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'HUME ON SPACE AND GEOMETRY':
ONE RESERVATION
- N 1 .. .
In so far as Rosemary Newman disagrees with any-
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thing said in my "Infinite Divisibility in Hume's Treatise'

- which scems, happily, not to be so very far - I hasten to

report that I am now persuaded. Thus my suggested reason
for refusing to allow that an impression of blackness could
give rise to the ildea of extension was not, after all,
Hume‘s.3 And no doubt his conviction that vhatevar is cap-
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Finite numder of par sustained by "the
atomistic type of phenomenalism advanced in the first Part
of Book I of the EZ§§§§£33".4 For to any objection that this
nowadays 5o plainly unacceptable conviction had been accepted
as obviously correct by such formidable predecessors as
Berkeley and tobbes, it could be replied that they too had
thelr commpitments to theiyr own brands of atomismn.

In her further comments upon "Hume's phenomenalist
actomism” Newman notices, as "a very curious claim",5 his
statement that when - like the true philosopher he was! ~ he
locked at a table: My senses convey to me only the impres-
siong of colour'd points, dispos'd in a certain marmer (T34).
So I was sorry that she seems to have missed the bold prior-
ity ¢laim which, referring to the same passage, I made on
Hume's behalf in that article: "Anyone familiar with the
theories and the paintings of Seurat might also mischievously
characterize the Hume of this Section as ’'the Father of
Pointillisme'”lb

But at the end of her paper, although I think only
at the end, Newman begins to go very wrong indeed. She says:
"Turning to the Enquiry there is little to indicate any
shift in Hume's opinicn of geometry as a body of synthetic
but necessary knowledge." After remarking that Hume does
not repeat "any of his earlier arguments" against infinite
divisibility "nor those in support of a system of mathematical
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points", she notices that, in the paragraph characterizing
propositions stating only the relations of ideas, geometry
"is classed as a science alongside arithmetic and algebra
(£25) 7.7

Next she quotes the end of that paragraph, and at
once comments: “Flew thinks that in the Engquiry Hume is to
be seen as 'restoring pure geometry to its place alongside
the other two elements in the trinity®', ...“8 Newman does
not, so far as I can see, offer any reason for dismissing
this suggestion - apart, that is, from asserting that the
paragraph from which she has just gquoted “can be interpreted
80 as to remove any apparent inconsistency with the claim
that the impossibility of cornceiving the negation of a geo-
metrical axiom has the same ground in the Enquiry as in the
Treatise, namely, the invariant character of sensible space.”
She just tells us that “"Where geometry ig concerned I follow
Atkinson's opinion in finding no reason to suppose that
Hume abandoned the Treatise stand."9 '

This I find, to say the least, surprising since the
very sentence of Hume's Philosophy of Belief from whiich she

guoted my contrary opinion does provide what I still con-
sider to be a quite decisive reason. Since she does not
discuss either my reason or the Hume passage to which I was
referring, I can here do nothing else or better than repeat
myself; adding only and by the way that Professor Atkinson's
paper 'Hume on Mathematics'lo was published a year before
that book:~

Besides restoring pure geometry to its place
alongside the other two elements of the
trinity, the Inquiry also sketches an account
of applied mathematics. This is something
the earlier book did not provide at all.
'Every part of mizxed mathematics proceeds

on the supposition that certain laws are
established by nature tn her operations,

and e¢bstract reasonings are employed, either
to assist experience in the discovery of these
laws or to deotermine their influence in
rartteular instances ... Thus it 1 a law

of motion, discovered by expericnce, thnat ithe
momenté or force of any body Tr molion i in
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Newman, op.cit., p.27.

Ibid., p.28: the texts for Newman's Notes 14 and 15,
by the way, appear to have swapped places.
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