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M c G i l l  nume S t u d i e s .  E d i t e d  by D. F. Norton, N. Capald i  

and W .  L. Robison. (San Diego: A u s t i n  H i l l  P r e s s .  Pp. 358. 

1979.) 

T h i s  is a selection of n i n e t e e n  p a p e r s  on Hume from 
among t h o s e  p r c s e n t c d  a t  a c o n f e r e n c e  h o l d  a t  M c G i l l  

U n i v e r s i t y  i n  1976 to commemorate t h e  b i c e n t e n a r y  of Hume's 
d e a t h .  Most of them are concerned w i t h  Book I of t h e  
T r e a t i s e  and t h e  Enquiry concern ing  Human Understandinq.  
Three are l a r g e l y  concerned w i t h  t h e  Dia logues  and have 
been,  i n  g e n e r a l ,  superseded  by t h e ' p u b l i c a t i o n  of Gaskin ' s  
Hume's Phi losophy of Rel igion i n  1978. There  are no p a p e r s  
focused on Hume's moral phi losophy.  

Surveying  t h e  volume as a whole,  t h r e e  g e n e r a l  com- 
ments a r e  i n  o r d e r .  F i r s t ,  it is a v a l u a b l e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  
to Humean s c h o l a r s h i p .  Mosr of t h e s e  s h o r t  essays are very 
competent and w i l l  be of u s e  to s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  
Secondly,  one is f o r c e d  t o  r e c o g n i z e  what  a tower ing  f i g u r e  
Kemp Smith is i n  t h e  entire h i s t o r y  of Hume s t u d i e s .  
a u t h o r s  mention him than  do n o t ,  whether  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  a r e  
to  h i s  a r t i c l e  "The N a t u r a l i s m  of  IIume" (1905) , h i s  e d i t i o n  
of t h e  Dialogues (1935) ,  or h i s  The Phi losophy of  David Hume 
(1941) .  T h i r d l y ,  t h e  book is admirably  produced. The typo- 
graphy is e x c e l l e n t ,  t h e  margins  are wide and t h e  p a p e r  and 
b i n d i n g  are better t h a n  one u s u a l l y  e n c o u n t e r s  nowadays. 
T h i s  r e a d e r  n o t i c e d  o n l y  one m i s - p r i n t  (p.45, l i n e  1 1 ,  a p a r t  
from a n  error i n  t h e  g e n e r a l  index.  

i t  seems a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  select t h e  more o u t s t a n d i n g  con- 
t r i b u t i o n s  which i n v i t e  d i s c u s s i o n .  T h i s  c r i t e r i o n  e x c l u d e s  
Gaskin ' s  kkMume, Atheism, and t h e  ' I n t e r e s t e d  O b l i g a t i o n '  of 
Mora l i ty" .  He d i s c u s s e s  fitme's r e p l y  to t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  
t h e r e  can  be no i n c l i n a t i o n  t o  good moral behaviour  save 
from r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f  in a post m o r t e m  sys tem of rewards and 
punishments.  One could ,  perhaps, cav i l  w i t h  t h e  f l a c  

More 

Rather  t h a n  o f f e r  c u r s o r y  summaries on each  paper ,  
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a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  Hume h e l d  w e  ' d i r e c t l y  feel' t h e  m i s e r y  o r  
j o y  of o t h e r s ,  for some of  h i s  remarks on t h i s  p o i n t  a r e  
ambiguous; and a l s o  w i t h  t h e  u s e  of an i n a c c u r a t e  v e r s i o n  
o f  t h e  "Ear ly  Memoranda"' when t h e  o r i g i n a l s  are available 
i n  Edinburgh. But,  w r i t t e n  as  i t  is w i t h  h a b i t u a l  e l e g a n c e  
and l u c i d i t y ,  w i t  and l e a r n i n g ,  one can  o n l y  commend. 
Nor ton ' s  t h e s i s  i n  "Hume and S t i s  S c o t t i s h  C r i t i c s "  is also 
u n l i k e l y  to be d i s p u t e d  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  

e x c e p t i o n a l  i n  c l a r i t y  and i n c i s i v e n e s s .  A f t e r  a concise 
account o f  t h e  s e l f  i n  Book I of t h e  T r e a t i s e ,  s h e  t a k e s  
up t h e  p u z z l i n g  passage  i n  the Appendix i n  which Hume 
claims i n c o n s i s t e n c y  f o r  t w o  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  when, i n  f a c t ,  

2 as  K e m p  Smith pointed o u t ,  t h e  f i r s t  i m p l i e s  t h e  second . 
She a c c e p t s  Kemp Smi th ' s  e x p l a n a t i o n  and goes on to  show 
why, f o r  Hume, s e l f - i d e n t i t y  p r e s e n t s  a more d i f f i c u l t  and 
fundamental  problem t h a n  t h e  n o t i o n  of p e r s i s t i n g  e x t e r n a l  
objects, f o r  u n l e s s  t h e  f i r s t  is solved, a l l  b e l i e f s  are 
i n e x p l i c a b l e .  While one  is uneasy about  exegeses  which 
s a y  t h a t ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  Hume c o u l d  have  r e s o l v e d  h i s  problem 
if o n l y  h e  had been  more i n t e l l i g e n t ,  t h e  v e r s i o n  o f f e r e d  
h e r e  is i n t e r e s t i n g .  The p a p e r  would have been even b e t t e r  
if it had been less concise. 

Beck's p a p e r ,  "A PKussian Hume and A S c o t t i s h  Kant", 
w i l l  p robably  be ranked as t h e  most o r i g i n a l  and impor tan t  
i n  t h i s  c o l l e c t i o n .  
i m a g i n a t i o n  is "simply the KAntinn unders tanding  i n  d i s -  
gu ise"3 ,  h e  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e r e  is no t  an  abyss  s e p a r a t i n g  
n a t u r a l i s m  and t r a n s c e n d e n t a l i s m  i n  epis temology.  
own words,  "The problem o f  c a u s a t i o n  h a s  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  been 
s e e n  as  t h e  bone of c o n t e n t i o n  between Hume and Kant. I 
s h a l l  a r g u e  t h a t ,  on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  it is p r e c i s e l y  h e r e  t h a t  
a s u r p r i e i n g  d e g r e e  oL accommodation between them is  pos- 
sible. To t h i s  end, I s h a l l  first r e c o u n t  K a n t ' s  stand on 
t h e  c o n c e p t i o n  of c a u s a l i t y  b o t h  b e f o r e  and a f t e r  Hume 
awoke him from h i s  dogmatic  slumber. I s h a l l  t h e n  show 

J a n e  McIntyre 's '  "Ts Hume's Self C o n s i s t e n t ? "  is 

Quot ing  Walsh's remark t h a t  Humean 

I n  h i s  
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t h a t  Kant misunderstood Hume's views i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  b u t  
t h a t  t h i s  misunderstanding was a f r u i t f u l  one. F i n a l l y ,  I 
s h a l l  t r y  t o  show t h a t  something i n  f a c t  needed by Hume 
b u t  no t  suppl ied  i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  is given by Kant i n  h i s  
a t tempt  t o  r e f u t e  t h e  po in t  ho  er roneous ly  bol icvcd  t o  have 
been argued for by Hwne" (p .64) .  Th i s  program is admirably 
carried o u t  by someone probably uniquely q u a l i f i e d  to  do so, 
even i f  t h e r e  is a t a i n t  of pre jud ice  i n  t h e  remark t h a t  
Ksnt 's  a p r i o r i  p r i n c i p l e s  have t h e  *nobler  ances t ry"  (p .75) .  
But t h e  phi losophica l  world be ing  what i t  is, i t  is improb- 
a b l e  t h a t  B e c k ' s  arguments w i l l  be con te s t ed .  Three p o i n t s  
a t  l e a s t  w i l l  probably be r a i s e d .  Beck complains t h a t  Hume 
a r b i t r a r i l y  s h i f t s  back and f o r t h  between t a l k i n g  about  
o b j e c t s  and even t s  and t a l k i n g  about  impress ions  when he is 
only  e n t i t l e d  to r igo rous ly  phenomenal is t ic  language. 
then a rgues  t h a t  H u m e  mus t  j u s t i f y  t h e  concept  o f  o b j e c t i v e  
event  be fo re  he  can e s t a b l i s h  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  ' same-cause  
same-effect ' ,  
c ep t .  And is it Humean to  claim u n q u a l i f i e d l y  t h a t  w e  

i n  r a i s i n g  t h e  ques t ion  of how w e  d i s t i n g u i s h  a sequence o f  
impressions of an enduring o b j e c t  from a sequence of impres- 
s i o n s  i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  an o b j e c t i v e  change is occur r ing ,  pre- 
s e n t i n g  a genuine problem? 

S c o t t i s h  Philosophy" is recond i t e  and composed wi th  broad 
strokes of t h e  brush.  As he  sees it ,  t h e  " c o n f l i c t  of 
p r i n c i p l e  between t h e s e  t w o  ph i losophers  [Berkeley and 
llotchcson] s t i m u l a t c s  a s o r i o s  of major systcms i n  which t h e  
problem of t h e  r e l a t i o n  of e t h i c s  t o  economics is approached 
through t h e  fundamentally ep i s t emolog ica l  i s s u e  of  t h e  re- 
l a t i o n  between vulgar  common sense  and ph i losoph ica l  reason" 
(pp.44-45). 
long list of d i f f e r e n t  exp lana t ions ,  advanced wi th  vary ing  
degrees  of dogmatism and h e s i t a n c e ,  o f  what c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  
'new scene  of thought '  i n  the famous 'Letter to  a Physician ' .  

H e  

and t h a t  he  ha6 no r i g h t  to u s e  such a con- 

'same-cause-same-effect' (p.78) 1 F u r t h e r ,  is Kant, 

Davie 's  ''Berkeley, Hume,  and t h e  Cen t ra l  Problem of 

He adds y e t  ano the r  to  t h e  a l r eady  comical ly  
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I n  h i s  words,  i t  "arose from h i s  sudden gl impse of t h e  pos- 
s i b i l i t y  t h a t  Mandevi l le ' s  modern world of i n d i v i d u a l i s m ,  
f a r  from b e i n g  incompatible w i t h  Hutcheson 's  social-minded 
d o c t r i n e ,  c o u l d  not  f u l f i l l  itself i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  of  eco- 
nomic growth u n l e s s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  q u e s t i o n ,  i n  addi-  
t i o n  to t h e i r  involvement  w i t h  one a n o t h e r  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  
of s p e c i a l i z e d  p r o d u c t i o n  for exchange and profit, were 
also u n i t e d  w i t h  one a n o t h e r  i n  a web of mutual sympathy 
o r  communication" (p.52) , T h i s  g t e s o n t n t i o n  i n  g e n e r a l  
terms is o f  a Hume concerned w i t h  t h e  b r o a d e s t  s o c i a l  and 
economic f e a t u r e s  of s o c i e t y  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  and t h e  f u t u r e .  

One t h e s i s  i n  "The Natura l i sm of Hume Revisited" by 
Connon is criticism of ' u n h i s t o r i c a l  approaches '  to Hume. 
Some writers c e r t a i n l y  have t a k e h  remarks by Hume out of 
t h e i r  contex t ,  whether  d e l i b e r a t e l y  or n o t  a s  t h e  case may 
have  been , .and  used them as  pegs for  non-Humean phi loso-  
p h i z i n g .  Connon p i c k s  o u t  C. E. Moore, A. J. Ayer and 
Jonathan  B e n n e t t  and to these o n e  might  add t h e  r e c e n t  book 
Hume's Moral Epistemology by J o n a t h a n  Harr i son .  He also 
e v i d e n t l y  Einds it t r y i n g  to  be t o l d  what H u m e  s h o u l d  have 
s a i d  to g e t  t h i n g s  r i g h t ,  q u o t i n g  H. H. P r i c e ,  and 
Jane McIntyre p r o v i d e s  a n o t h e r  example i n  t h i s  volume. But 
such w r i t i n g s  can  o b v i o u s l y  be valuable i f  i t  is made clear 
t h a t  t h e y  are n o t  e x e g e t i c a l  o f  Hume's phi losophy,  though 
t h i s  is n o t  always done. 

I t  is i n e v i t a b l e  t h a t  a p h i l o s o p h e r  who was both  a s  
broad  i n  h i s  i n t e r e s t s  and as e x p l o r a t o r y  as Hume w i l l  be 
seen i n  d i f f e r e n t  l i g h t s .  One f i n d s  not  o n l y  a p l e t h o r a  of  
e x p l a n a t i o n s  of t h e  'new s c e n e  of t h o u g h t ' ,  b u t  of IIumc's  
aim i n  w r i t i n g  t h e  T r e a t i s e :  
a p s y c h o l o g i c a l  t h e o r i s t  e x p l a i n i n g  probable  reasoning .  And 
t h e n  a Hume, who seems n o t  to  have been  p h i l o p r o g e n i t i v e  by 
n a t u r e ,  is viewed as an  i n t e l l e c t u a l  p r o g e n i t o r  of remark- 
able f e r t i l i t y  - posit ivism, u t i l i t a r i a n i s m ,  emotional  
r e l a t i v i s m  i n  e t h i c s ,  t h e  phi losophy of r e l i g i o n ,  behaviour-  
a1 psychology ( t h e  l ist  is much more e x t e n s i v e  tkian t h i s )  - 

Connon sees him a s  p r i m a r i l y  
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and Connon's view of him is as an ances to r  of phenomenology 
(p. 145) . 
Tho Dying Thoughts of  a North Bri ton '  by Pocock, is bio- 
g raph ica l  - and I th ink  it is s u b s t a n t i a l l y  wrong. Iiume 
was t h e  f i r s t  d i s t i ngu i shed  man i n  B r i t a i n  to  advocate  
independence f o r  t h e  American c o l o n i e ~ . ~  I hope it is  f a i r  
to Pocock t o  say  that he  a t t r i b u t e s  Hume's advocacy primar- 
i l y  to  Anglophobia (p.329). Tha caso  f o r  his d i s l i k e  o f  t ho  
Engl ish has  been exaggerated.6 
l a t e r  let ters to S c o t t i s h  f r i e n d s  i n  which, admi t ted ly ,  it 
is not  always easy  to d i s t i n g u i s h  p e r s i f l a g e  from rancour .  
But can one poss ib ly  take s e r i o u s l y ,  as Pocock appears  to 
do (p.340) , Hume's  hopes t o  see London reduced i n  popula t ion  
t o  ... l e s s  than a h a l f ,  and the R e s t o r a t i o n  of t h e  K i n g ,  
N o b i l i t y ,  and Gentry of t h i s  Realm [Sootland]?' To which he  
added, making i t  doubly clear t h a t  he  was joking:  To adorn 
t k 8  Soene, I hope a l s o  t h a t  some hundreds of [English1 
p a t r i o t s  w i l l  make t h e i r  e x i t  a t  Tyburn, and improve English 
8lOqUenU8 by t h e i r  dying Speeohee. Nei the r  nume's numerous 
and close f r i endsh ips  wi th  Englishmen, nor  h i e  admira t ion  
f o r  t h e  B r i t i s h  c o n s t i t u t i o n  nor  h i s  l i f e l o n g  pass ion  for 
moderation and i m p a r t i a l i t y  i n  judgement a r e  compatible  wi th  
Anglophobia. For t h e  source  o f  h i s  op in ion  on t h e  American 
co lon ie s  it is more h e l p f u l  t o  look a t  h i s  account  of moral 
judgements i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  and h i s  knowledge of t h e  f a c t s :  
a s  he pu t  it when Under-Secretary of  S t a t e ,  .,. Mecocngero. .. 
br ing  me a21 the  S e o r s t s  o f . . . A m e r i a a .  

Only one paper,  "Hum and t h e  American Revolutionr 

It rests l a r g e l y  upon h i s  
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The Philosophy of David Hume, p.558. 

"Hume's Concept of Tru th" ,  i n  Reason and R e a l i t y  (Royal 
I n s t i t u t e  of PhilossapSty Lec tu res  1970-71), pp.99..116, a t  
end. 



177. 

4. This I have reviewed elsewhere: Philosophy, October, 
1977. 

5 .  A s  early  as 1768. Letters, 11, p.184. 

6. He is also seen as hat ing  the English in Mossner's Life 
(p.405) and by JeSSOp in-Hume and the Enlightenment, ed. 
Todd, p.2. 

7. Letters, 11, p.210. 

8. Letters, 11, p.133. 


