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< O thofe who with well to the inte-
refts of learning and mankind, and
who are more t-.ml)mtm.‘ to diftin-
guifh themfelves as men, than as diipu-
tants, it is matter of humiliation and 1
gret, that names and things have fo oft
been miftaken for each othcr; that fo
much of the philofopher’s time muft be
employed 1n afcertaining the ii*mu.utlou
of words; and that fo many doctrines, of
high reputation, and of ancient date, when
traced to their firft principles, have been
found to terminate in verbal ambiguity.
If I have any knowledge of my own heare,
or of the {fubje& 1 propofe to examine, I
may venture to aflure the reader, 'that it
is no part of the defign of this book, to
encourage verbal difputation. On the con-
trary, itis my fincere purpofe to avoid 1t,
and to do every thing in my power to
check it; convinced as I am, “that it ne-

ver can do any good, and that it has been

g
the caufe of much mifchief, both in phi-
lofophy and in common Jife. And I hope
| have a fairer chance to efcape it, than
A {fome




2 INTRODUCTION.

fome who have gone before me in this
part of fcience. 1 aim at no paradoxes ;
my prejudices (if certain inftin&tive fug-
geftions of the underftanding may be 'ﬁ)
called) are all in favour of truth and vir-
tue; and I have no principles to fupport,
but thofe which feem to me to have in=
gements of a great majo-
rity of mankind in all ages of thf. world.

fluenced the jud

Many will think, that there is but little
merit in this declaration ; it being as
much for my own credit, as for the inte-
reft of mankind, that I guard againft
practice, which is acknowledged to be in
every refpect unprofitable, and in {ome
refpects pernicious. A verbal difputant !
what claim c;m he have to the title of Phi-
lofopher! what has he to do with the laws
of nature, with the obfervation of fa@s,
with life and manners! Let him not in-
trude upon the company of men of fcience ;
but repofe with his brethren Aquinas and
Suarez, in the corner of fome Gothic cloi-
{ter, dark as his m:ndcrﬂnmiing, and cold
as his heart, Men are now become too
judicious to be amufed with words, and
too fitm-minded to be confuted with quib-
bles. — Many of my contemporaries would

readily
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INTRODUCTION. 3

readily join in this apoftrophe, who yet
are themfelves the dupes of fome of the
moft egregious dealers in logomachy that
ever perverted the faculty of fpeech. [n
fa®, from fome inftances that have oc-
curred to my own obfervation, 1 have
reafon to believe, that verbal controverfy
hath not always, even in this age, been
accounted a contemptible thing: and the
reader, when he comes to be better ac-
quainted with my {entiments, will per-
haps think the foregoing declaration
more difinterefted, than at firft fight it may
appear.

They who form opinions concerning
the manners and principles of the times,
may be divided into three claffes. Some
will tell us, that the prefent age tranfcends
all that have gone before it, in politenefs,
learning, and good fenfe; will thank
Providénce (or their ftars) that their lot
of life has been caft in' fo glorious a
period ; and wonder how men could poi-
fibly {fupport exiftence amidft the 1gno-
rance and barbarifm of former days. By
others we are accounted a generation of
triflers and profligates, {ciolifts in learn=
ing, hypocrites in virtue, and formalifts

A 2 iR




4 INERODUCTILON.

in good-breeding; wife only when we
follow the ancients, and foolith whenever
we deviate from their footiteps. Such vio-
lent fentiments are generally wrong: and
therefore 1 am difpofed to adopt the no-
tions of thofe who may be confidered as
forming an intermediate clafs; who, tho’
not blind to the follies, are yet willing to
acknowledge the virtues, both of pait ages,
and of the prefent, And {urely, 1n every
age, and in every man, there is {fome-
thing to praife, as well as fomething to
blame.

When I furvey the philofophy of the
prefent age, [ find much matter of ap-
plaufe and admuration. Mathematics, Na-
tural Philofophy, and Natural Hiftory, in
all their branches, have rifen to a pitch of
perfection, which doth fignal honour to
human reafon, and far furpafieth what
the moft fanguine of former times could
have expected: and the paths to further
improvement in thofe fciences are {o clear-
ly marked out, that nothing but honefty
and attention {eems neceilary to enfure
the {uccefs of future adventurers. Moral
Philofophy and Logic have not been {o for-
tunate: yet, evenhere, we have happily got

rid
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INTRODUCTION 3

rid of much pedantry and jargon; our {y-
ftems have more the appearance of liberal
{entiment, good tafte, and correct compo-
fition, than thofe of the {choolmen; we
difclaim (at leaft in words) all attachment
to hypothefis and party ; profefs to ftudy
men and things, as well as books and
words ; and aflert, with the utmoft vehe-
mence of pmtcitation, our love of truth,
of candour, and of found philofophy.
But let us not be deceived b}' appearances.
Neither Moral Philofophy, nor the kin-
dred {ciences of Logic and Criticiim, are at
prefent upon the moft defirable footing.
The rage of paradox and fyftem hath trani-
formed them (although of all fciences thefe
ought to be the fimpleft and the cle: wreft)
into a mafs of confufion, darknefs, and
abfurdity. One kind of jargon is laid a-
{fide; but another has been adopted, e-
qually frivolous, though more fathion=-
able. Hypothefis, though verbally dii-
claimed, is really adhered to with as much
obftinacy as ever. Words have been de-
fined ; but their ambiguity continues.
Appeals have been made to experience;
but with fuch mifreprefentation and equi-
vocation, as plainly fhow the authors to
have
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have been more concerned for their theo-
ry, than for the truth. ~All {tiences, and
efpecially Moral Philofophy, ought to re-
gulate human practice: practice is regula=
ted by principles, and all principles fup-
pofe conviction: yet the aim of our moft
celebrated moral fyftems is, to diveft the
mind of every principle, and of all con=
viction; and, confequently, to difqualify
man for a&ion, and to render him as ufe-
lefs, and as wretched, as poflible. In a
word, ScepTicisM is now the profeffion
of every fathionable inquirer into human
nature; a fcepticifim which is not confi-
ned to points of mere {peculation, but hath
been extended to practical truths of the
higheft importance, even to the principles
of morality and religion. Proofs of all
thefe aflertions will appear in the fequel.

I faid, that my prejudices are all in fa-
vour of truth and virtue. To avow any
fort of prejudice, may perhaps ftartle fome
readers. If it thould, I muft here intreat
all fuch to paufe a moment, and afk of
their own hearts thefe fimple queftions,
Are virtue and truth ufeful to mankind?

Are they matters of indifference? Or are
they pernicious? If any one finds him-
felf
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INTRODUCTION. 7

{elf difpofed to think them pernicious, or
matters of indifference, I would advife
him to lay my book afide; for it doth not
contain one fentiment in which he can be
interefted, nor one expreflion with which
he can be pleafed. But he who believes,
that virtue and truth are of the higheft
importance, that in them is laid the foun-
dation of human happinefs, and that on
them depends the very exiftence of human
fociety, and of human creatures, — that
perfon and I are of the fame mind; I have
no prejudices which he would wifh me not
to have: he may proceed; and I hope he
will proceed with pleafure, and encourage,
with his approbation, this honeft attempt
to vindicate truth and virtue; and to o-
verturn that pretended philofophy, which
fuppofeth, or which may lead us to fup-
pofe, every diate of confcience, and e-
rery impulfe of underftanding, queftion=
able and ambiguous.
his fceptical philofophy (as it is call-
ed) feems to me to be dangerous, not be-
caufe it is ingenious, but becaufe it 18
{ubtle and obfcure. Were it rightly un=
derftood, no confutation of it would be
neceflary; for it does in faét confute it-
{elf,
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felf, as 1 hope to demonftrate. But many,
to my certain knowledge, have read 1it,
and admitted its tenets, who do not un-
derftand the grounds of them; and ma=
ny more, fwayed by the fathion of the
times, have greedily adopted its conclu-
fions, without any knowledge whatfoever
of the premifes, or any concern about
them. An attempt therefore to expofe
this pretended philofophy to public view,
in its proper colours, will not, Fhope, be
cenfured as impertinent by any whofe opt-
nion I value: if it thould, I {hall be fatif-
fied with the approbation of my own con-
{cience, which will never reproach me for
intending to do good.

I am forry, that in the courfe of this
inquiry, it will not always be in my
power to {peak of fome celebrated names
with that deference, to which fuperior ta-
lents, and fuperior virtue, arealways ens
titled. Every friend to civil and religious
liberty, every lover of mankind, every
admirer of fincerity, and fimplicity of man-
ners, every heart that warms at the recol=
le@ion of diftinguifhed virtue, muft confi-
der Mr LockE as one of the moft amiable,
and moft illuftrious men, that ever our

nation

R
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INTRODUKTI ON. 9

nation produced. Such he is, and fuch
he always will be, in my eftimation. The
parts of his philof ophy to which truth
obliges me to object, are but few, and,

compared with the extent and umportance

of his other writings, extremely 1nconii=
i o %' Fi S 1 Y g
derable. 1 objet to them bet > [ think

them erroneous and dangerous; and 1 am

convinced, that their author, if he had h-

ved to {ee the inferences that have been

drawn from them, would have been the
i ) (N h B | e S

firlt to declare them abfurd, and would
1 1 2 L = B AP |
have expunged them from his works with

indignation. Dr BERKELEY was equally
amiable in his life, and equally a friend to
truth and virtue. In elegance of compo-
fition he was perhaps fuperior. I admire
his virtues : I can never fufhciently ap-
p laud hh xL.ll in the caufe of 1‘c11g'um:

but fome of his reafonings on tihe lubject

of human nature I cannot-admit, without

- . S
renouncing my claim to rationality. 'l here
is 2 Writer now alive, of whofe philofophy

[ have much to fay. By his philofophy,
I mean the fentiments he hath publifhed
in a book called, 4 Treatife of Human Na-
ture, in three volumes, printed in the year
1739; the principal doéirines of wi hich he
B hath
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hath fince republithed again and again,
under the title of, Effays Moral and Politi-
cal, &c. Of his other works I fay no=
thing ;

with them, Virgil is faid to have been a

nor have I at prefent any concern

yad profe-writer *; Cicero was certainly a
yad poet : and this author, though not
much acquainted with human nature, and
therefore not well qualified to write a treas
tife upon it, may yet be an excellent poli-
tician, financier, and hiftorian. His high
merit in thefe three refpects is mdeed u-
niverfally allowed : and if my fuffrage
could add any thing to the luftre of {uch
diftinguithed reputation, 1 thould here,
with great fincerity and pleafure, join my
voice to that of the public, and make fuch
an encomium on the author of the Hiffory
of England as would not offend any of his
rational admirers. But why 1s this au-
thor’s charatter fo replete with inconfift=
ency ! why thould his principles and his
talents extort at once our efteem and de-
teftation, our applaufe and contempt !
That he, whofe manners in private life are
{fo agrecable, fhould yet, in the public ca=

* Seneca, Controv, lib., 2.«

pacity
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INTRODUETLON 4

pacity of an author, have given {o much
caufe of juft offence to all who love virtue
and mankind, is to me matter of aftonith-
ment and forrow, as well as of indigna-=
tion. That he, who fucceeds {o well 1n
defcribing the fates of nations, fhould yet
have failed fo egregioufly in explaining the
operations of the mind, is one of thofe
incongruities in human genius, for which
perhaps philofophy will never be able fully

to account. That he, who {o impartially

hath ftated the oppofite pleas and' princi-
ples of our political fa&ions, fhould yet
have adopted the moft illiberal prejudices
againft natural and revealed religion ;
that he, who on fome occafions hath dil-
played even a profound erudition, fhould
at other times, when intoxicated with a
favourite theory, have fuffered affirma-
tions to efcape him, which would have
fixed the opprobrious name of Sciolift on
a lefs celebrated author; and, finally,
that a moral philofopher, who feems to
have exerted his utmoft ingenuity in
{fearching after paradoxes, fhould yet hap-
pen to light on none, but fuch as are all,
without exception, on the fide of licen-
tioufnefs and feepticifin: thefe are 1=

B2 confiftencies




equally inexplicable;
are fuch as I do not at pre=~

to explain. And yet, that this

with all thefc incon-
hink, be denied by

any perfon.of fenfe and candour, who
hath read his works with attention. His
hilofophy hath done great harm. Its ad-

[ know, are vers
| have not as yet met with one p:l‘ilm,
ho | ' wderftood it. - We

¢ what we with to be

e l moft of this author’s philofo=
phical tenets are {o well adapted to what 1
fear I may call the fathionable notions of
the times, that thofe who are ambitious
to conform themfelves to the latter will
hardly be difpofed to examine ferupulouf=
ly the evidence aof the former.—— Ha=

' S e e e i F
ving made this declaration, which I do in

the 1';:5;'it of an honeft man, I muft take
the liberty to treat this author with that
plain 12“1_5, which the caufe of truth, the
interefts .of fociety, and my own con-
{cience, require, The fame candour that
;;;'um};t me to praife, will alfo oblige me
to blame, The inconfiftency

but 10 him. Had I done but half as much

is not in me,

as
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2
as he, in labouring to fubvert principles
which ought ever to be held facred, I
know not whether the friends of truth
would have granted me any indulgence;
[ am fure they ought not. Let me be
treated with the lenity due to- a good ci-
tizen, no longer than I a&t as becomes
one.

If it fhall be acknowledged by the can-
did and intelligent reader, that I have in
this book contributed fimlf:thlng to the
eftablifhment of old truths, I fhall not be
much offended, though others thould pre-
tend to difcover, that I have advanced no-
thing new. Indeed I would not wifh to
fay any thing on thefe fubjeé@s, that hath
not often occurred to the common fenfe
of mankind. In Logic and Morals, we
may have new treatifes, and new theories ;
but we are not now to expe& new difco-
veries.  The principles of moral duty
have long been underftood in thefe en-
lightened parts of the world; and man-
kind, in the time that is paft, have had
more truth under their confideration, than
they will probably have in the time to
come. Yet he who makes thefe fciences
the ftudy of his life, may perhaps colle@t

particulars
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particulars - concerning their evidence,
which, though known to a few, are un-
known to many; may fet fome objects in
a more ftriking light, than that in which
they have been formerly viewed ; may de-
vife methods of confuting new errors, and
expofing new paradoxes ; and may hit up-
on a more popular way of exprefling what
has hitherto been exhibited in too dark and
myfterious a form.

It is commonly acknowledged, that the
{cience of human nature is of all human
{ciences the moft curious and important.
To know ourfelves, is a precept which the
wife in all ages have recommended, and
which is enjoined by the authority of re-
velation itfelf, Can any thing be of more
confequence to man, than to know what is
his duty, and how he may arrive at hap-
pinefs ? It is from the examination of
his own heart that he receives the firft in-
timations of the one, and the only fure
criterion of the other.— What can be
more ufeful, more delightful, and more
fublime, than to contemplate the Deity !
It 1s in the works of nature, particularly
in the confltitution of the human foul, that
we difcern the firft and moft confpicuous

traces
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traces of the Almighty : for without fome
previous acquaintance with our own mo-
ral nature, we could not poflibly have any
certain knowledge of His.— Deftitute of
the hope of immortality, anda future re-
tribution, how contemptible, how mifera=
ble is man ! And yet, did not our mo-
ral feelings, in concert with what our rea-
fon .difcovers of the Deity, evidence the
neceflity of a future flate, in vain thould
we pretend to judge rationally of that re-
velation by which life and immortalicy
have been brought to light.

How then is this {cience to be learned?
In what manner are we to ftudy human
nature? Doubtlefs by examining our own
hearts and feelings, and by attending to
the conduct of other men. - Butare not the
writings - of - philofophers ufeful towards
the attainment of this fcience? Moft
certainly they are: for whatever improves
the fagacity of judgement, the fenfibility
of moral perception, or the delicacy of
tafte; whatever renders our knowledge of
moral and intelle€tual faéts more exten-
five; whatever imprefleth us with ftronger
and more enlarged fentiments of duty, with
more affecting views of God and Provi-

dence,
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dence, and with greater energy of belief 1n
the docrines of natural religion; —every
thing of this fort either makes us more
thoroughly acquainted, or prepares us for
becoming more thoroughly acquainted,
with our own nature, with the nature of
other beings, and with the relations which
they and we bear to one another. Butl
fear we fhall not be able to 1mprove our=
felves in any one of thefe refpects, by
reading the modern {yftems of fcepticiim.
What account then are we to make of
thofe {yftems, and theic authors? The
following differtation is partly defigned as
an anfwer to this queftion. But it has a
further view. It propofes to examine the
foundations of this fcepticifm, and to fee
whether thefe be confiftent with what all
mankind muft acknowledge to be the
foundations of truth; to inquire whether
the cultivation of {cepticifim be falutary or
pernicious to {cience and mankind; and
whether it may not be poflible to devife
certain criteria, by which the abfurdity of
its conclufions may be deteéted, even by
thofe who may not have leifure, or fubtlety,
or metaphyfical knowledge, fuflicient to
qualify them for a logical confutation of

all
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all its' premufes. If 1t be confefled, that
the prefent age hath fome tendency to
licentioufnefs, both in principle and
practice, and that the works of fceptical
writers have fome tendency to favour that

licentioufnefs ; 1t \-.".!l allo be confelled
that this defign 1s nei * abfurd nor un-
{ecafonable.
A-eclabented wilier- & SRR
A celebrated writer * on human nature
1 b = el o 3 ik 1
hath obferved, that “if truth be at all
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within the reach of human capacity, it
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opinion, that I declare; in regard to the
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tew tiungs I have to fay on human na-

ture, that I fhould efteem it a very ftrong

prelumption againit them, if.they were
: { ] e, 3] |
noet ealy and obvious.  Phviical and ma-

are often exceedingly
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witrufe; but facts and experiments rela-
ting to the humagn mind; when exprefled
1n proper words, ought to be obvious to
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all. I find, that thofe poets, hiftorians,
and novelifts, who have given the moft
lively difplays of human nature, and who
2bound moit in fentiments eafily compre-
:m(l readily admitted as true, are
as well as the mofit

hended,
the moft entertaining,
afeful. How then fhould the philofophy
of the human mind be fo difficult and ob-
fcure? Indeed, if it be an author’s deter-
mined purpofc to advance paradoxes,
fome of which are incredible, and others

ff)l*l}‘!'{?h(.llfuu{..; if he be willmg to a-
vail him{elf all he can of the natural am-=
biguity of language in fupporting thofe
paradoxes; or if he enter upon inquiries
t00 refined for human underftanding ; he
muft often be obfcure, and often unintel-
vy views are very different.
I only intend to fuggeft fome hints for

a1l
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guarding the mind againft error; and
thefe, 1 hope, will be found to be deduced
from principles which every man of com=
mon capacity may examine by his daily
(.'XPC‘,'H'.‘H(_.".:.

It is true, that feveral fubjeés of in-
tricate fpeculation are examined in this
book: but I have endeavoured, by con=
ftant appeals to fact and experience, by

illuftrations
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illuftrations and examples the moft fami-
liar I could think of, and by a plainnefs
and perfpicuity of expreflion which fome-
times may appear too much affeted, to
examine them in fuch a way, as I hope
cannot fail to render them intelligible,
even to thofe who are not much conver-
fant in ftudies of this kind. Truth, hke
virtue, to be loved, needs only to be feen.
My principles require no difguife; on the
contrary, they will, if I miftake not, be
moft eafily admitted by thofe who beft un-
derftand them. And I am perfuaded,
that the fceptical fyftem would never have
made fuch an alarming progrefs, if it had
been well underftood. The ambiguity of
its language, and the intricacy and
length of fome of its fundamental invefti-
gations, have unhappily been too fuccefs-
ful in producing that confufion of ideas,
and indiftinénefs of apprehenfion, in the
minds both of authors and readers, which

are fo favourable to error and {ophiftry.
Few men have ever engaged in contro-
verfy, religious, political, or philofophi-
cal, without being in fome degree charge-
able with mifapprehenfion of the adverfa-
. (e IV'S
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inical difquifition: a fpecies of writing,
in his own judgement, is not the
noft creditable; which he knows, to his
coft, is not the moflt pleafing; and of
whi LTE he 1s well aware, that it can hardly
fail to t! aw upon um the refentment of a

]
numerous and VEry fathionable party.
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hele pages, wialch he hopes none will
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condemn who ve not read, thall throvr
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any light on the firft principles of moral
fcience ; if they fhall fuggeft, to the young
and unwary, any cautions aga ‘::’.lt’.':;i‘;i%_)p?'.i—
{try, and licentioufnefs of principle, which
too 1111.3th infe¢t the converfations and
compolitions of the age; if tEu.‘V ::]Zl”. n

ribute to the {atisfaction

VXF Y 'r':l-.l.':]-"_. ;)T\l :
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of any of the friends of truth and virtue;
Bl S S ¥ (P : . o~ Pty | i

his purpofe will be (:‘-mpiuc.', anfwered :
and he will, to the end of his life, rejoice
in the recolleétion of thofe painful hours
which he pafled in the examination of this

molt important controveriy.
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G N II1.

Confequences of Metaphyfical Scep-
ticl i 1,

Fter all, it will perhaps be obje@ed

L to this difcourfe, that I have laid

t66 much ftrefs upon the confequences of
metaphyfical abfurdity, and reprefented
them as much’ more dangerous than they
are found to be in fa@. T fhall be told,
that many of the controverfies in metaphy-
fic'are merely verbal; and the errors pro-
ceeding from them of {o abftra& a nature,
that philefophers run little rifk, and the
vulgar no rifk at all, of being influenced
by them in practice. It will be faid, that
Inever heard of any man who fell a facri-
fice to BERkELEY's {yftem, by breaking
his neck over a material precipice, which
he had taken for an ideal one; nor of any
Fatalift, whofe morals were, upon the
whole, more exceptionable than thofe of
the aflerters of free agency: in a word, that
whatever effect fuch tenets may have upon
the
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the underftanding, they feldom or never
produce any fenfible effets upon the heart.
[n confidering this objection, I muft con-
fine myfelf to a few topics, for the {fubject
to which it leads is of vaft extent. The
influence of the metaphyfical fpirit upon
art, {cience, and manners, would furnifh
matter for a large treatife. It will fuffice
at prefent to thow, that metaphyfical er-
rors are not harmlefs, but may produce,
and atually have produced, fome very
important and interefting confequences.

I begin with an obfervation often made,
and indeed obvious enough, namely, That
happinefs is the end of our. being; :and
that knowledge, and even truth icfelf, are
valuable only as they tend to promote it.
Every ufelefs ftudy is a pernicious thing,
becaufe it waftes our time, and mifem=
ploys our faculues. To prove that meta-

phyfical abfurdities do no good, would
therefore fufficiently juftify the prefent un-

dertaking. But it requires no profound
fagacity to be able to prove a great deal
more.

We acknowledge, however, that all me:

taphyfical errors are not equally danger=
ous. There is an obfcurity in the abftract
{ciences,
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fciences, as they are commonly taught,
which is often no bad prefervative againft
their influence. This ob{'curity 15 fome-

times unavoidable, on account of the in-

fufficiency of language: fometimes it is

owing to the fpiritlefs or {lovenly ftyle of
the writer : and fometimes it 15 affected ;
as when a philofopher, from prudential
confiderations, thinks fit to difguife any oc-
cafional attack on the religion or laws of his
country, by fome artful equivocation, 1in
the form of allegory, dialogue, or fable *,

L

The

* Mr Hume is not unacquainted with this piece of po-
licy, His apology for Atheifm he delivers by the mouth
of a friend, in the way of conference, prefaced with a
declaration, that though he cannor by any means approve
many ‘of the fentiments of that friend, yet he thinks they
bear fome, relation to the chain of reafoning carried on in
his Tnquiry concerning Human Nature, He had fome-
thing, it feems, to fay againft his Maker, which he mo-
deitly acknowledges to be curious, and worthy of atten-
tion, and which he thought, no doubt; to be mighty

8
fmart and clever, To call it what it really is, An at-

tempt to vindicate Atheifm, or what he probably thought
ity A vindication of Atheifm, feem
might difgult many of his well-meaning readers, He
calls it, therefore, Jn Eflay on a Particular Providence
and a Future State, and puts his capital arguments in the
mouth of another perfon: thus providing, by the fame

aenerous, | candid, and manly expedient, a {

ed dangerous, and

nare for the
nwary reader, and an evafion for himfelf. Perhaps it

wrill
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The ftyle of The Treatife of Human Nature is
{0 obfcure and ulﬁntfi‘citinfr that if the
author had not in his Effays repul blifhed the
capital doltrines of th:w t work in a more e-
legant and {prightly manner, a confuta-
tion. of them would have been altogether
unneceflary. And, after all, though this
author is one of the deadlieft, he 13 not
perhaps one of the moft dangerous enemies
of religion. Bolingbroke, his inferior''in
fubtlety, but far fuper ior in wit, €lo-
quence, and knowledge of mankind," 1s
more dangerous, becaufe more entertain=-
ing. S0 that though the reader may be
difpofed to nnlami the patriotifm of ‘the
grand jury of \”Lﬂmm!lri who' prefent~
ed the i,g_;t‘._[hu.1:m,\ works of .that'Noble

Lord as a public nuifance, he muft be
'}1-‘ that there was no 1‘.;\‘L'i§lt?y for
athxing any fuch {tigma to the philofophi-
cal writings of the Scottith author: And
be denied, that even thefe,

it cannot |
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notwithftanding their obfeurity, have done
mifchief enough to make every fober-
minded perfon earneftly wifh, that they
had never exifted.

Further, fome metaphyfical errors are
o grofsly abfurd, that there is hardly a
poflibility of their perverting our :‘(:m]r-l&.
Such, confidered in itfelf, is the doGrine
of the non-exiftence of matter; which no
man in his fenfes was ever capable of be-
lieving for a {ingle moment. Pyrrho was
a wain hypocrite : he took it into his head
to fay, that he believed nothing, becaufe
he wanted to be taken notice of : he af-
fected, too, to act up to this pretended
difbelief; and would not of his own ac-
cord ftep afide to avoid a dog, a charior,
or a precipice : but he always took care to
have fome friends or fervants at hand,
whoie bufinefs it was to keep the philofo-~
pher out of harm’s way.— That the uni-
“verfe is nothing but a heap of impreflions
and ideas unperceived by any fubftance,
is another of thofe profound myfteries,
from which we need not apprehend much
danger; becaunfe it is {o perfe@ly abfurd,
that no words, but fuch as imply a con-
tradition, will exprefs it. I know not

3 Q. whether
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vous: and happy it were for the world,
and mucia to the credit of fome perfons

now in it, 1 metaphyticians were f\:h'u;;{'rn

able with nothing worfe than abfurdity,

Again, certain errors in our theories of

uman nature, confidered in themfelves,

are in {fome meafure harmlefs, when the
principles that oppofe their influence are
ftrong and aclive, A gentle difpofition,
confirmed ?mf.;irs of wvirtue, obedience
to law, .a regard to order, or even the fear
of punithment, often prove antidotes -to
metaphyfical poifon. “When Fatality hath

principles to combat, it may puzzle
' ut will not corrupt the
ftinét never fails to op-

yelieve '.':'L':‘.'e!-"-': es free a~
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if debauchery, bad example, and licen-
tious writings, fhould extinguith or weak-
en the fenfe of duty; what might not be
apprehended from men who are above law,
or can {creen themfelves from punifhment?
What virtue is to be expeéted from a be-
ing who believes itfelf a mere machine?
If ‘T were perfuaded, that the evil I com-
mit is impofed upon me by fatal ]

I thould think repentance as

Xerxes fcourging the waves of the
pont; and be as lttle difpofed to form re-
folutions of amendment, as to-contrive
fchemes for preventing the frequent e~
Every

g |

clipfes of the fatellites of Jupiter. '
author who publithes an eflay in behalf
of Fatality, is willing to run the rifk of
bringing all men over to his opinion,
What if this thould be the confequence?
If it be poflible to make one reafonable
¢reature a Fatalift, may it not be poflible
to make many fuch ! And would this be
a matter of little or no moment ? It'is de-
monftrable that it would not. - But we
have already explained ourfelves on this

head.

s ~ ‘ AT TS

Other metaphyfical errors there ars,
which. though they do not firike more €1
; s ] J "1:‘.\—

a () ~ rect
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reCtly at the foundations of virtue, - are
more apt to influence mankind, becaufe
they are not {o vigorouf {ly countera@ed by
any putmuuu propent ity. - What fhall we
fay to the theory of HoBBEs, who makes
the diftin@ion between vice and virtue to
be wholly artificial, without any founda-
tion in the divine will, or human confti~
tution, and depending cnt;rvly on the will
of governors? Accor ding to this account,
no_action that is commanded by a king
can be vitious, and none virtuous except
warranted by that authority. Were this
opinion univerfal, what could deter men
from fecret wickednefs, or fuch as is not
cognifable by law? What could reftrain
governors from the utmoft infolence of ty-
ranny ? What but a miracle could fave the
human race from perdition ?

In the preface to one of Mr Hume's
late publications, we are prefented with

laborate panegyric on the author.

rted,” fays the writer of the
pretace, * thofe great talents he received
“ from Nature, aud the acquifitions he
“ made by {ftudy, in the fearch of truth,
“and in v..arm:u';:".n."' the good of man-
"kimd.” A noble encomium indeed ! If

it
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it ‘be a true one, what 4re we to think
fa Douglas, ‘a Campbell, a Gerard, 2
Xeid, and fome others, who have attacked
many of Mr HuME’s opinions, and pro-
ved them to be contrary to truth, and fub-
vetfive of the good of mankind ? 1 thought
indeed, that the works of thofe excellent
writers had given great fatisfaction to the
friends of truth and virtue, and'done ad
important fervice to fociety : but, if I be-
lieve this prefacer *, I muft look on them,
asiwell as on this attempt of my own,
with deteftation ‘and horror. But before

1o

*'T have been told, that the preface to Mr Hunme’s ac-
count of his difpute with Roufleau was not written by M-
Hume himfelf, but by {fome perfon in France: I am ve- -
ry willing to believe this; but I cannot account for his
having fo long negledted to contradi@ publicly an nnfair
reprefentation contained in that preface, from which
fome, who were ignorant of the true ftate of the cafe,
have formed ftrange conjedtures. ““ His love of peace,”
fays the prefacer, ““is fo well known, that the criticifing
*“ Written ‘againft his pieces have been ¢/7en brought 19
* him by their refpedive authors, for him to revife and
*“corredt them,” In jullice to thele authors, I think it
my duty to inform the public, that fome of the pieces
written againft Mr Hume’s philofophy were fhown to
him before publication, not for the reafon here given,

but becaufe the authors wanted to know from himlelf,

whather they had in any place miftaken his mecaning.
He

493
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fo great a change in my fentiments can
take place, it will be neceflary, that Mr
Humk prove, to my fatisfaCtion, that he
1s neither the author nor the publifther of
the E/fays that bear his name, nor of the
Treatife of Human Nature. For 1 will not
take it on his, nor on any man’s word, that
religion, both revealed and natural, and all
conviction in regard to truth, are detri-
mental to mankind. And it is moft cer-
tain, that he, if he 1s indeed the author
of thofe Effays, and of that Treatife, hath
exerted his great talents, and employed
feveral years of his life, in endeavouring
to perfuade the world, that the funda-
mental doétrines of natural religion are ir-
rational, the proofs of revealed religion
fuch as ought not to fatisfy an impartial
mind, and that there is not in any fcience
an evidence of truth fufficient to produce
certainty. Suppofe thefe opinions efta-
blifhed in the world, and fay, if you can,

He pays himfelf too great a compliment, and claims a
merit with the public to which he has no title, if he be-
lieves, and would have the world to believe, that their
defign was to get their compofitions corrected by him.
Some of them, to my certain knowledge, had nothing
lefs in view,
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that the good of mankind would be pro-
moted by them. To me it feems impofii-
ble for {ociety to-exift under the influence
of fuch opinions. Nor let it be thought,
that we give an unfavourable view of hu-
man nature, when we infift on the necefli-
ty of good principles for the prefervation
of good order. Such a total fubverfion of
human fentiment is, I believe, impoflible:
mankind, at their very worft, are not fuch
monfters as toadmit it; reafon, confcience,
tafte, habit, intereft, fear, muft perpetual-
ly oppofe it : but the philofophy that aims
at a total fubverfion of human fentiment
is not on that account the lefs deteftable.
And . yet it is faid of the authors of this
philofophy, that they exert their great ta-
lents in promoting the good of mankind.
What an infult on human nature and
common fenfe! If mankind are tame e-
nough to acquiefce in fuch an infult, and
fervile enough to reply, “It is true, we
“ have been much obliged to the celebra-
“ ted fceptics of this moft enlightened age,”
—they would almoft tempt one to ex-
prefs himfelf in the ftyle of mifanthropy,
and fay, “ Si populus vult decipi, deci-
¢ piatur,”

Every




e Al

496 AN ESSAY Partlill

Every doCirine is dangerons that tends
to difcredit the evidence of our fenfes, ex-
ternal or internal, and to fubvert .the o-
riginal inftintive principles of human be-
lief. In this refpe@ the moft unnatural
and incomprehenfible abfurdities, fuch as
the doQrine of the non-exiftence of mat-
ter, and of perceptions without a perci-
pient, are far from being harmlefs s as
they feem to lead, and atually have led,
to univerfal {cepticifin; and fet an exam-
ple of a method of reafoning fufficient to
overturn all truth, and pervert every hu-
man faculty. In this refpect alfo we have

proved the dodlrine of Fatality to be of

moft pernicious tendency, as it leads men
to fuppofe their moral fenaments falla-
cious or equivocal; not to mention its
influence on our notions of God, and na-
tural religion. When a {ceptic attacks
one principle of common {fenfe, he doth
in effe€t attack all; for if we are made

B (£,
i

diftruftful of the veracity of inftinctive

conviction in one inftance, we muit, or at
leaft we may, become equally diftruftful
in every other. A little fcepticifm intro-
duced into {cience will foon aflimilate the
whole to its own nature; the fatal fer-

mentation,

of uth
Wa L




Chill. ON ERUTH 497

mentation, . once: begun, ipreads wider
and wider every moment, till all: the mafs
be transformed into rottennefs and poi-
{on.

There 1s no exaggeration here. The
prefent flate of the abftrad {ciences is a
melancholy proof, that what I fay is true.
This;is called the age of reafon and phi-
lofophy; and this, 1s the age of avowed
and ~dogmatical atheifm. Sceptics have
atslaft grown weary of doubting; and
have now difcovered, by the force of their
great talents, that one thing at leaft 1s cer-
gain, mamely, that God, and religion, and
immortality, are empty founds. This is
the final triumph of our {fo much boafl-
ed: iphilofophic {pirit ; thefe are the limits
of -the dominion of error, beyond which

awe can hardly conceive 1t pofhible for hu=

iman fophiftry to penetrate. Exult, O Me-
taphiyfic, atthe confummation of thy glo-
xies. - :More thou canft not hope, more
thou canft not defire. - Fall down, ye mor-
tals, and acknowledge the ftupendous
blefling : adore thofe men of great ta-
lents, thofe daring. {pirits, thole patterns
ofimodefly, gentlenefs; and candour, thofe
prodigies of genius, thofc heraes in bene-

el 53 2R ficence,




498 AN __FSSAY Part I11,

ficence, who have thus laboured — to
ftrip you of ey very rational confolation,
and to make your condition ten thoufmd
times worle Lh:m that of the beafts that
perith.

Why can I not exprefs myfelf with lefs
warmdth ! Why can I not devife an apo-
logy for thefe philofophers, to {creen
them from this dreadful imputation of
being the enemies and plagues of man-
kind ! — Perhaps they do not themfelves
believe their own tenets, but publifh them
only as the means of getting a name and
a fortune. But I hope thm 1s not the
cale; God forbid that it thould ! for
then the enormity of their guilt would
furpafs all power of language; we could
:;;‘J)f gaze at 1t, and tremble. Compared
with fuch wickednefs, the crimes of the
thief, the robber, the incendiary, would
almoft difappear. Thefe facrifice the for-
tunes or the lives of fome of their fellow-
creatures, to their own neceflity or out-
rageous appetite : but thofe would run
the hazard of facrifici cing, to their own a-
varice or vanit ty, the happinefs of all man-
kind, both here and hereafter. No; I

cannot fuppofe it: the heart of man,

however

fu
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however depraved, 1s not capable of fuch
Perhaps they do

not forefee the confequences of their doc-

infernal malignity.

trines. BERKELEY moft certainly did
not. —, But BErkELEY did not attack
the religion of his country, did not feck
to undermine the foundations of virtue,
did not preach or recommend Atheifm.
He erred; and who is free from error?
but his intentions were irreproachable;
and his conduét as a man, and a Chri-
ftian, did honour to human nature.——
Perhaps our modern {ceptics are igno-
rant, that, without the belief of a God,
and the hope of immortality, the miferies
of human life would often be infupport-
able. But can I fuppofe them in a ftate
of total and invincible f{tupidity, utter
ftrangers to the human heart, and te hu-
man affairs | Sure they would not thank
mie for fuch a {uppofition. Yet this I muit
fuppofe, or I muft believe them to be the
moft cruel, the moft perfidious, and the
moft profligate of men.

Careffed by thofe who call themfelves
the great, ingrofled by the formalities of

hfe, intoxicated with vanity, pampered

3 R 2 \‘.’ET}}
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oufinefs, or idft the viciflitudes of
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i‘mI}-', they perhaps have 'l'-.::],c need and
lith for the confolations of religion.
But let them know, that in the ;o.i::zl‘y

icenes of life, there is manv an honeft and
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tender heart pining with incurable an-
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guuh, pierced with the fharpeft fting of

difappointment, bereft of f';‘.unds. chilled
with poverty, racked with difeafe, fcour=
géd by the oppreflor; whom nuthm;g but

t in Providence, and the hope of a fu=

trud
ture retribution, L‘».;U]-’I preierve from the
agonies of defpair, And do they, with

acrilegious hands, attempt to violate this
laft refuge of the miferable, :m(l to rob
them of the only comfort that 1 furvi-
ved the ravages of misfortune, n,ua!'u;z:, and
'-":::11;_._.'! Did it ever happen, that the
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man kind, ye murderers of the human
foul, how can ye anfwer for it to your
1 .
own hearts ! Surely ‘ev “Iy {park of your
generofity is extinguithed for ever, if this
confideration do not awaken in vou the
keenelt remorfe, and make you with in
bittérnels of foul But I remonftrate in
vain. All this muft have often occurred

toyou,  and been as often rejected’ as -
terly frivolous. . Could I inforce the pre-
fent topic by an appeal to your wanity, I
might poflibly make fome impreflion: but
to plead with you on the principles of be=
nevolence or generofity, is toaddrefs yvou
mval language ye do not, or will not, "Liil-
derftand ; and as to the fhame of being
convited of abfurdity, ignorance, or want
of candour, ye have long ago proved your-
felwes fuperior to the fenfe of'it.

But let not the lovers of truth be dif-
couraged.  Atheifm cannot be of long

continuance; nor is there much danger of

its becoming univerfal. The influence of
{ome confpicuous characters hath brought
it too0 much into fathion; which, m a
thoughtle(s and profligate age, it is no difhi«
¢nlt matter to accomplifh. But when men

have
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have retrieved the powers of ferious re-
flection, they will find it a frightful phan-
tom ; and the mind will return gladly and
eagerly to its old endearments. One thing
we certainly know; the fathion of {cepti-
cal and metaphyfical f{yftems pafleth
{peedily away. Thofe unnatural produc-
tions, the vile effufion of a hard and ftu-
pid heart, that miftakes its own reftlefs~
nefs for the adlivity of genius, and its
wn captioufnefs for fagacity of under-
ftanding, may, like other monfters, pleafe
a while by their fingularity ; but the
charm 1s foon over; and the fucceeding
age will be aftonithed to hear, that their
forefathers were deluded, or amufed, with
fuch fooleries. The meafure of {cepti-
cifm {feems indeed to be full; it is time
for truth to vindicate its rights, and we
truft they fhall yet be completely vindi-
cated. Such are the hopes and the earneft
withes of one, who hath feldom made
controver{ly his ftudy, who never took
pleafure in argumentation, and who ut-
terly difclaims all ambition of being repu-
ted a fubtle difputant; but who, as a
friend to human nature, would account

it

Ch. 1
it his
moth

{cien

foept

v
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503
it his honour to be inftrumental in pro-
moting, though by means unpleafant to
himfelf, the caufe of virtue and true
{cience, and in bringing to contempt that
fceptical fophiftry which is equally fub-
verfive of both,

i ERRAT A
e
i 5 Pﬂgc’ §5. lin. 1, read apagogical,
aatll g 3
- 107 lins alt, note, read Part 3. chap. 2,
BV

171 lin. ults read our belicf

g 200. /in. 16. read of putting

il 330. lin. 21, read each of which
i : :

381. lin. 9. read it cannot be, true;




