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OF THE

Grounds and Nature, &.

INTRODUCTTION,

7B\ HE gift of reafon, whatever bene-
#  fits may artend the application of it
d.  1n the ordinary occurrences of life,
1s feldom exerted to the higher and more re-
fined purpofes of philofsphical inquiry, with
that {uccefs which might reafonably be expect-
ed from the known extent of its powers, In
the inveftigation of truth, as in every other
{fcience, few can boaft the attainments .of
mafferly exccution, though every pretender to
leifure makes profeflion of the bufinefs, and
many of thefe have actually labored in it
through an apprenticethip of half their lives,

From an ordinary capacity indeed, and a

ﬁczzzty diftribution of the proper talents, it
were
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were unreafonable to expec the fame rich
produce we natur Jlly romife ourfelves, in
the happy effeéts of ei’ﬂ’:{: 6/5 and ﬁ)‘/f And
hence, in the philofeshical, as in the me-
chamic arts, where gemus 18 wanting, men
of fenfe and candor will always be difpoled
to make the proper allowances, At the fame
time, however, mifcarriages in the former
province are perhaps lefs pardonable than is
ufually fuppofed, as proceding more frequently
from an habit of zmattention, than from nae
tural defec? and zmcapacity.  In reafoning,
men generally procede too indifcriminately,
and without a proper regard to the nature
of the work before them: And hence it is,
that 2 good caufe o frequently fufters under
the condu@ of thofe who undertake the
management of it, For men fall, where
they do fail in the ecftablithment of their
point, not {fo much through the want of
ability to condut their proof, as throngh a
miftaken applicetion of arguments to their
particular purpofe, which are by no means
adapted to it,

T'ruths of a different nature are according-
ly the objelts of a different fpecies of reafon-
ing: And if they are not handled, in the dif-
cuflion, with a proper regard to their nature,
and that eflential difference which nature
hath eftablifhed, the refult of wch inquiry
can never be depended upon, and if the con-

clufion
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clufion is #of erroncous, it can only be by
chance, We fhould de'crvedly laugh at a
man who pretended to thew us the projabi-
ity that the three angles of a triangle were
eqial to two right ones 5 yet a demonfiration
of fafls is frequently pretended to. But,
point of abfurdity, where is the difference ?
For a matter of fas# is no more the objett
of demanfirative proof, than the relation be-
tween the two ideas, in the foregoing in-
ftance, 1s of prefumptive evidence: Nor can
the former be afcertained by a train of rea-

Joming, any more than the latter can by a jury
of witneffes.

Whatever can become the objeét of a rae
tional inquiry, is ultimately reducible to one or
another of three general clafles.  One of thefs
includes the feveral relations of 7deas ; ano-
ther, the whole {yltem of moral relations;
and the remaining one, that of all affual
exiftences, And it is the principal bufinefs
of every man that would reafon with a pro-
{pect of fuccefs, to confider, to which of thefe
feveral claffes the object of his inquiry may
properly be referred.  For the fagacity which
18 neceflary to conduét the proof, or calculate
the iffue of it, is in comparifon of this, but a
{fecondary qualification, Few are {een to err,
(that have common abilities: for want of
the latter; while the beft underftandings,
where the former has been neglected, after

B 2 fetting
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fetting out wrong, as muft always be the cafe,
nave fhamefully mifcarried of their intended

purpole,

It may much contribute then to our fuc-
cefs, and thereby to our fatisfaction too, to
obferve and remember that there are three
diftinct fpecies of ratiocination, correfponding
to the three diftinct claffes of ehjef?s jult
now fpoken of; three different methods, in
which the faculty of reafon is capable of
being exercifed—that each of thefe, as a dif-
tinék court of judicature, hath its particula
province——and, that every objet of rea-
foning, as it naturally belongs to this or that of
the claffes beforementioned, is naturally ca-
pable of being proved only in this or that par-
ticular manner ; and of being afcertained on~
ly in this or that particalar degree, 'What
I cail the different fpecies of reafoning, I {hall
chufe to d'ftinguith by the feveral names of
demonfiration, moral evidence, and prefump-
trve: i each of which, three particulars are
efpecially o be noted, iz, the firft principle,
the argument, and the conclufion,

SECT.
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SECT. I

HERE the firf} principle aflumed,

in the order of proof, is a mecefary
truth ; it the feveral feps that follow, are alio
neceflarily connected, the firft with that, and
the reft with one another, throughout; the
argument, in that cafe, is of the demonfirative
kind, the higheft mmaginable, being, on thofe
accounts, indiffoluble and irretragable, and
terminating in aofolute certainty,

By neceffary truths, I mean fuch as mani-
feltly cannot but be, in oppofitton to {uch as
however evzdent, and however we may be
perfuaded of, are yet not certain in {uch inan-
ner, but that the contrary alfo may be fup-
pofed to take place, withuut a natural con-
tradiétion, Thus,that 24~ ==, I call 2 7e-
ceffary truth, becaufe two and three canmmof
but make five, and the fuppofition that they
can, implies a natural abfurdity. For, fince
it is granted that they afZually are equal to five,
if they could alfo be equal to any ozber num-
ber, to fix, for inftance, then, fince two quan-
tities, that are equal to a third, are equal alfo
to one another, fix and five would be equal, a
greater to a lefs, which is a natural contra«
diction, But with other truths, however

“ fclf-
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felf-evident, as we fay, this is not the cafe,
E.g. That cvery effeft does neceffarily re-
quire @ caufe, or to ipeak more properly, that
every finite extftence is an ¢ffet, 1 calland
allow to be a natural and felf-evident truth:
But why ? I cannot tell. 1 fre/ indeed and
am perfuaded of it; yet not becaufe the con-
trary fuppofition 1mplies any natural contra-
diftion, tor,n reality, it does not, nor canany
fuch contradi&ion be thewn: Ifis not, there-
fore, a meceffary truth, If it be faid, that T
have no other authoriiy for the neceffity of
the truth {uppofed in the former inftance; no
other authority for faying that & greater can
no: be equai 1o ¢ lefs, than an inward feeling and
perfuafion, which would equally juftify my
calling the latter alfo a neceffary truth ; this
I deny. The very inequality of one thing
to another confiffs in this, that one 1s greater,
and the other //s, While therefore, the one
continues greater, and the other lefs, the zz-
equality alfo fubfifts, which is only a {ynony-
~ mous expreflion for, and equivalent to, non-
equality : The contradition therefore, 1n
this Cafe, is v fible.  In the ofher cafe it is not
{fo. 1 feel indeed the truth I contend for;
bui-if 1 do not alfo fee the abfurdity of fup-
pofing the contrary, I do not fee the necefity
ot that truth, There is, indeed, between the
bar oly {elf-evident, and the neceffary truth,
condered as obyects, exaltly the fame d:ffe-
rece that there s betwixt the two media

through
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through which I refpectively contemplate
them ; the faculties 2f T may fo fay) of
faith and fight, But to return;

This therefore is that {pecies of argument,
which I call demonfirative, It is eflential to
it, that the fr/f principle be a neceflary trath;
that the feveral fi¢ps in the progrethion be re-
ceffary confequences of that. and of each
other; from whence it muft needs follow,
that the conclufion alfo will be a neceflary
truth; and that this kind of proof therefore
will always and unavoidably terminate in
abfolute certainty,

Hence we fee what kind of truths are the
proper and peculiar objects of this {pecies of
reafoning, wviz. all {uch as are deducible, by
neceflary confequence, from meceffary prin-
ciples,  E. g. That two guantitses, which are
equal to a third, are equal alfo o one anotber,
15 a neceffary truth 5 wherefore the gquantie
t1€5 acd+ b and ace +-ech, as being each equal
{0 Gce~-ccd - deb, 2T€ -
al{o equal to one ano-
ther: 7. e. the two d
angles, formed by
one right line falling 1
upon another, are e-
qual totworight ones. Anditis, for the reafons
abovementioned a propofition of abfolute cer-
tainty, and #nsverfaltruth, ‘The fame may be

_afﬁlmcd

QKIH“
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affirmed of all mathematical conclufions what-
{oever: Asbeing 2ll, in like manner, deductions
frorm principles, etther vifibly neceffary on firft
fight, or which have previoufly been fhewn to
be fuch.

If what 1s here laid down be true, it will
follow, as | conceive, that guantity alone is
the obje¢t of this {pecies of reafoning ; and
fuch propofitions, as are affirmative of the fe-
veral relations of equality, proportion, &e.
betwixt any two 1deas of quantity, the only
ones that are fufceptible of demonfirative
proof. Mr. Locke indeed, -has given it as his
opinion, that it is not true; however, * it
““ has generally been taken for granted, that
« mathematics alone, are capable of demon-
“ frative certainty *;” and urges, 1n {up-
port of it, * that, wherever we can per-
“ ceive the agreement or difagreement of
¢ any two ideas, by an zmfuztive perception
¢ of the agreement or difagreement they
¢ have with any intermediate 1deas, there
« (as he exprefles himfelf) the mind is capa-
« ble of demonftration,” But with all pro-
per fubmiflion to the judgment of fo pro-
found and accurate an inquirer, I cannot but
profeis myfelf to be of a very different opinion,
It is not, 1 think, fufficient, that the relation
between any two ideas be difcernible “ by an
“ jntuitive perception of their agreement or

“ difa

$ Effay on human underftanding, B. IV. C.i1, § g.
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« difagreement with any intermediate ones,”
unlefs their {everal conneétions with, and rela-
tions to, thofe intermediate ones, as well as of
the intermediate ones, with one another, from
firft to laft, be alfo, in the nature of things,
neceflary, 1.e. manifettly {uch as cannot but
obtain. That there is fuch a difference as I
have all along contended for, between truths
fimply evident, and truths neceffary allo as
well as evident, cannot, I think, be difputed.
And if fo, there will be a proportionable Diffe-
rence in the ature of the proof, 2ccording as
this or that fort of truths take place in the
procefls, If the connection throughout be
vifibly neceffary, the conclufion in the end
will be meceflary too; and the truth it
cltablifhes, abfolutely certain, But if we have
no ofber aflurance of the intimacy of fuch
connection, than fuch as aries from a fimple
perfuafion of the mind, however unavoidable,
this alters the cafe, and will affect the argu-
ment in the fame degree.  For if it be barely
poffible, that fomething might exift orberwzfe
than 1s affirmed in the courfe of the deduce
tion, then the truth alfo which is concluded
from {uch deduction, (fince the force of the
conclufion depends upon the {triGtnefs of the
autermediate  connections) might pofibly alfo
not have taken place, Hence, whatever af-
{urance we may have of a truth inferred in
fbrs maner, as it cannot amount to abfilute
certainty, it will neceffarily be inferior to the

o aﬁhrancg
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aflurance we have of a truth eftablithed as.
in the inftance that goes before: And if that
therefore be propertly called demonfirative, the
latter muft be referred to {ome otber clafs,
"This we proceed to confider.

SECT. Il

NOTHER method then in which
the faculty of reafon is exercifed, is
that wherein the Argument procedes upon,
as the firlt and fundamental primciples, truths,
which though zof neceflary in their nafure,
and in refpect of their fubject matter, are yet
fuch, with refpet to the human mind.
Truths, which awe cannot but be perfuaded
of, though it were pofiole, at the fame
time, that the relations exprefled in them,
might ceafe to exift.  Truths, in {hort, which
are neceffary indeed, from the particular caft
~and conftitution of oz~ nature, though from
no confideration or circumftance, that we
know of, in their cwn.

- ‘Thus, that nothing could ever begin to exift
of itfelf, fingly, and independently of any. thing
elfe whatfoever, is a felf-evident truth 5 every
thing, which ever had a beginning, being, 1n
the order of our ideas, pre-conceived of asan

" ofilt
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effelt.  Yet, in the mature of things, thig
will not be a #eceffary truth, unlefs. I can:
make it appear from zhence alfo, that fuch
pre-conception is well-grounded. For, how-
ever I may be perfuaded that nothing could
ever begin fo exift of itfelf, if 1 can affign na
better reafon for it, than that every thing
muft have had a caufe, this is nothigg but-
affirming, that things could not begin to
exift of rhemfelves, becaufe they could not be-
gin to exift wizhout the operation of fomething-
elfe; 1.e. they could not begin to exift of
themfelves, becaufe they could not, Inwhich
cafe, though I believe, unavoidably, it is not
upon any principle of reafon; and though I
feel it muft be {o, yet my fenfe of that ne--
ceflity does not arife from any zatural abfir-
a5ty 1 can point out in the contrary fuppofie
tion, ,

- Now an argument which proceeds upon
fuch principles as thefe, as fundamental ones;
or, in the courfe of which, fuch principles
arc affumed as sntermediate proofs; will fail
of that intimacy of union in its feveral parts,
which is difcernible in mathematical reafona
ings; becaufe, in_whatever part of the argu-
ment fuch principles are aflumed, from that
point the connection ceafes to be neceffary.
Such kind of proof therefore, is not demone
firative, For the fame reafon, the concli-
fion alfo will not be neceffary ; Such fort of

- Qa2 cons
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conclufions therefore will not be demonfirably
certain, |

For the fame reafon that this {ort of argu-
Mment 15 not demonfirative in its nature, 1t is
hikewife not umwerfal in its application, viz,
becaufe its connection is not neceflary through-
out, When any principle is affumed, which
is not necefflarzly what it is fuppofed to be, the
contrary of what is fo aflumed is, for ought
we know, pofible in the nature of things,
Now if the contrary be pofible in the nature
of things, the contrary may alfo be afferted
by any man without a natural abfurdity,
And if my argument procede upon the fup-
pofition of what another man does 70¢ allow,
and moreover may difallow without a zafu-
»al abfurdity, it is, with refpect to that man,
of no force or value. 1 argue from the fup-
pofed neceflity of the relation of caufe and
effeé?, that there exifts in the univerfe a fu-
preme fir/? caufe of all things : And as far as
that principle is true, the conclufion may be
be inconteftibly certain. But if I cannot
{hew that there is a natural contradiction in
fuppofing finite exiftences to take place 7ne
dependently, the contrary may be poflible in the
nature of things, Another perfon there-
fore may maintain the contrary, for,any res-
fin 1 can fhew why he fhould not : And
what becomes then of the argument found-
ed only on the fuppofed neceflity 1 contfnd

- | - for?
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for? In that cafe, I muft manifeftly, either
eftablith fuch neceflity, in order to jultify the
patticular fort of proof I make ufe of; or if
that cannot be done, ply him with proofs of a
different kind, And this is what I mean by
{aying, that an argument of this fort is not
univerfal, Tts premifes are difputable; its
authority therefore but conditional. 1t goes
upon a fuppofition that is liable to contro-
verfy; and can have no farther weight than
as that fuppofition is sof controverted, I
cannot apply 1t to any man’s conviction,
without firft requiring his aflent to the
principles 1 deduce it from, whence it will
only have the force of an argument ad bo-
minem: Not be conclufive abfolutely, and
whether men will or no; but only with re-
fpeCt to fuch perfons as agree with mylfelf in
the truth of the preliminaries,

This fpecies of reafoning however is not
without its weight: And, if in the procefs
from the fir/# \principle the connections ob-
tain throughout, its conclufions, in general,
may fafely be depended on, For fince zhey
are undeniably suff, as far as the premifes are
true 3 they will unavoidably be comvincing,
“as far as thofe premifes are acknowledged.
And if the apparent neceflity of the premifes
have a foundation in Juman nature, it may
reafonably be prefumed they w:// be univer
Jally acknowledged. 'T'o man, therefore, as

fman,
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man, I may fairly tender an argument of this
fort ; though, in particular cafes, the appli-
cation of it may be improper.

The certainty of thofe conclufions in
which this fpecies of ratiocination terminates,
is {o unavoidable, with refpect to the mind,
that hence it is, if I miftake not, that even
accurate and penetrating minds, fuch as fee
things djflinctly and deeply too, have frequent-
ly mifunderftood #his kind of proof for dee
monfiratives and the zatural conclufions it
leads to, for neceffary ones 5 and the certainty
peculiar thereto, for what alone is phyfically
and propetly fuch, They do not feem to
dittinguith between abfolute and conditional
Proof ; mathematical and moral certainty ;
what 7ay be admitted, and what cannot be
difputed : In fhort, what muft indeed be true,

#f the premifes are {o; and what muft be
~ true, becaufe the premifes canmot but be fo,
This fmilarity of operation in the argu-
ment, in both cafes, (each producing the fame
effect upon an undifcerning mind) has alfo
led us to mifcall that affurance which is
the refult of the /atzer, by the name of cer-
tainty. Philofophers, of all men, fhould be
carefal to fpecify any material difference be-
tween two Ideas, by different appellations alfo;
In the prefent cafe therefore, if we muft
needs call both by the name of certainty ;
letus, at leaft, diftinguifh their refpe@ive:.
.o - kinds,
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kinds, and call the former, phy/fical certainty,
and the latter, moral,

It is farther obfervable, that the affent pro-
duced in the mind, by #hss fort of aroument,
is what we call felief, in oppofition to what
is the natural efic& of demonfirative proof,
whic Is Znowledge. *° Beliet,” (lays Mr,
Locre*®) ¢ isthe admitting or receiving any
‘¢ propofition for true, upon arguments of
“C proofs, that are found to perjuade us to re=
“ ceive it as true, without certain Znowledge
“ thatitis fo. Iuall the parts of Znowledge,

each ftep has its vi/16/z and certain connec-
tion ; in belief, notfo. That which makes
me believe, s fomething extranegus to the
thing 1 believe: Something nof evidently
¢¢ joined on both fides to, and not {o manifeft-
““ ly fhewing the agreement or difagreement
<« of, thofe ideas that are under conflidera~
 tion.,” And this natural diftiné&ion - be-
tween oefief and Anowledge, which are in-
deed not only different degrees, but different
kinds of aflurance, may ferve to throw light
on an argument made ufe of by Mr. David
Hure 5 1 whichy 1 believe, he has been gene-
rally mifunderftood, and, as I conceive, for
wani of the proper attention, in many of
his readers, to the different Zinds of evie
dence, and the different effe@s of them.
That gentleman feems to contend, that the

S €X~
. ® Eflay on human Underfanding, B. IV. C.1v. §. 3¢
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exiftence of a fi#ff caufe cannot be conclufive-
/y argued from the phenomena of the vifible
world, becaufe the validity of the proof
depends upon the fuppofition of a weceffary
conneflion 1 nature, which we cannot ex-
plane, and which we cannot juftify our ad-
miffion or afflumption of, as a priuciple, from
any other confideration, than a perfiafion of
mind equally involuntary and unaccountable.
INow, if this be the cafe; and if Mr., Locke’s
account of the matter alfo be true; that, in
an argument productive of knowledge there
muft needs be a vs/fible and certain connection
throughout; or otherwife, that the operation
of it muft terminate in that different kind of
aflurance only, which we call belief; I do
not fee how Mr. Hume’s allegation can rea-
fonably be controverted, unlefs the propofition
in difpute can be made out to ademonttration,
in fome other manner, He does not deny the
exiftence of the fuppofed relation of caufe
and effe¢t; nor does he any where difpute the
proper force and eflicacy of the argument
grounded thereupon : He may therefore, for
ought that appears to the contrary, delzeve alfo
the conclufion ufually eftablithed upon that
argument, IHe only affirms that the firf?
principle is mot a #seceffary truth; that the
proof ftruck out from it, 1s therefore not of
the demonflrative kind; and that the con-
clufion, of confequence, does not amount to
that fort of affurance which alone can, pro-

petly,
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perly and philofophically {peaking, be entitled
to the charadter of ‘Zmowledge, And hence
it i5, as I take it, that he fpeaks of zhis me-
thod of conviction, and the affent it produces,
and alfo of the affurance we have of any other
truth deducible from fhis, as not the proper
exercife or effect of reafon. Becaule, though
every {pecies of deduction by the ufe of that
faculty be, in a loofe and popular fenfe, dif--
tinguithed by that name; yet reafoming,
truly and philofophically fpeaking, always
procedes upon neceflary principles, through
fleps allo meceffarily conneéted, to conclufions
therefore which alfo caznot but take place, 7, ¢,

which are abfolutely and infallibly certain,

- Thus, when he applies his argument to the
difcuffion of the important point concerning
the general credibility of #iracles, hie declares
him{elf of opinion, that the notion of their cre-
dibility is not warrantable upon any principles
of reafoninig, His meaning, I prefume, 15
that no matter of faé? contrary to univerfal
experience, being credible, but upon the pres
vious affurance of a power In nature adequate
to the production of it, that is, upon the {up-
pofed meceflary conneCion of caufe and
effect ; if fuch neceflary conneftion cannot
be fhewwn to exift in nature, we cannot artive
at knowledge, properly fo called, with refpect
to the exiftence of fuch power. It will
therefore only be matter of defief, upon ar-

guments
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guments or proofs, (as Mr. Locke fays) “ that
“¢ are indeed found to perfiade us to receive it
“ as true, though without certain knowledge
$¢ that it is f0,”—————And Hence allo, mira-
¢les will only be matter of fefzef; becaule
not having any Zmowledge of the requifite
power that amounts to more than this, the
flue 1s to be. tried by the appeal to cxpe-
- #sence 5 which holding univerfally againft the
exiftence of them, and but perzzaily confirm-
ing the evidence 7 fovour of them, will
determine (according to Mr. H.) againfl the
credibility of them,

And hence we may account for his refolv-
ing the general reception chifiianity Lasmet
with, into the veicoiple of fwin: By which
he 1.2, 1 fuppote, that it is not credivic on
the grounds of what, according to the fri&ily
philofophical fenfe of the word, we under-
derftand by reafoning ; viz. not on the prin-
ciples of mathematical demonfiration. Not
that we believe in confequence of an -
mediate impulfe 5 nor that deduéizons are not
made ufe of, €er the mind 1 wiought up {0
the affent it yields: But, that the fr/f prine
eiples of our dedutions being nvoluntary
perfuafions, of which we can give no ace
count, the argument conftruéted upon them
does not proceed by seceffarily connelled
proofs ; and fo, the whole procefs, however
it be an at of zature, is not an exerciic of

reajon,
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reafon; in the philofophical acceptation of
‘the term.—This gentleman indeed, for
ought I know, may be as great an unbelsever
as his adverfaries have endeavoured to repree
fent him: But it isto God and himfelf only,
for any thing that can be inferred from the
argument he has hitherto made public. His
own reafonings muft have operated upon his
mind in a very extraordinary manner indeed,
if, in mere confequence of rhem, he is either

an infidel or an enthufiaft, But this by the
way.

Amongft the proper obyects of this {pecies
of argumentation, we may reckon all {uch as
fall under our notice as moral relations: All
propofitions expreflive of the feveral obliga=
tions enumerated by writers in that branch of
fience. In all which, the feveral connections,
by which the proof is carried on, fubfift in-
deed by the wnavordable perception of their
" Reality ; yet by no neceffity in the nature of
things. In which the mind indeed does /z-
tuitively perceive an agreement or difagrees
ment of certain ideas with others ; yet where
it does not perccive a nafural abfurdity in
{uppofing the contrary in any cafe. Now, in
fuch a flate of things, though the conclufion
following any dedutiion be ever fo mityral, it
will not be neceffary 5 and therefore, however
trye likewife, it will not be demonfiratively {o.
There certainly is a difference like that we

D2 arg
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are contending for, between perceptions fim-
ply natural, and perceptions neceffary as well
as natural : Between fuch as darely cannot be
rooted out, and {uch as cannot but be fuppofed
to take place, withour a natural contradic~
tion, “And 1t is according as the proof, inany
cafe, proceeds upon, and is upheld by, truths
founded on the gre or the other of thefe ; it 1s
this, I fay, that conftitutes, as I imagine, the
effential difference between demonfiration and
moral Evidence.

It was his not attending to this material
difference, that led M., Loc/ke, I {uppofe, into
that favourite opinion of his, that morality is
as capable of demonfiration as mathematics.
We find him perpetually dwelling upon fuch
arguments as this, vz, that ¢ to have fuch
¢ an agreement or difagreement as may 7z-
¢ suitively be perceived,” is the privilege of -
moral ideas, as well as of thofe of quantity :
And that, ¢ wbere the mind can percejve
 the immediate agreement or difagreement
¢ that is between them, zbere it is capable of
« intuitive knowledge: And where it has 7-
e tustive knowledge, there it is capable of
< demonflration *° Not confidering the
difference, which furely there 1s, betwixt 77-
tuitrvely knowing a thing to be fo or fo,
and knowing withal that it cannot but be fo :
Betwixt a natural perception (however un-

avoldable)
- # Effay on human underftanding, B. IV. C. i, §. g
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avoidable) of an agreement or difagreement
between certaln ideas, which i1s {ufficient in-
deed to furnith a moral proof ; and the farzher
perception that the contrary would be a 74-
tural abfurdity, which, as T take it, is ¢ffen-
tially peceffasy to sender it a demonfirative
one, I willinftanceina particular, in which
Mz, Lccke bas alfo inftanced,  Where there
is no property, theve can be wna injuflice.
This Mr. Locke thinks as capable of dewton-
Bration as any propofition in Euclid. But
I would afk Mr. Lecke or any gentleman of
the fame opinion, what is the proper foun-
dation of this truth, @iz, That it is wrong or
unfit to invade the property of another wman?2
Is it that fuch invafion s centrary to any na-
tural truth, or implies any watural contra-
diclion or abfurdity? If not; then is it not a
neceffary truth, in the fame fenfe in fwhich
thofe are fo, that are the proper foundation of
demmonfirative proof, 1 grant indeed, that it
is, unavordably, with relpe¢t to the human
mind, perceived to be fo; and therefore may
be depended upon as an affual truths But
if the contrary {uppolition may take place
awithout a contradi@ion, It cannot, in that
cafe, be the ground of a demonfiration,
The fundry connections in nature, of this
kind, which I cannot but perceive to obtain,
may, for ought I fee to the contrary, ceafe
to obtain : And, on that account, however

neceflary, with regard tothe frame of my
na~
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nature, are not {o with refpet to the confti-
tution of their own. 'The fame may be af-
firmed of all propofitions expreflive of mora/
relations of every kind, Triaf obedience is
diue from children to their parents——And an
ajfectionate attention to their welfare, reci-
procally due from parents to their children,
are truths I am in no fort of doubt about
as I am not about fuch as are either the
ground or refult of any demonfiration in
Euclid : But T am not aflured of them upon
the Jame principle, nor with a certainty that
can properly be called or compared to mathe-
matical, either in kind or degree, And the
difference, as I take it, isthis, That whereas
all moral relations I cannot but be perfuaded
to be fuch as I take them to be: The ozbers
I am clearly convinced, cannot but be {uch as
I fee them to be. In the former cafe there-
fore, we have a neceflary perception of an
actual exiltence ; i the latter, an equally
neceffary perception of a neceffary exiftence,
In a word, the former I Jelieve to be truths,
the latter I Z7ow to be fuch.,

Dr. Clarke hath not only followed Mr.
Locke in his opinion, but, in his excellent Syf-
tem of the evidences of natural religion,
hath endeavoured to reduce it to practice.
And his proofs indeed I admit; and in their
full extent: But that they are of the kind

he fuppofes them to be, is not to be admitted.
I
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I allow that he has made good his point ; and
with as much clearnefs as the fubject 1s capa-
ble of : But that he has, or that any other pere
fon can, make it good to a demonfiration, is
impoflible, as I conceive, from the nature of
the fubje@. For propofiuons of that kind
can only be argued by a fpecies of proof de-
duced from our mural perceptions ; whereas

every demonfiration 1s a procefs grounded
upon #ntelleitual truth,

SECT. I

Third method in which the faculty
of human reafon is exercifed, 1s that
whereby it infers the exiftence of future e-

vents, by a judgment formed upon iss paft
obfervation and experience. :

The procefs of the mind, in this opera-
tion, feems to be as follows, Experience in-
forms us, that, in what we call the courfe of
nature, 1. € in the ordinary train of daily
‘occurrences, acertain connection, whenfoever
it arifes, hath perpetually obtained between
fuch and {uch events. Fire, for inftance,
hath never been applied to an object endued
with fenfe, but beat hath alfo been obferved
toattend fuch application, In like manner,

*bodily
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bodily nourifbment 1s the natural confequence
of food: And zmpulfe hath uniformly been
attended, where nothing hath appeared to
counterat its tendency, with mofion in the
body impelled. And on this, asa founda-
tion, we cftablifhed it as a maxim, or certain
truth, that events f{o invariably conjoined 77
falt, are alfo intimately connelted by an in-
diffoluble neceflity n their #afure, And
hence we lay our account, that whenever
- any one of the faid events takes place again,
its hitherto obferved concomitant will infallibly
take place likewile, Thus, fire bath always
been obferved to warm ; fire therefore 1§ 7e-
ceffartly produciive of beat: And confequent-
ly, fire, whenever it is applied to a fenfitive
obje&, will infallibly create the ufual fenfa-

tion in every futureinflance, And fo of the
reft.,

Now, would we truly be informed how
far the inference in fuch cafes is juft, and
“confequently, how far we may reafonably place
a confidence in fuch a method of induction
and proof; we have nothing to do, but to-ex-
amine this procefs, ftep by ftep, and mnquire
how far the feveral parts ftand connected with
one another, |

The firff principle then, upon which we

"~ fet out, 15, we fee, the paff obfervation of an
actual conjunction of certain falls with one
| another 5
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another ; about the reality of which we.
cannot entertain a doubt, if any truft can be
repofed in our fenfes; and the reports they.
feverally make. So far then, we are upon.
EOOd gfoundi

From this obfervation we advance, in the
next place, to a festled notion that falts or e-.
“vents thus uniformly co-exsffzng, areincapable,
from a neceffity in thetr nature, of exifting.
independently, But here 1 would afk, from
what principle of #eafoning 1t 1s, that we pre-
tend to juftify or fupport this notion, Can
we, from any thing we know of the nature
of any event, and abftrated from all former
obfervation, infer the comfequences of fuch
events taking place? No, Then 1s there no
necefity, whenever 1t does take place, that
fuch or fuch particular confequence, fhould
follow fromit. Again, fuppofle we have ob-
ferved a particular confequence to have afways
attended {uch event, whenever itfelf has oce
curred : Is there any natural contradiction in
fuppofing that it may occur hereafter awithout
any fuch attendant circumf{tance ? No, Then,
as there is no zeceffity, from the nature of i,
that any particular event fhould be followed
by any particular confequence : So neither is
there any #eceffary conneltion between the
paff conjunction of fuch event with its con-
fequence, and the future. Here then the ars

gument fails of that znson, inits feveral parts,
| L which
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which is {o neceffary in the compofition of 2
rational evidence ; and without which, we
can never come toa conclufion in which the
mind may repofe with an abfolute and com-
plete affurance.

- This general review may fuffice to make it
appear, that all our expectations, with regard
to future events, are nothing more than fo
many nferences of the mind from the fuppofed
neceflary exiftence of a certain relation, gréz-
trarily affumed upon the ground of our paf?
expersence, A certain combination of things
has been obferved in inftances that have gone
before : We Juppofe this to have proceded
from the unavoidable conftitution of their #g-
ture: And conclude from thence, that, in
fimilar circumftances, a combination, in all
refpects the fame, will obtain in every furure
inftance,.

From what has been faid, it follows, that
in this {pecies of reafoning, though the ground
work of all be a certain truth, yet the argu-
ment conftructed upon it is a downright pre
Sumption, A prefumption indeed, not only
not to be juffified upon the principles of rea/in ;
but even not to be accounted for in any other
manner, than by a general refolution of it into
the frame and confiztution of the human foul,
Now, where the argument 1s but prefumptive,
the conclufion muft be precarious ; and the

operation
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operation of it on the mind proportionably fail
of thofe powerful efteCts which attend the in-
lightened ftate of 2nowledgeand conviétion, The
refult, in fuch cafe, is indeed opsnion inftead of
knowledze : And the fuppofed truth we babi-
tually infer, what, in reipect of the peculiar
appearance of it to the mind, we may indeed
call verifimilar or likely; but what, from no
circumftance we can infer the reality of, or,
on any confideration, expect with cerfainty.

We colle@ from hence however, that all
our reafonings upon matters gf fait are Imme-
diately founded upon an habitual perfuafion of
a neceffary connection in nature, arifing from
what we have obferved of the affual connec-
tion which {ubfifts between partscular caufes,
and particular effe@s, At the fame time, all
our &nowledge of {uch conneétion being purely
derived from experience and ob/ervation, our
reafonings on this fubject, may ultimately be
referred to zbefe as their foundation,

From this it follows then, that though an
argument or courfe of reafoning, founded on
experience, be, at beft, but of a prefumptive
nature, yet the prefumption will be fronger,
where our experience has been more general ;
and the fuppofed truth which fuch prefumption
fuggefts, have a greater appearance of verif-
mifitude or probability, accordingly, And
univerfally, the weight of the evidence, the

E 2 validity
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validity of the conclufion, and fo alfo the pro-
bability cf the truth inferred, in any particular
inftance, will vary with, and be proportioned
to, our experience with refpet to its even-

tuality or non-eventuality in {imilar inftances.
heretofore,

- Thus, if T know by experience, that an
gvent, every time (which we will fuppoie vo
be.fen) that it hath hitherto taken pl-ce; ;ath
been regularly followed by one and the juaz
determinate confequence: The prolabiisty
that fuch confequence fhall take pl.ce ia
fimilar circumftances bereafter, being the #e-
tural refult of, and profortioned to that > -
rience, will be as 10: o3 for it has followed it
fen times, and falled to do {o #ever. More
particularly ; the chance of its bappening ‘as
far as there is any chance of its happening,
merely from 1ts having happened already)
will manifeftly be 15, ofits zof happening>;
the fuperior probability therefore on the former
{ide, +5, or nteger; 7, e, In other words,
events; which are conformable to our paft ex-
petience, univerfally, are credible in the bighef?
degree which the natore of fuch things is
capable of ; for there is a// the probability of
their coming to pafs, in fimilar circumftances,
that can poflibly be inferred by the only rule
whereby we can judge at all whether they
will come to pafs or not. if the fame event
thould have produced a certain confequence

but
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but fve times out of the fez itfelf had been
obferved; in that cafe, the refpective probabi-
lities will be as* 5 : 5; the value of the chance
on each fide, +% ; and the fuperzor probability
of that confequence’s taking place, equal to
nothing 5 i, e. events, which in the courfe of
nature, have becn obferved, in certain circum=
ftances, to happen- and nor happen with egual
regularity, we have egual grounds to expec? and
not expeCt, Once more, where the {uppofed
eventuality and non-eventuality of fuch con
fequence have been as 4 : 6, the probability
will be accordingly, In zhis cafe therefore,
the feparate probabilities will +% and +, and
the difference > in favour of the future #on-
exiffence of fuch confequence. The probabi-
lity therefore will here be transferred to the
oppofite fide. The fame rule will hold . for
eftimating the degrees of credibility inall cafes,
From whence it will appear, laftly, that fuch
events as are Zofally contrary to our paft expe-
rience, inall refpeéts, we cannot only have no
reafon to expect thould happen, but have
the bzghef} reafon, the nature of the cafe is
capable of, to be.aflured they will zo¢ happen,
As far as we can judge from our obfervations
npon the order of nature, in general, it will be
utterly zncredidle that they thould,

. SECT.
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SECT. IV

F evidence, of any kind, be a juft ground

of aflent, it naturally follows, that, where
different kinds or degrees of evidence interfere
with one another, 244z will be intitled to our
admiffion, which appears the ftronger on a due
comparifon ; and in a degree proportioned to
their difference.

If five witneffes maintain the afirmative of
any quaftion, againit zhree others of equal ve-
racity, who aflert the negative ; the probabis
lity, determinable by buman teflimony, will be
on the fide of the former. And the Jike/i-
bood that the affirmative is 7ue, will be to the
likelthood thatit is falfe, in the ratio of thofe
numbers, viz. as § ¢ 3.

If an expersment, five times repeted, hath
been uniformly attended with the fame event,
which, in #bree fucceding repetitions of the
fame, with ciccumftances exaétly fimilar, hath
Jailed to do fo; the probability that that e-
vent wi// follow on any future trial, defer-
minable by paft experience, will be to the pro-
bability that it will o, in the fame propor-
tion ; upon the whole therefore, it 1s probable
that it will.

It
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If the evidence of #¢fimony, on one fide,
be oppofed to that of experience on the other ;
we are then to confider, what the value or
weight of human teftimony is, in * general

and compare it with the quantity of experience,
with refpe to the particular faé in quettion.

Now the value of buman tefiimony, as fuch,
is itfelf only to be had from an appele to- paff
experience, 1, e, by confidering how far facfs
in general have been found to agree with the.
reports of men concerning them.  And, with
refpett to this point, it may certainly be af-
firmed with truth, that fuch agreement has not
obtained umiverfally; and confequently, that
human feffimany, as fuch, 1s at beft, but upon
a level, in point of authority, with-a general
experience. In a word, that the moft that
can be faid with juftice in its behalf, is, that it
is, upon the whole, zore probable that it thould
be frue, than that it fhould be falfe,

® This is Jaid down as a gemeral rule. - With zefpedt to
fuch events indeed as are conformable in any degree with our.
paft experience, we have nothing to do, but to enquire into
the particular credit of the atteftation that is tendered on
their behalf ; Becaufe fuch events, being credible in theme
{clves, are capable of being afcertained by witnefles that are
credible in like manner, But as events alfo may fall uader
our examination, which are totally inconfifient with our paft
experience, and which are confequently incredible in their
own pature; the qualion then will be, whether tellimony,
however credible, will intitle them to our aflent } And, in
order to know that, the value of human teftimony, as fuch,
muft be alcertained in the firft place, |
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On this account, Wwhatever human zo/;-
mony, as fuch, may contribute to the eftablifh-
ment of a faQ, which is conformable in any
degree, with our paft experzence, in like cafes
it cannot be of weight when thrown into the
balance againff an experience that has univer-
fally obtained. Our convition and aflent,
we may obferve, depends; in fuch cafe, on
two feparate confiderations, w7z, the truth of
the afteflation, and the {uffrage of paft expe-
rience. -INow, as far as the former of thefe is
concerned, there is, witha fizperzor probability
indeed that the allegation is Zrue; a degree of
probability at the fame time; that it is falfé 4
whilft we find, when we reflet upon the /ar-
ter, the bighef probability there ¢az be of its
falfbood, without even the /swef? ground of pre-
fumption imaginable in favour of its truth,
When 2 fa&t therefore is attefted, which is
abfolutely znconfifient with the whole tenor of
human experience ; a5 fer as teftimony, in
general, and experience, In refpect of fuch
matters, ate @/one concerned 1n regulating our
judgment, and determining our affent, fuch
atteftation can never be of real efficacy, nor
confequently, the fact fupported by it intitled
to our admiffion.

At the fame tihe however, that fo great a
ftrefs is laid upon the argument founded in
experience, it is not on account of any 77~

- trinfic
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¢rinfec authority of its own; fince, as hath
been already obferved, the argument, anfing
trom this confideration, is, n falt, nothing
better than a downrieh: gegjumiion, When
therefore we reject o 7eflzaomy, that oppolesit-
{elf to the wniverfal experscnce of mankind, it
is not becaufe {och cxperience is, 1n itfelf, any
argument, properly fhenking, agamit the be-
lict of the faét attefted ; bur becaufe, as far as
experience may be urged as a foundation of
belief at all, the preference wilt naturally be-
come due to the greater degree of it, when

fet in competition witi ong that 1s /fs.

SECT. V.

HESE confiderations upon the method

of reafoning from experience, having
naturally led usinto an inquiry concerning the
credibility of Lventsin general ; 1t is farther
incumbent upon us, before we difmifs that
fubjet, to inguire allo, whether experience,
in thefe matters, be our orly rule of judgment,
For, fince it does not, properly {peaking, fur-
nith any ‘kind of @rgument in this cafe, one
way of the other, there Is planely no neceflity
i the natare of things t {uppofe, but that
fuch Events alfo may eccafwnally take place,
as, being befide the general order, have hi.

¥ therto
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therto indced #ever fallen within our notice,
The only queftion will be, whether it is pro-
bable that they fhould ? Whether there are
fufficient grounds, from any confideration of
another kind, to fuppofe that events may
come to pafs, which, as far as we can judge

from Experience indeed, there are the higheft
reafons to imagine will zor 2

Now, if the order of nature be fubje to a
pewer exifting in theumverfe, which is capa-
ble of producing a change in it, events defide
that order may certainly take place at any
time: And if the agent invefted with fuch
Pewer, be farther difpofed, by the requifite
qualifications of /77/dom and Geednefs, to pro-
duce a change of that fort, on a fuppofition of
it’s expediency, the improbability of fuch
Events, as far as it arifes from their contrariety
to our paft Experience, will, in proportion as
thefe particulars can be afcertained to the
mind, vanifh and difappear,

Again; if every thing was produced, by the
energy and operation of fome active prenciple
exifting in the univerfe, we cannot doubt of
the exiftence alfo of fuch a Power as we have
been fpeaking of ; becaufe a Power to ordain,
is allo a Power to re-ordain :~Nor of the far-
"~ ther qualifications of the {ame agent, in re-
fpet of Wifdom and Goodnefs ; becaufe what-
ever grounds there be to fuppofe the exiftence

of
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of a firff Coufe itllf, the Jatzer perfeions
will be in like manner deducible from the
method and vifible ends of it’s appointments,
For, whatever difputes might otherwile arife
concerning the neceflity of a wife agent. to
folve the appearances of awifdom and provi-
dence 1n the fyftem of nature s if it be once
allowed, that every finite being did originally
procede from a prenciple of caufation, it will
naturally follow, and by parity of reafoning,
that every wz/e and good appointment did ori-
oinally procede alfo from a principle of wi/-
dom and goodnefs, And hence, the only re-
maining queftion will be, whether the fyftem
we behold was altually a production, in
which {fome pre-exiftent nature concurred —
and, on what grounds, we aflert this to have
been the real truth of the cafe? And, for the
refolution of this quaftion, we are diligently
to fearch in the refpetive fources of human
knowlege; and fee, what each may, of it-
felf, or in conjunétion with the reft, contri-
bute to the difcovery.,

That none of thefe then do, direitly, and
immediately, and feparately taken, fuggeft
this truth, is obvious on the flighteft atten-
tion. Not Expersences for in that cafe it
would be the object of fenfe. Not the mo-
ral faculty of Perception; for that extends
but to the general information that no finite
nature conld begin to exift of itfelf, which is

I 2 1ot
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not the whole point in quattion. Nor fipally,
15 the exiftence of a firft caufe a zeceffary
truth in the eye of Reafoir; becaule no con-
tradiction, as far as we know, is implied in
the fuppofition of the contrary,

Let us ingaire then, in the next place,
how far expericnce and reafon sogetber will
carry us,

The univerfe then, as far as it lies open to
our view, is evidently a fyflern of finite Na-
tures ; of which 21l our knowledge however
i5 conaned to this, that every thing fubfifts by
a perpetual {uccefiion, and that that fucceffion
15 regulated by an invariable law, Where
certain Events, in fimiler circumfitances, are
uniformly attended with the fame confe-
quences, without the leaft exception, even of
a fingle inftance, 1o the contrary. Now an
ordinary attention to thefe particulars cannot
fail, amongft others, to {uggeft the following
obfervation, wrz, that, in all this train of
mutable and tranfitory being, “ nothing did
¢ ever in reality zake place, which had not
“ immediae relation to, and affwal Cone
“ junciion with, fomething that wens before
1,

"The obfervation 1 thus make upon what
pafles within my fight, I transfer to every
thing of the fame kind, whether it fall under

my
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my infpection, or not. I conclude therefore
from hence, and think I have good ground
to conclude, that all fmzfe exifiences what-
ever, (fince it is evidently the cafe with ali X
an acquainted with) did at firft take place i
like manner, 7, e. under the fimilur circume
ftances of an immediate relation o, and ac-
tnal conmunétion with, fome extraneous and
pre-exiflent Natore likewile,

Thus far then, as 1 apprehend, our con-
clufion will be juft: And we have all the af-
{urance that Reeforz grounded upon Experzence
can in any cafe afford, that, “ antecedently
““ to the exiftence of every finite Nature in
¢ the univerfe, fomething elfe had being, on
« the juxta-pofition, application, accefiion,
“ intervention, {or whatever we pleafe to call
« it) of which, thofe feveral finite Natures
¢ entered upon their refpeétive ftations in the
« {fyftem of which they are a part.” = But
beyond this, we cannot, on this foundation,
procede a fingle ftep, Permanent as may
{eem that order in which natural Events take
place; unvaried as is, in falt, the law of
¢heir {ucceflion ; and however uniform the
conjunction that has hitherto obtained ;s
to that fingle fa& 1s all our knowlege of their
natures limited. Of any thing we fee, this
1s the moft we can declare.  From any
thing we fee therefore, this is the moft we

gan zzfer, 'That union may procede from a-
J Con.
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Connection in their nafures, for any thing, it
is true, that we know to the contrary ; but,
a5 the f ngle circumftance of their union does
by no means point it out, fuch conneion, for
any l:ght it 15 at all probflble we fhall ever re-
ceive from experience, muft be a fecret to all
eternity.  Hence, however we may -be af-
fured of a pr&-cmﬁzent Nature, under the
feveral circumfiances juft now enumerated,
for a principle of Caufation we are flill to
feek. In a word, we gather from Experi-
ence indeed, that every thing, which began
to be, has a certain relation to fomething
that exifted before it ; but our knowlege
of that relation, deaucxblc from this fource,
amounts fo nothing more than the fimple
confideration of them as antecedent and cone
Jequent in the order of time.

This then may fuflice to fhew how lit-
tle 1s to be expected in this point from the
analytical method of argumentation ; and
where men have nothing to procede upon
but their own Experience,

But neither does Reafon promife to be a bet-
ter ouide, if we intend to reft the iue onthe
decifions of that #/one. Much indeed has been
pretended to, in the deductions & priors ;
which, proceding upon certain premiles,
through the feveral fteps of a regular procefs,

tc1mmat1ng in a conclufion to this purpofe,
hava
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have been miftaken, by fuch as ufed them, for
demonfirative proofs, though the ¢ffential
chara@er has all along been wanting,and what
alone could intitle them to the name they
bear. Demonflration procedes, in all cafes,
upon fome neceffary truth, as the fuft and
fundamental principle, upon which it's weight
and efficacy depends : And, where this is ot
to be had, whatever be the fubject of our in-
quiry, and whatever light that fubject may
be capable of receiving from any ofber quar-
ter, it certainly is not fufceptible of demonfira-
tiveevidence, And this is mamfeftly the cafe
with refpect to every argumentof the fjuthetical
kind, that has ever been taken in hand, with
the profpe@t or intention of eftabli(hing the
truth now under confideration, viz. the ex-
iftence of the firft and univerfal Canfe. We
may fairly challenge every Reafoner, of every
clafs, to produce a fingle procefs tending to
confirm this opinion which fets out, and s
founded upon, what may properly be called a
neceffary truth 5 a truth, of which the direét
contfary may not be affirmed confiftently
with all that we know of the natures of things,
~and without any juft offence to Reafon, pro-
perly {o called. If this 75 to be done, I {hall
readily give up the point I am contending for:
If it is mof, then neither is the exiftence of 2
principle of Caufatien capable of being efta-
blithed on that fort of oroof which is propetly
called deponfirative, |

Now,
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Now, ¢ that the feveral exiftences we
“ gvery where contemplate, could not have
“ taken place fingly and independently.’ —
this, I fay, is a trach, of which no other af-
{urances can be had, than {fuch as our zpward
pereeptions attord, and Nature unperceptibly
{fugoetts, We cannot indeed perfuade our-
{clves that they fbonld do fo; nay more, we
feel, we are perfuaded they could nor : But
no reafon can be thewn why they (hould zof 5
and therefore ncthing can be admitted as
a cerfainty, which 1s deducible only from
{uch a {uppofision, INo argument can be
univerfally conclufive, which procedes upon
any other than zncontefiibly certain principles :
And no principles can be znconte/tibly certain,
howsever we may otberwife be perfuaded of
their truth, if nothing hinders, in the nature
of thiugs, but that the contrary allo may be
frae,

-For thefe reafons then, we fee, the argu-
ment for the exiftence of a firlt caule, which
procedes upon the fuppofed zeceffary connec-
tion between caufes and effeéts, will always
be liable tc exceptions (confidered as a demon-
frative proof) unlefs that neceffity can firft be
made oui,  For demonfirative proof i1s always
founded upon, not barely /feif-cvident, for
this will not {uffice, unlefs alfo they be nece-
Sfary truths, I am Indeed pgerfugded, 1n my

* own
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own mind, of that neceffary connection we
are {peaking of ; {ois another 5 fo is the bulk
of mankind: And I think moreover, that
every man, {o perfuaded, muft naturally infer
from hence the exiftence of a {upreme firft
Caufe. But then we muft obferve, that the
force of a conclufion fo wrought up, s only
of a perfonal and private nature: What 1
cannot indeed but draw for myfelf ; but what
at the fame time, I cannot prels, asa reafoner;
upon another perfon: It is one thing to be
perfuaded, mylfelf; and to be able; in this
cafe, to convince my neighbour, clearly ano-
ther., Whatever is to me felf-evident, I can-
not but admit ; and I cannot but admit what-
ever is a natural confequence of that: Butif
the fame principle, however evident to e,
‘be not alfo #eceffary, I cannot urge the confe-
quences of 1t upon azorber perfon’s mind, 1
cannot, in that cale, even prefume to tender
an argument for this purpofe, without pre-
vioufly requiring him to fubfcribe to my firft
principles; whereas, in order to a proof that
is truly demonfirative, a poflulatam of this
kind can never be neceflary, Every principle
upon which demonfirative reafoning procedes,
being a neceffary trath, and what no man caz
refufe his aflent to, if he woulds

Men of {tri¢t probity; and who,as fuch,
have a ftrong attachment to truth in general,
if they happen at the fame time to have at-

tended
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tended but little to what pafles in their ow™
brealts, while Opinions 6f any kind are form=

ing into habits, frequently mifapprehend what
they feel to be true, for what is capable of
being demonfirated, From an apparent fimi-
larity in their general effects upon the mind,
the impreflions of nature are miftaken, by {uch
perfons, for the dictates of reafon : And they
are apt to take it amifs, if fuch as have carried
their inquiries farther, rcprefent this as inaccu-
rate or unphllofophlcal though, by tracing
their conclufions ta the fource they {pring from,

they. are able to fpecify the difference they

allude to, and thereby Jufhfy the aiétinilion
they contend for.

But human nature will fhill be human na-
ture, however men may err, for want of ex-
amination, 1n their {everal opinions, about the
quality or extent of its powers: And we can
have no juft quarrel with thofe who have made
it their ftudy, if 1t appear, on due inquiry,
that they have but reprefented things as they
really are.  However we may except againit
the difpofition of things on the globe, are we
angry with the geographer who transfers it
into his chart? In cither cafe indeed, if we
dare not blafpheme the artift who hath
wrought up thefcene 1tfelf, what have we to

complain of in the philofopher, who hath but
copied it for our infpection ?

It
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It {hould feem then, that the important
truth under our prefent confideration, is not
defenfible, after all, on #bofe principles, which
mankind have hitherto {fuppofed to be the only
grounds of itsadmiffion, The exiftence ofa firft:
caufe is not, it feems, capable of being denon-
firated 2 1 anfwer, in one word, No, It
neither is, nor can be, the objet of zhat {pecies’
of proof, becaufe it is not deducible from
any principle of neceffary truth. It is ordered
otherwife in the nature and conftitution of
ourfelves, and every thing about us, And if
we will not be contented with fuch knowledge,
1n this point, as the information provided on
that behalf is calculated to {fupply us with ;
our proper quarrel is, not with this or that
philofopher, who does but ftate the cafe to
us as it really is, but with the author of Na-
ture himfelf, by whofe particular appointment
things are as they are.

- The proper evidence then, on which this
Truth is fo univerfally ¢ftablithed, and on
“which alone it is capable of a rational defence,
is, as I conceive, of a mix’d and compound
nature. Experience, alone, will not point it
out to the niceft obfervation: Nor will Reafoz
fuccede better in the inveftigation hereof
where Nature has not done her part before-
hand. To the joinf affiftance of them a// we
are indebted for the difcovery : And, how-

G 2 EVEr
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ever it may flatter a miftaken pride to fuppofe
the eontrary, yet true 1t is beyond all reafona-
ble ground of controveify, that the feveral
deductions to this purpofe, which we readily
acknowledze to be the work, and indeed the
proper province of reajon, are originally found-
ed vpon, and of no force or efficacy without
certain firft principles of 2 very different kind,
and of which no juft account can pofiibly be
given, which does not fairly refolve them at

laft into the make and conflitution of ouy
nalure.

Nor 1s 1t any difparagement to the argue=
ment we are perfuing, that we are forced to
try the iffue of 1t upon #hzs foundation, For
¢ruth {urely will ever be entitled to our re-
ception, on whafever recommendation 1t ap-
proaches: Asiis evidences will never fail of
their proper force, though it be fhewn that
lefs difcerning perfons have miftaken the pro-
per charaéler of them, Its authority indeed
can iever be impaired, while 2ature vouchs
{afes her patronage, however Reaforr may fail,
in pariicular inftances, to adminifter thofe
fari’ . : fuccors, we might promife ourfelves
would be furnithed alio from #hat quarter,
Do piuinfopuers then upbraid us with the
want of knowledge ? Be affured, 1t is in fuch
points only, where perfedf knowledge 15 not
neceffary. Do they tell us that our conclu-
fions are not the efteCt of demonfirative evi

dence ¢
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dence? Qur anf{wer is, that they are built
however on deductions from principles of un-
doubted truth; and are the genuine informa-
tion of a light more untverfal m 1ts nature,
and extenfive in its Influence, And ’tis a
folly fure to repine that truths of any kind
were not communicated to us on mathemati-
¢al evidence, while every man bears in his
own breaft a perpetual teftimony to their re-
ality ; which, though no reafoning can con-
firm, no reafoning can invalidate ; and if not
to be afferted on the footing of argument, the

moft {ceptical fuggeftions fhall never over-
tarn, |

The teftimony I mean, is that indclible
perfuafion of the human mind, n confe-
quence of which we are led to acknowlege it
as a certain truth, that ¢ Nothing could ever
“ have begun to exift of itfelf;” but that
cvery thing, which ever degan to exifl at all,
did really flow from fome pre-exiftent na-
ture, whofe altive influence introduced it on
the ftage of being. In eftablithing which
perfuafion, reafon can have no fhare, fince
there is nothing, properly {peaking, unreafon-
able in {appoling the contrary, Experience
likewile, only reaching, to aflual connei-
ons, is of no authority, in the prefent cafe,
any more than Reafon, It informs us indeed
what Jas been, and is a ground of prefumpt;-
gn concerning what we// be : But that either

what
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what has been or will be, has been or will be
of natural neceffity, 1s more than can be col-
leCted from any thing we have opportunity
of obferving. Experience indeed may léad us
to ¢his conclufion, that * nothing ever did
¢ begin to exift without a relation of /fome
“ kind or other to {omething antecedent to
¢ itfelf in the order of time ;” but that finite
exiftences have any farther relation to, 7. e.
any mtimate and neceflary connedion with
fuch antecedent nature, as the produifive
caufe of them, is a perfuafion from a different
principle, It'is 1ndeed to be accounted for
from nature and conflitution only, liis a
truth 1 fee/ the force, but do not fé¢ the ne-
ceffity of: And, 1In a word, what, after all
my {earch, I cannot but fit down in the firm
belief of, though I do not now, of a cer-
tainty, but that the contrary is poflible in like
manner.

T

And from this, as a prenciple which I can-
not doubt the truth of, I confider, in the
next place, what may fairly be deduced. Per-
fuaded then that every finite exiftence muft
neceflarily be a production; and finding that
the feveral exiftences in the {yftem about us
are of 2 finite nature ; my Rea/on infers from
hence, as an uyndeniable confequence, that
every exiftence in that {yftem did alfually
commence under that very circumitance,

And hence arifes my perfonal conviction gf |
the
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the affual exiftence of the fupreme univerfa
caufe of all things,

SECT. VL

P O N whatever grounds we are thus

induced to beliéve the exiftence of a
principle of caufation itfelf, we cannot but be
aflured, 1n the fame degree, that it is attend-
ed, in the Obje&t or Being to which it is re-
ferred, with the {everal attributes of confum-
mate wifdom and goodnefs, as well as ability ;
fince, if every thing was produced, wife and
benef.cial effeCts were neceflarily produced

by a wife and deneficient caufe. This is but
a natural confequence from the premifes we
arc now in poffeffion of.

From thofe heights of knowledge there-
fore, which nature and reafon thus jointly af-
fift us to attain, 1f we defcend once more to
the contemplation of that lower fcene from
which we fet out on this inquiry, the firf}
thing, and what will indeed immediately
fuggeft itelf to our notice, is; that every
thing we there behold, muft, in confequence
of what we lately difcovered of the nature of

the fupreme Being, be abfolutely fubjett to
the determinations of his will, Hence, that

general
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general plan, which was the effect of his ap-
pointment, he muft ever be at liberty to vary
at his pleafure. Any order there obferved
muft be fubject to his controll ; and there-
fore, however eftablithed, muft be fuceprible

of change,

I find indeed, as often as I confider thefe
matters thoroughly, that an adminiftration of
government by oze general method, anfwers
a great variety of the moft excellent purpofes:
And I conclude, that, on this account, a ge-
neral method of adminiftration was at firft laid
down, which, I find from experience, has, in
the main, been all along perfued. The known
wifdom of the governor is alfo a pledge to me
that he will never depart from this order, un-
lefs the nature of things fhould at any time
require it: Buat, in that cafe, I have the
fame ground of aflurance that he infallibly
will. On this account, my paft experience
cannot be confidered as an exclufive criterion
of what it 15 probable fhall come to pafs or
not : Becaufe, though on #5af foundation it be
credible, in general, that the eftablithed order
thall contznue to obtain ; yet, if a variation of
government thould at any time appear exped;-
ent, the very fenfe of {uch expediency, con«
curring with the former confiderations, will
render a variation credible, In a word, exbe-
rtence indeed informs me, that, in the courfe

of nature, certain laws bave obtained with
un-
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unvaried order; and furnithes a conclufion
that the fame uniformity w:// obtain in all
future inftances : But, being fully perfiraded,
from what pafles within me, of the exiftence
of a principle of caufation, 1 am in the fame
degree aflured alfo of the exiftence of a power
in nature, to which that order is fubjeted,
To me therefore, the pofibility of the fifpen-
fion of any particular law will be as credible
as the aftual confinuation of it.  And, being
farther perfuaded of the wifdom of that being,
in whofe hands I fuppole the admuniftration
of things to bel velted ; whenever 2has (hall
become a matter of wiidom, the &ffua/ {ul-
penfion of it will be fo to,

Obferve here, that al] this is offered only
as an account of what pafices in 72y own mind,
where certain principles have taken deep root;
and not as an argument that pretends to uu-
verfality, or which I expeét thould operate
where thofe principles are not acknowledged.
It isa procefs indeed in which reafon does ma-
nifeftly bear a part; yet where fhe cannot,
with propriety, be faid to take the /ead:
And where, whatever {he may contribute to
the eftablithment of our purpofe, it 1s but as
a commentator on the text of nature,

Upon the whole however, it canriot be
denied, that, when we affert the exiftence
of a principle of caufation, it is on as good

H 3111
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authority as any truth whatever is eftablifhed
that is not qu‘bemm‘zml{y deducible, or the
tmmediate obicG of our fenfes, 1t is nature’s
own fuggeftion ; and, as fuch, of exidtly the
{fame authority, weight, and vq]ue with any
other conclufion of the mind, for which 75-
zhing but the influence and operation of 74«
ture can be pleaded. 1 will only add at pre-
fent, by way of example, that it is therefore of
egmzl authority with any inference of the
mind carried ito fufurity, from the obferva-
t10ns we have made upon cvents that are paff,
In the latter c2fe indeed we argue from cer-
tainties, or known truths; but the argunment
itfelf is every whit &5 «#lifrary, and inde-
fenfible on the principles of reafoning, as the
fuppofition we have been confidering, wviz,
that “ Nothing could begin to exift of it-
¢ {elf.” But o_f this more heleartelf

SECT. VL

%IN CE experience then, if we confider
the matter thoroughly, is in reality to be
Jooked upon rather as a zafural ground of
perfuafon, than as a meceffary medium of
conviction ; (becaufe, though in confequence
of its operation upon the mind we do indeed

pehe’ve yet at the fame time, we cannot
alli ign
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aflign a réafon for it ; on this account) when
the arguments we have formed on #ha¢ foun-
dation are bronght in competition ‘with f{uch
as neceffartly follow from principles indifputa-
bly natural to the human mind, we fhall
find that the latter alfo will become 1ntitled
to our attention as much as the former. 1
conclude, for inftance, that, if a ftone or
other heavy body be projetted into the air, it
will defcend 1o the Earth again; and why?
becaufe Experience informs me that, where
no apparent caufe has interfered to prevent it,
it always has done fo. In like manner, I
conclude alfo that there 1s an active principle
xifting in the Univerle, from whofe energy
and influence all finite Natures whatfoever
derived their being ; and why? becaufe I am
neceflardly perfuaded, in confequence of my
frame and conflitution asa Man, that #othing
could ever have begun to exift of itfelf: One
of thefe conciufions feems as warrantable as-
the other. Nesther has any foundation, pro-
petly fpeaking, in Reqfon ; and the voice of
Nature declares for both. Each is as natural,
as unavoidable, as juilifiable as the other:
And, in the bufinels of reafoning therefore,
where they come in competition, each feems
to delerve alike our confideration and re-

gard,

Taking it for granted thep; at prefent,
that the Power or Principle, which at firff
H 2 eltaa
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eftablithed the order we behold, 1s {uflicient
alfo for the farther purpofes of fufpending or
fuperfeding the fame at any time, there {feems
to be egual reafon for believing, on'the one
hand, that the Courfe of Mature, 1 any af-
£gnablc isitance, 207/ continue ; and, on the
other, that 1t may be over-ruled. Nay far-
ther, if there be any reafon to imagine that
infinite /#ifacin and Goodnefs are concerned 1n
the prefent {fuppofed adminiftration of things;
(and there will always be cxaétly the, fame
reafon to Imagine this, as to imagine that
there 1s any dminifiration of government at
all,} in that cafe, whenever it can be farther
made to appear that a fufpenfion of the
courfe of Nature in any particular inflance
would be a matter of Wildom and Goodnefs,
it 1s not only as piobable that it may be fi/-
pended, as that 1t awzil continie; but as proba-
ble alfo, 1n fuch inftance, that it wz/] be {uf-
pended. On the former of thefe fuppofitions,
the pofibiirty of 1t’s {ufpenbion is s credible as
the affual continuaticn of it; on the latter,
s actual fufpenfion is as credible.

In comparing the evidences then that arife
from Teflimony on the cne Land, and Expe-
r1emce on the other, czies may occur, we fec,
in which it will be neceft Aty 1o acn..nt from
the general tule: Since, what we may have
goad.grounds to 7efeéf, on the appele to Ex-
perience ¢/iy, may, on other confiderations,

be-
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become equally intitled to our admiffion ; and,
in that cafe, a competent Teflzmony will be
{ufficient to turn the fcale. It 1s natural in-
deed to believe that a {tone projected into the
air will defcend to the earth agains but it is
al{o egually natural to believe that it may be
fulpended there. Nay farther it 4y be-
come equaliy natural to believe that it wil/ be
{ufpended there: And, in {uch cale, an attef-
tation which is more likely to be #rue than
falie, will be fufhicient to determine the re-
ality of the fact. And hence we may ob-
{erve, upon the whole, that, as that which is
conforinable, in a proper degree, with our
Experience, 1s always capable of being afcer-
tained by a competent Tefizmony ; {o, that
alfo which 1s sncredible for want of fuch con-
formity, may neverthelefs be {o circumftanced
as to become credible on other accounts; and
therefore, 1n a particular juncture of circum-
ftances, become fofceptible of atual proof
from Teftimony likewife,

It muft be owned indeed that, in the
prefent account of the matter, the aroument
deduced from the matural feelings or pes-
ceptions of the human mind, is fuppofed to
be of equal weight, and Intitled to the fame
attention and regard with the argument
formed upon the paft Experience of Man-
kind. And as the cafe will be found to ftand,
on a nearer view, the {fuppofition, Iam per-

fuaded,
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fuaded, is not ill-grounded. Neither is de
fenfible as a conclufion of Reafon 3 and, con-
fidered as an a@rbitrary inference of the
mind, one feems to be as warrantable as the
other. The neceflary confequences of natu-
ral principles feem to have full as good a
claim to our admiffion, as a mere pre-
Jumption {uggefied even from falls.

Mr., David Hume, who has handled the
fubject of the credibility of facls in general,
with great perfpicuity and precifion, has con-
cluded that fuch as are totally contrary to
human Experience are not capable of be-
ing alcertained by human Teftimony, But
this can only hold good on a {uppofition
which that Gentleman feems to have adopted
without {uflicient grounds, viz. that Expe-
ricnce 1s an exclufve teft of what is credi-
ble or incredible in the order of natural e-
vents, As far indeed as that teflt alne is
confidered, the conclufion wz// hold good ;
becaufe whatever be the value of the gene-
ral argument from Experience, a greater de-
gree will neceflarily prevail upon the com-
parifon with a /. Bat to confider that
alone as a. teft, in the prefenr eafe, is, as I
appiehend, to confider the grounds of cre-
dibility too partially.  An Event will be cre-
dible which 1s contrary to our paft Experience,
to any perfon that is perfuaded of the Exiftence
of a Power equal to the production of it: And

every
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every man’s perfuapon in this point ftands

exaltly on the feme foundation with the
perfuafion, on the other hand, that an Event

of any kind will #berefore come to pafs, in
certain circumftances, becaufe it has always
taken place in the fame circumitances berefo-
fore. ‘The inference, mn the /fter cale, can
only be accounted for fram an 1mpulfe of 74~
fure; and, on the fame principle, cvery
thing is defenfible in like manner that is af-
firmed in the former. In a word, the fip-
pofed conjunétion of any two events, in time
fo come, has no more relation to their ¢Fual
conjunction in time paff, than the fippofed
exiftence of a firlt caufe has to the efual
exiftence of the feveral finite natures of the
Univerfe. Nurier indeed can be inferred,
as abfolute certaintics; and, as natural pro-
babilities, they reft exaCtly on the fume foun-
dation.

e
CONCLUSI ON.

HE candid Inquirer, who will be able
by this time to judge for himfelf of
the merits of the prefent quaftion, is defired
however to take what follows by way of
recapitulation. |

In judging of future events, we cannot
at all determine about their coming or nof
coming to pafs, by any reafoning @ priors.
| - We
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We can only form a judgment concern-
ing them from what we know already of the

general Order, 7, ¢. from our obfervation and
excperience with refpec to what 1s pailt,

The judgment we form in #hzs manner is
not an act of reafon, but a mere inference of
the mind to which it is impelled by Na-
2ie, '

When therefore we fay a thing 15 likely
to come to pafs, in certain circamftances,
which, in thofe circumitances, has always
come to pafs before, our judgment concern-
ing {uch likelihood is not a rarsomal con-

clufion, however it be a nafural one,

Now a cafe may happen in which it IS
every whit as nefural (and reafon 1s out of
the quaftion) to conclude that a contrary
event, in any {uppofed circumf{tances, may
come to pafs, to that which, in the fame
circumftances, came to pafs before.

In fuch cafe therefore, wiz. where the
point under confideration is not the object
of Reafon, and either fuppofition is equally
agreeable to Nafure, human Teltimony, as
Sfuch, will be fufficient to determine our 4/-
fent. And our aflent, in fuch cafe, will be
‘but zatural, and agreeable to our method of
judging from Experience: Since Experience
affures us, that faéfs agree with the reports
of Witnefles, oftemer than they difagree, 2, e.
that human Teftimony is oftener true than

falfe, |
Ed
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Ex. gr.

On the one Hand,

It 15 #natural to
conclude (but not s¢a-
fonable) from what
we have hitherto ob-
{erved, that a parti-
cular Event, in the
general order, which
In cerfain  circum-
ftances, has uniform-
ly taken place, fhall,
In fimilar circum-
ftances, take place
_hcreafter.

On the other Mand,

It 15 equally naru-
ral, (however not rea-

fonable} to conclude

alfo, that “ nothing
““ could ever begin to
“ exift of 1tfelf.)’—
And every thing,
which neceffarily {ol-
lows from this, it will
therefore be egually
natural to conclude;
W2,

That every thing
therefore was produ-
ced: Or, that there is
a firft caufe, an ac-

tive, productive prin. -

ciple, exifting in na-
ture.

That there 15 3

Power cxif’cing capa-

ble of producing a
new Order, s

1 Thét
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| That the fame prin-
ciple of ation is alfo
indued with confum-

mate #1/dom.

That, 1f occafions
require, a chancre in
the general order il
be produced.

That therefore aﬁy
aflignable Event in
the general order,
which, 't certain cir-
cumftances hath unj-
formly taken place,
may, even'in fimilar
circumftances, ot take
place; or, whlch 15
the fame thmg, that
a contrary Event may
take place,

Thefe oppofite conclufions then, in dif-
ferent circumftances, being equally natural,
it 38, 1n fuch cafe, but agreeable alfo to na-
tuie, and ouf oenexal Method of judging
from Experience, to aflent to that of the twoy:
as the facl, which is fupported by Te/fzmazg
(provided no particylar civcumftances render
the Teftimony excepticnable) becaufe Expe-
rience {Hews that ﬂ/z’zrﬂany, In general, 1s
mere likely to be rue than falpe,
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