HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY

IN THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY.

YEAR 1820—SECOND HALF-YEAR.

SENSUALISTIC SCHOOL. SYSTEM OF LOCKE.

LECTURE XIII.

CLASSIFICATION OF THE SCHOOLS OF THE EIGHTEENTH
CENTURY.

Of the method of observation and of induction in history.—That induetion,
Testing upon the observation of all the anterior facts in the philosophy of
history, divides at first the philosophy of the eighteenth century into fonr
systems.—Confirmation of induction by facts,—Division of the European
schools of the eighteenth century into four schools : sensualistic, idealistic,
skeptical, mystical. Division of this course into four corresponding parts.—
Order of the development of these four schools, and consequently the
order to follow in their exposition.—Spirit of this course.—Its last aim.

Tae analysis of the human mind has demonstrated to us that
i its natural development it ends at four fundamental points of
view, which measure it and wholly represent it. These four
points of view, in their scientific expression, give four elementary
systems : sensualism, idealism, skepticism, and mysticism. And,
as the history of philosophy is the manifestation of the human
mind in time and space, there must be in history all that there is
in the human mind : so, we have not feared to affirm, in advance,
that the history of philosophy would constantly reproduce these
four systems. .

This is not a hypothetical method, it is a rational method, as
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Bacon says;* it consisis in going from the human mind, which it
the material of history, to history, which is the manifestation of the
human mind, and in confirming one by the other. And we have
not confined ourselves to the rational method, we have joined to
it the experimental method ; we have interrogated history as we
have interrogated the human mind. I have exhibited to you all
the great epochs of the history of philosophy; I have shown you
successively the East, Greece, scholasticism, the philosophy of the
ffteenth and sixteenth centuries, finally all the first period of
modern philosophy, from the first years of the seventeenth cen-
tury up to 1750. Not only have I run over with you all these
epochs, but T am not conscious of having omitted in each one of
these any important school, and in each of these schools any
celebrated system; and entire history at each one of these
epochs has adjusted itself to the frame itself-which the analysis
of the human mind had furnished us. The last result of the ex-
periences of history has been the constant recurrence, in each
epoch, of the four systems which are intimately connected with-
out heing confounded, which are developed unequally, but har-
moniously, and always with a marked progress. Why, then,
have we not the right to convert the constant recurrence aof this
phenomenon into a law of history ?

(all to mind by what processes and upon what conditions we
obtain a law in the physical order. When a phenomenon pre-
sents itself with such a character in such a cireumstance, and
when, the circumstance changing, the character of the phenome-
non changes also, it follows that this character is not a law of the
phenomenon ; for this phenomenon can still appear, even when
this character no longer exists. ~ But if this phenomenon appears
with the same character in a succession of numerous and diverse
cases, and even in all the cases that fall under the observation,

# Preceding Vol., Lecture 9.—On the necessity of uniting the rational
method and the experimental method, see Vol. 1 of this Series, Lecture 4,
and first Series, Vol. 2, Discours 4! Quuverbure, and Lecture 1.
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we hence conclude that this character does not pertain to such
or such a circumstance, but to the existence itself of the phe-
nomenon. Such is the process which gives to the physicalphi-
losopher and to the naturalist what is called a law Whtfn a
law' has been thus obtained by observation, that is bly the com-
Panson of a great number of particular cases, the m,ind in posses-
sion of this law transfers it from the past to the future a]fd r
dicts that, in all the analogous circumstances that can t:ake 11;32_
the: same Phenomencn will be produced with the same charﬁcter’
'I_'lns prediction is induction : induction has for a necessary (:ondi:
tl(?n a suppf)lsitiou, that of the constaney of nature; for leave out
this syppomtmn, admit that nature does not resemble herself, and
the 1?1ght does not guarantee the coming day, the future eiudes
foresight, and there no longer exists any thing but arbitra
chance: all induction is impossible.* The supposition of tz
co.nstancylc?f nature is the necessary condition of induction; blllt
this condition being granted, induction, resting upon suﬁ,cient
observation, has all ifs force. In the moral 01'(;;:1*, the same pro-
gesses severely employed conduct to the same results, to ll;ws
which give to the moralist and the historian, quite as w,ell as to

‘the physical philosopher and the naturalist, the right to foresee

and to predict the future.. All the epochs of the history of phi
losopl?y being given, that is, all the experiments upon w};ichpoblj
St?rvation of this kind can hear, when all these experiments, very
different by reason of external circumstances, have always o,ﬂ'ere;l
us the same phenomenon with the same character, that is ﬂ;e
constant recurrence of these four elementary systems dis’tinlct
fa'om.each other and’ developed by each other,.I ask’ what is
wanting to give us the 1ight to consider this result as tI;e law it-
s:elf of the history-of philosophy ? Will it be said that observa-
tion bears upon too small a number of cases? But we hm('e
commenced with the East, and we have been as far as to 1750 :

e o
o Slee;’ on ’fhe st;abﬁlty of the laws of nature as the condition of all indue«
, 18t Series, Vol. 4, Lecture 20, p. 382; and Lecture 22, p. 485
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we have five great experiments, ons of which embraces {welve
hundred years. ~ Observation bears therefore upon a sufficiently
great number of particular cases ; it bears at least upon all exist-
ing cases; we have omitted none: each great philosophical ex-
periment has presented the same character, the division into four
elementary systems. There remains only one condition to be ful-
filled, to wit, the supposition of the constancy of the human mind,
a supposition as necessary here as that of the constancy of nature
in the physical order. But what right has the physical philoso-
pher to suppose that nature is rather constant to herself, than
the moralist to suppose that the human mind is constant to itself 2
All human life is founded upon the supposition of the eonstancy
of human nature.* You suppose that humanity will do to-mor-
row what it has done to-day, the circumstances being analogous,
as you suppose that nature will not fail to reproduce what has
already been produced. Induction, therefore, has the same value
in one case as in the other. So, when, after having met, in all the
great epochs of the history of philosophy from the East up to 1750,
the same phenomenon with the same character, I come to the
philosophy of the eighteenth century, induction founded upon the
experience of three thousand years authorizes me to predict that
if this new experiment is extended, developed, completed (for an
incomplete experiment proves nothing), the human mind, con-
stant to itself in the eighteenth century, will reproduce the same
philosophical phenomena which it has thus far produced, with
the same characters, and that the philosophy of the eighteenth
century will also be resolved into sensualism, into idealism, into
skepticism, and into mysticism. Historical induction incontesta-
bly bears us thus far; it only remains to submit this legitimate
conjecture to a last and decisive proof, that of -facts.
The philosophy of the eighteenth century forms a great ex-
periment. Never, at any epoch of history, has there appeared
in less time a greater number of systems; never have more

# Tirst Series, Vol. 4, Lecture 22, p. 484
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Sf:hools di‘sputed with more ardor the empire of philosoph
The experiment is very rich, and at the same time it is perfectf-
clear ; for, with a little instruction, one may easily possess himy
Sfﬂf of all the systems of which the European philosophy ‘of thé
eighteenth century is composed. - Now, an attentive st-ugr 7 of all
these systems gives precisely the same result which inguction
dr_awn from the laws of history and from the laws of the humar:
.mind, would in advance suggest ; and I undertake to demon-
strate that in fact, in the eighteenth century, as in the seve
teenth, as in the period of the Revival, as in the middle ag;e as?!;
Greece, as in the East, there were only four fundamental sys’tems
thfz four which you have already seen. Everywhere, it is tme,
reigns a contrary prejudice. The eighteenth century is a centur ,
50 great, so glorious for the human mind, that it is very naturei;
that a?l the schools should contend for it among themselves
He.re, it is almost a dogma that sensualistm cons titutf;es the whelf;
’phﬁosophy of the eighteenth century, and sums up civilization
l"he{‘e, sensualism is regarded as a sort of anomaly, as an i"z:
significant phenomenon the whole office of which, in a ictu;'e
of modern philosophy, is to cast a shadow upon t.h(; fundalsnenta]
system, idealism. On another side, there are not wanting e-ﬂ.
ple wh.o honor the eighteenth century for quite another ::aal;on
as having expanded and firmly established in the world conz
tempt of all systems, skepticism. Hear also the disci’le of
Swedenborg; he will say to you that the eighteenth centlilr i
the definite advent of divine philosophy. Whence come thye:z
contrary prejudices ?  From a very simple cause: each one i;]-
stead of elevating himself to a European point of view u%u,aﬂ
stops at the point of view of his own country. But a ,co;mtr /
whatever it-may be, in Europe, is only a fragment of Europe, a:n}(ri’
rep.resents there only one side of the human mind and of th’in
It is therefore natural that in each country of Europe a parti ‘gs.
lar -system should reign, and that all those who are witI,)hin :]]:-
l;:onzon ?f this system should not see beyond it, and should mak:
urope in the image of their native land. But just because in
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each country of Europe a particular system has reigned, ;;s;s thero
1 for this very
i Europe, I conclude that
is more than one country in : o :
reason, no particular system has reigned exclusively 1_n Eu-mflfe
and t};at European philosophy in the eighteenth cenfury 1115 '-
triumph of a single thing, of a thing much greater than all sys
tems, philosophy itself. ;

Y:asp philosophical Europe in the elghtee.ntlh century belonfi
only t-:} philosophy ; it contains all systems, 1t 1s ruled b}_fl no 01 3
of them ; I go farther, and T say that if the generf_»l p?n osogr;y

e sary to have in view, com-
f Burope; which it is always neces _ . o
Ol-ises inpitself the different systems which rul_e 11'} the dlﬁ':le}Iale
Ic)ountﬂes of Europe, each one of these countries, -m (;:d.er o‘t}
itv, taken in itself is also a umty
art of the great European unity, : : SRt
i:ﬂgre or less fonsiderable ; and that this particular ‘un'lty, g it ;s
somewhat rich, and if the philosophical spirit takes {;n 1t' a ; e:lfeof
: i atio
t, still presents, under the domm
opment of some extent, -
i stem, all the other systems,
such or such a particular system, ten : ;
it is true, but not entirely smothered by the vanqulshmg_ £ stzr:; :
so that the philosophy of each great country of Europe is a ‘:hmh
lete philosophy, which has four distinet elements, among
]tJhere is one which it elevates above all _the msf:. 0
Tt is certain' that in France the phllosophw:al syst-emd
reigned in the cighteenth century was that which derive de\trflra};
thing  from sensible data ;* but it must not be sv:ppose .
‘ . ‘ i
other systems were entirely wanting 0 France. . Without spe

ne of the ancient spiritualism of Descartes and Malebranche,
o

ghich was not extinguished among us with the sev?nlifeent}:hc:}i

lative in the eighteen :
jch had as a representative In
i llent works, among
e i hor of some excellent works,
Abbé de Lignae, the aut ) o
athers the I%énwignage duw Sens intime,} can one se;ly thzg spxrj:“
i i dor in the country where houss
Lism was destitute of splen ; a
::rote 9  Is Rousseau any thing else than energetic opposition to

= Tirst Series, Vol. 8, Condillac, T:Ielvf,tius, Saint-Lambert, ete.
4 First Series, Vol. 1, Lecture 18, p. 150.
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the spirit of the philosophy of his times ? Neglect the earliest
works produced when Rousseau was ignorant of himself and was
searching for himself, consider only the great monuments of the
maturity of his talent, and in them you will everywhere find,
under forms more or less severe, an avowed system of spiritual-
ism; everywhere Rousseau defends conscience, disinterested vir-
tue, human liberty, the immateriality and the immortality of the
soul, and divine providence. It is sufficient to mention the firs
part of the Profession de Foi du Vicaire Savoyard. We know
that Rousseau had written a refutation of the book of Helvetius ;
but the parliament having condemned Helvetius and burned his
book, Rousseau suppressed his refutation.* Turgot, a man very
inferior to the author of AEmile as a writer, but who was mueh
superior as a philosopher, also declared himself an adversary of
Helvetius in a confidential letter to Condorcet, which Dupont de
Nemours has published. His Discourses on Universal History,
and the article entitled Ewistence in the Lncyclopédie, bear ‘a
somewhat undecided but real impress of spiritualism.t As to
skepticism, in order not to perceive it in France in the eighteenth
century, it would be necessary to forget Voltaire. - What, in fact,
is Voltaire 2} good sense somewhat superficial ; and, in this de-
gree, common sez_l'se always leads to ékeptici_sm._ Voltaire doubt-
less attached himself to the sensualistic school, as skepticism usu-
ally does ; but he constantly rejected its most bitter consequen-
ces, when he seriously explained himself. If he supported with
all his talent the philosophy of Locke, which he regarded as the
philosophy of the new times, against the philosophy of Descartes
exaggerated and. compromised by Malebranche, he took good
care not to adopt the extravagances of Helvetius and d’Holbach ;

* First Series, Vol. 8, Lectures 4 and 5, p. 208,

t On Turgot, in this Series, Vol. 1, Lecture 9, and First Serses, Vol 1,
Lecture 17

» P- 1475 Vol. 8, Lectures on Helyetius, p.-208; Vol, 4, Lecture
16, p. 201.

1 On Voltaire

, in this Series, Vol. 2, Lecture 1, and First Series, Vol. &,
Lecture 1

1 P- 88; Lecture 2, p. 80; Lectures 4 and 5, p. 201.
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his philosophy consisted in adopting no system, and in ridiculing
all systems; he is skepticism in its most brilliant and lightest
dress. It is also just to recognize that mysticism has never had
in Prance an interpreter more profound, more eloquent, and who
has exercised more influence, than Saint-Martin. The works of
Saint-Martin, celcbrated in all Europe, have made a schoul
among us.*
If in England you only look at London in the eighteenth cen-
tury, you will doubtless there see little else than sensualism.
But even at London you would find, by the side of Priestley,
Price, that ardent friend of liberty, that ingenious and profound
ecéﬁomist, who renewed and brilliantly sustained the Platonic
idealism of Cudworth.t I know that Price is an isolated phe-
nomenon at London; but the whole Scoteh school is more or
less spiritualistic. Not without glory are the names of those pro-
fessors who have succeeded each other in Scotland in the chairs
of Aberdeen, of Glasgow, of Edinburgh, from the first quarter of
the eighteenth century up to our day—Hutcheson, Smith, Reid,
Ferguson, Beattie, and Dugald Stewart.f In regard to skepti-
¢ism, it will be sufficient for me to name Hume, who by himself
alone is an entire school.§ Mysticism is found in every part of

% He has by turns published translations or imitations of Béhme and
original writings. They are as follows, in chronological order: OF Er-
rors and Truth, Lyons, 1775, 1 vol. in-83 Natural Picture of the Rela-
tions which exist between God, Man, and the Universe, Edinbureh, 1782, 2 vol.;
The Man of Appetite, Lyons, 1790, 1 vol. ; Hece Homo,1 vol., Paris, 1792; The
New Man, Paris, in-8, 1 vol., the fourth year of liberty ; Concerning the Spirit
of Things, 1800, 2 vol.; the Dayspring, 1800, 9 vol.; The Three Principles
of the Divine Fssence, 1802, 2 vol.; The Ministry of the Human Spirit, Paris,
1802, 1 vol.; Four Questions in regard to the Soul, 1807, 1 vol; Concerning the
Triple Life of Man,1809,1 vol.; Posthumous Works, Tours, 2 vol., 1807.

¥ Richard Price, born in 1723, died in 1791. List of his philosophical
writings : Review of the Principal Questions in Morals, London, 1758, 8d edi-
tion, London, 1787 ; Four Dissertations on Providence, on Prayer, efc., 2d

. edition, 1768 ; 4 Fres Discussion of the Doctrine of Materialism and Philo-
sophioal Necessity, in @ Correspondence between Dr. Price and Dy, Priestley, by
Dr. Priestley, London, 1778.

1 First Series, Vol. 4, Seoich School.
§ First Series, Vol. 1, Lecture 10 ; and Vol. 4, passin.
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England_ Recollect that Swedenborg, during his” sojou
Lonfion, founded there a mystical schooi which numbgrs Fiy
partisans, has its periodical organs, journals, and, it is said i
several chapels, S e
Su]g)}fu{bﬂf;s that ‘which rules beyond the Rhine is idealism
15 the general character of the g i ik
spr_a;ng up at Kenigsburg in 1781, with tzzegizzzzz;plzmwlgmh
son,™ and has been maintained with a continually increaf:in “?"""
ress up to our times; by an unjnterrupt-ed course of su erigorpl -
whose namos begin to pass beyond the limits of their I:an -
try. Idealism is enthroned in Germany, but it must not b e
posed that it has there entirely effaced the other systemes S:l}t;

- even sensualism:  Kant fo
: un : ition i
d a very strong opposition in Feder

and Weisshaupt,} in Tiedemann,} especially in Herder, wh
wrote several works against the doctrine of Kant, and whor, Wh'o
losophy of history was composed in the sense oE the h'lse Phb
of Locke.§ Skepticism had as a representative in GfmlmsopMy
Schulze, the spirited author of Enesidemus.|| Quite as:'ny .
ous and profound as Schulze, Frederic J acobi€] equall GO;HEEHE
empiricism and idealism, and renewed the siiepticisrz of Hate 2
by c}_laflging its character in favor of sentiment and enthusi um?
f'm ongmal-thinkcr, a writer of the first order, whose renowﬁsiﬁs,
gl:gz;?ed since his death,. z:md equals that of his illustrious rival,
. ing, .As to mysticism, we are very sure of finding it i
a,bum'izmce in the country of Bshme and Swedenborg s
: This very incomplete review is sufficient to demons'trate what
it was nfacessary to establish, that, if in each country of Eur
there reigned perhaps a particular system, this particular s :,J o
nf}where abolished the other systems. Now take from alljfh &
d_lﬂ'erent countries the analogous systems, and place them b f}ie
side of each other; put together all the sensualistic syste:}:c'ls o:

* First Serins, Vol. 5
b V"g], ]. L 1- Sefs the fellowing Lecture.
E Ibid., y Lecture 12. § Tbid., and Vol. 1, Leoture 11.

T On Jacobi, see farther on in this Tecture.

Vor. II. 9




