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RELATIVE IDEAS REVISITED: A REPLY T O  TIIOXAS 

I n  "Hume's R e l a t i v e  I d e a s "  I argued  Chat what 
Hume c a l l e d  a " r e l a t i v e  i d e a "  is t h e  c o g n i t i v e  ana logue  
o f  a d e f i n i t e  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  t h a t  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  a r e  
noni rnagis t ic ,  and t h a t  r e c o g n i z i n g  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  be- 
tween p o s i t i v e  ideas ( images)  and r e l a t i v e  ideas s h e d s  
l i g h t  o n  v a r i o u s  i s s u e s  t h a t  remain opaque a p a r t  from 
t h a t  d i s t i n c t i o n . '  
t o  my p o s i t i o n ,  contending  t h a t  I have "produced a 
t h e o r y  w i t h o u t  a p p l i c a t i o n  i n  Hume's framework.*c2 
r e p l y  I s h a l l  p r e s e n t  t h e  t h r e e  c o r n e r s t o n e s  of my 
view and t h e n  t u r n  t o  Thomas's criticisms. 

Thomas h a s  r e c e n t l y  t a k e n  e x c e p t i o n  

I n  

I .  On R e l a t i v e  Ideas 
l. k x  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  are:  I n  c l a i m i n g  t h a t  

a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  i s  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  ana logue  of a d e f i n i t e  
d e s c r i p t i o n ,  I mean o n l y  t h a t  a re la t ive  idea f u n c t i o n s  
i n  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  realm ( rea lm of ideas) i n  t h e  same way 
t h a t  a d e f i n i t e  d e s c r i p t i o n  f u n c t i o n s  i n  t h e  l i n g u i s t i c  
realm.  J u s t  as t h e  s t a t e m e n t  e x p r e s s i n g  t h e  c o n t e x t u a l  
d e f i n i t i o n  of a d e f i n i t e  d e s c r i p t i o n  s p e c i f i e s  t h e  t r u t h  
c o n d i t i o n s  for  a s t a t e m e n t  c o n t a i n i n g  t h a t  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  
t h e  s t a t e m e n t  e x p r e s s i n g  t h e  c o n t e x t u a l  d e f i n i t i o n  of a 
d e f i n i t e  d e s c r i p t i o n  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  t o  a F e l a t i v e  idea 
i n d i c a t e s  t h e  ( f a c t u a l )  c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  must  o b t a i n  
i f '  t h a t  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  succeeds  i n  s i n g l i n g  o u t  an  
e n t i t y ,  &, it s p e c i f i e s  t h e  " t r u t h  c o n d i t i o n s "  f o r  
a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  (see T 4 4 8 ,  T 458, and T 8 4  f o r  Hume's 
u s e  of ' t r u t h ' ) .  3 

2 ,  The i n t e l l e c t &  m i l i e u :  The e x p r e s s i o n s  
' r e l a t i v e  i d e a '  and ' r e l a t i v e  n o t i o n '  seem t o  have a t  
least  two u s e s  i n  e i g h t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  phi losophy.  Some 
p h i l o s o p h e r s  used s u c h  e x p r e s s i o n s  t o  r e f e r  t o  an  idea 
o r  a c o n c e p t i o n  of a Nonethe less ,  s i n c e  no 
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subs tance  t h e o r i s t  he ld  t h a t  a subs tance  is  a r e l a t i o n ,  
t h i s  can hard ly  be t h e  sense  i n  which Locke used t h e  
express ion  when he claimed t h a t  one has an  "obscure  - 
and r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of subs tance  i n  gene ra l .  'I' 
Locke's d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 

F u r t h e r ,  

p o s i t i v e  i d e a s  (images) and t h e  r e l a t i v e  idea  of 
subs tance  c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  r e l a t i v e  ideas  p rov ide  
an i n d i r e c t  means o f  a l lowing  one t o  know what some- 
t h i n g  i s  on  t h e  b a s i s  of i t s  r e l a t i o n  t o  something known 
d i r e c t l y ,  &, on t h e  b a s i s  of i t s  r e l a t i o n  t o  a 
p o s i t i v e  i d e a . 6  
i n f i n i t y  i s  a r e l a t i v e  idea , '  he  seems t o  have he ld  
t h a t  t h e  idea  of power i s  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a , 8  and g i v e n  
h i s  account  of pe rcep t ion ,  it is a t  l e a s t  r easonab le  
t o  sugges t  t h a t  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  are found i n  p e r c e p t u a l  
c o n t e x t s .  S i m i l a r l y ,  Berkeley maintained t h a t  one has  
a r e l a t i v e  no t ion  of immater ia l  subs t ance ,  bu t  no 
r e l a t i v e  no t ion  of m a t e r i a l  subs t ance ,  s i n c e  i n  t h e  
former case, bu t  n o t  i n  t h e  l a t t e r ,  one has  a n o t i o n  
of t h e  r e l a t i o n  between a subs tance  and i t s  a t t r i b u t e s .  
Outs ide  t h e  "way of ideas"  one f i n d s  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  
between d i r e c t  and r e l a t i v e  "concept ion" c l e a r l y  s p e l l e d  
o u t  i n  R e i d ' s  Essays o n  t h e  Act ive  Powers of t h e  Human 
Mind. Reid wrote:  

Locke a l s o  claimed t h a t  o n e ' s  i d e a  o f  

9 

- 
O f  some t h i n g s ,  w e  know what they a r e  
i n  themselves;  ou r  concept ion of such 
t h i n g s  I c a l l  d i r e c t .  O f  o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  
w e  do no t  know what they  a r e  i n  them- 
s e l v e s ,  bu t  on ly  t h a t  t h e y  have c e r t a i n  
p r o p e r t i e s  or a t t r i b u t e s ,  o r  c e r t a i n  
r e l a t i o n s  t o  o t h e r  t h i n g s ;  of t h e s e  
ou r  concept ion  is  only r e l a t i v e .  1 0  

Reid contended t h a t  ou r  concept ions  of mind, of body, of 
powers, and of secondary q u a l i t i e s  a r e  r e l a t i v e  con- 
cep t ions ,  t h a t  a t  l e a s t  some of o u r  concept ions  of l a r g e  
numbers of t h i n g s  and o f  polygons a r e  r e l a t i v e  con- 
cep t ions ,  and t h a t  r e l a t i v e  concept ions  a r e  o p e r a t i v e  i n  
memory." Now given  t h a t  t h e r e  seems t o  have been a f a i r l y  
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widely recognized 6 o c t r i n e  of r e l a t i v e  conccpt ion  i n  t h e  
e igh teen th  cen tu ry ,  g iven  t h a t  t h e  contexts i n  which 
Hume used t h e  term ' r e l a t i v e  i d e a '  a r e  contex*s i n  which 
proponents  of r e l a t i v e  concept ion  employed t h a t  t e r m ,  
and g iven  t h a t  Hume s t a t e d  ph i losoph ica l  i s s u e s  i n  terms 
of t h e  conceptua l  system of h i s  t i m e ,  I cons ider  it 
reasonable  t o  sugges t  t h a t  Hume recognized and he ld  a 

d o c t r i n e  o f  r e l a t i v e  concept ion  even though he d i d  no t  
devote  so much a s  a paragraph t o  s t a t i n g  t h a t  d o c t r i n e .  

r e l a t i v e  i d e a  i s  i n h e r e n t l y  complex: it inc ludes  a 
p o s i t i v e  idea  (o r  i d c a s )  and a r e l a t i o n  (o r  r e l a t i o n s )  
which t o g e t h e r  s i n g l e  o u t  something of which one has 
no p o s i t i v e  i d e a ,  v z . ,  t h e  t h i n g  t h a t  i s  so r e l a t e d  
t o  t h e  p o s i t i v e  idea .  The r e l a t i o n  (o r  r e l a t i o n s )  
found i n  a r e l a t i v e  idea  w i l l  not o b t a i n  between two 
p o s i t i v e  i d e a s ,  a l though  one of t h e  r e l a t a ,  t h e  
re la tum t h a t  grounds t h e  r e l a t i o n ,  w i l l  be a p o s i t i v e  
idea .  A r e l a t i v e  i d e a  i s  n o n p i c t o r i a l  i n s o f a r  as it 
con ta ins  n o  image of t h e  e n t i t y  s i n g l e d  o u t '  and it is  
of t h i s  t h i n g  of which one has no p o s i t i v e  i d e a  t h a t  
one claims t o  have a r e l a t i v e  idea .  

3 .  The r e l a t i o n  o f  images r e l a t i v e  ideas :  A 

IJ .  On " R e l a t i v e  I d e a s  Rejected" 
Turning t o  Thomas's cr i t ic isms,  1 s h a l l  f i r s t  

examine each of h i s  s p e c i f i c  cri t icisms of my p o s i t i o n .  
Next I shall mention two a d d i t i o n a l  c o n t e x t s  i n  which 
Hume seems t o  use  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s .  F i n a l l y ,  I s h a l l  
b r i e f l y  cons ide r  whether t h e  prima fac ie -  ev idence  
provided by t h e  copy theory  of i d e a s  t h a t  all i d e a s  

a r e  images poses  any problems f o r  my account  of r e l a t i v e  
ideas .  

I n  "Hume's Relat ive Ideas"  I claimed t h a t  Hume 
never denied  t h e  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y  of t h e  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  
of subs tance  corresponding t o  t h e  d e f i n i t e  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  
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" t h e  e n t i t y  t h a t  i s  s i m p l e  and i d e n t i c a l  th rough t i m e "  
( H R I  6 4 ) .  D i s a g r e e i n g  w i t h  my claim, Thomas c i tes  a 
passage  from Hums's d i s c u s s i o n  o f  Spinozism t o  show 
t h a t  Hume h e l d  t h a t  t h i s  r e l a t i v e  idea is  u n i n t e l l i g i b l e  
( R I R  151 1 .  To show t h a t  t h e  passaqe  he  c i t e s  d o e s  n o t  
r e f u t e  my claim, I s h a l l  f i r s t  s t a t e  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  
d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g  r e l a t i v e  ideas and t h e n  examine t h e  
p a s s a g e  h e  ci tes.  T h i s  w i l l  show t h a t  my c o n t e n t i o n  
t h a t  Hume never  d e n i e d  t h e  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y  of  t h a t  
r e l a t i v e  i d e a  remains  unchal lenged ,  s i n c e  t h e  r e l a t i v e  
i d e a  of s u b s t a n c e  used i n  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  of Spinozism 
is  d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  t o  " t h e  e n t i t y  
t h a t  i s  s i m p l e  and i d e n t i c a l  th rough time." 

t h e  b a s i s  of  t h e  e n t i t y  (or presumpt ive  e n t i t y )  t h e y  
are  i n t e n d e d  t o  s i n g l e  o u t ,  b u t  a l so  o n  t h e  basis o f  

t h e  p r o p e r t i e s  and r e l a t i o n s  u s e d  i n  s i n g l i n g  o u t  
t h a t  e n t i t y .  
e n t i a t e d  t h r e e  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  of  s u b s t a n c e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  
t o  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n :  (1) " t h e  e n t i t y  t h a t  is  s i m p l e  
and i d e n t i c a l  th rough t i m e " ,  ( 2 )  " t h e  e n t i t y  t h a t  exists 
by i t s e l f " ,  and ( 3 )  " t h e  e n t i t y  i n  which p e r c $ p t i o n s  
( q u a l i t i e s )  i n h e r e "  ( H R I  64). Now i f  any of  t h e s e  
r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  were modi f ied ,  one would o b t a i n  a 
d i f f e r e n t  r e l a t i v e  i d e a .  For  example,  i f  ( 3 )  were made 
more s p e c i f i c  by t a k i n g  t h e  e n t i t y  t o  be s i m p l e ,  o n e  
would o b t a i n  t h e  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  cor responding  t o  t h e  
d e s c r i p t i o n  ( 4 )  " t h e  s i m p l e  e n t i t y  i n  which p e r c e p t i o n s  
( q u a l i t i e s )  i n h e r e " .  F u r t h e r ,  i f  t h e  r e l a t i o n  i n  ( 4 )  

were changed from i n h e s i o n  t o  i d e n t i t y ,  one would o b t a i n  
t h e  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  t o  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  ( 5 )  
" t h e  s i m p l e  e n t i t y  t h a t  is i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  i t s  modes (or 
p e r c e p t i o n s  or q u a l i t i e s ) " . '  Hence, any change i n  the 
p r o p e r t i e s  or r e l a t i o n s  used  t o  s i n g l e  o u t  a n  e n t i t y  
y i e l d a  a d i f f e r e n t  r e l a t i v e  idea. 

Relative i d e a s  are d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  n o t  o n l y  o n  

I t  w a s  on t h e  l a t t e r  basis  t h a t  I d i f f e r -  

Thomas s a y s ,  b u t  d o e s  n o t  defend  t h e  claim, t h a t  
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t h e  t o p i c  of tlume’s d i s c u s s i o n  of S p i n o z i m  i s  reZative 
i d e a  (11, and c o n s e q u e n t l y ,  Hume t o o k  (1) t o  be 
u n i n t e l l i g i b l e .  However, an  examinat ion  of t h e  t e x t  
w i l l  show t h a t  t h e  t o p i c  i s  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  ( 5 ) .  Cons ider  
t h e  paragraph  from which Thomas quoted:  

T h i r d l y ,  I t  has been o b j e c t e d  t o  t h e  
sys tem o f  one s i m p l e  s u b s t a n c e  i n  t h e  
u n i v e r s e ,  t h a t  t h i s  s u b s t a n c e  be ing  
t h e  s u p p o r t  O P  s u b s t r a t u m  o f  e v e r y  
t h i n g ,  must a t  t h e  very  s a v e  i n s t a n t  
be mod i f y  ‘ d  i n t o  f o r m s ,  which a r e  
c o n t r a r y  and i n c o m p a t i b l e .  The round 
and square  f i g u r e s  a r e  incompat ibZe  i n  
t h e  same s u b s t a n c e  a t  t h e  same t i m e .  
How thPn i s  i t  p o s s i b l e ,  t h a t  t k c  same 
s u b s t a n c e  can  a t  once be m o d i f y ‘ d  i n t o  
t h a t  squarae t u b z e ,  and i n t o  t h i s  round 
one? I ask  t h e  same q u e s t i o n  concern ing  
t h e  i m p r e s s i o n s  o f  t h e s e  t a b l e s ;  und 
f i n d  t h a t  t h e  answer i s  no more 
s a t i s f a c t o r y  i n  one c a s e  t h a n  i n  t h e  
o t h e r .  (1’ 2 4 4 )  

Notice, f i r s t ,  t h a t  Hume i s  h e r e  concerned w i t h  a s i m p l e  
e n t i t y .  Secondly ,  he  i s  concerned w i t h  a n  e n t i t y  a t  o n e  
p o i n t  i n  t i m e  -- t h e r e  i s  no r e f e r e n c e  made t o  i d e n t i t y  
through t i m e .  T h i r d l y ,  IIume is  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  s c h o l c s t i c  
way of  t a l k i n g ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h i n k i n g ,  Chat a mode, n o t  
b e i n g  any d i a t i n c t  o r  s e p a r a t e  e x i s t c n c e ,  must be t h e  
v e r y  came u i t k  i t s  s u b s t a n c e  (T  2 4 3 ) ”  &, a s u b s t a n c e  
i s  taken  t~ be i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  i t s  modes. F i n a l l y ,  
n o t i c e  t h a t  t h e  above c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  
r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of s u b s t a n c e  used h e r e  is  (51, n o t  (1) 
and c o n s e q u e n t l y  t h i s  p r o v i d e s  no e v i d e n c e  f o r  t h e  claim 
t h a t  Hume took  (1) t o  be u n i n t e l l i g i b l e .  I f  I have 
e r r e d  i n  my d i s c u s s i o n  of  (l), it  might  have been i n  my 
s u g g e s t i o n  t h a t  (11, as  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of s u b s t a n c e ,  
i s  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of  a s u b s t r a t u m  ( H R I  6 5 ) ,  a l t h o u g h  
Hume seems t o  have t a k e n  i t  t o  be such .  

Secondly ,  Thomas c l a i m s  t h a t  my comments r e g a r d -  
ing t h e  m i s s i n g  shade of b l u e  “cannot  s o l v e  t h e  m i s s i n g  
shade  o f  b l u e  counter-example“ ( R I R  1 5 2 ) .  Now what I 
s a i d  i n  my o r i g i n a l  paper  r e q u i r e s  g r a n t i n g  t h a t  whether  
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or n o t  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  " s o l v e s "  t h e  
counter-example depends upon how o n e  c o n s t r u e s  H u m e ' s  
claim t h a t  t h e  i d e a  of t h e  miss ing  shade  of b l u e  is 
s i m p l e  (T 6; EIIU 21). I n  showing t h i s ,  I s h a l l  
comment o n  Thomas's c o n s t r u a l  of t h e  re la t ive  idea 
of t h e  m i s s i n g  shade  of b l u e  and t h e n  i n d i c a t e  t h e  
sense i n  which t h e  d o c t r i n e  of re la t ive  ideas n i g h t  
solve t h a t  problem. 

Thomas w r i t e s :  
F l a g e  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  o n e  c o u l d  produce 
t h e  i d e a  of t h e  m i s s i n g  shade  by 
combining a b i t  o f  d a r k n e s s  ( o b t a i n e d  
from t h e  d a r k e r  s i d e  of t h e  scale o f  
colors )  with a b i t  of l i g h t n e s s  
( o b t a i n e d  from t h e  l i g h t e r  s i d e  of 
t h e  scale of c o l o r s ) .  However, F l a g e  
f a i l s  t o  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e  mind has 
c r e a t e d  a s i m p l e  i d e a  which s t i l l  
p r o v i d e s  a counter-example t o  t h e  
maxim t h a t  a l l  s i m p l e  i d e a s  are d e r i v e d  
from i m p r e s s i o n s .  ( R I R  152  1 

Thomas claims t h a t  a r e l a t i v e  idea of t h e  m i s s i n g  s h a d e  
of  b l u e  i n v o l v e s  t h e  combining or mixing of colors. If 
t h i s  were cor rec t ,  t h c  r e s u l t a n t  idea would be a p o s i t i v e  
i d e a  (an image) , r a t h e r  t h a n  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a .  F u r t h e r ,  
t h i s  would n o t  o n l y  be i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  copy 
p r i n c i p l e ,  b u t  s i n c e  Hum s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  one  c o u l d  
imagine t h e  m i s s i n g  shade  (T 6; EIW 21), i t  would also 
be i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  Hume's a c c o u n t  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n :  
a l l  i d e a s  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  are  complex, be ing  
a r rangements  of s i m p l e  i d e a s  (T 9-10}. These problems 
are  n o t  c o n f r o n t e d  i n  c l a i m i n g  t h a t  IIume had a r e l a t i v e  
( b u t  n o t  a p o s i t i v e )  i d e a  of t h e  miss inq  shade  o f  b l u e .  
R e l a t i v e  i d e a s  a r e  i n h e r e n t l y  complex. The r e l a t ive  
i d e a  of t h e  m i s s i n g  shade  of b l u e  p a r t i a l l y  c o n s i s t s  
of p o s i t i v e  i d e a s  of two s i m p l e  p r o p e r t i e s  and t w o  
r e l a t i o n s ,  and it is  o n  t h i s  basis  t h a t  it s i n g l e s  o u t ,  
b u t  d o e s  n o t  " p i c t u r e " ,  a t h i r d  p r o p e r t y  (cf. H R I  6 8 ) .  

One d o e s  n o t  know, i n  t h e  sense of having an  image, what  
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t h e  p rope r ty  s i n g l e d  o u t  by t h e  r e l a t i v e  i dea  i s ;  one 
knows what it i s  only  i n s o f a r  a s  one knows how it i s  
r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  p r o p e r t i e s  t h a t  are known a s  images, 

& , p  p r o p e r t i e s  of which one has  p o s i t i v e  i d e a s .  
F u r t h e r ,  i n s o f a r  a s  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  are compLex, i t  
would seem t o  be c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  Hume's account  of t h e  
imagina t ion  t o  sugges t  t h a t  t h e  imagina t ion  could  con- 
s t r u c t  r e l a t i v e  ideas .  However --. t h i s  i s  a p o i n t  I: 
d i d  no t  draw QUt i n  my o r i g i n a l  paper -- an  appea l  t o  
r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  w i l l  no t  s o l v e  t h e  problem r a i s e d  by 
t h e  missing shade of b l u e ,  u n l e s s  one wautd allow t h a t  
Nume himself b l u r r e d  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between s imple 
i d e a s  and i d e a s  of s imples  (which might or might not be 
simple i d e a s )  S ince  it is Nume's claim t h a t  t h e  i dea  

of t h e  miss ing  shade o f  b l u e  may eei8v.1: a s  Q proof, t .hat 
t h e  s i m p l e  i d e u s  a r e  n o t  aZways d e r i v e d  ~f'rom t h e  
c o r r e s p o n d e n t  i m p r c s s i o n s  I?' 6 ,  emphasis added; cf. EW 2 1 )  
t h a t  r a i s e s  t h e  appa ren t  counter-example t o  t h e  copy 
t h e o r y p  it i s  o n l y  if one would a l low that :  by 's imple 
idea '  H u m e  meant ' idea of a s impleR  that t h e  d o c t r i n e  
of r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  does away wi th  t h e  counter-example.  
Bar r ing  t h i s ,  the counter-example remains.  

Turning to  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  thousandth p a r t  
of a g r a i n  o f  sand, one should acknowledge t h a t  Hume's 
c o n c e i v a b i l i t y  c r i t e r i o n  of p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  r e s t r i c t e d  
t o  c l e a r  i d e a s  (T 3 2 ) ,  and t h a t  he seem t o  have he ld  
t h a t  an idea  can  be c l e a r  on ly  if it  i s  a copy of an 
impression (T 7 2 - 7 3 ) ,  %, a p o s i t i v e  idea .  F u r t h e r ,  
it was wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  pos i . t ive  i d e a s  t h a t  Hume s t a t e d  
h i s  c r i t e r i a  of d i s t i n g u i s h a b i l i t y  and s e p a r a b i l i t y ,  and 
i t  i s  almost  c e r t a i n l y  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  a p o s i t i v e  i d e a  
o f  a g r a i n  of sand t h a t  H u m e  wrote ,  it is n o t  distinguish- 
a b l e ,  nor  s e p a r a b l e  into tuenty, much L B S S  into a thousand, 
ten t housand ,  OF an i n f i n i t e  number of different ideas 
(T 27). Given t h i s ,  I concede that I might have e r r e d  i n  
c la iming  " t h a t  it i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  anyth ing  of which one 
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can have an  a d e q u a t e  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  could  e x i s t "  ( H R I  6 3 ) .  
I f  I d i d  so err ,  however, i.t c a n  o n l y  s t r e n g t h e n  t h e  
p l a u s i b i l i t y  of my c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  Hume c o u l d  have a 
r e l a t i v e  idea of t h e  t h o u s a n d t h  p a r t  of a g r a i n  of 
s a n d ,  s i n c e  having a r e l a t i v e  idea of  t h a t  minute  e n t i t y  
would t h e n  c l e a r l y  be c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n s  
o f  i n f i n i t e  d i v i s i b i l i t y .  I t  i s  clear t h a t  fiume had 

some i d e a  of t h e  thousandth  p a r t  o f  a g r a i n  of s a n d ,  
s i n c e  he a l lowed t h a t  one c a n  u n d e r s t a n d  what i s  m e a n t  
i n  t a l k i n g  o f  t h e  t h o u s a n d t h  p a r t  of a g r a i n  of s a n d  
because  one h a s  a , d i s t i n c t  i d e a  of t h e s e  numbers a n d  
o f  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n t  p r o p o r t i o n s  (T 2 7 ) .  I t  i s  t h r o u g h  
a n  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  of  t h e s e  p r o p o r t i o n s  t h a t  one  under -  
s t a n d s  t h e  l o c u t i o n  (has  a n  i d e a  o f )  " t h e  t h o u s a n d t h  
p a r t  of a g r a i n  of sand" ,  even though o n e  c e r t a i n l y  
h a s  no p o s i t i v e  i d e a  o f  t h a t  minute  e n t i t y .  
also g r a n t  Thomas's claim t h a t  "knowledge of r e l a t i o n s  
i s  p o s s i b l e  w i t h o u t  a clear i d e a  of t h e  o b j e c t s  o r  
r e l a t ives  i n  t h e  r e l a t i o n "  (RIR154); indeed ,  it is 
o n l y  i f  t h i s  i s  g r a n t e d  t h a t  my own c o n t e n t i o n s  
r e g a r d i n g  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  are a t  a l l  p l a u s i b l e .  S i n c e  
Hume h e l d  t h a t  when we ment ion  any g r e a t  number,, s u c h  
a s  a thousand ,  t h e  mind has g e n e r a l l y  no adequate  i d e a  
of i t ,  b u t  o n l y  a power o f  p roduc ing  such an i d e a ,  
by i t s  adequa te  idea of t h e  decima' ls ,  under wh ich  t h e  
number i s  comprehended (T 22-23), he  seems t o  s u g g e s t  
t h a t  t h e  o n l y  way i n  which a numeral or  a word 
r e f e r r i n g  t o  a l a r g e  number c a n  have any meaning is o n  
t h e  b a s i s  of a r e l a t i v e  i d e a .  I f  a n  a d e q u a t e  i d e a  of  a 
thousand i s  a p o s i t i v e  i d e a  o f  a thousand t h i n g s  -- 
and i t  seems Hume d i d  so t a k e  it -- it seeins t h a t  t h e  
i d e a  t h a t  p r o v i d e s  t h e  meaning fox t h e  term 'one 
thousand '  c o u l d  w e l l  be t h e  r e l a t i v e  idea c o r r e s p o n d i n g  
t o  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  " t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  of t e n  times ten times 
t e n  t h i n g s " ,  o r  some o t h e r  d e s c r i p t i o n  i n v o l v i n g  f a i r l y  
small numbers (of  which one  can e a s i l y  have c l e a r  and 

v 
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adequate  p o s i t i v e  i d e a s )  and mathemat ica l  r e l a t i o n s  
N o t i c e  a l s o  t h a t  i f  I a m  c o r r e c t  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  d o c t r i n e  
of r e l a t i v e  ieeas, one does not have a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  
of a mathemat ica l  r e l a t i o n  ( c f  R I R L s 4 )  ; r a t h e r ,  one  
h a s  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of; a number, p a x t  of which i s  a t  
l ea s t  one  mathemat ica l  r e l a t i o n  and a t  l ea s t  o n e  
p o s i t i v e  i d e a  of a c o l l e c t i o n  of  a c e r t a i n  aimber of 
t h i n g s .  

Turn ing  t o  my d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  role of 
r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  i n  t h e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r y  of p e r c e p t i o n  
f r e p r e s e n t a t i o n a l i s m )  , Thomas c o n t e n d s  t h a t  n e i t h e r  of 
t h e  p a s s a g e s  i c i t e  ( H R ~  57-58) p r o v i d e  e v i d e n c e  " to  
suggest:  t h a t  Wunic has a khcory of  r s J . a t i v e  i d e a s  t h a t  
c a n  be used to i n d i v i d u a t e  p a r t i c u l a r  o b j e c t s "  ( R I R  1 5 6  3 L. 

Within  t h e  c o n t e x t  of a t h e o r y  of  percept.ion I however I 

such a c l a i m  does n o t  seem j u s t i f i e d .  Any t h e o r y  of 
p e r c e p t i o n  hoI.ds t h a t  the abject. of p e r c e p t i o n ,  whether  
p e r c e i v e d  m e d i a t e l y  01- i inmediately , is  an  i n d i v i d u a l  . 
I n  c l a i m i n g  t h a t  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  i n  the c o n t e x t  of per- 

t h i n g !  t h a t  i s  the? c a u s e  af a p r e s e c t .  i m p r e s s i o n ,  1 
meant no more t h a n  t h a t  i.k w i l l  p i c k  out an i n d i v i d u a l  
object r a t h e r  than  s e v e r a l ,  analogous t o  t h e  uniqueness  
claim i n  t h e  c o n t e x t u a l  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  a d e f i n i t e  
d e s c r i p t i o n .  I d i d  not. mean ' ihn t  i t  w i l l  a l l o w  one  t o  
r e i d e n t i f y  t h e  o b j e c t  at: some o t h e r  t i m e ,  Relat ive 
ideas a r e  grounded upon p o s i t i v e  i d e a s  a r  i m p r e s s i o n s ,  
and s i n c e  Ilune seems t o  have t a k e n  t h e  l a t t e r  t o  be 
momentary jT 1441, rei.iltive ideas  are n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  
for  t h e  r e i d e n t i f i c a t i . o n  o f  objec ts  a t  d i f f e r e n t  times. 
Nor d i d  I: mean that :  a r e l a t i v e  idea would allow o n e  
t o  know a n y t h i n g  about t h e  o b j e c t  o t h e r  t h a n  t h a t  it 
i s  related t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  p o s i t i v e  p e r c e p t i o n .  
F u r t h e r ,  s i n c e  it i s  a lways  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  a re la t ive  
i d e a  w i l l  f a i l  t o  s i n g l e  o u t  an  e x i s t e n t  f a  case i n  
which n o t h i n g  answers  to t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  d e f i n i t e  

c e p t i o n  w i l l  s ingle  out the o n e  iind 0~17.y one nonmental. 

1 2  
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d e s c r i p t i o n ) ,  *.-, it i s  p o s s i b l e  f o r  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  

t o  be f a l s e  (cf.  T 4 4 8 ,  T 4 5 8 ) ,  t o  s u g g e s t  t h a t  r e l a t i v e  
i d e a s  are found i n  t h e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r y  of p e r -  
c e p t i o n  i s  q u i t e  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  Erne's s c e p t i c i s m  
r e g a r d i n g  t h a t  h y p o t h e s i s .  

Thomas's f i n a l  s p e c i f i c  c o n t e n t i o n  i s  t h a t  " t h e  
i d e a  of  power is  no d i f f e r e n t  t h a n  t h e  i d e a  of c a u s a l  
r e l a t i o n s ,  s i n c e  b o t h  i n f e r  a n  e f f e c t  or  c o n s t a n t  con-  
j u n c t i o n  between e v e n t s "  ( H I R  1 5 6 ) .  T h i s  i s  incon-  
s i s t e n t  w i t h  Hume's  claims. While c a u s a t i o n  is  de.Eined 
i n  terms o f  a c o n s t a n t  c o n j u n c t i o n  between o b j e c t s  
( T  170,  T 1 7 2 ,  EHU 76-77) ,  i n  h i s  f o o t n o t e  on o n e ' s  
r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of power, Hume c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  
n o t i o n  of power i s  more s p e c i f i c  t h a n  t h a t  o f  a cause: 
it p e r t a i n s  t o  t h e  s p e c i f i c  "c i rcumstance"  ( p r o p e r t y )  
of a n  o b j e c t  t h a t  c a u s e s  a known e f f e c t .  A s  he w r o t e ,  
When i ~ e  c o n s i d e r  t h e  unknown c i r c u m r t a n c e  of a n  o b j e c t ,  
by which t h e  degree  or  q u u n t i t y  o f  i t s  e f f e c t  is fixed 
and d e t e r m i n e d ,  we call t h a t  i t s  power  (EHU 7711, H u m e ' s  
e m p h a s i s ) .  While o n e  might  have a p o s i t i v e  i d e a  o f  a n  
o b j e c t  or t y p e  of  o b j e c t  t h a t  is  c o n s t a n t l y  c o n j o i n e d  
w i t h  a p a r t i c u l a r  t y p e  of e f f e c t  (-, a p o s i t i v e  
i d e a  o f  a c a u s e ) ,  I lume was less  c o n € i d e n t  t h a t  one  c a n  
have a p o s i t i v e  i d e a  of  t h e  power ( p r o p e r t y )  o f  an  
object t h a t  makes t h e  c a u s e  e f f i c a c i o u s .  

i d e a s  h a s  no a p p l i c a t i o n  i n  p r a c t i c a l  terms f o r  t h e  
Humean system" (RIH 1 5 6 ) .  Now even i f  one i g n o r e s  a l l  
t h e  cases t h a t  have been c o n s i d e r e d  up t o  t h i s  p o i n t ,  
t h e r e  is  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  Iiume used r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  i n  
t w o  o t h e r  c o n t e x t s .  F i r s t ,  t h e  i d e a  of  God t h a t  is 
c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  Dia logues  i s  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a .  Whi le  
Hume s u g g e s t e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  Enqui ry  t h a t  one  h a s  a 
p o s i t i v e  i d e a  of  God based upon a n  augmented i d e a  of 
o n e ' s  own mind (EHU 1 9 ) ,  t h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  i d e a  of God 
h e  used  throughout  t h e  Dialogues.  There t h e  i d e a  of God 

Thomas concludes  t h a t  my " t h e o r y  of r e l a t i v e  
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i s  t h a t  of t h e  unknown cause o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e .  A s  Dhi lo  
says, N o t h i n g  exisis w i t h o u t  n c a u s e ;  an2 t h e  o r i g j h z L  
C U U S ~  of t h i s  u n i v e r s e  ( w h a t e v e r  i t  b e )  wc caZI GOD 
( D  1 4 2 ,  emphasis a d d e d ) .  T h i s  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  of God is  
r e t a i n e d  throughout  t h e  Dia logues ,  and one  of t h e  main 
issues c o n s i d e r e d  i s  whether  one can know t h a t  t h e  cause 
of t h e  u n i v e r s e  i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by t h e  p o s i t i v e  i d e a  
d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  E n q u i r x  or any o t h e r  p o s i t i v e  
idea. 

Secondly,  s i n c e  it is f a i r l y  c lear  t h a t  Hume 
proposed a r e p r e s e n t a t i o n a l .  theory of memory (T 8-9 ,  
T 84-86),14 it i s  r e a s o n a b l e  to s u g g e s t  that :  r e l a t i v e  
i d e a s  are  h v o l v e d  t h e r e  i n  t h e  same way t h e y  a r e  
involved  i n  t h e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r y  o f  p e r c e p t i o n .  
I f  remember t h e  F o u r t h  of  J u l y  1 9 6 8 ,  my memory 
c o n s i s t s  o f  t h e  r e l a t i v e  i d e a  that :  s i n g l e s  o u t  t h e  
one and o n l y  o n e  i m p r e s s i o n  (or series of i m p r e s s i o n s )  
t h a t  o c c u r r e d  on 4 J u l y  1 9 6 8 ,  t h a t  caused t h e  p o s i t i v e  
i d e a  (or series of i d e a s )  of which I a m  now aware,  
and t h a t  resembles  t h e  p o s i t i v e  i d e a  (or ser ies  o f  

i d e a s )  of w h i c h  I am now aware. 

-I.- 
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One more p o i n t  s h o u l d  b e  c o n s i d e r e d ,  
might  contend  t h a t  t h e  copy t h e o r y  of i d e a s  p s o v i d e s  
s t r o n g  prima f a c i e  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  a l l  i d e a s  are images 
( c f .  T I ,  R I R  1 4 2 .  T h u s ,  even though Hu.mc?'s t h e o r y  
of i d e a s  would have been s t r e n g t h e n e d  if he  had 
countenanced relative ideas,  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a r e l a k i v e  
i d e a  i s  n o n p i c t o r i a l  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  it c a n n o t  c o u n t  a s  
an  i d e a .  I n  r e p l y  I would p o i n t  out tha t :  t h e r e  i s  
also c o n t r a r y  prima f a c i e  e v i d e n c e .  
t h e r e  are  a b s t r a c t  i d e a s ,  and t h a t  an a b s t r a c t .  i d e a  
c o n s i s t s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  ( p o s i t i v e )  i d e a  and t h e  
a b i l i t y  t o  r e c a l l  o t h e r  p a r t i c u l a r  ideas as  t h e  context 
demands (T 21-22]. So, i f  an  a b s t r a c t  i d e a  is  an  idea, 
it is n o t  p u r e l y  p i c t o r i a l .  

Someone 

fium,~ c la imed t h a t  
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e l e m e n t s  ( p o s i t i v e  i d e a s )  d o  n o t  e x h a u s t  a r e l a t i v e  
i d e a ,  s i n c e  t h a t  which i s  s i n g l e d  o u t  on t h e  b a s i s  of 
a r e l a t i v e  idea is no t  d i r e c t l y  known on t h e  b a s i s  of 
e x p e r i e n c e .  S i n c e  t h e  v e r y  term ' r e l a t i v e  i d e a '  

s u g g e s t s  r e l a t i v e  i d e a s  are  ideas,  and s i n c e  t h e y  are 
a t  l e a s t  as  p i c to r i a l  a s  a b s t r a c t  i d e a s ,  t h i s  ( a n d  
e v e r y t h i n g  e l se  I have s a i d )  would seem to  p r o v i d e  
good grounds  f o r  a l l o w i n g  t h a t  a r e l a t i v e  i d e a  was 
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