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PRETFA CE

HAT human affirs are fubje& to a viriety
of revolutions, 1s an ebfervation as long

acknowledged, and as well founded, as any in
the records of Literature ; and this hath naturally
arifen from the progreflion of fublunary tranfac-
tions, and the inequality of thofe individuals who
have conduéted them. . But that Philofophy, at
once the parent and prooen}r ‘of Truth, according
to the general accéptition of the word, fhould
have been the fubject of eternal changing, would
feem extraordinary and unnatural, iere it not
evinced by that fate which hath invariably at-
tended every fyftem that has hithérto appeared.

Truth hath been the oftenfible obje& of pur-
fuit by all of the numerous fe&s that have exifted-
amongft mankind. Each hath profeffed to be ani-
mated by no othier motive, and to feek no other
end; and all have afferted their atfainment of it
 refpecting. themfelves, although at the fame time
A
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they have denied it to all others. The dorizes of
Ariftotle and his followers, for ages, were received
and propagated, as truths irrefragable, by the
lcarned and philofophic, through all the {chools of
Europe. Des Cartes arofe, and laid the foundation
of a new fyftem, in which he was followed by M-
“branche in France. Hobbes, in his Treatifes on Hu-
man Nature, and on Man, and Locke, in his Effay
on the Human Underftanding, the latter of whom
was greatly and unconfefledly indebted to the
former, extended the regions of this new philo-
fophy, when ~4riffotle and his difciples feemed to
be driven from the field, and truth.was then ﬁ;pg
pofed to be firmly eftablifhed. At length a Man,
the greatnefs and excentricity of whofe geénius
exceeded that of the preceding fages, came forth,
and attacked the fyftems of all his predeceffors in
philofophic rgfearclies: he even attempted to
annihilate the very exiftence of matter, and to
reduce all thofe objeéts that had been hitherto
¢onfidered as fubffantial beings, to mere idcas ;
every thing external was profcribed, and all na-
ture crouded within the brain of every indivi-
dual.

At length the fallacy, at leaft the lmpmfc&mn,

of thefe fyftems of modein philofophy, began to
be deferied ; and amongft thofe who have difco-

vered the fallibility of them, no man has fo fi ig-

na]ly and fo juitly dlﬁmgm{hcd himfelf as Fa-
ther
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ther Buffer, a charaler well known and -greatly
eftecemed, among the learned Jefuits, for a variety
of literary productions. Of thefe, his Firft Prin-
ciples of Truth defervedly obtained the place of.
pre-eminence. It was his opinion, that not only.
the ancient, but evén thé modern philofo-
phers above-named, have involved the fubjeét
of their enquiries in {uch abfkrdfenefs and diffi~
culties, 4$ demand too much réfiexion to be un-
derftood by men of ordinary capacities. For this
reafon; he has endeavoured ¢ to know truths in
“ their very fource ; to analyfe thofe to which we
< muft afcend, in order to aftertain whatever
« is neceflary to be proved; and which conftitute
¢« the utmoft bouridary of human enquiry; to de-
é duce principles capable of difpelling the mift of
t yul sar prejudice, the perplexities of the fchoolsy
< and the prepofleflions even of cértain:learned
“ and modifh philofophers;” and to found the
primary truths on Comrion Senfe, of,s_,vhicthhc,i.
fubfcquent is the definition.  * Common fenfe
¢ is that quality or difpofition which nature’ has
‘e plat.ed i all men, or- evidently in the far
«« greater number of them, in order -to enable
« them all, when they have arrived at the age
éand ufe of rea{'on, to . form a common_ and
« waiform ]udaemepr with refpe& to objelts
% different from the lntcrqtll! fentiment of their
-ba.. ... . “own

! St :
-
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<« own perception, and which judgement is not
« the confequence of any interior principle.”

From the preceding definition, it is evident
that this learned writer confiders Common Senfe,
not like thofe fenfes of feeing, hearing, tafting,
fmelling, and touching, which perceive their ob-
jedts by intuitive difcernment ; but as a quality
or difpofition of the mind, refulting from age
and time, by which men experimentally arrive
at the ufe of reafon, and from meditation attain
an ability of forming a common and uniform
judgement, with refpect to objefts that are dif-
ferent from the internal fentiment, which evinces
that they themfelves exift, and that < thefe firft
« truths are propofitions fo clear and obvious,
¢ that they can neither be proved nor. refuted-
¢ by other propofitions,” becaufe there are nong.
to be adduced which are more perfpicuous.

That this explanation coincides with the ideas
of this celebrated ‘writer, refpefting common
ferife, is manifeft from the examples he adduces,
to fignify his meaning: fuch as, ¢ there is fome-
. ¢ thing in other beings that is called truth, wil-
¢ dom, prudence; and this fomething is not
¢ merely arbitrary.,” The difcovery of thefe
attributes, as exiﬁing’ in other men,_ is impofiible
to take place in'the mind of any being which
does not reflect on the fentiments, emotions, ‘and
actions of others; compare them with thofe of

him{elf;-
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himfelf, examine the nature of the things them-
{elves, and thence infer that they are the confe-
quence of thinking juftly, and alting nghtly,
which conftitute the nature of truth, wifdom,
and prudence, in the proceedings of mankind.
Every example he brings, clearly evinces that
thofe firft truths, which are the objets of com-
mon fenfe, require experience and meditation to
be conceived; and that the judgements thence
derived are the refult of exercifing reafon. In
falt, what he underftands by common fenfe and
jts perceptions, are evidently the fame with that
of common underftanding, and its powers of dif-
cerning and of judging, which is given to almoft
all mankind ; in contradiftintion to that fuperior
degree of reafon, which is fuppofed to exift in
fuch alone as exert it in the contemplation of
ﬁbJeé'ts abftrufe, metaphylfical, or remote from
the general comprehenfion of mankind; and fo
that degree of imbecillity which precludes the
capamty of examining things with due confidera-
tion. To thlS common fenfc, or common under~
ﬁandmg, he appeals through all his treatife ; and
in all the mﬂ:anccs WhICh he adduces, he appears
to have fairly and fully receded to fuch princi-
plcs of truth as may defewedly be confidered as
primary, and Wthh are adequate to all the pur-

pofes of that convlfhon Wthh he derives from
| | b 3. them, |
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them, and within the reach of fuch common  in-
tellects. |

That the producions of men eminent in learn-
ing and fcience, were intended for the inftruction
of fubfequent writers, who might bend their -
minds to the ﬁudjr of fimilar 'fubje&s',' is what
cannot be'well called in queftion ; and ‘therefore
thofe who fucceed the former have a juft rnght
to the ufe of thofe difcoveries which the preccd-
Ing have produced, provided always they grate-
fu]ly acknnwledge from what fource they have
'derlved or 1mproved their publications. “But qo
‘come forth as authers, on the merits of other
‘men, and to conceal the obllgatxon, is not only
a - flagitious theft, and an injury to the dead,
but an mfult allc on thc underfcandmgs of the
Jiving, |
- Of later years the Transiweedian remons have
fwarmed with a new {pecies of men, different
from their } 1tmcram: ped] ars in the wares they fell,
but fimilar in the manner of packing them to-
crether from the labours of othets : thefe are Wri-
ters, or rather Book-makers, “ who obtain but
“ 2 medlocnty of Lnowledge between lcarmng
< and ignorariee;” for fuch is the opinion of an
author, whofe abilities to judge, and whofe can-
dour in decifion, defervedly place him above the
fufpicion of being inadequaté or unJuﬂ: in the

fcntencc he has pronounced
Nat-
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Notwithftanding this firft truth, and that ge-
nius 1s not a flower which bloffoms in that hyper-
borean country, they are neverthelefs as ambi-
tious of literary diltinétion—as felt-fufficient, ar-
rogant, and contemptuous, as if learning and
faperior intelleft were given to them alone—
and as ungrateful as if their produtions were
unftolen, and of their own creation. They per-
fevere in colleting materials from other authors,
and, induftrious to conceal their plagiarifms, com-
pile and afflume them as their own. By the
ambition of being ranked among the learned of
Europe, they are urged to fearch after-fubjeéts
on which to employ their pens; by their felf-
fufficiency they are prompted to deem themfelves
equal to the mo{’c arduous undertalclnn's in lite-
rature, and ﬁfom thence thelr arrogance arifes—
By the medmcnty of their talents and acquire-
ments, they are incapacitated ﬁ‘om penetratmn‘
to the genuine conceptions of the authors which
they read : at the fame time bemcr conver{int,
in their own country only, with men of lefs, or
not of greater, intellects and learning than them-
felves, they are not entoﬁntgred by thofe checks
which refult from the converfation of fuch men
of I'uperlor powers and attainments as are to be
found in the more enlightened regions of Enrgpe;
whilft the affe@ation of refining on the difcove-
I‘!L‘S and featiments of other writers, runs them

b4 either
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either into puerilities and abfurdities, and into
diftinctions which afford no difference; or they
form an envelope of words, which contains no
precifion nor arrangement of ideas, and effectu-
al]ly evinces, to thofe who will ftudy them with
attention, that they neither underftand the authors
they have quoted, nor themfelves.
- From an union of all thefe circumftances, they ’
are naturally contemptuous, becaufe they are ig-
norant of that which has been loug known by
men who are truely learned.

The author which I have tranflated will afford
a fignal example ‘of the preceding truths; for,
dmong the Scottith writers, there are thofe who |
in differént degrees have clandeftinely taken the
principles and opinions of Pere Buffier, converted
them to their own purpofes of acquiring fame,
and concealed the theft by ungratefully unac-
knowledging the perfon to whom they are
pbliged; apd have fpoiled, as far as they had
abilities, his philofophy, either by not under-
ftanding what it contains, or by aflefting a defi-
nition of common fenfe equally diftant from that
of this learned writer, and from truth itfelf.
" Of thefe, Dr. Reid, Profeﬁ'or of Moral Philo-
fophy in the Univerfity of GZajgaw, is the fore-
moft ; for ‘the title of his pubhcauon 1s, An Ep-
quiry into the Human Mind, on the Principles
of Common Senfe. Ll}ie Pere Buffier, he has
- attempted
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attempted to fhew the fallacies of .D&f Cartes,
Malbranche, Locke, and Berkley, as philofophers:

to thefe he has added David Hume, whom he has
connetted with Berkley, and fays, ‘“the prefent
« ace, he apprehends, has not produced two
¢¢ more acute or more praflifed in this part of
¢ philofophy”; and then, in the fubfequent page,
as a proof of this acutenefs in Hume, he proceeds
upon the fame principles with Berkley, and car-
ries them to their full length. He ftole his
principles from the Bifhop then, without acknow-
ledgement. But it {feems, ¢ as the Bifthop undid
¢ the  whole material world, this author, upon -
« the fame grounds, undoes the world of fpi-
“ rits, and leaves nothing in nature but ideas and
¢ impreffions, without any fubject on which they
¢ may be imprefled.” He muft be an acute and
well-practifed philofopher indeed, who has un-
~done the world of fpirits, and fuppofed the ex-
iftence of ideas without a mind to contain them,
and left impreffions to be made upon nothing at all ;
but being a Scotchman, hke Dr. Reid, accord-
ing to the Scottifh doétrine of national partiality,
though erroneous and wunintelligible, he is ftill
to be deemed acute and well-pracifed in philo-
{ophy; and thus the Profeflor, fancying that he
has evinced the fallacy of Hume, has gratified
the two ftrongeft paffions in the bofoms of the
7; mz;stweedmn writers ; the vanity which fponta-

" neoufly
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neoufly {prings from their native felf-fufficiency,
and- vifienary refinements on aut_hors whom they
do not underftand, together with that uniform
prevalence proceeding from national partiality.

* Humeis indeed a Metaphyﬁman of fuch fubtilty,
at leaft, that his own conceptions appear 10 have
efcapcd the mtellwence of himfelf. . 1 havé fre-
quently analyfed ‘2 multiplicity of his fentences,
paragraphs, and pages: I have ‘affiduoufly en-
deavoured to affix the “propereft idea to each
word, and to confider the whole in all the points
of view within my power ; and yet without 4 pof-
fibility of camprehendmu' hIS intention. Diffi-
dent of my own ablhtles, 1 have canfuited men
of dlﬁmgm{hed eminence in metaphyﬁcal learn-
ing : thefe alfo have united in the previous con-
cluﬁons. Of this fact I can adduce innumerable
inftances, that t through- his Effays, together with
his ufual umntelhn-lblhty he has not only been
guilty of 1ntroducmg opinions whu:h have no
other tendency than that of levelling all dlﬁmc-
tion between virtue and vice, and of extermt-
nating that fuprcme felicity which ncccﬁ'anly re-
{ults from the exercife-of religion and morality ;
but that he abounds with more flagrant {elf-con-
tradictions than can be found in any writer whom I
have read: for fuch is the truth, that Inen not only
acquire reputation in metaphyfical llteraturc by the

very means which would inevitably preclude it in
’ - SN 1‘
a:l

H.‘-
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211 others, but they are more fecure from the de-
te¢tion of that criticifim which is generally withip
the reach of common underftandings.
Metaphyfical refearches in their nature includg
adifficulty of being ﬁ:qmprehended: the readers,
therefore, of fuch produétions, whenever they
encounter a paffage unintelligible in itfelf, are
inclined to fuppoie it to haye {prung from the
abitrufenefs of the matter, and kindly impute to
an infufficiency in themfelves, the want of com-
prehending that which the author himfelf had
never conceived with any degree of 1deal Preci;
fion, nor expreffed with intelligible pe;[’gicgitjr ;
and " thus the latter acquires the reputation- of
peing extremely refined, and deep in the know-
Jedge of his fubjed, and beyond his reader’ S reach
of thought, when, in fa®, he was only truely
incomprehenfible, and not to be fathomed either
by himfelf or even the moft extenfive line of the
human in;e]le& |
~ Dr. Reid, in his Enquiry, has carefully avmded
ferally tranfcribing the paffages relative to Des
Cartes, Malbranche, Locke, and Berkley, and the
obfervations on them, which are to be found
in Bufier; but he has with no lefs care adopted
his fenfe, and modeftly affumied it as his own.
He has confidered the writings and philofophy of

- that great man as {reafure trouvé, and abftained
from
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from delivering it to the perfon to whom it faw-
fully belongs.

In like manner, although he has told us in his
title-page, that his enquiry is founded on the prin-
tiples of common fenfe, yet has he in no part of it
condefcended to tell us in what thefe principles
itfelf, and even common fenfe, confift ; and who-
ever will attentively confider his work, and com-
pare 1t with that of Pere Buffier, will certainly
find that Reid has the greateft obligations to the
learned Jefuit; that he has exerted much art
in concealing what he has ftolen, and afforded
no fatisfattory, or even any explanation of his
ideas, concerning the principles of common fenfe,
If his conception of common fenfe be any where -
to be found, it feems moft probably to be in the
{ubfequent paffage, pag. 208 and 209.

“The fenfations of touching, of fecing, and
‘f‘ hearing, are all in the mind, and can have ng
“ exiftence but when they are perceived. How
¢ do they all conftantly and invariably fuggeft
“ the conception and belief of external objects,
“ which exiflt whether they are perceived or not ?
¢ No philofopher can give afy other anfwer to
¢ this, but that fuch 1s the conftitution of our
“ pature, How do we know that the object of
“ feeling 1s at the finger’s end, and no where elfe ;
“ that the objett of fight is in fuch a diretion

*from the eye, and no other, but may be at any.
¢« diftance;

el
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s¢ diftance ; ‘that the objet of hearing may be at
« any diftance, and in any direCtion? Not by
« cuftom, furely; not by reafoning, or comparing
«¢ ideas; but by the conftitution of our nature, &c.”
What pafiage can well appear to be more deftitute
of common fenfe than the preceding, which is
included in an enquiry faid to be founded on the
principles of common fenfe? For, according to
this writer, it feems that reafoning, and compa-
ring ideas, form #o part of the conftitution of our
nature: and yet it is impracticable to aflign any
other caufes, that the objelts of touch, eye-fight,
hearing, &c. have any diftinétion of place, or dif-
ference in diftance, perceiveable by thefe fenfes,
but by the cuftom of reafoning upon, and com-
paring thofe degrees of force, from the flighteft to
the moft powerful, in the refpeftive objelts of
each fenfe, For, do we not know that an objeét
is rouched by the fingers alone, becaufe, by com-
paring its affe&ing thofe, and no other parts of
the body, we difcern it is felt by them alone?
By the cuftom of hearing all degrees of found,
from the leaft to the greateft; of beholding ob-
jets, from the flighteft degrees of vifible percep-
tion to the ftrongeft; and, from the cuftom of
comparing ‘the differences which arife .in them
to the eye and ear, as we either approach or re-
cede from each,. we obtain the .idea of diftance :
and, by reafoning upon them,, do'we hot acquire
AR the
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the knowledge of deciding at what diftances
they re{pectively are? Is not the idea of {pace,
ih falt, obrained by the powers of loco-motion
habitually exercifed? For, were a man to remain
with all his fenfes immoveable 1n the fame place,-

from his birth to this minute, could he poflibly ac-
quire that idea? For, without the cuffemn of moving

over the {urface of the earth, without reafoning,

and comparing the objells as they varied to the
fenfes, by proximity or recefs, neither the eye,
ear, fingers, nofe, nor palate, could have conveyed
an idea of diftance to the mind.. *

But what explanation of the preceding cifcum-.
ftances, refpeting the fenfes and their objelts,
can thére be imparted by faying the latter are
perceived, becaufe” < fuch is the conftitution of
« our nature ?” What does it imply more, than
that, being conftituted men by nature, we {eey
hear, {mell, tafte, and touchy as men? Words
which are abfolutely inesplanatory of any means
or effe@ts, And what is the denying that the
knowledge of diretion -and diftance are not at-
“tained either by cuftom, reafoning; or compa-
ring our ideas; fo well known, - and fo demoni’cra-
tively afcertained, lefs than an egregious igno<
rance of the fubje@ on which he preﬁlmes to
treat! In fact, the preceding enquiry affords us
2 juft and confpicuous exhibition of the Scottifh

Mannes of philofophifing;. and .the paffage on
which
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which it has been animadverted, is a fair {peci-
men of all that is truely their own, of thofe North-
ern Book-makers. Whatever is to be found of -

trenume merit, real learning, and fuperior intel-

lef, in their literary mauufa&ures, 1s generally
purloined and unacknowledged. Words whlch
envelc)pe a confufion of ideas, or that are unim-
parting any form, the fole part that can be fairly
atrribuzed to them. Notwithftanding this, the
kindnefs of inadequate readers, whlch fuppofes
them too.profound for their capacities; when, in
fact, they are t'riyely unintelligible by themf{elves
and all others, together with that national com-
bination to extol the productions of their coun-
trymen, however deficierit, and to depreciate thof¢
of all others, howéver meritorious, have falla-
éiouﬂ} forced too many of their publications
into fome degree of eftimation ; among which
that of r. Rezd may be juftly confidered.
- The nest. in order, of the three writers who
are mdﬂbtcd to Pere’ Buffier for all that is con-
tamed of common fenfe in their produ&ions, 1§ |
Dr Ofmzld m. ]‘HS Appeal to Common Senfe in
r b,ehalf of . REIIU‘IOH. Dr. Reid has made free With
Baﬁc’r by taklng his fenfe only, by conveymcr 1t
in other tér}hs than thofe of a regular tranﬂatlon,
and by concealmcr the perfon whomm hé has plin-
dered ; but Ofwald has not only ad0pted the féne
- Of the French author, but rendered his ideas in a

| mere
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mere tranflation, and given them as his own; withs
ott acknowledging the obligation, 1In like man-
ner, although he treats of Fitft Truths, through
his whole Appeal, in the fentiments of Buffier, in
order to conceal the writer to whom he 1s obliged,
he has not only given a title inexpreflive of the
idea of thofe firft truths; but, by an unpardon-
able alt of 1injuftice to Buffier, of difhonour to
himfelf, and of infult on his readers; he has gi-
ven a paffage from Mr. Locke, as it is adduced
and anfwered by the learned Frenchmasn; and even
quoted the latter as the author of it, under the
title, Remarks on Locke’s Effay, by F. Buffier;
whereas no fuch effay ever had exiftence. The
paflage alluded to is contained in the treatife
which I have tranflated ; and the world ¢annot
produce a more fignal a& of confcioufhefs in
theft, than his thus adducing a quotation from 2
work that never had a being, and changlnﬂ' the
title of that on which he hath committed . this
literary felony, in order to efcape the ignominy
“of detettion. It refembles the cunning of the
Welthman, who having ftolen a cow, in order
to avoid the difcovery, thould flie be feen by the
right owner at the place of fale, cut off her tail,
and.tied on another of a different colour ; but the
artifice was difcovered, and the felon brought to

condign pumihment.
Like
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- Like Reid; Ofwald has compofed his Appeal
hy attempting to pull down the edifices of Des
Cartes, Locke, Berklzy, Bolingbroke, Hune, and
others; at leaft to demolifh them in fome particu-
lar parts; and then to eret a fabric of his own,
with the miaterials pirated from Buffier, and other
authors, compofed - without order or architeture.
In fa&, his produétion is manifeftly a compila-
tion:of tranfcripts from a common-place book;
incongruous and: defultory ; like Harlequin’s; jac-
ket; made -of . fcraps of: various colours, fewed
together to form a garment; which does net co-
ver the nakednefs of the maker. It ought to
be:acknowledged; that Dr. Reid 1s by much the
lealt” culpable of the two, and in various-places
hath:given proofs of  his ability to think for him-
felf; although there appear but few -paffages
“which merit the diftin@ion of originality. . -
Ofwald, by what can ;be gathered from his
Appeal to ‘Common Senie,- either did not under-
ftand, or has intentionally rejefted; the idea of
it whicli:Father. Buffer has adopted. The learned
Jefuit confiders common fenfe to. be that judge-
ment; which- the generality .of mankind are capa-
ble of ‘obtaining by age, and the ufe of. reafon:
Now.it is'beyond difpute; that the #/¢ of reafon is
redfoning ; and thar judgemsnt 1s the conclufion
which 1§ drawn by:men who ¢xercife thewr rea-

fon, Common fenfe, then; 15 that degree of un-
- C derltanding
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derftanding in all things, to which the generality
of mankind are capable of attaining by the ex-
ertion of their rational faculty.

Ofwald hath chofen ¢ to found the behef of
¢ primary truths upon the authority of that fim-
«¢ ple perception and judgement of the rational
 mind, which- Mr. Locke had overlooked in
« framing his hypothefis.” The judgement of
a rational mind, upon fimple perceptions, mutt
inevitably be the conclufions of reafoning en
thofe fimple perceptions ; or the term rational con-
veys no idea, and the perceptions and judgements
on them muft be the fame thing, although the
fecorid is neceflarily a mental operation on. thé
firft : this judgement, therefore, is an a& of reas
foning ; and this is. what Mr. Lacke agrees in,

Pere Buffier has made his common fenfe, as it
has been already obférved, to be that degree of"
intelligence which men in general attain' by age; -
and the ufe of reafon; which is evidently this,

that by time we arrive at the knowledge of an |

infinitude of things; and, by the ufe-of reafon,
form our judgements on them = and that thofe
judgements are then _]uﬁly to be confidered as
fief truths. ''The inftances which are adduced,
by the learned Jefuit, evince that this is his idea
of common fenfe. ¢ This maxim, fays he, that
¢ men ought to be faithful and juft, is held by
“all men.” Now itis certain, that the ideas of
| faith-
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faithfulnefs and juftice can by no means be at-
tained but by the exercife of reafon on the attions
of men, and the relations in which they ftand
refpe&mg one another. By what means can
faithfulnefs be ‘known, before there has been
either breach of truft, orof duty; or Juf’clce bc
_conceived, before a&s of violation and injury have
been committed ? And do not the ideas of falth-
fulnefs and Ju{’clce {pring frnm cernpanng the
‘Wthh they obtaln from naturf:, and frorn"i:héncc
ipferring, by ratiocination, that difference in
things which . conftitutes falthﬁ.llnefs and. treg-
chery, juftice and m_]u{hce ? - Hence does it not
evidently appear, according ta Byffer, that, by
reafoning on what we perceive, We arrive at fuch
Jirft truths, as are attainable by that degree of ug-
derftanding, which is common.to mankmd who

ufe their reafon ?
Ofwald feems to copceive common fenfe to be

a faculty diftinék from reafon, and not that dcgrce
of it which men of common capamles, by the

.e:-:crmfe of .reafoning, may caﬁly acquire ; and
that the truth or real:ty f its obje&s are as
tuitively dlfccrned as thofe of colour, found fia-

vour, hardnefs, odour,. by the refpe&lve fenfes
-of which they are the ob_]eél:s, for, in page 71,
‘e fays:. < In truth, if we have no ormnal ideas

e of religion and virtue, and all Qur kneﬁ’lcdge
c 2 « of
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¢ of this kind muft be rrai:hereci ffom abﬁra&ion’s‘;
« made by ouifelves, fuch knowledge muft needs

¢ he Drecarmus ” But afe not ouf ideas of vir-

tue acqulred by the fanie means of reafomng on

our perceptiors and 4&ions, as thofe of “faithful-
nefs and juftice, and confift of abftrattions drawhn
from our obfervations on the conduét of indivi-

" duals, arid thefice forming a complex idea ‘of vir-
tae abf'olutely‘ detached from all partlculars and

" perﬂ)nahmes, and then acqmeﬁ:ed in, 45 tmths, by

that degree of Under{’randmg whlch the learned
f[eﬁut dlﬁmguﬂhes by the appellatlon of Common
“fenfe? 'And, although we are ' poffefled of @ ori-
gmﬁl ideas of rehmon, in confequence ‘of the ‘ope-

‘tation “and energy of its doftrines andl tenets, by

‘the immediate  perception of the faciilty of faith,

-,

yet CErtalth no fuch ideas aré attainable by
“tommon fenfe, without the exertlon - of rcafon-'
for the objects of faith are no more the ob_]e&s of

comman ﬁnfe, than they are of the c fenfe of feeing.
Agaln, paﬂ'e 1 91, ‘e fayss « Along with the .
e pef‘ceptlon of ’hidrd, ‘fmooth, Fot, cold; which
& we Have by the fenfe"of feeﬁﬁé; ‘we' get, ~and
¢ canriot _4void, the ided ‘of fomethmg Which “is
&  hot, cold, i'ouc"h Gr fmooth ; "Which fomethmg,
4 ‘being no objeé'of fenfe, do€s not enter info
“tiithe rnmds of ‘ldEO{'S ind the lower anlmals.

That men ‘in - thelr fenfeﬁ‘ fhould’ conceive,
‘that ‘with thé perceptlons of “hard, ‘ fincoth, hét,

i,J‘ o coldy
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gold, we Iheuld get the 1dea of fomethlng that
1s hot, cold, roucrh or {mooth, Is certalnly true,
becaufe thefe perceptions and ideas are one and
the fame: but that the ideas of cold, hot, Trough,
or fmeoth, ﬂlOUld be fometlunn' different from
the perception of them, which is.no object of
fenfe, feems mcapable of entrance into the mind
of any but an ideot, or an inferior animal. The
mind, indeed, in all thefe inftances, from a muli-
plicity of experience op feeling objects poflelfed
of the preceding properties, daes, by abftraction,
form an idea of hot, cold, hard, fmooth, &c. in-
dependent of any {pecific obje& ; but this is not
an immediate perception by a faculty denomi-
nated Common fenfe, but one arifing from t;he_
1eﬁe&10n ef reafon, |

Aﬂ'aln, he {ays, page 192, “ By the extei'nn‘ld
 organ d(ﬁght we have the fame perception of

“ ¢ bodies in “motjon, which ideots, and the lower
cc annnals have, i bur, by the intelletual ﬁf-:rht

g€ we apprehend motion 1t['elf which ideots and
3] the lower am,mals do not. Six billiard- balls*

i belnn- placed in a line, we {fee not only the
s nnpulfe given to the firft, anid the motion per-

s¢ formed by the la{’c but we clearly perceive the
« communleathn of motion from the firft to the
< - laft, and {ee, 1 in 2'manner, ‘motion run through
«« the whole.” Now I would gladly know whc-

;her the 1mpu]fe and communlcatlnn of alI this
T €3 | : ‘motion
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wotion are not ideas peceived by the organs of
bodily fight, abfolutely without the interference
of an intelleitual fight : or whether motion ¢an be
poflibly conceived by any other means than by
the organs of fenfe? All that can be intel-
JeCtually obtained concerning the perceptions of
motion, is an abftra& idea of imotion, derived from
the perception of all degrees and fodes of mo-
tion. Is it not therefore clear, from the preceding
paffages, that this Writer has been télkih’g of that
to which he has affixed no precifionof idea ; and, if -
he be deemed a deep philoﬁ)phcr in the opinion °
of others, that it is becaufe he is unintelligible :
to himfelf ? | ;
In page 194, Dr. Ofwald tells us, < there are
“ two orders or claffes of pefception: thofe, to %
< wit, we haye in common with other’ ammals, |
< and which we fhall call animal perceptions ; and |
e¢ thofe peculiar to the ratlonal klnd which Ihall
¢ be called rational perceptions.”’ " From the fub-
fequent, and Innumerable paﬂ'ages, it appea.rs
that, by the animal perceptions, he means thofe ° *
which gre acquired by the fenfes of feeing, taﬁ-
ing, fmelling, &c. and by rational perceptzam, ;
¢ ihmgs conveyed to the mind, by the help of
 fenfible obje@s, and which refult from a due
- < attention fo them ; but, not being themfelves
¢ the objeéls of {enfe, they do not fall within the
« {phere of ideots and lower animals, are objedts
o s only

TTRN . -l
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#¢ only of the rational mind; and therefore the
¢¢ ideas we haye of them are fitly called rational
€ perceptions.”’

To the preceding he adds: ¢ One cannot haye
«¢ the idea of motion without once and again
¢ attending to bodies in motion; noy can you
*¢ have an idea of felf-determination, without be-
¢ ing well acquainted with the motions performed
s¢ by animals; nor of the eflentia] difference be-
¢ tween virtue and vice, without underftanding
¢ and entering into the views and motives of the

“ agent.” All thefe, and a myltiplicity of other
inftances which “he has adduced, incontrovertibly
‘prove that thefe ratzonal perceptions are neither
different, nor any thing more than thofe ideas
obtained by the ufe of reafen, and that judgement
which is denyed from 1t by age; and whatever
this Writer may affert, there is no diftin&ion in
,thern, Clthcr real, important, or worthy the at-

gention of any one of thofe who look into the
human mind. From every inftance it is cv;dent,

,that evcry perception, which he denominates real
to common fenfe, is nothing but that which all
mankmd ‘haye hitherto conceived to be the re-
fult of rcafamng on the objefts which are offered
to the mind, and conglufions thcncc derived,
Whlth are within the reach of the generality of
men who fhall exert the energy of a commen

underftandmg “In fad, this Writer feems to
nave
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have imagined that new names, “applied to old
ideas, bequeath a new manner of thinking; als
though he has not added a perception to the lift
which has been known for ages, nor a new mode
of thinking to that which has bn.en loncr exerc:lfed
at the fame time 1t 1s ev:dent, that lys m{’cances arg
,eil:fle;_' {elf-contraditory, or inconfiftent vs.ril.jh hig
notion of common fenfe ; that he errs egregiouﬂy,
if he fuppofes that ]}e has held out new lights and
new -tryths to mank1nd and 1s unpardonable 1n
hl_S eude,s,vgurs to conceal t_he name of that Author
fo:whom he 1s fo fignally obliged for all that ap-
ptoaches to the merit of common fenfe.. .| -

Having thus éxamined, in a fuccin& and curfory
manner, what has been advanced by Reid and,
Ofwald, on the preceding fubjedt, and fuffictently,
fhewn. their plagiarifms from Pere Buffier, -and
their ingratitude in. concealing their obligations
t0.him; I now proceed to- Dr. ‘éeatie’s Eﬁy on
the Natire and Immutability of Trush, ir Qppcy' 1bion
io Sophiftry and Scepticifm. |

‘This Transtweedion Writer has, 1n hke rnarmer,
pﬂlaged from the. treafures of the learned Jefuit
ul] that contains the leaft degree of merit throngh
his whole prodution ; and he has only mentiongd
Lns name,in a-note, among thofg th haye written;
on"the fubjeCt.'of . common fenie.. It ‘has ; been
already evinced, that the idea-of Pere: Bufier; re;
fpf:&mtr common fcnfc, ;s—-—tha.t it.}s that degreg

of
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of judgement, which by time, and the ufe of
reafon, is attainable by the generality. of man-, °
kind; or, which is precifely the fame, that de-
oree of reafon which 1s common to thole who
may exert it on the various’ {ubjects that arg
brought before the mind.

But Beatie, willing to refine on what he reads,
or not perfectly underftanding it, has made rea-
{fon one faculty of the mind, and common fenfe
another ; and inculcated, that the truth of all the
objects of the latter 15 as infuitively difcerned by
his. common .{enfe, as that of the-abjets of the
corporeal fenfes, the -eye, ear,’ palate,: nofe, and
fingers, which are refpe&ively adapted to the per-
ception of them. . o

. In. lmltatlon of: hls coyntrymen, Rezd and Ojl
wald,. he alfe has examined, after Pere Buffier,
what has. been advanced by Des Cartes, Mal-
branche, Locke, Beikley, and Hume; and indeed .
with- juftice egpofed ‘the abfurdities of Le¢ g
David, as he;was jronically ftyled by jfabn Fames.
Rouffeax, who,  if he had difcerned the neceflity of
an_eflablifhed _r_f;llgi_on to confirm and. pcrfgél; the
civil inftitutes of legiflatures; as clearly as he faw-
the rights ‘of human kind, and what ought to be
the chief objects of all legiflation, had been the,
moft eminent of all authors that the world hath,
hitherto- produced 1. for no, man' did. ever per-.
geive tlie traths of thofe- opinions whlch he has.

e, Pllb-!
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publifhed, with more perfpicuity, or delivered
them with preater precifion; nor did any other
ever exprefs them with more propriety and force,
or manifeft a gredter degree of genius, and of ori-
ginal thinking, Infa&, he is fo confpicuoufly
fuperior to Poltaire, D’ Alembert, and all thofe
who have attacked his works, that it is evi-
dently manifeft, their enmity to hu'n arofe froma
confcioufnefs of his fupermnty to them_., and from
the defpicable envy of not being capable of bear-
ing.and confeffing his pre-eminence.

But let me return to Beatie, who a{fcrts,
Chap, II. * that all' reafoning terminates in ﬁr{t
h prmmples ; ail evidence ultimately mtmtwe 3
“ common fenfe the ftandard of truth to man.”—
,ﬁnd thlS intuitive ewdence he apphes to mathe-
matical reafonmg—-—to the evidence of extcrnal
fenfe—~to the evidence of internal: fenfe of con—
fcmufnefs—-to the evidence of memory—to rea-
fonmg from the effet to- the caufe-—to probabl¢
and expenmental reafoning—to analaglcal rea-
fomng-—-to faith-in tef’umony " O

In order to elucidate this. matter with thc
gteater acCuracy, let me firft: define what is uni-
formly underftood by intuition : and this is, im-
fﬁzmdmte knotledge, or ko wledge “not obtsined Izy
dedustion of reafoning; dut’ mﬁamaqeattﬁy accompa-
nying the ideas which are jts objedis 3 fuch: as the

knowledgc of colour by the eyey of found by the
car,
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ear, of tafte, odour, and foftnefs, by the other
fenfes. o |
- Let me now enduire, whether the truth of the
objets of Common Senfe, in all the preceding
in&alices, be p‘é‘rceivcd in this inftantaneous and
intuitive manner, without any previous operatmn

of the mind to effe@ it. It will be then” difco-
vered, whether this Plagmry hath underftood the

Author whom he hath fo un gcnerouﬂy plundered
or the idea which accompanies the terms zﬂtmﬁ've

evidence in the mmds of all fuch as have Juﬁ: coits
Cceptions of it,

" In order to evince this truth, let us examine 3
few of thofé propoﬁtlons which he has given as
proof's that common fenfe mtmtweZy pérceives the
truth of all the obje&s of the human’ faculties's
and to I:hls end, Dr. Beatie having afferted,

¢t that all reafomng terrinates in firft principles,
< 4l “evidence is ultimately mtu:twe, cormmon’
« fenfe the ftandard of truth to mahn,” pro-
pofes, Chap. II. to treat of truth on the follow-
ing heads.—1. Of mathematical feafoning.—~2,
Of the evidence of external fenfe.—3. Of thé
eévidence of internal fenfe, or confcioufiefs.—z.
Of the evidence -6f memory.—:. @f réﬁfonisf‘fg
ﬁ'om the effe@t to the caufe.—6. ‘Of probable,.or
experimental reafoning.—7.- Of analogical rea-
fOnfng.--S Of falth m tef’crmony ~sStich be-

ing
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ing the fubjedts of his effay, before 1 fhall pro-
ceed to them particularly, it feems neceffary to ani-
madvert a little on the title of this Chapter I.
< That all realoning terminates m firlt principles.”
Then muft it be impofiible to reafon otherwife
than 4 pofferiori, from the effedt to the caufe;
which 15 contradilted by every moment’s expes
rience : the mathematician reafons fram his
point, line, and furface; the mechanician, from
elafticity, weight, forms, and prapartions, .in
the conftructing of machines; -the farmer, that,
¢he {un rifi ing to-morrow at {ix o’clock, he fhall
#ave light to proceed ta his work ; that his
fcythe, hook, and :other mlitruments. of huf-
bandry, being well iharpened will effe@ what iy.
tntended to be . done by them; in fa&, in al}
yaﬁible m&ances, ‘whether they be ﬁ:lcntlﬁr qr:
in the ufage of common life, men: ;eafon from the.
caufe to the effed, from the prmmple to its cons.
iéquences, or experlence and- difcoveries have.'
cffected nothing  amongft men, refpe&mcr theq:
mndu& in all the vaft variety of knowledgg:
and invention. This, I beheve, w1ll be far from
keing acknowledged by perfons of cqmman fenfe..
ard may it not be as juftly afferted, that men al-
ways walk backwards, and do not fee to what
place they are going, as that they reafon back-—

wards to principles ngh;gh : ghgy are £o | d1fcqver
S | " Befarg

®
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Before we proceed to amore intimate examina-
tion of this matter, I requeft my reader to ‘re-
tnark that definition of intuitive evidencé which
hath been giveri iri the preceding page but'one:
But Beatie afferts, pag. 58,  ‘evéry ftep-in-a
‘¢ mathematical proof is felf-evident,! or: muft
¢ have been formerly demonftrated ; and -evety
¢‘demonftration doth finally refolve itfelf:into
<€ intuitive or felf-evident principle; which it is
¢« impoffible to prove, and equally impoffible to
e difbelieve.” Hence, according’ to this writer,
that which is acquired by reafoning, ftep by ftep,
“until it “arrives at demonfration, is Intuitive,
‘felf-e‘s’idénf;bor knewledge not obtatned by de-
“tluction of reafoning, but inflantaneoufly accom-
'Eanymﬂ' the ideas WhICh are its objeéts;.and-thofe
-demonftrations which are formed by drawing ' iti~
“ferences fromi the- relations in which: they. ave
fituated refpe@ing each other, refolve themfelves
“into intuitive or felf-evident principles, of into
—i’itﬁfhediate'k'ndwledrre in[’cant'aneouﬂy accompi-
* hying the ideas which are its objefts. If this be
" ydmitred; thenthere is no difference between, the
|“perceptions which are received by ‘the extermal
} fenfes, and thole which are the effells of logical
¢ deduttion;; of the exercife of reafon. Thxs then
. i5;-t0. confound:all thefe terms and d1&1n&1ons
i-.rhlch have hithérto been umverfally aanaw-
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ledged to be effentially different, and to make
that end which is difcovered by inveftigation and
long deduftions of ratiocination, to be as imme-
diately known as that which is feen by the eye, .
and inftantaneoully perceived. |
The laft article of the Chapter .above men- |

tioned 13, that ¢ Common Senfe is the ftandard *
“of truth to man:” and now it feems neceffary |
to fhew his idea of Common Senfe, pag. 39. !
« The term Common Senfe hath, in modern times; -
s been ufed by philofephers, both Fresch and f
. Britifb, to fignify that power of the mind which :
¢ perceives truth, or commands beliefy not by .
< progreffive argumentation, but by an inftan- |
‘¢ taneous, inftinctive, and irrefiftible 1mpulfe, de-
‘¢ rived neither from education, nor from habit, but
* from nature ; afting independently on our will,
« whenever its object is prefented according to an
¢ eftablifhed law, and therefore not improperly
“ called fenfe; and adling in a [imilar manper
* upon all, or at leaft, upon a great majority of
« mankind, and thereforg properly called common
< fenfe. Itis-in this fenfe and fignification that
< that the term comeion fenfe is ufed in:the prefcnt
« cnqulry o - -
Again, he fays, pagc 42, S Reafon, as.im-
‘ plying  faculty not marked by any other name,
¢ is ufed by thofe vho are moft accurate in diftin-

« guithing, to ﬁgmfy that p(m'er of the mind by
¢¢ which

t /!
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« which we draw inferences, or by which we are
« convinced that a relation belongs to two 1deas,
¢« on account of our having found, that thofe ideas
¢ bear certain relations to other ideas. 1Inaword,
o it is that faculty which enables us, from rela-
s tions and ideas that are known, to inveftigate
¢ fuch as are unknown, and without:which we.rie~

¢ ver could -proceed in the difcovery of truth .a
« fingle ftép beyond firft principles, or intuitive
¢ altions: and it.1s in this laft: fenfe we are to
¢ ufé the wotd reafor in the courfe of this en-
« quiry. O . 1
| Such are his diftin¢tions between common fenfe
 and reafon: and page 47, he adds, ¢ There are
« few faculties, ‘either of our mind or body, more
| “¢ improveable by eulture, than that of reafoning;
: ¢ whereas common fenfe, like other inftin&ts, ar-
 ¢¢ rives at maturitg with almoft no care of ours.
{  To teach the art of reafoning, orrather of wran-
-f ¢ gling, 1s ealy 5 but it is impoffible to teach com-

§ <¢ mon fenfe to one who wants it.”
t I muft onice more beg leave to infert the idea Of

Pere Buffier refpefing common fenfe, page 22
§¢° What is here meant by common fenfe, is that
& dlfpoﬁtmn or quality, which nature has placed
Becin all men, orevidently in the far greater num-
i “ ‘ber ¢f them, in order to enable them al], when
g :they have arrived to the age and ufe of reafon,
B to form a common and uniform judgement with
. “ refpect
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« refpect to objects difterent from’ the intérnal
¢ fentiment 'of their own perception, and which
«judgement is not the confequencecf any anterior
< principle.,” I :fhall now examine the inftances
which Beatie has adduced of the different modes of
reafoning already related: it will then be {een;
whether thefe./inftances  are ‘more. applicable - to
reafon than to comimon fenfe; a$ he has delivered
them ; and whether his definition,-or that of Pere
Buffier, correfpond moft accurately with that 1dea
which is’ generally concéived to belong to the
term common [enfe, in the inftances which ; Bea=
tie'has afforded.. Page 57, he télls s, < There
«are two kinds of mathematical :demonftras
«.tion:" thev firft:is called : dire7, and takes
¢ place when a'conclufion is inferred from ‘p‘r&*—
«.mifes which render it neceffarily. true ; the other
¢ kind-is called #ndires?; &ec.. -with which 1 have
«fiothing todo i this place.” . - . 2
-.:8tch being  his definition’of mathematical. de-
monftration that:it is a conclufion arifing from
inferences drawn from premifes, which make it
neceffatily truesthatis, by the operations of reaﬁ)‘ﬂ
fucceflively-exerted ;- it feems not a lirtle furpriz
fing, ‘that fuch truthy fhould be perceived:by.con-
thioi Jenfé, as he has. defcribed ity <“a.pewer of the
“< mind which ‘perceives truth, not by:progreflive
"""-ﬁf'g‘i'th‘erit'a;tiong but by an'inftantaneous, 1r-
¢ Rinive,” and;infallible impulfe.’ If. the pre-
e - ceding
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ceding mode of inference from premifes to a con-
clufion neceffarily true, be that of mathematical
reafoning, the truth which is thence difcerned can
in no {enfe be faid to be derived from an inftanta-
neous, inftinétive, and irrefiftible impulife, without
progreflive argumentation. Lither mathematical
reafoning is, therefore, not that which he defcribes;
or, being cbmprehended by inferring from pre-
mifes to a conclufion, it cannot be the objed of
Beatie’s common fenfe. But, in fat, his defcription
of mathematical reafoning is true, and his defini-
tion of common {enfe erroneous : for fuch is the
reality, that truch arifing from mathematical rea-
foning is difcovered by the very operations of
reafon, which he defcribes, ¢ that power of the
¢ human mind by which -we draw inferences, or
“ by which we are convinced that a relation be-
“ longs to two 1deas, on account of our having
“ found that thefe ideas bear certain relations to
¢ other ideas.”

Hence it 1s evident, that truth, in mathematical
reafoning, is the refult of reafon, proceeding from
principles or premifes by inference, and induétion,
till it arrives at demonftration ; and not of the in-
tuitive difcernment of his_common fenfe, which,
he afferts, is- a different faculty from reafon, and
arrives; ¢ like other inftinéts, - at maturity, with
¢ almoft no care of ours.”- |

d - . HQF’JQVEI’ >
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However, although the truths refulting from
. mathematical reafoning cannot poffibly be the
effeft of the inftantaneous and inftin&ive percep-
tion of Beatie’s common fenfe, it coincides exatly
with that of Pere Buffier : ¢ a quality which nature
< hath placed in men, 'in order to enable them;
«« when they have arrived at-the age and ufe of
« realon, to form a common and uniform judg-
« ment withrefpect to objeéts, &e.”

Now this common {enfe being acquired by age,
cannot arrive to maturity, like inftinéts, with al-
moft no care of ours ; and being attained by the
ufe of reafon, that is, by inferring. fucéeﬁivcly
from principles and premifes to a conclufive truth,
cannot be a common fenfe that difcerns inftanta-
neoufly and inftinively. In the preceding man-
ner Beatie, by prefuming to refine on the ideas
refpefting common fenfé; as defcribed by Pere
Bujfier, dnd by adopting another which s his own,
hath deviated into a palpable abfurdity. But let
me proceed to'his exemplifications, that mathe-
' matical truths sre inftantaneoufly perceived. " Page
59, he fays: « but who will pretend o prove that‘
“ 2 whole is greater than a part; -or that‘things
“ eqﬁal to one and the fane thing are:‘equal to
“ orie another ? Cértainly dliere ate imany who
will pretend to prove the preceding xioins ; dnd
this, becaufe without proof they-had never been

comprehended,
' Whole



PREFACE  zxv
Whole and part, great and fmall, are ahftrat
ideas, derived from material {ubftances which
have been the objeéts of the external fenfe of fee-
ing : the eye hath feen the whole mafs; it hath
feen it divided into parts; it hath thereby ac-
quired the ideas of greater and lefs, by an opera-
tion of the mind called comparifon, between two
or more things : and from thence réafon hath in-
ferred that the mafs, which contained the feveral
parts, is neceflarily greater than any of thofe parts
of which tlie whole was compofed; and in this
manner, the antecedent axiom hath been proved to
be true by one man to another, or by the fame man
reafoning in the preceding way. When the above
axiom therefore is offered to the mind of any per-
fon who hath previoully difcerncd the truth of it,
by the preceding inference, it is not inftanta~
neoufly difcerned by Beatie’s commen fenfe, but
by an inftantaneous remembmnce that it is abfo-
lutely true.
Such being the cafe in this fimple axiom, it is
yet more evident in the fubfequent, * That things

“ equal to one. and the fame thing, are equal to
¢« one another:” for, in order to comprehend this

truth, the fenfes muft have learned to diftinguith
thingé by numeration, as one, two, &c.” and
thence to form abftradt ideas of numbers. Equa—
llty is an idea obtained by the (enfes alfo, by com-

dz - paring
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paring two or more objells, relative to fize, co-
lour, fhape, and other properties of bodies, and
thereby difcerning their agreement or difa-
oreement ; and from thence the idea of abfo-
~ lute equality is derived. Itbeing difcerned then,
that two or more things correfpond exaétly with
a third, 1t is logically inferred, that each of the
fcrmer, being equal to the third, muft of necef-
fity be equal to one another. When this axiom,
therefore, is, on future occafions, pmpofed to
the mind, it is, as in the former cafe, by an a&
of reminifcence, and not of fenfe, either common or
otherwﬂ'e, that the truth is mi’cantaneouﬂy per—
ceived. As to the propriety of z?gfz‘mﬁwe, as 4p-
plied to common fenfe, it fhall be ammadverted
on hereafter. o
"There is yet another mathematical truth, Wthh
this' writer prefumes to be m{‘cantaneeuﬂy per-
ceived : « the three angles of a triangle are equal
< to two 11trht angles,” Whoever has made the
leaft obfervation on the manner in which this pro-.
poﬁtwn is demonftrated in Euchd, will inftantly
be convinced, th’lt the ttuth of it is ncither 1n-
f’cantaneouﬂy, nor intuitively difcerned : for, in
order to evince: this truth, rot only.a dlaﬂmm,
but a long feries of indu&ion .is mevltably requx-
ﬁtc {o that, inftead of this truth being intuitive-
ly dlfccrned by all men,.it really happens, that
by far the greater part of mankind are incapable

of
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of exerting that application and refearch which
are neceflary to the difcerning of 1.
I thall now examine what he has offered on the
«« evidence of external fenfe.” To believe our
fenfes, fays he, page 64, ¢ is therefore accord-
‘« ing to the law of nature ; and we dare prompted
« to this belief, not by reafdn, but by inftinét,
« or common fenfe. I am ascertain that ] amat
“ prefent in a-houfe, and not inthe open air,—
 that I fee by the light of the fun, and not by the-
“ light of a candle,—that I feel the ground hard
- ¢ under my feet, and that I-lean agaimnfta real,
« material table, as I can be of any geometrical
« axiom, or of any demonftrated conclufion.”
How it fhould come to pafs that men are not:
prompted to believe their fenfes, as much'by reafon
as Beatie’s comnmon fenfe, feems difficult to afcer-
tain, > though it be ealily afferted. Nay, tome' it
feems, that it is reafon alone, or common fenfe, as
defcribed by’ Buffer, which -induices us to believe
our fenfes; for, having found' by manifold expe-
rience, that our fenfes‘are the faithful reporters of
the' objets 'which' are placed before them, we
thence 1nfer that they ought to-be beliéved* - But
m what manner Bestie’'s common fenfe, which
‘“‘Berceives . truth, or commands belief, not by
“ progreflive argumentatmn, but by an inftanta-
““ neous; - imﬂln&we, ‘and - lrreﬁi’clb]e lmpulfc, |
LonoHGS - -d 3 oL : C&nli
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can afford a ground for believing our fenfes, {eems
to be utterly inexplicable.

Is it not fomewnat extraordinary that common
fenfe and inftinét fhould be the fame faculty ? In-
ftin& is defined, by as competent a judge of our
1_;ngtiagc as any this kingdom hath produced, and
fhewn to be ufed in that fenfc, by authors of
great eminence, to be defire, or averfion, afting
on the mind, without the intervention of reafon,
ar deliberation, or the power that determines the
will of brutes. Now, that 2 man, by fuch defire or.

ayerfion, fhould be'as certain that he is.in.a houfe,. .

and not in the open air,—that he fees by the light
of the fun, and not by the light of'a candle—that
he feels the ground hard under his feet, -and that he

1¢§p§_ Jagggjnﬁ a real material table, as' he can be

of the truth of any. geometrical..axiom, feems
to-be inconceivable:, for, in what .manner in-

ﬁm& which is an emogion of the mind, either to-.

wards or,from the gbject before it, can be, fufcep-

t1blc Of dlfccrmng truths, and. l}*nanymmqs with.
a gmnmgn {eafe,” which inftantancoully. perceives.

the truch,of things, appears.to wang ouch explas)

- nation to.be compzehended. - And.if inftinch-and,
common {enfe be the fame power, -then brutes arg:

poﬁeﬂ'(;d of Beatie's common fenfe ; againft which .

Thave nothing.to object. . Sir _‘70&:: Fa{ﬂqﬁ' indeed:
afferts, he. knew .the true prince by, inflinck:, but:

that 2 man fhould know that he was leanmg on a
table

—_— —

:
|
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table by inftin&t, was left for the difcovery cf Dr,
Buatie. In falk, the certainty of all the preceding
particulars arifes intuitively from the evidence
of the external fenfes of feeing and feeling, and
1s neither the obje&t of inftin&t, common fenfe,
nor belief: and from the whole of the antecedent
paflage it is manifeft, that either this writer hath
annexed no precife idea to the word inffinfZ, or
that he has uled inflindfively as fynonymous with -
intyitively,  through 1gnorance of the language
in- which he writes. -

'Lihall now enquire whether the objeéts of in-
ternal fenfe or confcioufnefs be intuitively or in-
ftinétively pereeived = apd of thefe, I'exiff, is a pro=
pofition, which he fays, page 33, “he is confcious
f his mind readily admits, and acquiefces in.”
But 1n what manner. does this confcioufnéfs arife
from common: fenfe, when, in- fad, this confciouf~
nefs 1s, nptl;unﬂ' more than- a refle&tion, that he
thinks, and therefore that he is {fomething, or an
exiftence By applying this mode of ezamination
through all the inftancés- adduced:in -his whole
chapter, it will be feen .that: nothing therein is
inftantaneoufly perceived ; but that all are the
effiefts of inference apd reafoning in greater or
lefs. degrees.- ~ .

Proceed-we now: to examine what he has faid on
the evidence of memory. . We truft,” fays he,
“ to the evidence of memory, becaufe we cannot
“ help trufting toit., The fame providence that

é¢ endued.
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« endued us with memory, without any care of
¢ ours,” as if man had been concerned 1n making
* himleif, ¢ endued us alfo with-an mftinétive pro-
« penfity 0 believe in it, previoufly to all rea-
« foning and experience.” It {eems to be not per-
fetly eafy to comprehend whether, by ¢ believ-
¢ ing in memory,” he means that we remember
-we believe, we remember; which no man will
doubt: or that, “ by believing in memory,” we
believe - all we remember, which is certainly not
the cafe; for all men remember innumerable
things which they do not believe. But what con-
neion is there to be found between remembrance
of things*which' ‘are ‘paft, and the inftantaneous
perception of .truth as foon as objells are offered
to'a faculty,. which this writer has determined
to beccommon-fenfe?  And if Prowdcnce, as he
{ays; .. has endued us with an inftin¢tive propen-
‘¢ fity to believe in what we remember, previoufly
« to - all reafoning and experience,” this gift of
Providence would not:appear.to' be-the moft eli<
gible, fince wholoever fhall, by the influence 6ﬁ
this propenfity, be:induced to believe without rea-
{foning and expcnencc, muft 1ncv1tably be led i mto
-endlefs error: and therefore, as inftin& in all ani-
mals is an infallible guide to their well-being, I
am.apt to.conclude; that this propenfity. to believe
in memory, previous to -all reafoning “and expe-
- .- - rience,

e — . _a
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rience, is not inftin&ive, nor the gift of Provi-
dence.
I thall now proceed to his chapter of reafonsig
ﬁ'a;:zu the effet to the caufe. 'This he begins, page
110, with the ftory of a book gotten into his
chamber, no body can tell how : « for, if his fer-
¢ vants report be true, and if the book has not
¢ been brought by an invifible agent, it muft have
¢« come in a miraculous manner, by the interpo-
¢ fition of fome. invifible caufe; for ftill he muft
¢ repeat, that without fome caufe; it conld not pof-
“ fibly bave come hither:” which cafe is ftated on
ifs that never can’ happen. And then he boldly
‘¢ pronounces it to be an axiom clear, certain, and
«undeniable, that whateverbeginneth to exift, pro-
¢ ceedeth from fome ¢aufe: whether this maxiin be
« intuitive or demonftrable, may perhaps admi=
“ of fome difpute.” - And perhaps not: the very
title of the chapter bemcr of reafoning from the
effect to the caufe ; -that 1s, from a thing known,
£0 athmg fought for ; it'is paft difpute, that the
]atter cannot -be inftantaneoufly difcerned, with-
~out progreflive argumentation. As an inftance
of this truth; let us take what he has placed among
thc propofifions " in his firft chapter, ¢ There is
« 3 God:” and-then lét us thew in what manner
i the truth of thls',propoﬁtlon 15 evinced. Who-
t ever-has feen ‘an“artift ‘employed in making a
watch, or other curious machine, and has ob-
b | ferved
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{erved the effets which refult from the application
of elaftic or heavy bodies on wheels of certain pro-
portions, and divifions of teeth, is convinced,
from that which paffes in his own mind, when-
ever he hath executed any thing with his own
hands, that this artift was guided in all his ope-
rations by-the direction of thought. Whenever
therefore this perfon may, on future occafions,
behold a mcchamcal compofition, . he readily in-
fers, that it muft have been the produétion of a
thinking being, or of man.

- Inlike manner, when the order and bcauty of
the univerfe are obferved, the marvellous forma— _
tion of animate and inanimate beings, to the ends
of their eml’cmg, the ~adapration of one thmcr 0
another, for the uf¢ and benefit of eachrefpetive
being, and of, the. whole, he analogouﬂy .CoN-
cludes, that all this is the eﬂ’e& of.an" intelligent
agent; and as thefe effedts are fo lnﬁmtely {upe-
rior to thofc accomphﬂled by the human being,

he conceives the author of them to be perfe&;
and attributes- to him the name :of God Hence
it is evident, that the tguth of the pr0p0ﬁt1i

There is 4 God, can be pcrcewed hg]t by.a fene;
of analogical reafbmn from the effe to. the
caufe ; and therefore thc frutH of:it;cannot be, dif-
cerned by Beq{:,g S common ﬁ:nfc, 'Wthh compre-
hcnds mtmtwely, mi’cantancouﬂy, and mi’cmc-,
thﬂly | ‘- TN B

h:-l ‘..iq. - r = - L : '
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The fisth chapter, of Probable or Epperimental
Reafouing, comes next in order. *“In all our reafon-
“ ing, {ays he, page 120, from the caufe to the
« effelt, we proceed on a fuppofition and a belief,
<t that the caufe of nature will continue to be,
‘in time to come, what we experience it to
« be at prefent,-and remember it to have been

« in time paft. This prefumption of continuance
« is the foundation of all our judgements con-
“ cerning future events; and this, In many cafes,
¢ determines our-conviétion as eﬁ'e&ually as any
¢ proof or demonftration whatever, although the
¢ convittion arifing from it be different in kind
« from what is produced by ftrit demonftration,
¢ a5 well as from thofe kinds of conviction that
¢ atterid the evidence of fenfe, memory, and ab-
¢ firad intuition :”—which is no lefs than abftrat
nonfenfe, fince no abftraét 1deas can have origi-
natéd but from fome previous and fpecific percep-
tions of {enfible and particular objeéts, and are
creatures of the mind; and therefore they can-
not be intuitive, or known without fome interme-
diate and aiitecedent perceptions. -

« Thehigheft degree of convittion, in reafoning
¢ from caufes to effefls, fays he, is called moral
| ¢“.certainty 3 and the inferiojr' -degl*ces refult from
¢ that fpecies of evidence which 1s called proda-
¢ Mu‘y, OF Veri _/z';mlzmde i—that all men will die,

‘ SO - _" o €€ that
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ferved the effects which refult from the application
of claftic or heavy bodies on wheels of certain pro-
portions, and divifions of teeth, is convinced,
from that which paffes in his. own mind, when-
ever he hath executed any thmcr with his own
hands, that this artift was guitded 10 all his ope-
rations by-the diretion of thought. Whenever
therefore this perion may, on future occafions,
behold a mechanical compolfition, . he readily in-
fers, that it muft have been the production of a
thinking being, or of man. -

~ Inlike manhcr, when the order and beauty of
the univerfe are obferved, the marvellous formas
tion of animate and inanimate beings, to the ends
of their em&mg, the ~adaptation of one thmg o
another, for the ufe and benefit of eachrefpective
being, and of the whole, he aﬂalogouﬂf Con-
cludes, that all this is the eﬁ"eé}::gﬂ an- 1ntelligent
agent; and as thefe effe@s are {o infinitely fupe-
rior to thofe accomphfhed by the human being,
he. conceives the author of them to be . perfe&,
and attrlbutes- to him the name of. God Hence
it is evident, that the ti;uth of." Jthe pmpoﬁt*ona
There is 4 God, can be perceived but by a feries

rl.rl.

of analoglcal reafomng, from the effet to, the
caufe ; and Lherefbre the truth, of Iticannot be dlf-;
hcnds 1ntu1t1vely, 1nﬁaptancou[ly, and mihnc«:

tlvely | " ' L A ' | '
RN The
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The fixth chapter, of Probable or Experimental

Reafoning, comes nex: in order. «In all our reafon-
« ing, {ays he, page 120, from the caufe to the
< effelt, we proceed on a {fuppofition and a belief,
¢ that the caufe of nature will continue to be,
“ i time to come, what we experience it to
“ be at prefent, and remember it to have becn

“ in time paft. This prefumption of continuance
“ is the foundation of all our judgements con-
“ cerning future events; and this, in many cafes,
¢ determines our conviction as eﬂ"c&ually as any
¢ proof or demonftration whatever, although the
« convition arifinz from it be different in kind
¢« from what 1s produced by ftri¢t demonftration,
¢ as well as from thofe kinds of conviétion that
¢ atterid the evidence of fenfe, memory, and ab-
¢« firad intuition :”—which is no lefs than abftrat
~nonfenfe, fince no abftraét 1deas can have origi-
natéd but from fome previous and fpecific percep-
tions of {enfible and particular objeéts, and are
creatures of the mind; and therefore they can-
not be intuitive, or known without fome interme-
diate and aritecedent perceptions. . .
¢ The higheft degree of conviction, in reafoning
« from caufes to effetls, fays he, 1s called morgl
“.certainty ;- and the inferior -degrees refult from
¢ that {pecies of evidence which i1s called proda-
€. ﬁ;ln;y, or verifimilityde *—-that all men will die,
- #¢ that
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< that the fun will rife to-morrow, the fea .ebb
« and flow, &c. no man can doubt, without be-
¢ ing accounted a fool. In thefe, and all other
« inftances, where our experience of the paft has
“ been equally extenfive and uniform, our judge-
¢« ment concerning the future amounts to moral
« certainty : we beheve with full affurance, or at
« leaft without doubt, that the fanie laws of nature
‘“ which have hitherto operated, will continue to
«“ operate, as long as we forefee no caule to inter-
¢ rupt or hinder their operation.

.« But no perfon who attends to his own mind,
« will fay, thatin thele cales our belief, or con-
< yiction, or aflurance, is the effet of proof, or
< of any thing like.it. If reafoning be at all em-
< ployed, 1t isonly inorder to give a clear view
« of our paft ¢xperience with regard to the point:
“in .queftion. When this view is obtained,
 reafoning 1s no longer neceffary; the mind by:
« jts own intelletual force, and in confequence:
“-of an irrefiftible and inftin&ive impulfe, infers
«¢.the future from-the paft, immediately, and with-
‘“ out the intervention of any argument.”

- Notwithitanding this hardy and round affertion,
® that rio perfon whb_.éttgnds to his own mind will
«{ay, that 1n thefe cafes our behief, or conviétion,”

“ or affurance, . is the effect. of proof,. or of any>

«.thing like it;”, 1 thall venture 1o be. of a very:
different opinion, and leave it to our readers
£Q
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to determine whether this affertor, or I, have moft

attended to our own mind. In order to fet this

matter in a fair light, it {eems requifite to deter-

mine what are.the 1deas which have been conftantly

annexed to the word prosf : and thefe are, accord--
ing to the authority of Dr. Fobnfon, founded. on

the ufage of authors of the moft unqueftionable

fkill in the Englifh language, evidence, teftimony,

convincing tokeny convincing argument, means of con-

viffion. Now let me apply this fenfe of the word

proof to what hath been already quoted from this

author: “In all our reafonings from the caufe to

« the effet, we proceed on a fuppofition and a
¢ belief that the courfe of nature will continue to

¢ be, in time to come, what we experience it to
¢ be at prefent, and remember it to have been
< in time paft : this prefumption of continuance
«¢ 15 the foundation of all our judgements concern-
¢ ing future events; and this, in many cafes, de-
¢ termines our conviction as effeGtually as any
« proof or demonftration whatfoever, The
« higheft degree of conviétion, in reafoning from
¢ caui"es to effects, 1s called moral certainty : that
¢ 21l men will die, that the fun will rife to-mor-
«row, &c. In thefeand all other inftances, where
< our experience of the paft has been equally ex-
“ tenfive and uniform, our judgement concerning
“ the future amounts.te moral certainty.”
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The manner in which men reafon on the pre-
ceding fubjects is this: — I have lived to {ee ten
thoufand or any number of men to die; I have
heard that all the preceding generations of men,
confilting of millions of millions have died alfo:
] have feen the fun rife ten thoufand times; I
have read and heard that it has daily dene the
fame for fix thoufand years, or for two millions
one hundred and ninety thoufand days: from
thefe urivarying evidences, I conclude that men
‘will continueto die, and the {un to rife- daily.
Are thefe uniform inftances of experience no con-
vihcing token, no convincing argument, or né
means of cofivition? Is our belief, convitiod,
or allurance, in thefe cafes, not the effed of
proof, or of any thing like it? And can there bé
- anif=-¢ that reafoning is employed only to give 1s
<€ a clear view of our paft experience with fégard
‘ to the point in queftion, and when that vieW is
¢ abtained, that reafoning is no longer nieceffary,”
when it 1s. beyond contradiction, that the miind,
by reafoning, infers from the uniform deathi of all
préceding generations, that the prefent and
future will yield to the fame fate, and from the
conftant rifing of the fun, from the creation to this
day, that it will continue to rife on the fubfequent?
This is, indeed, -what Béasie himfelf “allows, and
fays, “¢ the fea has ébbed and flowed twice every
1 day
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<« day in time paft; therefore the {e2 will continue
« to0 ebb and flow twice every day in the time to
« come:”’ and, although this Writer, Hume, and
Camphbell, as he afferts, have faid the preceding
“ is by no means a logical deduétion of a conclu-
¢ fion from premiles,” yet I prefume they are all
miftaken ; for from the premifes founded on the
univerfal experience of all men in all ages, on
what has invariably paffed from the beginning of
all things to this day, the conclufion is logically
a proof, though not a demonftration, that they
will {o continue to the end. For what 1s the
meaning of the term /logic, but the art of reafon-
ing ? And is it no part of that art, to reafon analo-
gically, and from the unvaried experience of what
has daily happened for two millions one hundred
and ninety thoufand days, that the like will happen
agzain to-morrow, and from which,- as he allows,
arifes moral certainty 2 1f he thould &ill perfitt,
that the conclufion s not logical, will he alfo
deny, that from the paft to the future is an infe-
rence of conviction, fince he has faid, « this pre-
« fumption of continuance is the foundation of
¢ all our. judgements concerning future events,
¢ and détermines our conviction as effectually as
< .any proof or demonftration whatfoever?” Such
being the ftate -of things according to himfelf, is
it-not -extremely. fingular ' that he fhould affert,
“.thie mind; by:its own‘indate force, and in confe-
LHET | “ quence

-,
-
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¢ quence of an irrefiftible and inflintive impulfe,
« infers the future from the paft, immediately,
« and without the intervention of any argument ;”
when it 1s evidently impoflible, that an inference
can be made withour argumentation ? I infer that
the fun will nfe to-morrow, from its having rifen
daily for two millions one hundred and ninety
thoufand days; and in like manner, of the in-
ftances of the death of man, and the flowing of
the fea. | |
In fa&t, an inflindive force can, in no fenfe,
have truth for its objed, although an intuitive
may. The former is an impaffioned impulfe of
defire or-averfion concerning: things, -and is in-
fufceptiblé of all reafoning; and of ‘which truth
can theréfore never be the objeét:- it may be of
the latter, which is knowledge not obtained by
dedution of realoning, but inftantaneoufly. In
fact, if “the mind by:its owninnate force, in confe-
f auence of ai irrefiftible and inftintive impulfe,
“ infers the future from: the paft, immediately,
“ and without the intervention of any argument;”
then can 2 horfe, or more ignoble bruté, which
is conftantly impelled by inftin&, infer. the future
from the paft, as well as Fames. Beatie, LL.D. "
- From what has been offered on this chaprer, in
all the inftances which this writer hath adducéd,
" is it not evident, that the truth of -the refpe&ive
objelts is not perceived, ¢ in: confequernce of-an
’ « jrrefiftible

\
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« irrefiftible and inftinétive impulfe, which infers
< the future from the paft immediately, and
¢« without the intervention of any argument,” but
by inferences fairly deduced, according to the
only manner in which truth is to be difcovered,
by probable and experimental reafoning? And
to fuppofe, in reafoning on things that have been
known by experiment, that the mind does -not
infer that future events will refemble thofe which

have pafled from fimilar caufes, or, in things likely
to happen, that it does not compare the particu-
lar inftances of thofe which have lapfed with ;Hefc
which are prefent, and, from their diffimilitude
or likenefs, infer the degree of pt*obabifity of a
fimilar event, appearsto me to be an egregious
error in the knowledge of the human intelle&.

In the fubfequent chapter he treats of Analogical
Reafoning, < Reafoning, fays he, page 126, from
“ analogy, when traced up to 1ts fource, will be
« found in like manner to terminate in a certain
“ inftinctive propenfity, implanted 1n us by our
‘¢ Maker, which leads us to expect that fimilar
“ caufes in fimilar inftances do probably produce,
“ or will produce, fimilar effe@s. The probabi-
“ lity which this kind of evidence 1s fitted to il-
“ luftrate, does, like the former, admit of a vaft
“ variety of degrees, from abfolute doubting, up
"‘_‘ to moral certainty.” L .
e - It
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It has been already thewn, that truth can never
be the objeét of inftinfi; and the inftances which
he adduces, will incontrovertibly prove that the
confequences which happen, according to the
loweft degrees of probability, up to woral ceitainty,
are neither the effeéts of wmftin&ive, nor even of
inftantaneous, or of intuitive perception. I‘or
example :. the firft which he has brought, of ¢ an
« ancient philofopher who was fhipwrecked in a
“ {trange country, difcovered certain geometrical -
-« fieures drawn upon the {fand upon the fea-fhore,
* he was naturally led to believe, with a degree
“ of aflfirance not iaferior to moral certainty, that
¢ the country was inhabited by men, fome of
« whom were men of ftudy and fcience, like. him-
« felf, ITad thefe figures been lefs regular, and
« liker the appearance of chance-work, the
« prefumption from analogy, of the country be-
“ ing 1zhabited, would have been weaker; and
“ had they been of fuch a nature as left it altoge-
¢ ther dubious, whether they were the works of
* accident or defign, the evidence ‘would havc
“ been too amblguous to ferve as a foundatlon
« for any opinion.” |

Let us examine whether this inftance will fur-
nith us with a proof, that ¢ reafoning from ana-
¢ logy, when traced up to its- foﬂrce, will be
« found to terminate in a certain inftinGive pro-
R - “ penfity.”
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« penfity.” The fource of this philofopher’s rea-
foning confifted in the geometrical figures which
he found traced on the fand ; and as he had never
feen fuch figures delineated but by human beings,
and thefe were too regular and exaét to be the
prodution of chance, he concluded, by compa-
ring thefe figures on the fand, with others made
by men, that the former were the works of man
alfo. This then'is abfolutely a conclulion drawn

by reaforiing analogoufly, from what he bad {een
-y . . . »

performed, to that which he bad not, and thence

inferring; - that the latter had originated from the

fame caufe with the former. In‘what manner then
can it with juftice be faid, that this reafoning did
terminate in a certain inftinétivepropenfity ¢ In-
ftinét, it has been already faid, is an emotion of
the foul, {pringing from delire or averfion, alting
in the mind, without the intervention of reafon
or deliberation ; the power which determines the
will of. brutes. Did this philofopher, when he
{aw thefe figures on the fand, neither reafon nor
deliberate on the. ‘caufe’ which moft probably
inight have produced them? Was not his.will to
believe them the works of men, determined by
that vait degree of fimularity to thofe figures
which he had experimentaily {een delineated by
human hands? Andif the moral certainty, that
thefe figures had been the production of a human
being, arofe from an inftinctive propenfity to be-

c2. lieve
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lieve it, what reafon can be adduced, that.the
long-eared quadruped, which 1s direted {olely
by inftinét, would not, from feeing the like
figures on fand, conclude that'they were the 0pe-
rations of men ?

Infaé, that nothing may be wanting to prove
the contrary of what he has afferted, he himfelf
tells us, * in reafoning from analogy, we. argue
“ from a fact or thing experienced, to fomething
“ {imilar not experienced ; and from our view of
¢ the formér arifeth an opinion with regard to the
““ latter ; which opinton will be found to 1mply a
« greater or lefs degree of affurance; dccording
¢ a5 the inftance from which we argue is more or
¢ lefs fimilar to the inftance to which - we argue.”
Can there be found, in any writer whatfoever, a
paffage that {o perfectly fubverts the affertion, thas
. all reafoning from analogy, traced toits faurce, will
be found to terminate in a certain inflinflive propenfity 2
for can that affurance, which is obtained.< by
¢ arguing from a falt experienced, to fomething
« fimilar not experienced, and thence deducing
“ a degree of affurance, according as the inftance
“ from which we argue is more or-lefs fimilar to
“ the inftance to which we argue,” pofiibly be
conceived to have arifen from a certain inftinétive
propenfity, or from aninftantaneous andirrefiftible

impulle, which is Dr, Beattie’s Common Senfe ?
But
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But there is yet another inftance, which he hath
adduced to verify his afertion of an inftinétive
propenfity to the purpofes above mentioned,
which is {till more inconfiftent and contradiftory.
Page 128, he fays, * a child who has béen burnt
““ with a red-hot coal, is careful to avoid touching
sthe flame of-a candle ; for, as the vifible quali-
« ties of the latter are like to thofe of the former,
« he expeéts, with a very high degree of affurance,
<« that the effeéts produced by the candle, ope-
« rating on his fingers, will be fimilar to thofe
“« produced by the burning coal.” Now, if reafon-
ing-by ¢ analogy, -when traced -up to its fource,
« will be found to terminate 1n a-certain 1inftinc-
« tive propenfity,” how comes 1t to happen that
this infliniive power, like all others of that kind,
did not inftantancoufly operate,” and prevent the
child from touching the red-hot coal, and burn-
ing his fingers; and, without waiting to derive
from experience, and from reafoning-on the pain
which had been caufed by the burning coal, that
he fhould again {uffer in like manner, by touching
the candle which relembled the coal, and thereby
teach him to abftain' from touching 1t¢ Surely,
there can exift nothing lefs like an inftinétive pro-
penfity than this . reafoning analogically, from
what had paffed, chat the like would again happen
from fubftances {o. nearly refembling, as a flaming
coal and a flaming candle. This then is cvidently
a con-
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a conclufion drawn from experience, in which
there is nothing either intuitive, inftantaneous, or
inftinétive : it is therefore incompatible with Dr.
Beattie’s common fenfe, and perfeétly confenta-
neous with that of Pere Buffier, and other French
writers. - i - o

'Dr. Beattie tells'us, however, ¢¢ it deferves to.be
¢ remarked, that the judgement.which a child
¢ forms on thefe occafions may arife, and often
“doth arife, previous to education -and reafon-
“1ing, and while experience: i1s very limited.”
In.my opinion, after Dr.. Beattie has fhewn that
the difinclination of a-child to' touch 4 candle
arofe from the experience of> being burnt by the
red-hot coal, he could not, conformably with that
doctrine, have reafonably faid, ¢ that the judge-
“ ment which a child forms on thefe occafions
“ does often arife previous to reafoning,” when it
1s. manifeft, that the reafoning of the child .by
analogy, is the reafoning that the wifeft perfon
of any age could have exerted in fuch cafe ;" and
rcertainly he has afforded us no inftance, that the
judgement formed by achild on fuch occafions,
hath ever arifen. previous to reafoning, nor fhewn
bow judgement can be formed without reafoning.
We cannot but agree, that, although their ex-
perience may be very limited, yet it is evident,
that this experience is adequate to the full pur-

pofe of felf-prefervation, -
. But?
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But, that no doubt may remain in the minds of
his readers, that a child does #o¢ form a judge-
ment on fuch occafions previous to reafoning, he
tells us, ¢ A child, knowing that a lighted
¢ candle is a dangerous object, will be fhy of
¢ touching a glow-worm, or a piece of wet fifh,
« thining in the dark, becaufe of their refemblance
 to the flame of a lighted candle; but, as this
<« refemblance is but 1mperfect, his judgement
“ with regard to the confequence of touching
« will probably be more inclined to doubt, than
¢ in the former cafe, where the inftances were
‘“ more {imilar.” |

Hence it 1s evident, that this inftance, which
is, apparently, adduced to evince that ¢ the judge-
< ment which a child forms on fuch occafions,
« doth often arife, previous to reafoning,” is ne-
verthelefs the fulleft evidence that he forms no
fuch previous judgement; and that he exerts
every effort of reafon that can be conceived, in
fuch a ftate of thlncrs, by the wifeft of mortals :
for, from being previoufly burnt by the lighted
candle, he has acquired the experience of what
will be the probable event of a ﬁmila‘r application
to a fimilar thing; and by comparing the phzno-
mena of the glow-worm and the fhining fith, with
the light of the candle, he mfers, that ‘the for-
‘mer will have a like effe@ on his' firiger with the
latter, and abftains from touching its refemblance.

But
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But then, by a {till more accurate comparifon be-
tween thefe objects, he finds their refemblance to
be but imperfect ; and thence his judgement en-
tertains a doubt, whether the confequences of
-touching the glow-worm and fhining fith may be
fimilar to thofe of touching the candle. Such is
the procefs of reafoning which Dr. Reattie has
brought to prove, that the judgement of a child,
on fuch occafions, doth often arife previous to

reafoning ; and that ““reafoning from analogy,
«« when traced up to its {ource, will be found to

¢ terminate 1n- a- certain inftinctive. propenfity,
¢ which leads us to expet, that fimilar caufes,
¢ in fimilar circumftances, do probably produce,
“ or will probably produce, fimilar effetts;” and
this inftin¢tive propenfity is his commmon fenfe, < that
« perceives- truth, not by progreflive argumenta-
 tion, but by an inftantaneous, inftinttive, and
 irrefiftible 1mpulfe ;7 or Dr. Beattie 1s miftaken
in what he has advanced.

I come.now to his fection of Fuaith in Teflimony ;
and in this he ‘fays, ¢ to believe teftimony is
o agreeable to nature, to reafon, and to found
« phlloibphy ;. tO Wthh I fhall obje& nothmﬂ'.
But certainly the faculty of faith can never be the
fame with common fenfe: and yet perhaps by this
faculty, things are as mtultlvely believed, as-ob-

Jecls are perccwed by the external fenfes; and the
' | mlnd

N
1
' ] Jlr

o b b oar
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mind receives them alfo as true, by a kind of in-
ftintive propenfity to believe whatever 1s mar-
vellous and intérefting. But in this {fection, Dr.
Beattie has faid nothing either of intuition, or of ii-
flinés.

Such then 1s the truth refpeing this writer.
By deviating from the definition of common fenfe
as it is laid down by Pere Buffer, which confifts
in a judgement acquired by age and the ufe of
reafon, and fetting up another of his own concep-
tion, which difcerns all things by ‘an intuitive,
irrefiftible, inftantaneous, and inftinctive 1mpulfe,
he hath rendered the fcience of that illuftrious
Author utterly inapplicable to his new principle.
Notwithftanding this, all that has the leaft de-
gree of merit, through his whole effay, is pillaged

from the learned Jefuit, and other writers among
the French, and ungratefully concealed, Wlthout

acknowledging the obligation.
- Hence it arifes, that what has’been faid by Beat-
ti¢ 1n relation to the objelts of common fenfe, as
percewving truth by an intuitive, irrefiftible, in-
ftantaneous, and inftinétive impulfe, is totally er-
roneous, and that all is right and true, when con-
fidered as' objeéts of common-fenfe, as it is deli-
neated by Buffier, a judgement of things formed
by age, and the ufe of reafon.

One act of meritorious fervice muft neverthe-
kfs be afcribed to Dr. Beatrie.  He hath expofed

f many
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many of the errors and abfurdities of Hume his.

couni:ryman though a hundred times more re-
main to be def'cnbed in their- full deformity and,

mifchief. ‘Tothe memory of th,at man, however,
his countrymen have erefed an edifice; and
they have -atrocioufly . placed, the monumental
remembrance of this- Athf:lft on a rock, in. a
place of Chrlftlan burial, alludm,o, as, I {uppole,

that .his fame on that account, deferved to be.

founded on an unpen{hable bafis. What infcrip-
tlon 1s inferted on it, I know not, having:{een no-
thing but a drawing of that monument,

I fhall now take leave. of my Readers with
requefting them:; to compare _the tranﬂatlon of
Pere Buffier with' the publications. of Reid, Of-
wald and Beattie;. ‘but. more efpemally w1th the
Jatter two they. will then be convinced; how.

1
I

1 This monument, erected to the propagator of fach prin-
ciples as would fubvert all religion, apd the providence of
God, remains untouched ; though not ‘long fince the; places
of Chnﬂ:lan worfhip, the Tacred veflels belongmg to.the very

altar itfelf, and other things of private propérty, were vio-
lated and del}.royed by a rabble at Edinbuyrgh,.becaunfe the

Roman Catholics were adoring: God dctoiding fo their own

confciences. And-it muft not be forgotten,. that. thefe wan>
tos alts of violence aud injuftice were openly perpetrated in;
the metropolis of Scotland, by the immediate inftigation (:JfJ
fome of the meek and pious difciples of a merciful Redeemer,.
- and with the notorious connivance and ‘approbation of the
worthy Magiftrates of that Country, who, in the midft'of con-
vivial mirth and jollity, fecretly exulted at the very moment

thofe glorious operations of fanatic zeal were cp.rrymg on,
e aer x oy } 3

- I'

freely.
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frecly they have pillaged, and how defignedly
they have concealed their plagiarifms; they will
then be convinced alfo, how egregioufly they have
mangled the production of the learned Jefuis,
and, by placing another head on the body which
he had formed, how criminally they have at-
tempted, by that alteration, to pafs their hetero-
geneous productions as legitimately begotten by
themfelves: whereas, by thofe means, they have
endeavoured to make an union of admirable fci-
ence and inftruction with a head incapable of be-
1ng connected with it, but as a difgrace; I mean,
that, by rejecting theidea of Byuffier, refpetting
Common Senfe, and by adopting another of their
own fabrication, they have as it were reverfed the
image of Nebuchadnezzar, and, inftead of feet of
clay, and a head of brafs, they have made the
head of clay, and left the reft of the body to
remaln 1n 1ts original fubftance.

R
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