e  r e a l i t y  may w e l l  be  regarded a8 t h e  o r i g i n  
of phi losophica l  thought. Hume too employs t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  
though h i s  real world is t h a t  of  induct ion  and n o t  t h a t  of  

dialectics. Hume th inks  t h a t  P l a t o ' s  attempt t o  prove t h a t  
an object may be more real than another ,  according t o  t h e  
e x t e n t  t o  which it p a r t i c i p a t e s  i n  i ts  idea, l eads  d i r e c t l y  
i n t o  metaphysical no man's land. To make a s s e r t i o n s  about a 
r e a l i t y  o t h e r  than t h e  empi r i ca l  is a a u b j e c t i v e  p l ay  on 
words, a p a t h e t i c  f a l l a c y ,  or an unsubetan t ia ted  figment,  
whether t h i s  o t h e r  world be t h a t  of ghos t s ,  idea6  or material 
objects. I n  a l l  t h e s e  cases w e  t a l k  wi thou t  th inking .  

Th i s  is, I be l i eve ,  Hum's  ep is temologica l  programme 
before  h i s  a n a l y s i s  of  c a u s a l  i n f e r e n c e s  and of t h e  self. 

The 

2. The R r t i s t i c  Facul ty  of t h e  Imaginat ion 

The a b i l i t y  of t h e  imaginat ion to  c o n s t r u c t  concepts  
(p ropos i t i ons ,  ob j e c t a  , systems) t r anscend ing  t h e  empirical 
realm w i l l  henceforth be c a l l e d  i t a  metaphysical  f a c u l t y .  
But Hume d i s t i n g u i s h e s  two f u r t h e r  func t ions  of t h e  imagina- 
tion. In  t h e  Treatise t h e  tern ' imaginat ion '  occure wi th in  
the  f i r s t  few sentences ,  i n  connect ion wi th  t h e  ques t ion  of 
the  o r i g i n  of our  ideas. While memory al lows us  t o  recall 
p a s t  exper iences ,  w e  can make use  of  t h e  imaginat ion t o  pro- 
duce new i d e a s  by imposing a new o r d e r  on p a s t  impressions.  
I f  sameone desc r ibes  a l ake  we do n o t  know, w e  have to  r e l y  
on t he  imaginat ion t o  provide  us wi th  i d e a s  which, a l though 
b u i l t  up from memories, are pu t  i n  a new order so t h a t  they 
are no longer  memories f o r  us, b u t  i d e a s  o f  t h e  imaginat ion.  
We s h a l l  then 'see' Par i s  wi thout  eve r  having been the re .  
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When r e a d i n g  a novel  something s imilar  occurs .  This f a c u l t y  
of t h e  imagina t ion  to r e o r g a n i z e  p a s t  impress ions ,  which 
s e r v e  a s  e lements  or bui ld ing-b locks ,  w i l l  hencefor th  be 
c a l l e d  its ar t is t ic  f a c u l t y .  E s p e c i a l l y  i n  liume's time, t h e  
ar t is t ic  f a c u l t y  was conceived of  as t h e  a b i l i t y  to p l a c e  
known impress ions  i n t o  new r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  one another .  

While t h e  metaphy8iCal f a c u l t y  p o s t u l a t e s  t h e  ex i s -  
t e n c e  o f  objects which canno! be e m p i r i c a l l y  known, such as 
' a b s o l u t e  s p a c e ' o r  'substance which t r a n s c e n d s  c o n s c i o u s n e s s ~ ,  
t h e  p r o d u c t s  of t h e  artistic f a c u l t y  are o b j e c t s  of p o s s i b l e  
exper ience :  

*Tie an e e t a b t i s h ' d  maxim i n  metaphysics,  
That whatever the mind c tear lg  conoeivee 
inotudes the  i d e a  of poaaib te  ex ie tenoe ,  
or i n  o t h e r  uorda, t h a t  nothZng we Smasine 
de abeotute tu  imposs ib te .  U@ uan form the 
i d e a  of a gotden mountain, and from thenoe 
oonctude t h a t  auoh a mountah may a c t u a l l y  
e x i s t ,  We oan form no Cdea of a mountain 
without  a v a l l e y ,  and therefore  regard i C  
as i m p o e s i b t e .  (T32) 

T h i s  claim t h a t  whatever the mind atearly conceives i n a t u d e s  
the  idea of p o s e i b t e  ex is tenoe ,  becomes, for Hume, t h e  cri- 
t e r i o n  for d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  a n a l y t i c  and s y n t h e t i c  p r o p o s i t i o n s .  
A p r o p o s i t i o n  is a n a l y t i c  i f  its negat ion  is s e l f - c o n t r a d i c -  
t o r y .  
f a l l  upwards, t h e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  claim t h a t  on o u r  
p l a n e t  o b j e c t s  t e n d  towards t h e  c e n t r e  of t h e  e a r t h  r e q u i r e s  
also a c o n f i r m a t i o n  by exper ience .  The only  o b s e r v a t i o n  

' d e c i s i v e  for o u r  t r a i n  o f  thought  is t h a t  i n  Hume's phi loso-  
phy t h e  a r t i s t ic  f a c u l t y  of t h e  imagina t ion  p l a y s  an impor- 
t a n t  p a r t  also i n  t h e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  of p h i l o s o p h i c a l  proposi-  
t i o n s .  (More w i l l  be said below). 

S i n c e  one may conce ive  of a world in which objects 

3.  The S c i e n t i f i c  F a c u l t y  of t h e  Imaginat ion 

Hum p a i d  g r e a t  a t t e n t i o n  to  t h e  ar t is t ic  f a c u l t y .  
Ire even s u m s  up t h e  a b i l i t y  of t h e  imagina t ion  to  break 
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through t h e  given o r d e r  of t h i n g s  i n  a p r i n c i p l e  of its own, 
t h e  pr inc ip l e ,  of the  l i b e r t p  of t he  imaginat ion t o  traneyose 
and channe i t s  ideas .  (T10). But t h e  imagina t ion  is n o t  o n l y  
of importance i n  i n v e n t i n g  f a i r y  tales. For ~ u m e  i t  eventu-  
a l l y  becomes the very  e x p r e s s i o n  of human c r e a t i v i t y :  

Nothing is more admirable,  than t h e  readi-  
nes s ,  u i t h  which t h e  Cmagination sugges ts  
i t s  i deas ,  and presen t s  them a t  t h e  verg 
i n s t a n t ,  i n  tdhich they  become neceseary or 
u s e f u l .  The faney runs from one end of t he  
universe  t o  the o ther  i n  c o l t e c t i n g  those 
ideas ,  whioh belong t o  ang eubdect .  One 
tdould th ink  the  whole Cn te t l ea tua t  world 
of ideas  was a t  onae subjected t o  our view, 
and tha t  we d i d  nothing but  p i ck  out  such 
an were moet proper f o r  our purpose. There 
mau no t ,  however, be any presen t ,  bes ide  
those verg ideas ,  t h a t  a r e  thus  aoLLoctsd 
by a kind of m a g i a a t  f a a u t t y  i n  the 8 0 ~ 1 ,  
uhdch, tho' i t  be  atuaye most p e r f e c t  i n  
the  grea te s t  gen~uaes, and Cs property @hat 
tde c a l l  a genius ,  $8 holdever inexpLicable  
by the  utmost e f f o r t s  of h u m  understanding. (T24)  

Hume r e g r e t f u l l y  d i d  n o t  follow up t h i s  idea o f  an uncon- 
s c i o u s ,  q u a l i t a t i v e  s e l e c t i o n  of ideas. But a f t e r  having  
d i s c o v e r e d  i n  h i s  famous exper iment  on t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  
b l u e  patch t h a t  t h e  imagina t ion  even seems to  be c a p a b l e  of 
producing simple ideas, h e  is v e r y  c a r e f u l  to  p o i n t  o u t  its 
l i m i t s  i n  subsequent  c h a p t e r s .  

imagina t ion  to  be one o f  its most i m p o r t a n t  l i m i t a t i o n s .  
C r e a t i o n s  o f  t h e  imagina t ion  d o  n o t ,  i n  g e n e r a l ,  a t t a i n  t h e  
same i n t e n s i t y  as memories and e x p e r i e n c e s .  N e i t h e r  can an 
impress ion  become present  t o  the  mind, wi thout  being de t s r -  
mined i n  i t s  degrees both of quanti tw and q u a l i t y  (T19). 
cannot  p i c t u r e  a colour which does n o t  i n  some way assume a 
c e r t a i n  form. N e i t h e r  is it  p o s s i b l e  to p i c t u r e  an e n t i r e l y  
c o l o u r l e s s  object. Only a p a r t i c u t a r  co tour ,  t a s t e ,  and 
smell (T2, my i t a l i c s )  can  be an example of a s imple  percep- 
t i o n ,  Bum c o n s i d e r s  t h a t  a f u r t h e r  l i m i t a t i o n  of t h e  ima- 
g i n a t i o n  lies i n  t h e  f a c t ,  t h a t ,  w i t h  t h e  above mentioned 

Hume takes t h e  v i v a c i t y  o f  t h e  ideas produced by t h e  

We 
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e x c e p t  ion ,  

a l l  idea8 are der i v 'd  from something ante-  
ceden t l y  present  t o  the  mind ... Let u s  f i x  
our a t t e n t i o n  out  of ourse lves  us much as 
p o s s i b l e :  Let us chaoe our  imaginat ion t o  
the  heavene, or t o  the  utmost l i m i t s  of the  
univeree;  we never  r e a l t y  advance a otep be- 
gond ourse l ves ,  nor can conceive any kind of 
e x i s t e n c e ,  bu t  those percep t ions ,  which have 
appear'd i n  t h a t  narrow compass. This  i s  
the  universe  of  t he  imaginat ion,  . . . (T67f.) 

The ar t is t ic  f a c u l t y ,  too, is conf ined  to t h e  rather narrow 
domain of o n e ' s  own p e r c e p t i o n s .  A n  a b s o l u t e  space  devoid 
of matter is i n c o n c e i v a b l e  even to  t h e  imaginat ion.  

The moat i n t e r e s t i n g  l i m i t a t i o n  of t h e  imagina t ion  
is claimed t o  be on the l e v e l  of t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  of ideas .  
These are u s u a l l y  n o t  a t  a l l  ahaotic, b u t  ordered accord ing  
t o  c e r t a i n  aspects. Though nothing i e  more f r e e  than t h a t  
f aou t tg  ( = i m a g i n a t i o n ) ,  i t  is normally guided by some uni -  
ve r sa l  p r inc ip l e8  .. . b y  which one idea  na tura l l y  introduces 
another ("10). Out of t h e  seven  a s p e c t s  l i s ted  i n  t h e  e- - tise accord ing  to which w e  impose an o r d e r  on t h e  unstruc-  
t u r e d  stream of impress ions ,  t h e  Enquiry r e t a i n s  Reaembzance, 
Con t igu i t y  €n t ime or p lace ,  and Cause or  E f f e c t  (E24). The 
c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  is t h e  most impor tan t  s t r u c t u r e  t h e  per- 
c e i v i n g  s u b j e c t  uses f o r  o r d e r i n g  h i e  exper iences ,  s i n c e  it 
is by means of t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t h a t  we go beyond a s imple 
s t a t e m e n t  of t h e  g iven  and are able to e s t a b l i s h  s c i e n c e .  
But are c a u s a l  connec t ions  n o t  simply p e r c e i v a b l e ?  

The f i r s t  t ime a inan saw the  communication 
of motion bg impulse ,  as  by the  shock of two 
b i l l i a r d  b a l l s ,  he could no t  pronounce tha t  
the one even t  was connected: bu t  only t h a t  i t  
k)as con'oined w i t h  the  o ther .  A f t e r  hs has 

then pronounass them t o  be connected. Whut 
n l tero tCon has happened t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  t h i s  
new idea  of oonnsxion? Nothing but  t ha t  he 
now f e e t 8  t h e s e  even t s  t o  be aonnected i n  
h i s  imaginat ion,  and can read i lu  f o r s t s  1 t 
the e x i s t e n c e  o f  one porn the  appetrrcrnc?e of 
t h o  o ther .  (E75f.) 

observe + several  ine tanoes  of thCs nature ,  he 
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Since  w e  never  p e r c e i v e  a p r o p t e r  hoc,  b u t  on ly  a p o s t  hoc,  
c a u s a l  connec t ions  have t o  depend upon t h e  c r e a t i v e  imagina- 
t i o n .  I t  thereby  h a s  t h e  f u n c t i o n  of b r i d g i n g  t h e  gap be- 
tween t h e  observed and t h e  unobserved. Causa l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  
are r e a l l y  t o  us t h e  oement of t h s  un iverse  (A32) .  T h i s  is 
one of Hume's g r e a t  d i s c o v e r i e s .  The f a c u l t y  of t h e  imagina- 
t i o n  n e i t h e r  t o  t r a n s c e n d  t h e  e m p i r i c a l  world n o r  to impose a 
new order upon t h e  s e n s e  impress ions ,  b u t  r a t h e r  to s t r u c t u r e  
t h e  stream of p e r c e p t i o n s ,  s h a l l  h e n c e f o r t h  be called i t s  
s c i e n t i f i c  f a c u l t y .  

s c i e n t i f i c  f a c u l t y  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  becomes exp l i c i t  i n  
s e v e r a l  passages  of t h e  Treatise. Hum even warns t h e  reader 
o f  h i s  d i f f e r e n t  u s e s  of t h e  term ' imagina t ion '  (T117f., T371). 
I t h i n k  t h a t  i t  is t h e  g e n e r a l  topic of his epis temology to 
draw a l i n e  o f  demarcat ion between t h e s e  t w o  f u n c t i o n s .  I n  
t h e  f i n a l  c h a p t e r  h e  writes: ' T i e  t h i e  p r i n c i p l e ,  ohioh makes 
us reason from causes and e f f e o t e ;  and ' t i e  t h e  same princi- 
p l e ,  which convince8 u.9 of t he  cont inu 'd  e x b t e n o e  of ex te r -  
nal  objects,  @hen abeent from the eenees.  ("266). I n  t h e  
c h a p t e r  Of ecept io ism Wi th  regard t o  t h e  eensee he a r g u e s  
t h a t  o u r  b e l i e f  i n  an e x t e r n a l  r e a l i t y  is based on t h e  meta- 
p h y s i c a l  f a c u l t y  s i n c e  s c i e n t i f i c  exper iments  are n o t  able t o  
convinca u s  of a permanent and t r a n s e m p i r i c a l  e x t e r n a l  world.  
The p r o d u c t s  of t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  f a c u l t y  are described as f i x t  
and unal terable  (TllO), t h o s e  of t h e  metaphys ica l  f a c u l t y  as 
verv f eeb le  and unoertain (T109). I n  t h e  c h a p t e r  Of modern 
philosophK Hume states t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  j u s t  as e x p l i c i t l y :  

The d i s t i n c t i o n  between t h e  m e t a p h y s i c a l  and t h e  

I n  order t o  j u s t i f &  myeel f ,  I must d i s t i n g u i s h  
i n  Chs imagination be tw ix t  t h e  pr ino ip te s  w h i c h  
are permanent, C r p e s t i s t a b l s ,  and un iver sa l ;  
such as  the  customary t r a n s i t i o n  from oausee 
t o  e f f e c t s ,  and from e f f e c t s  t o  oausee: And 
the  p r i n c i p l e s ,  ohiob are ohangeabte, Weak, 
and irrcznular; .. . The former are the  founda- 
t i o n  of a 1 1  our thoughts  and ao t ions ,  so t h a t  
upon t h e i r  removal human natupe muet immediately 
perish and go t o  ru in .  The l a t t e r  are n e i t h e r  
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unavoidable t o  mankind, nor neuessary,  or 80 
much &a u s e f u l  i n  the  conduct of l i f e ;  bu t  on 
the aontrary are observ 'd  only  t o  take place 
i n  weak minds, and being oppos i te  t o  the o ther  
p r i n c i p l e s  of oustom and ~ e a t ~ o n i n g ,  mau e a s i l y  
be subverted by a due aontras t  and oppos i t ion .  (T225) 

For t h e  s a k e  of i l l u s t r a t i n g  t h i s  Hum g i v e s  t h e  fo l lowing  
example: I f  one h e a r s  a v o i c e  i n  t h e  d a r k  and conc ludes  t h a t  
t h e r e  must be  someone n e a r b y ,  h e  t h i n k s  j u e t l g  and nntural l l ( ;  
i f  he ,  however, expects a s p e c t r e ,  h i s  behav iour  is 

contrary t o  h e a l t h ,  the  most agreeable and most 
natural  s i t u a t i o n  of man. The opinions of t he  
a n t i e n t  ph i tosophers ,  t h e i r  f i a t i o n s  o f  substanae 
and acoident ,  and t h e i r  reasonings eonoezlnZng 
s u b s t a n t i a l  forms and oooul t  q u a l i t i e s ,  are l i k e  
the speo t res  i n  the  dark,  and are der i v 'd  from 
p r i n o i p t e s ,  whiah, however aommon, are ne i ther  
un iver sa l  nor unavoidabEe i n  human nature.  T h s  
modem philosophy pretende t o  be e n t i r e l y  f r e e  
from t h i s  d e f e c t ,  and t o  a r i s e  only from the  
s o l i d ,  permanent, and c o n s i s t e n t  p r i i i e i p  t o s  o f  
the  imaginat ion.  (T226) 

Only t h e  products o f  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  f a c u l t y  a r e  permanent,  
irresistable, and universal  - w i t h o u t  them human n a t u r e  would 
p e r i s h  a t  once. Those o f  t h e  me taphys ica l  f a c u l t y ,  on t h e  
o t h e r  hand, are changeable ,  weak, and i r r e g u l a r ,  n e i t h e r  i n -  
e v i t a b l e  n o r  n e c e s s a r y ,  and even harmful .  By t h e i r  arbitra- 
r i n e s s  t h e y  d e s t r o y  human communication. 

assumption t h a t  o n l y  e m p i r i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  are j u s t i f i a b l e .  
In h i s  a n a l y s i s  o f  c a u s a t i o n  Hum attempt8 to demonstrate  
t h a t  c a u s a l  i n f e r e n c e s  may be jue t i f i ed .  The empfricists' 
claim t h a t  none b u t  empirical p r o p o s i t i o n s  are j u s t i f i a b l e  
is, t hen ,  i n  no  need  o f  f u r t h e r  conf ixma t ion .  

These are b u t  f u r t h e r  f o r m u l a t i o n s  of Hume's basic 

4. itume's scepticism 

I n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  flume's doubt  h inges  on t h e  problem 
of t h e  v e r i f i a b i l i t y  of e m p i r i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  on t h e  ques- 
t i o n s  a s  t o  the s o u r c e s  of error of t h e  m i n d ,  and on t h e  
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s t a t u s  of e x t e r n a l  objects. Though it is n o t  p o s s i b l e  t o  
e n t e r  i n t o  t h e  l a t te r  two i s s u e 8  h e r e ,  t h e  maLn argument o f  
IJume's a n a l y s i s  o f  c a u s a t i o n  s h a l l  be b r i e f l y  o u t l i n e d .  

c a u s a l  connec t ions  o r i g i n a t e  by imagining a c r e a t u r e  equip-  
ped w i t h  a perfect i n t e l l e c t u a l  a p p a r a t u s  b u t  devoid  of any 
exper ience .  Could Adam, i f  p u t  i n t o  o u r  world,  predict 
e v e n t s ?  flume d e n i e s  t h i s  s i n c e  Adam c o u l d  n o t  know which o f  
t h e  imaginable  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  would apply  to  o u r  world. H e  
has ,  f i r s t  of a l l ,  to g a i n  e x p e r i e n c e s  which w i l l  then  make 
up h i s  knowledge a b o u t  t h e  world. The r e p e a t e d  p e r c e p t i o n  
of sequences of e v e n t s  makes him i n f e r  c a u s a l  connec t ions .  
flow are t h e s e  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s  t o  be j u s t i f i e d ?  I f  w e  were 
t o  succeed  i n  j u s t i f y i n g  t h e  i n f e r e n c e  from p a r t i c u l a r s  
(plql, p2 q2 , . . . , pnqn) to  t h e  g e n e r a l  ( '  if pI  then  q ' )  , w e  
could  also S u b s t a n t i a t e  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  

A c o n c r e t e  i n d u c t i v e  i n f e r e n c e  would be j u s t i f i e d  i f  
it could  be shown t h a t ,  first, 'q '  h a s  always o c c u r r e d  to- 
g e t h e r  w i t h  'p '  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  and second,  t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  w i l l  
resemble t h e  p a s t .  Prom t h e  g i v e n  premises  w e  c o u l d  t h e n  i n  
fac t  conclude t h a t  'p '  w i l l  concur  w i t h  'q'  i n  f u t u r e  too. 
But how are w e  to  j u a t i f y  t h e s e  premises?  The f i r a t  raises 
t h e  problem of whether  and i n  what way w e  may t r u s t  o u r  
memory. 
t o  prove t h a t ,  a t  least under  c e r t a i n  c i rcumstances ,  o u r  
memory does n o t  d e c e i v e  us.  

Whatever proof  w e  were to set f o r t h ,  w e  would have to  
presuppose t h a t  o u r  memory is to  be t r u s t e d  d u r i n g  t h i s  
period; o t h e r w i s e  w e  c o u l d  n e v e r  reach  t h e  conclus ion  t h a t  
it does n o t  d e c e i v e  u s  a t  least under  c e r t a i n  c i rcumstances .  
I n  o t h e r  words: i n  t h e  attempt io j u s t i f y  it w e  presuppose as 
a l r e a d y  having been j u s t i f f e d  what w e  se t  o u t  t o  j u s t i f y ,  
7 i.e. t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  o u r  memory. 
from t h i s  circle and to p r o v e  t h a t  t h e  memory can be t r u s t e d  
d u r i n g  t h e  time we were ttyintlto demonst ra te  when i t  can be 

flume answers  t h e  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  q u e s t i o n  as t o  how 

I f  w e  were to  j u s t i f y  t h i s  premise, we  would have 

If o n e  wants  to e s c a p e  
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t r u s t e d ,  w e  would  once more have t o  presuppose  t h a t  i t  does 
n o t  d e c e i v e  us, Then, however, we would have to j u s t i f y  
t h i s  premise and so f o r t h ,  ad i n f i n i t u m .  

t h e  ideas of memory, L e t  u s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t a k e  t h e  most favour-  
a b l e  case for  v e r i f y i n g  t h e  i n d u c t i v e  i n f e r e n c e  and assume 
t h a t  'q' h a s  always o c c u r r e d  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  'p' i n  the p a s t  
and t h a t  w e  have a f a u l t l e s s  r e c o l l e c t i o n  o f  t h i s .  How, 
then,  is i t  p o s s i b l e  to j u s t i f y  t h e  second premise, t h e  
'un i formi ty  p r i n c i p l e ' ?  E v i d e n t l y  n o t  by a p p e a l  to e x p e r i -  
e x ,  s i n c e  i t  makes a p r e d i c t i o n  which c a n n o t  be s u p p o r t e d  
by p r e s e n t  e x p e r i e n c e s .  N e i t h e r  can t h e  premise  be j u s t i -  
fied by an a c t i v i t y  of t h e  intellect a l o n e ,  for even i n  t h e  
most favourable  case, h, i f  t h e  f u t u r e  has  always resembled 
t h e  p a s t  so fa r ,  t h e  i n f e r e n c e s  ' a l l  o u r  p r e v i o u s  e x p e c t a t i o n s  
have come t r u e ,  t h e r e f o r e  t h i s  w i l l  be so i n  t h e  f u t u r e  too' 
w i l l  n o t  become an a n a l y t i c  i n f e r e n c e .  Moreover, w e  may w e l l  
v i s u a l i z e  t h e  n e g a t i o n  of this i n f e r e n c e ,  & imagine t h a t  
d i f f e r e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  w i l l  h o l d  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  and t h u s  prove 
it to  be non-cont rad ic tory ,  which would be impossible i n  t h e  
case of an a n a l y t i c  judgement. . T h a t  t h e  m t h d  of i n d u c t i o n  
h a s  worked so far does n o t  imply t h a t  it w i l l  a l s o  c o n t i n u e  
to work i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  

But Hume said l i t t l e  about  t h e  problem o f  j u s t i f y i n g  

Given t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  h a s  so f a r  always resembled t h e  
past ,  would it n o t  n o n e t h e l e s s  be  possible tb  main ta in  t h a t  
the thesis o f  t h e  uni formi ty  of n a t u r e  is more p r o b a b l e  than  
its negat ion?  Hume advances a n o t h e r  argument which is c r u c i a l  
f o r  i n t e r p r e t i n g  h i s  a n a l y s i s  of c a u s a t i o n  as a p y r r h o n i c  ar- 
gument. fie demonst ra tes  t h a t  p a s t  e x p e r i e n c e s  cannot  j u s t i f y  
t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  of p r e d i c t i o n s ,  s i n c e  t h e  i n f e r e n c e :  ' the 
f u t u r e  h a s  resembled t h e  p a s t  eo f a r ,  and s i n c e  t h e  f u t u r e  is 
l i k e  t h e  pa%, t h e  f u t u r e  w i l l  resemble t h e  past ' .  The con- 
c l u s i o n  can only  be obtained w i t h  t h e  h e l p  of t h i s  second pre-  
mise. I n  i n d u c t i v e l y  j u s t i f y i n g  t h e  i n d u c t i v e  p r i n c i p l e  w e  
j u s t i f y  i t  by presupposing its p r e v i o u s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  
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' l ' i f i  e v i d e n t ,  L l i u I ;  e m  w i t h  a l l  h i e  
n d e n r v ,  bjould n e v e r  have been a b l e  t o  
demonatrate  t h n t  t h e  c o u r s e  of n a t u r e  
muot cont%nue icniformtp t h e  same, and 
t l tut  t h e  f u t u r e  must be conformable t o  
tho p m t .  Nhnt is p o s s i b l e  can n e v e r  
be damonntrated t o  be  f a l s e ;  and ' t i 8  
p o o o i h l e  t h e  c o u r s e  of n a t u r e  may change, 
n i n c e  tJe can c o n c e i v e  such a changs.  
Nay ,  I w i l l  go f a r t h e r ,  and a s s e r t ,  
t h u t  he cou ld  n o t  so much a s  prove  by 
a n y  probable arguments ,  t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  
munt be conformable t o  t h e  p a s t .  A l l  
probable argumenta are b u i l t  on t h e  
suppo8i t i o n ,  t h a t  t h e r e  2 s  t h i s  c o n f o r -  
m i t y  b a t o i x t  t h e  f u t u r e  and the p a s t ,  
and l h e r s f o r e  can n e v e r  prove  i t .  ?'hie 
c o n f o r m i t y  is a m a t t e r  o 

proof  b u t  from experience.  B u t  our  
e x p e r i e n c e  i n  t h e  p a s t  can be a p r o o f  
of n o t h i n g  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e ,  b u t  upon a 
s u p p o s i t i o n ,  t h a t  t h e r e  io a resembtance 
hetspixt  them. T h i s  t h e r e f o r e  i e a p o i n t ,  
p h i c h  can admit  of no proof  a t  a l l ,  
and iJhich roe t a k e  f o r  gran ted  w i t h o u t  any 

it. nwot be p r o v e  w ; , d n , l  i f  

pr1oo.r. ( ~ 5 )  

P a s t  e x p e r i e n c e s  t h u s  c a n n o t  be used  to s u p p o r t  pre-  
d i c t i o n s ,  s i n c e  t h e  f u t u r e  i s  n o t  r e f l e c t e d  i n  them. I f  w e  
t r y  to  d o  so, w e  s t e p  on a merry-go-round. The re  is n o  r e a -  
son f o r  s u p p o r t i n g  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n  t h a t  t h e  t i p  w i l l  necessa -  
rily resemble t h e  whole i c e b e r g .  

5. The Dilemma of t h e  Imag ina t ion  I 

The impact  o f  t h e s e  arguments  on Hume was tremendous.  
For some t i m e  h e  seems to have lost a l l  s e c u r i t y  amidst  t h i s  
realm of p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  I n  t h e  f i n a l  c h a p t e r  of t h e  episte- 
molog ica l  p a r t  o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e ,  he g i v e s  e x p r e s s i o n  to  hfs 
f a i l u r e ,  d e s p a i r  and i s o l a t i o n :  

gvGr!/ one keeps  a t  a d i s t a n c e ,  and dreads 
t h a t  s to rm,  i ~ h i c h  b e a t s  upon me from ever{/  
n ido  ... When I look abroad, I f o r e s e e  on 
ever!/  s i d c ,  d i s p u t e ,  c o n t r a d i c t i o n ,  anger,  
mLi~mn!/ nnrl d e t r a c t i o n .  Nhan I t u r n  in!/ e p  
inidmrd,  I f i n d  n o l h i n g  b u t  doubt nnd i p i o r m c e .  (T264) 
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Mis d o u b t s  i n  f a c t  l e a d  t o  a t o t . o l  e x t i v e t i o n  o f  b p l i p f  and 
ptcidpnce ('I'lB3) . 'Phough Ifume a l s o  i n  t h e  TI'eatise emphas izes  

t h a t  h e  d o e s  n o t  b e l o n g  t o  t h i g  ' p h a n t a s t i c a l  sect o f  t h e  
P y r r h o n i a n s ' ,  he is u l t i m a t e l y  r e a d y  t o  throw 0 1 2  h i s  books 
and pnpers  Cn1.o t,he fire (T269) and  t o  r e j e c t  0 1 1  b e l i e f  and 

reaooning (T268) .  lie r e g a r d s  no o p i n i o n  even  no more prohoble  
or l i k e l j j  t,han ano ther  ( T 2 6 8 f . ) .  

'Phis p h a s e  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  and  e x i s t e n t i a l  f o r l o r n n e s s ,  

Most f o r t u n a t e l y  i t  happens,  t h a t  s i n c e  reason 
i s  i ncapab le  of d i s p e Z l i n g  t h e s o  c l o u d s ,  n a t u r e  
h e r s e l f  e u f f i o e e  t o  t h a t  purpose ,  and c u r e s  me 
of' t h i s  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  melancholy  and d e l i r i u m ,  
s i l h e r  by r e l a x i n g  thi t l  b e n t  of mind, OP b y  some 
a v o c a t i o n ,  and l i v e l y  i m p r e s e i o n  o f  m y  s e n s e s ,  
whiah o b l i t e r a t e  a l l  t h e s e  ch imeras .  I d i n e ,  I 
p l a y  Q game of back-gammon, I c o n v e r s e ,  and d m  
merray w i t h  m y  f r i e n d s ;  and when a f t e r  t h r e e  o r  
f o u r  h o u r ' s  amusement, I wou'd r e t u r n  t o  t h e s e  
s p e c u l a t i o n s ,  theg appear 80 ootd,  and s t r a i n  ' d ,  
and r i d i c u t o u s ,  t h a t  I cannot  f i n d  i n  mi h e a r t  
t o  c n t c r  i n t o  them any f a r t h e r .  ( ~ 2 6 9 )  

however,  d o e s  n o t  l a s t  v e r y  long :  

E x p e r i e n c e  becomes t h e  p l a c e  of r e f u g e ,  n a t u r e  sets up bar- 
r iers a q a i n s t  s c e p t i c i s m .  T h i s  n e v e r t h e l e s s  leads IIume's 
a rgument  i n t o  a p e r f e c t  p i t f a l l .  

Hume s t a r t e d  f rom t h e  a s s u m p t i o n  t h a t ,  i n  t h e  crea- 
t i o n s  of t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  f a c u l t y  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  w e  s t e p  
o u t  o f  t h e  f rame of  t h e  mere ly  s u b j e c t i v e ,  whi le  i n  t h o s e  o f  
t h e  m e t a p h y s i c a l  f a c u l t y  we are l e f t  i n  t h e  realm o f  sub-  
j e c t i v e  a b s t r a t i o n s .  A f t e r  h i s  s c e p t i c a l  a r g u m e n t s  it l o o k s  
as i f  e m p i r i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  a r e  n o t  to  be j u s t i f i e d .  As ide  
from the s h o r t - t e r m  d e s p a i r  which t h i s  c a u s e d  i n  Hume, t h e  
claims of h i s  a n a l y s i s  of c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  h a v e  no  l a s t -  
i n g  impac t  on  d a i l y  l i f e .  W e  f o r g e t  them and  t h u s  a l s o  t h e  
problem o f  i n f e r r i n g  t h e  f u t u r e  f rom t h e  pas t .  Thus the s c e p t i  
s t i l t  cotzti t iucs t o  reanon and b e l i e v e ,  even  t h o '  he 0 8 8 1 P t 8 ,  

that Itn c t c n n o t  defend h i n  zwason bg peaeon (T187). The s c e p t i c ,  

too, continues to  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  r a t i o n a l  and  i r r a t i o n a  

e t h o d s  of p r e d i c t i o n  and  h e  a c t s  a s  i f  t h e r e  were u n i f o r m i t y  
i n  nature. ' F o r g c t t i n q '  , however ,  is o n e  of t h e  f a c t o r s  which 
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animates the metaphysical faculty. One of its creations is 
the belief in the rationality of science. For this belief 
in itself is not rational, it is an i t t u s i o n  of t he  imagina- 
t i o n  (T267). The belief in the rationality of science is a 
superstition. It i s  not the scientific, but rather the meta- 
physical faculty that is vitally necessary. That property 
of the imagination which is taken to have first given rise 
to metaphysics, superstition and prejudices, those t r i v i a l  
suggeetiona of t he  fanoy which engender "errors, absurdities, 
and obscurities" in us, turns into a aeemingty t r i v i a 2  pro-  
partu of t he  fancH [my italics) in the course of Hume's analy- 
ses. T& metaphysical faculty is by no mean8 trivial. Though 
H u m  claims that nothing i s  more dangeroue,. . than the  f l i g h t s  
o f  the  imaginnt ion ,  this same faculty after all protects us 
from the consequences arising from the 

genaral and more e s t a b t i s h ' d  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t he  
imaginat ion. .  .For I have a tready  shewn, t h a t  
t h e  underatanding, when it a c t s  a tone ,  and 
aoaording to i t s  most general  p r i n o i p t e e ,  en- 
t i r e t g  subvert8 i t s e t f ,  and $eaves no t  the  2 0 t h  
s e t  d e g w a  o f  evidence i n  any propos i t i on ,  
e i t h e r  in phitoeophy or common Z i f s .  We 8ave 
oures t ves  from t h i s  t o t a l  soeptCoiem on ty  by 
means of t h a t  s ingu lar  and esemCngty t r i v i a 2  
property  o f  t he  fanoy,  bg whioh we e n t e r  u i t h  
d i f f i c u t  t~ i n t o  remote viewe o f  t h ings , .  . . IT267f) 

The attempt to prove the soundness of the belief in the ra- 
tionality of science has led to the recognition of this belief 
as an irrational attitude. But we continue to stick to i t  

with a tenacity that can only be due to the metaphysical fa- 
culty which makes us believe in irrational things. 

The Pyrrhonistic interpretation of Hum's philosophy 
is confirmed in these passages of the Treatise. 
bashfully confesses to academic scepticism the context indi- 
cates that the belief in the justifiability of moderate ecep- 
t i c i s m  is based on the metaphysical faculty of the imagination 
as well: we believe in the rationality of scientific procedure 

Wherever Hume 

since we assume certain propositions to be more probable than 
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o t h e r s .  But as t h i s  b e l i e f  is a product  o f  t h e  metaphysical  
f a c u l t y ,  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  o f  academic s c e p t i c i s m ,  too, r e l y  
on t h a t  f a c u l t y  which makes u s  believe i n  t h i n g s  t h a t  do  n o t  
e x i s t  a t  a l l .  

led to recognize  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of metaphys ics ,  he  a t t a c k s  it 
more vehemently i n  t h e  f i n a l  c h a p t e r  of t h e  Enquiry. Ilia 
b a s i c  thought  ie t h e  same which guided him i n  h i s  e a r l y  work: 
only e m p i r i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  can be j u s t i f i e d .  
he a t t a c k s  t h e  b e l i e f  i n  s u p r a n a t u r a l  miracles, s i n c e  t h i s  
does  n o t  fo l low from a maxim, by ohioh we cotnmonty oonduot 
ourselves i n  o u r  reasonings (E117),  & from c a u s a l  i n f e r -  
ences .  I t  is 

While i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  Hume f e e l s  i n c r e a s i n g l y  compel- 

I n  s e c t i o n  X 

a m i m o l e ,  t h a t  a dead man should come 
t o  l i f e ;  because t h a t  has never been ob- 
served i n  any age or oountru. There 
m u s t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  be Q uniform experience 
agains t  every  airacutoue e v e n t ,  o ther-  
wise  the event  would not merCt that  
appe 1 la tgon.  Rnd a s  a uniform experience 
amount8 t o  a proof, there Cs here a d i r s o t  
and futl qroo&from the nature of the 
f a a t ,  agatnet  the  ex is tenoe  of any miracle .  (E115) 

While Newton and h i s  f o l l o w e r s  proceeded from s c i e n c e  to  
theology,  Hume endeavoured to  i n t r o d u c e  s c i e n t i f i c  method 
also i n t o  t h e  treatment of t h e o l o g i c a l  problems. I n  s e c t i o n  
X I 1  h e  argues  f o r  an academic s c e p t i c i s m  now unequivocal ly  
founded on t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  f a c u l t y  of t h e  imaginat ion.  I n  t h e  

ready t o  commit a l l  books t o  t h e  f lames,  b u t  a l l  t h e  more de- 
te rminedly  t h o s e  of  metaphysics  , s i n c e  they  c o n t a i n  noth ing  
b u t  s o p h i s t r y  and i l l u s i o n .  

t i o n a l i t y  of science as an i l l u s i o n ,  as a product  of t h e  
w i s h f u l  t h i n k i n g  of f a n t a s y .  Now he c l a i m s  to be  a b l e - t o  
s u p p o r t  h i s  b a s i c  assumption: any metaphys ica l  proceeding i s  
senseless s i n c e  i t  is n o t  able to y i e l d  objective i n s i g h t s .  

. i m p l a c a b l e  f i n a l  s e n t e n c e  of t h e  Enquiry he  is no  l o n g e r  

I n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  Hume d e s c r i b e s  t h e  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  ra-  
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The belief i n  its r a t i o n a l i t y  is  i r r a t i o n a l .  Has Hume aban- 
doned h i s  doubts  o f  the  T r e a t i s e ?  

mind which Hume a s k s  i n  t h e  s e c t i o n  Of s o e p t i o i e m  w i t h  reoard 
t o  reaeon belongs ,  i n  fact, t o  t h e  few problems which r e c e i v e  
no  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n  l a te r  on. 
garded h i s  arguments i n  this s e c t i o n  as untenable .  But  what 
h a s  happened t o  t h e  o n t o l o g i c a l  arguments  of h i s  t h e o r y  of  
substance which h e  had developed i n  Part I V  of t h e  T r e a t i a e ?  
Though Hume b r i e f l y  touches  upon t h i s  i n  t h e  f i n a l  c h a p t e r  
of the Enquirx,  h e  does  so f o r  t h e  mole reason  of s t r e s s i n g  
h i s  n a t u r a l i s m  as r e g a r d s  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of an 
e x t e r n a l  r e a l i t y .  Already i n  t h e  Appendix t o  t h e  T r e a t i s e  
he  emphasizes h i s  d i s c o n t e n t  w i t h  his o n t o l o g i c a l  a n a l y s e s ,  
b u t  c o n s i d e r s  h imsel f  unable  to find a more s a t i s f a c t o r y  so- 
l u t i o n .  I n  t h e  main t e x t s  of h i s  e a r l y  work he  had a l r e a d y  
w r i t t e n  t h a t  i n  t h i s  d i s p u t e  on t h e  m a t e r i a l i t y  or im- 
m a t e r i a l i t y  of t h e  soul h e  was prone to abeotutel# oondemn 
even the queet ion i t s e l f  (T234). I n  the i n t r o d u c t o r y  c h a p t e r  
o f  t h e  Enqui ry  he even s k e t c h e s  a d i f f e r e n t  p i c t u r e  of t h e  
' t r u e '  ph i losopher .  The t r u e  p h i l o s o p h e r  n e i t h e r  drowns i n  
t h e  world of s e n s e s  n o r  s u f f o c a t e s  i n  t h e  vacuous h e i g h t s  of 
t h e  intellect. H e  does n o t  a t t a i n  his balance by an ' i n -  
s i g h t ' ,  b u t  h a s  to a b s t a i n  from abetruee thought and profound 
reeearohee (E9). With t h e s e  ' a b s t r u s e  thoughts '  Huncs, I be- 
l i e v e ,  means h i s  t h e o r y  of s u b s t a n c e ,  and i n  p a r t i a u l a r  h i s  
a n a l y s i s  of t h e  s e l f .  

untouched, and t h e  bundle  t h e o r y  developed i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  
is d i s r e g a r d e d .  I n  t h e  Enquiry ' s u b s t a n c e s '  are n o  l o n g e r  
lumped t o g e t h e r  w i t h  the other p r o d u c t s  of t h e  metaphys ica l  
f a c u l t y  of t h e  imaginat ion.  During t h e  c o u r s e  of his analy-  
sis of t h e  self he p o s s i b l y  ceaaed to regard it  as sinply a 
metaphys ica l  f i c t i o n  as h e  had sugges ted  i n  h i s  bundle  theory .  
Haw, a t  a l l ,  can t h a t  which p e r c e i v e s  be reduced to  a bundle  

The q u e s t i o n  concern ing  t h e  s o u r c e  of errors of t h e  

I t  is possible t h a t  h e  re- 

. 

I n  h i s  late work the  q u e e t i o n  of t h e  s e l f  remains 
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of perce ived  t h i n g s ?  
p e r c e p t i o n s ,  t h e n  t h e r e  i s  n o t h i n g  t h a t  is s e e n ,  and t h e  ex- 
p r e s s i o n  ' t o  be perceived' becomes meaningless .  If, however, 
t h e r e  is something t h a t  is s e e n ,  t h e r e  is also someone who 
sees it ,  i,e. some one who is i r r e d u c i b l e  t o  t h a t  which i e  
seen:  t h e  p e r c e i v e r .  I f  t h i s  argument is sound, it follows 
t h a t  t h e  consc iousness  of a s e l f  must  always be  presupposed 
i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  of exper ienc ing .  

r e c o n s t r u c t  an e n t i r e  group o f  s t a t e m e n t s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  from 
t h e  second book o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e .  Hum h e r e  stresses that  
the i d e a ,  or r a t h e r  impreseion o f  ourseEuee i s  a lways  i n t i -  
matetg present  w i t h  u8 (T317). As t h e  immediate object o f  
p r i d e  and humi l ty ,  for i n s t a n c e ,  H u m e  makes o u t  t h e  s e l f  or 
that  i d e n t i c a l  person, of whose thoughts, a c t i o n s ,  and sensa- 
t i o n s  ue are  i n t i m a t e l y  consoioue (T329) .  B u t  p o s s i b l y  Hume 
might have had a n o t h e r  way o u t  of t h i s  d i f f i c u l t y  of  reducing 
t h e  self t o  its empirical base. 
t h i s  p a r l a n c e  of t h e  self t h a t  perceives and t h e  objects 
t h a t  are perce ived ,  and c o u l d  have r e j e c t e d  i t  as e f i c t i -  
tious dichotomy. Then t h e r e  would o n l y  remain e v e n t s ,  t h e  
only  ' v a l i d '  language b e i n g  t h a t  of enumeration. One might 
a c t u a l l y  be tempted t o  d e r i v e  such a p o s i t i o n  from t h e  monis- 
t i c  passages  of t h e  T r e a t i s e  ( ' t h e r e  are only  p e r c e p t i o n s ' ) .  
Though Hum r a i s e d  real  doubts  concern ing  t h e s e  consequences 
of h i s  empiricist approach,  he  does  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  he  is 
.able t o  o f f e r  a s o l u t i o n  t o  t h i s  ' a p o r e t i c '  l a b y r i n t h .  The 
p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  w e  do n o t  know more about an o b j e c t  than 
w e  have e x p e r i e n c e d  of it seems j u s t  as p l a u s i b l e  a s  t h e  
p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  w e  do know more about  an o b j e c t  beyond t h a t  
w e  have exper ienced  of it, s i n c e  w e  were able t o  p e r c e i v e  it. 
Though w e  do  n o t  come across a s e l f  anywhere in t h e  empir i -  
ca l  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  w e  always presuppose it i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  
p e r c e p t i o n .  A f t e r  t h e  tempestuous f i r s t  book of t h e  T r e a t i s e  
IIume t u r n s  his  back on o n t o l o g i c a l  problems and r e t u r n s  to 

t h e  'common way of t a l k i n g ' .  

If t h e r e  is no one who sees, who h a s  

Perhaps w e  are now able a g a i n s t  this background t o  

F o r  he  could have g iven  up 
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While,  therefore, Hum n o  l o n g e r  r e g a r d s  ' s u b s t a n c e s '  
simply as p r o d u c t s  o f  t h e  metaphys ica l  f a c u l t y  of t h e  imagi- 
n a t i o n  i n  h i s  l a t e r  works,  he  f o r m u l a t e s  t h e  P y r r h o n i c  argu-  
mentat ion of h i s  a n a l y s i s  o f  c a u s a t i o n  j u s t  as  a c u t e l y  i n  
t h e  Enquiry.  A t  t h e  same time h e  defends  h e r e  a moderate 
academic s c e p t i c i s m  based on c a u s a l  i n f e r e n c e s ,  and w i t h  t h e  
h e l p  of t h e s e  h e  c r i t i c i z e s  s u p e r s t i t i o n  and p r e j u d i c e s .  On 
t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  what  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  might  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  ra- 
t i o n a l i t y  of s c i e n c e  a l l  of a sudden have become r a t i o n a l ,  
the c a u a a l  a n a l y s i s  n o t w i t h s t a n d i n g ?  

6 .  The Role o f  t h e  Artistic F a c u l t y  o f  t h e  Imagina t ion  

Beginning w i t h  t h e  last paragraphs  o f  t h e  f i n a l  
c h a p t e r  o f  t h e  Treatise H~me's ' n a t u r a l i s t i c  t u r n '  becomes 
apparent .  
V of t h e  Enquiry he  then  e x p l i c i t l y  claims t h a t  t h e  belief 
i n  t h e  u n i f o r m i t y  of n a t u r e  cannot  be e x p l a i n e d  by an asso- 
c i a t i o n i s t  theory.  This b e l i e f  whiah engages a n i m a l s ,  from 
s v e q  o b j e o t ,  t h a t  s t r i k e 8  t h e i r  tientie8, t o  i n f e r  i t e  usual 
a t tendant ,  and c u r r i e s  t h d r  CaagCnatZon, from the appearance 
of the one, t o  conceive the o ther ,  . . . is t h e  cannon h e r i t a g e  
o f  a l l  l i v i n g  be ings .  The belief i n  t h e  u n i f o r m i t y  of e v e n t s  
is i n s t i n c t i v e  and n o t  subject to o u r  w i l l .  Nature did n o t  
give u s  t h e  freedom to decide whether  or n o t  w e  want  to be- 
lieve i n  its constancy.  Nature  h a s  n o t  e n t r u s t e d  an opera- 
t i o n  o f  such immense oon8equsnos i n  l i f e  to t h e  uncertain 
procetre of reaeoning and argumentation (E106). As i n  t h e  
Treatise, Hum emphasizes t h a t  t h e  arguments of h i s  a n a l y s i s  
of c a u s a t i o n  d o  n o t  have a l a s t i n g  impact on o u r  behaviour .  
I n  t h e  ' n a t u r a l i s t i c '  p a s s a g e s  h e  now adds that  t h e  belief 
i n  t h e  u n i f o r m i t y  of n a t u r e  and i n  t h e  r a t i o n a l i t y  o f  t h e  
empirical procedure  are n a t u r a l  a t t i t u d e s .  
of the Enquiry t h e  c e n t r a l  problem of t h e  Treatise t u r n s  o u t  
t o  be an i r r a t i o n a l  queskionr  What is the u s e  of i n t e r p r e -  
t i n g  a c e r t a i n  b e l i e f  as a p r o d u c t  of t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  or t h e  
metaphysical  f a c u l t y  of t h e  imagina t ion  and of i n t e r p r e t i n g  

I n  t h e  Appendix and i n  t h e  second p a r t  of S e c t i o n  

I n  t h e  n a t u r a l i s m  
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behaviour  d e r i v e d  from it as  rational or i r r a t i o n a l ,  i f  a 
c o n t r a r y  behaviour  i s  n o t  p o s s i b l e  a t  a l l ?  
v inced  of t h e  complete  incons tancy  of t h e  c o u r s e  of  n a t u r e  
c o u l d  n o t  s u r v i v e  i n  this world.  
be  i n f e r r e d  t h a t  beliefs are n a t u r a l .  

A c r e a t u r e  con- 

But from t h i s  i t  must not 

I n  t h e  Enqui ry  Hum@ writes t h a t  t h e  wise man 

proport ione h i 8  b s t i e f  t o  the ev idence .  Tn 
such conolus~on8 a8 are founded on an i n f a t t i h t e  
experience,  he e z p e c t e  the event  w i t h  t h e  
East degree of a ~ s u r a n o e ,  and regards h i s  
p a s t  experienoe a8 a f u t l  proof of the 
f u t w e  e x i s t e n c e  of t h a t  e v e n t .  In other  
oases ,  he proceed8 w i t h  more oaution:  Be 
weighs the oppoei te  expsrimente: He con- 
s i d e r s  ohioh s i d e  2 8  eupporeed by t h e  
g r e a t e r  number of experimente: t o  that  
aide he i n o t i n e e ,  w i t h  doubt and h e s i t a t i o n ;  
and when at East he f i r e 8  hi?8 judgement, 
t h e  evidence exceeds n o t  uhat we p r o p e r l g  
c a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y .  ( E l l o f . )  

While i n  the Treatise beliefs a r e  cons t rued  as e i t h e r  pro- 
d u c t s  of t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  or o f  t h e  metaphys ica l  f a c u l t y  of 
t h e  imaginat ion,  Hume e x t e n d s  t h i s  dichotomy i n  t h e  Enquiry. 
The re  h e  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  between n a t u r a l  ( i n s t i n c t i v e )  , 
r a t i o n a l  ( j u s t i f i e d ,  reasonable)  , and i r r a t i o n a l  ( u n j u s t i -  
f ied,  unreasonable ,  C h r i s t i a n )  c o n v i c t i o n s .  While i n  h i s  
e a r l y  work Hume concluded from t h e  arguments of t h e  a n a l y s i s  
of c a u s a t i o n  t h a t  even t h e  belief i n  a c o n s t a n t  course of 
n a t u r e  is i r r a t i o n a l ,  h e  confines t h e s e  arguments to  t h e  do- 
main of n a t u r a l  belief i n  t h e  Enquiry,  thereby  d e p r i v i n g  
them of t h e i r  a c u t e n e s s .  The d i s t i n c t i o n  between r a t i o n a l  
and i r r a t i o n a l  behaviour  does  n o t  mani fes t  i t s e l f  i n  t h e  as- 
sumption o f  a uniform c o u r s e  of n a t u r e ,  b u t  i n  t h o s e  ques- 
t i o n e  i n  which w e  are able to  d e c i d e  what w e  ought t o  b e l i e v e .  
I t  is on t h i s  b a s e  t h a t  S u m  e s t a b l i s h e s  t h e  main p i l l a r s  of 
h i s  e t h i c s  of belief.’ 

Given the scheme of argumentat ion,  llume sets t o  work 
on a n a l y s i n g  r a t i o n a l  and i r r a t i o n a l  beliefs. I n  h i s  u- 
logues  concern ing  N a t u r a l  R e l i g i o n  he  collects t h e  b e s t  - 
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arguments o f  a f f i r m e d  and n e g a t i v e  theology.  P h i l o  t h e  Wise, 
however, takes h i s  b e a r i n g s  from t h e  s u p e r i o r  arguments of 
a nan-dogmatic s c e p t i c i s m .  I n  The N a t u r a l  H i s t o r y  o f  R e l i -  
gion Hum tries to  show t h a t  r e l i g i o u s  sys tems are secondary 
phenomena. They arise o n l y  under  c e r t a i n  e x t e r n a l  condi- 
tions, which e x p l a i n s  why i t  is by no  means as  n a t u r a l  to 
b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  s u p e r n a t u r a l  as it is t o  assume a c o n s t a n t  
c o u r s e  o f  n a t u r e .  

beyond reasonable  doubt  and t h u s  also beyond r a t i o n a l  argu- 
ment? Nowhere i n  h i s  late work does H u m e  a c t u a l l y  t r y  t o  
mark off as  rat ional  t h e  belief i n  t h e  r a t i o n a l i t y  o f  
s c i e n c e  from t h a t  i n  its i r r a t i o n a l i t y ,  a l t h o u g h  he  does, 
i n  my opin ion ,  g i v e  a h i n t  as t o  the direction from which 
such an argument might be forthcoming. The Enqui ry  c o n t a i n s  
a p a t t e r n  of argumentat ion which is st i l l  c o n s i d e r a b l y  less 
refined than i n  t h e  e a r l y  work, I n  connection w i t h  h i s  fun- 
damental t h e s i s  t h a t  a l l  meaningful  c o n c e p t s  are r e d u c i b l e  
t o  t h e i r  e m p i r i c a l  base, h e  writes: 

But is t h i s  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  cons tancy  of n a t u r e  r e a l l y  

Those who would a s s e r t  t h a t  th i s  p o s i t i o n  
$ 8  not  u n i v s r s a t t y  &Pus nor without  excep- 
t ion, have on1H one, and that  an easy method 
of r e f u t i n g  i t ;  by producing t h a t  idea ,  
whiah, i n  theCr opCnCon, 3s not d e r i v e d  
from t h i s  80urae. I t  vCtZ then be incum- 
bent  on 1.48, i f  06 woutd n t a i n t a h  our doa- 
t r i n e ,  t o  produce the ~ w p r e s s ~ o n ,  or 
l i v e l g  psroept ion,  @hioh  oorresponds t o  
i t .  (E19f.) 

I n  comparison wi th  t he  T r e a t i s e  t h e  c o n t e x t  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  
seems to have changed. 
tried to prove  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  the s i t u a t i o n  i n  
the Enquiry resembles r a t h e r  that o f  a d i a l o g u e  w i t h  an 
imaginary p a r t n e r .  H e  is asked  to produce f a l s i f y i n g  exam- 
p l e s .  I n s t e a d  of "Which arguments  are t h e r e  i n  f a v o u r  o f  
'p'?", t h e  q u e s t i o n  now ist Which arguments do you have 
which make me n o t  a c c e p t  'p'?" D.G.C. MadPabb h a s  c a l l e d  
t h i s  method t h e  "method of challenge." '  

While i n  h i s  e a r l y  work Hum had 
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But is t h i s  n o t  s imply a more e x c e p t i o n a l  formula t ion  
to which n o  p a r t i c u l a r  e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l  importance should b e  
a t t a c h e d ?  Perhaps  - u n l e s s  t h i s  model of j u s t i f y i n g  phi lo-  
s o p h i c a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  were to be rooted i n  a n o t h e r  of Hume's 
fundamental  i n s i g h t s  which were of c r u c i a l  importance for 
t h e  unders tanding  of h i s  ph i losophy,  I do i n  f a c t  b e l i e v e  
t h a t  a f a c u l t y  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  is ,  again ,  demonstrably in-  
volved here. Only a g a i n s t  t h e  background of a r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  
of t h i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  Human c o n s i d e r a t i o n  does h i s  remark t h a t  
the imag ina t ion ,  aooording  t o  my ok)n o o n f e s s i o n ,  be ing  the  
u l t i m a t e  judge  of aZZ s p t e m a  of phi toeophy  (T225) t a k e  on 
meaning. Elsewhere h e  e x p r e s s e s  a similar convic t ion :  The 
memory, s enaee ,  and under8l;anding are . . . a1 2 of them foun- 
ded on the  imag ina t ion ,  ... (T265) 
t i c  f a c u l t y  of t h e  imagina t ion  had a d e c i s i v e  f u n c t i o n  both 
i n  the c o n t e x t  of d i s c o v e r y  and i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  of j u s t i f i -  
c a t i o n .  Hume i n t e r p r e t s  t h e  c r e a t i v e  p r o c e s s  a s  a myster ious 
r e o r g a n i s a t i o n  o f  impress ions ,  whereby t h e  ' i m a g i n a b i l i t y '  
of e v e n t s  becomes t h e  c r i t e r i o n  for t h e  a n a l y t i c i t y  of pro- 
p o s i t i o n s .  I n  t h e  s u b t i t l e  of t h e  Treatise Hume e x p l i c i t l y  
g i v e s  u t t e r a n c e  to  h i s  i n t e n t i o n  of i n t r o d u c i n g  t h e  e x p e r i -  
mental  method o f  r e a s o n i n g  i n t o  the mental s c i e n c e s .  'Ex- 
per iments '  are a r t i f i c i a l l y  set up, u s u a l l y  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  
s i m p l i f i e d  arrangements ,  which are t o  inform us about  rele- 
v a n t  and irrelevant factors of t h e  e v e n t s .  Experiments are 
not s imply  ' p e r c e p t i o n s .  ' Hume, f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  answers t h e  
q u e s t i o n  of t h e  i n f l u e n c e  e x p e r i e n c e s  have on o u r  concept ion 
of t h e  world by means of t h e  Gedankenexp-eriment of an 
'adament' s i t u a t i o n .  The f a c u l t y  which makes u s  imagine 
t h e s e  new p o s s i b i l i t i e s  by r e o r g a n i z i n g  or s i m p l i f y i n g  
known e x p e r i e n c e s  is, i n  Hume ' s  concept ion ,  t he  a r t i s t i c  
f a c u l t y  o f  t h e  imagina t ion .  T h i s  c u r i o u s  f a c u l t y  becomes 
even more impor tan t  i n  Hume's l a t e r  w r i t i n g s .  

Hume turned  to  t h e  so-called p r a c t i c a l  problems of phi losophy 

Already i n  the f i r s t  p a r t  o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e  t h e  a r t i s -  

Ilaving completed t h o  f i r s t  book o f  t h e  Treatise, 
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in the following two books. fiis interest in moral philosophy 
centred on the theory of 'artificial'virtues and the ques- 
tion of the possibility of improving human moral sentiments. 
Is 'justice' an artificial or a natural virtue? Hume tries 
to give an answer by means of a series o€ thought experi- 
ments. 'Justice' turns into a useless virtue both in the 
Golden Age, in a state of abundance of exterior good, and 
in a communist utopia, in a state of extreme benevolence to 
others, and under the conditions of utmost misery. 

T h u o ,  t h e  r u l e s  of e q u i t y  or d u s t t o e  dapend 
e n t i r e l y  on the  p a r t i a u t a r  s t a t e  and oondi- 
t i o n  i n  whioh men are ptaoed,  and owe t h e i r  
o r i g i n  and e r i s t e n o e  t o  t h a t  u t i l i t y ,  which 
r e s u l t s  t o  the  pub l ib  f rom t h e i r  s t r i c t  and 
regular  observanae. Reverse,  i n  any aonsi-  
darabte cirouastanoe, t h e  oond i t ion  of men: 
Produce extreme abundance or extreme neoee- 
s i t y :  Implant Cn t he  human breas t  p e r f e o t  
moderation and humanity, or  p e r f e o t  rapa- 
ciousnsds and maliae:  B u  rendering due t i ce  
t o t a t l y  u8e less ,  you thereby t o t a l l y  des t roy  
i t s  e o s ~ n c e ,  and suspend i t e  o b l i g a t i o n  upon 
mankind. (El881 

Equally decisive is the role of fantasy in the queation of 
the criterion used in judging the quality of worka of art 
and of actions. 
on this issue. 
special sentiment of approval and disapproval: 

Nor is every sent iment  of p1eaeut.e o r  pain ,  
whioh a r i s e s  from aharaoters  and aa t ione ,  
of t h a t  e c u t i a r  k ind ,  whioh make8 us  pra iee  
or o o n d r h  good q u a l i t i e e  of an enemy 
are h u r t f u l  t o  us;  bu t  may s t i l l  command our 
esteem nnd respec t .  (T472) 

By introducing these 'moral aentimente' Hume hopes to escape 
from the following difficulty2 'beautiful', 'good', in short 
all values, are not praperties of  objects. 

Hume agrees with Shaftesbury and Hutcheson 
For them this criterion i s  nothing but a 

Tnks an!/ a c t i o n  a t tow'd  to  be v i c i o u s :  
W i l f u l  murder, for i n s tanas .  Emmina 
i t  i n  o t l  t i g h t s ,  and 8 e ~  i f  you nan 
f i n d  t h a t  mot ter  of f a n t ,  or ren t  r x i s -  
t e n c o ,  is1liir-h .you w t l  v iae .  In  which-ener 
i m ! j  !lor4 take it, you f'tl;;;ronZy c e r t a i n  
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pass ions ,  motives ,  v o l i t i o n s  and though t o .  
There is no o ther  mat ter  of f a o t  i n  tho 
case.  The v i c e  en t i re18  esoapes gou, as 
long a s  you oonsider  the ob jeo t .  You 
nover oan f i n d  i t ,  t i l l  Y O U  t u rn  your re- 
f l e x i o n  i n t o  your own b r e a s t ,  and f i n d  a 
sen tCment of d$sapprobation, whioh a r i s e s  
i n  uou, towards t h i s  ao t ton .  Here i s  a tnatter 
mat ter  of  f a a t ;  but # t i 8  the ob jec t  o f  
f e e l i n g ,  no t  o f  reason. I t  t i e s  .In  our- 
s e l f ,  no t  i n  the  objeo t .  (T468f.) 

Hum t e a c h e s  h e r e  t h a t  w e  are only  able t o  observe  f a c t s ,  
b u t  n o t  values. J u s t  l i k e  metaphys ica l  concepts ,  t h e  lat ter 
a r e  i r r e d u c i b l e  to  impress ions ,  to t h e  c o n t e n t s  o f  
sense p e r c e p t i o n s .  A r e  v a l u e  c o n c e p t s  t h e r e f o r e  j u s t  as 

h o p e l e s s l y  s u b j e c t i v e  as metaphys ica l  concepts?  
t h i s  because  human beings are i n  t h e  p o s s e s s i o n  of s e n t i -  
ments which allow them t o  p e r c e i v e  t h e  good and t h e  beauti- 
ful. 

Hume d e n i e s  

But  which c o n d i t i o n s  pave t h e  way for t h e s e  senCi- 
ments? Hume r e g a r d s  a t  least t h e  two fo l lowing  ones as im-  
p o r t a n t r  F i r s t ,  t h e  endeavour t o  p u t  o n e s e l f  i n t o  t h e  o f t e n  
u n f a m i l i a r  s i t u a t i o n  of t h e  o t h e r .  Hum calls t h i s  a b i l i t y  
sympathy and d e s c r i b e s  i t  in t h e  fo l lowing  terms: 

The bare opinion o f  another ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when 
i n f o r o ' d  w i th  pass ion ,  w i l l  cause an idea o f  
good or  e v i t  t o  have an in f luenoe  upon us ,  
vh i ch  uou'd otherwise  have been e n t i r e l y  neg- 
leo ted .  Th i s  prooeeds from t h e  p r i n c i p t e  o f  
sympathy or oommunication; and sympathy, 08 I 
have alreadu obaerv'd,  i8 nothing but  t he  con- 
vers ion  of an idea into an i m p ~ e s s i o n  bg the  
f o r o e  of imaginat ion.  (T427, my i t a l i c s )  

Hume seems t o  t h i n k  t h a t ,  by t h e  aid o f  f a n t a s y ,  it is pos- 
s i b l e  t o  p u t  o n e s e l f  i n  t h e  o t h e r ' s  p o s i t i o n .  One'5 own ex- 
p e r i e n c e s ,  which are always t h e  s t a r t i n g  p o i n t ,  a r e  thereby  
be ing  o r d e r e d  as h e  who is t o  be judged might have had them.. 
I n  t h e  case o f  t h e f t  these e x p e r i e n c e s  may be  hunger,  lone- 
l i n e s s  and lack of affection. While in t h e  f i r s t  book of  
t h e  r r e a t i s e ,  however, t h e  i d e a s  o f  t h e  imaginat ion cannot  
y e t  a t t a i n  the v i v a c i t y  of memories and e x p e r i e n c e s ,  i n  his 
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later w r i t i n g s  Hume a l r eady  regards  it as 

cer ta in  we may f e e l  s iakness  and pain  from 
the mere fo rce  o f  imagination, and make a 
malady rea l  by o f t e n  th ink ing  of i t .  But 
t h i s  i s  most remarkable i n  the  opinions 
and a f f e c t i o n s ;  and ' t i o  there  p r i n c i p a l l y  
t h a t  a l i v e l y  idea  i s  converted i n t o  an i m -  
press ion  ... This  i s  t he  nature and oause 
of sgmpathy; and I t i s  a f t e r  t h i e  manner 
we e n t e r  so deep i n t o  t h e  opinions and 
a f f e o t i o n s  o f  o ther s ,  whenever we dCsaover 
them. (T319) 

The second cond i t ion  f o r  improving upon moral s e n t i -  
ments is t h e  endeavour to see onese l f  as one is seen by 
others. Hume develops t h i s  cond i t ion  in connection wi th  t h e  
fol lowing cons idera t ion :  'Sympathy' by i t s e l f  cannot  s e r v e  
as a b a s i s  for o b j e c t i v e  judgements, s i n c e  t h i s  'compassion 
with t h e  l o t  of o t h e r s '  has  t h e  d e c i s i v e  drawback of  varying 
according to  the  i n t e n s i t y  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s .  We sympa th iae  
more u i t h  persons aontiguous t o  us, than w i t h  persons remote 
from us:  With OUT aaquaCntanoe, than w i t h  e t rangers:  With 
our countrymen, than uCth fo re igners  (T581). T h i s  l ack ,  
however, may be compenaated t o  some ex ten t  by t r y i n g  t o  re- 
l a t i v i z e  one 's  own s t andpo in t  and by t a k i n g  up t h e  p o s i t i o n  
of an 'impartial spec ta tor . '  

When a man denominates another  h i s  enem h i s  
r i v a l  h i s  anta o n i s t  hi8 a d v e r s a ~ & i s  
=stood *he language o f  s e l f - l o v e ,  
and t o  express  sen t iments ,  pecutCar t o  him- 
s e l f ,  and a r i s i n g  from h i s  p a r t i o u t a r  c ir-  
cumstances and s i t u a t i o n .  But when he 
bestows on any man thu  e p i t h e t e  of vCoiou8 
or odious o r  depraved, he then e p e a k e h e r  
language, and expresses  sen t imente ,  i n  whioh 
he e rpec t s  a21 h i s  audience are t o  ooncur 
wi th  h i m .  He must here ,  t here fore ,  depart  
from h i s  p r i v a t e  and p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n ,  
and must choose a p o i n t  of v ieu ,  common t o  
him wi th  o thers ;  he must move some universa l  
p r ino ip le  of  the  human frame, and touch a 
s t r i n g  t o  whiah a l l  mankind have an aooord 
and s!{mphony. (E272) 

The connect ion of t h i s  t h e s i s  of t h e  i m p a r t i a l  
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spectator with the phenomenon of imagination is elaborated 
by tIume i n  h i s  b r i l l i a n t  essay O f  the  Standard of Taste  
(1757)  . 9  One of the reasons why many critics are unable to 
develop proper a e s t h e t i c  and e t h i c a l  sentiments may be traced 
to the want of t h a t  d e l i c a c y  o f  imaginat ion which i s  requi-  
s i t e  t o  convey a s e n 8 Z b i t i t y  of those  f i n e r  emotions (BPW272). 

What Ilume has i n  mind here is the  facul ty  of Caking up as  
many standpoints as poss ib le  by the aid of fantasy, so that 
the moral sense  is able to pick out from the mult ip l ic i ty  of 
moral sentiments (which belong to the various standpoints) 
prec i se ly  that  sentiment which ranks highest  i n  qual i ty .  

A o r i t i c  of a d i f f e r e n t  age or nat ion ,  who 
should pePU88 t h i s  d i scourse ,  must have a l l  
these  airaumstances i n  h i s  eye, and must 
plaoe h imse t f  i n  the  same s i t u a t i o n  as the  
audience,  i n  order t o  form a t rue  judgment 
o f  t he  ora t ion .  I n  like munner, when any 
work $ 8  addressed t o  the  pub t io ,  though I 
should have a f r i e n d s h i p  o r  enmitu w i t h  t he  
author,  I must depart from t h i e  s i t u a t i o n ;  
and, con8Cdertng mysel f  as a man i n  general ,  
f o r g e t ,  i f  p o s s i b l e ,  m i  indCvidua1 being,  
and my peaulCar circumstances.  
in f tuenoed  by pre judioe  oomplies no t  w i t h  
t h i s  oond i t ion j  bu t  o b s t i n a t e t y  maintains  
h i s  na tural  p o s i t i o n ,  wi thout  plaoing h im-  
s e l f  in t h a t  p o i n t  o f  view, whiah the  per- 
formance supposes ,  I f  the  work be addressed 
t o  persons o f  a d i f f e r e n t  age or nat ion ,  
he makes no allowance f o r  theCr peoul iar  
views and pr%juddoes; b u t ,  fulZ of the  
manners of h i 8  own age and oountry ,  rashZy 
condemns d t a t  seemed admirable i n  the  eyes  
o f  those for whom atone t h e  disaouree was 
aatauta ted .  If t he  work be  exeauted for 
the  pub l ia ,  he never  s u f f i o i e n t t y  enlarges 
h i s  comprehension, or f o r g e t s  h i e  i n t e r e s t  
a8 a f r i e n d  or snemv, as  a r i v a l  or commen- 
ta tor .  By t h i s  means, h i s  sen t iments  are 
perver ted;  nor have the  same beaut ies  and 
blemishes the  same i n f l u e n c e  upon him, a s  
if he had imposed a proper v io lence  on his  
imaginat ion,  and had f o r g o t t e n  himsel f  f o r  
a moment. So f a r  h i o  t a s t e  e v i d e n t l y  de- 
p a r t s  from the  t r u e  s tandard;  and of con- 
osquence lo ses  a l l  c r e d i t  and au thor i t y .  (HPW276-77) 

A person 
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Two y e a r s  later Adam Smith, Hume's close f r i e n d ,  p u b l i s h e d  
h i s  Theory of Moral Sent iments .  This work seems t o  concen- 
trate f u l l y  on t h e  idea tha t  t h e  imagina t ion  h a s  to p l a y  t h e  
c e n t r a l  p a r t  i n  an e t h i c s  of moral s e n t i m e n t s .  

t h a t  t h e  imagina t ion  p l a y s  a d e c i s i v e  p a r t  i n  Hume'a p h i l o -  
sophy. Thereby, t h e  art ist ic p r o p e r t y  of t h e  imagina t ion  
seems t o  a t t a i n  an e v e r  more c r u c i a l  f u n c t i o n  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  
of h i s  i n t e l l e c t u a l  development. As regards t h e  q u e s t i o n  ' 

I n  t h e  l a s t  paragraphs  an attempt was made t o  show 

of t h e  role of social contact h e  draws up t h e  f o l l o w i n g  
s i t u a t  ion  : 

Let aLL the  pouere and elements  of nature 
conspire  t o  8erve and obey one man: Let 
the  sun r i s e  and s e t  a t  h i e  aommand: The 
sea and r i v e r s  r o l l  a8 he pLea868, and the  
ear th  f u r n i s h  spontaneous ljj ohatever  majj 
be u s e f u l  or agreoabte t o  him: Be will 
s t i l l  be mCserabte, ti12 you g ive  him some 
one perfion a t  l e a s t ,  o i t h  uhom he may share 
h i s  happiness,  and @hose esteem and f r i end-  
sh ip  he may enjoy. (T363) 

I n  t h e  Abstraot  he  i n t r o d u c e s  Adam for the first tirae. I n  
the e s s a y s  Of the  DeZicaaU of Taste  and Paeedon and Of the  
Standard of Taste  h e  stresses the importance of t h e  art ist ic 
f a n t a s y  i n  moral  debates. And €or his m a s t e r p i e c e  h e  chooses  
d i a l o g u e  as a means o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n .  ( I n  t h e  Enqu6rM oon- 
cerninn the  Pr inc ip les  of Morrats t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  n o n e t h e l e s s  , 
h a s  a much more s u b o r d i n a t e  f u n c t i o n  t h a n ,  for example,  in 
t h e  t h i r d  book of the Treatise. This may perhaps  be due t o  
Hum's  p e r s u a s i o n ,  i n  h i s  later w r i t i n g s  on moral phi losophy,  
t h a t  men posses8  a n a t u r a l  sympathy for each  o t h e r .  But if 
i t  is an i n n a t e  i n s t i n c t  to  do good to  o t h e r s ,  t h e  demand to  
t a k e  up t h e  o t h e r ' s  place l o s e a  its purpose.  On 12 August 
1776 Hum wrote to  h i s  publisher: Dear Sir, Please t o  make 
w i t h  Hour pen t h e  f o t l o o i n g  Correct ion ... erase t hese  ~ o r d s ,  
t h a t  there  i s  such a sent iment  i n  human nature as  benevotenae. 
This ,  Dear Sir, i s  t he  l a s t  Correct ion I 8haZl probnbEU 
trouble  you w i t h  ... lo I f  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  i a  correct t h a t  
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t h e  role of t h e  imagina t ion  i n  moral d i s c o u r s e  is a l s o  de- 
termined by t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which men possess a n a t u r a l  sym- 
pa thy  f o r  each  o t h e r ,  Hume's correction would mean t h a t  he  
a g a i n  a t t a c h e s  a more c e n t r a l  importance to  t h i s  puzz l ing  
f a c u l t y  . ) 

P o s s i b l y  t h e  'method of c h a l l e n g e '  of  t h e  Enquiry 
may e q u a l l y  be i n t e r p r e t e d  as a moment of t h i s  'more imaqin- 
a t l v e '  way of treating of problems, for which IIume p l e a d s  i n  
h i s  l a te r  w r i t i n g s .  But h a s  he  r e a l l y  t r i e d  t o  weigh up t h e  
assumption of t h e  cons tancy  of t h e  course of n a t u r e  a g a i n s t  
i t s  n e g a t i o n  from t h e  p e r s p e c t i v e  of an  i m p a r t i a l  s p e c t a t o r ?  
I do  n o t  t h i n k  so, b u t  perhaps  he  h a s  shown t h e  way. 11 

G S t reminger  
I n s t i t u t  f a r  P h i l o s o p h i e  d e r  U n i v e r s i t i t  Graz 
Graz, A u s t r i a  
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