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France, of Germany,’and of England, then all the idealistic sys
tems, then the skeptical systems, then the mystical systems, and
. you will have upon the stage of European philosophy four great

schools, all of which are recommen
and present to impartial posterity names almost equally cele-

ded by considerable services,

brated. If, moreover, we search for the part of each counfry in

the general work, we chall find that France and England espe-

cially represent sensualism and skepticism ; Scotland and Ger-

many, in different degrees, spiritualism ; in regard to mysti-

cism, there is a little of it everywhere, and particularly in Ger-

many.

Such is the result which observation gives us: observation,
then, confirms the theory. Induction, resting upon the entire
history of the past, divided in advance the philosophy of the
eighteenth century into four great sehools ; and we have found
that in fact this epoch of the history of philosophy is thus divi-
ded. This division, which in itself would be only a real but arbi-
trary fact, becomes a necessary fact by its relation to the entire
history which it continues; it expresses a law of this history.
Let us carefully follow it. As philosophical Europe in the eigh-
teenth century is divided into four great schools, so this course
will be divided into four parts.

1 shall exhibit in turn to you the sensualistic school, the ideal-
istic school, the skeptical school, the mystical school. But by
which of these shall I commence? In what order should I pre-
sent them to you?

Analysis of the human mind has given us not enly four differ-
ent points of view ; it has given us those four points of view in
an intimate correlation which it is important to observe. The
human mind does not start'by negation ; for, in order to deny, it
is necessary to have something to deny, it is necessary to have
affirmed, and affirmation is the first act of thought. Man, there-

fore, commences by believing perhaps in this, perhaps in that,
and the first system is necessarily dogmatical. This dogmatism
is sensualistic, or idealistic, according as man puts more confi-

HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY. 135

dence in thought or sensibility, but it is impossible that
St LAl Ve

= should begin by skepticism. On the other hand, if skepticism

p‘rt‘asupposes dogmatism, mysticism in its turn presuppo: k
t:cl§m. For what is mysticism ? it is, once more alr)lpaszs i‘ -
ZE;H 03 _t‘he:part of human reason, which, after hz;,ving ;atc:uag]? ;
_an dle;; coli_ 1tsz1]fl,aamii{ ha;w.ng started by dogmatism, frighteneg
- ‘ag yls epm?lsm,‘ta,kes refuge in sentiment, in pure
emplation and immediate intuition. Behold the
movement of systems in the human mind,* ae

_ In drawi
sions from the hum ind i i e o
an mind in regard to its history,

o ' we have n
aza:};(ii:oogmf?g?hthat here", too history would reproduce what tl?t:
uman mind had given us; and the experi 1
method, always agreeing with the rational method }Ixjas r;]enta
.;vli?z::};)wn us, in each of ‘the great epochs of L];e histo‘;eri;
losophy, sensualism and idealism, skepticism and mysti 4
-zizfroc;l:ly deviloped by each other in an invariable progi':ilsm:rlz{
er.  Lyerywhere, in the first part of each e och, we hawv
Zzzl?bzz;c:rtzo dodgmamsms which soon, engagiig in contest (;(ie:h
L ,t ; rt:lur:.ea::;:l; ;E}:le;,land cn;i by c%)rocil.u:iizlg skepticism ;
‘ b em and modifies the i
:iio. e:r:a;m:; a powerful inﬂue-n_ce upon its course ail(i :s}uieh:iiy
Gut,of - O(EnS ;pp?a:rls mystmafsm, which, produced, as it were,
T deptlclsm zfnd distrust of all dogmatism, equally
i 1‘;h_nh zf,ttacllles 1tself to them again through the war-
el mlz tltfrmses against them. This constant order of
o haveiher; 0! s?ys'telms, we can establish as a law, which
T e Z.Lme {;a.hdmy as that of the division of systems
L pre‘ii_c t s);],:\;nin i;z;se(ggzr;ﬂy ;;e can, with the same cer-
eenth century not only wi
z?m;l :y::;is (l;)(.adre.pmc;uced, bu‘t that they 13:"111 be rey;):)lflllu‘:(ijg
e Schcw;o;al. h_ n fact, if you attentively examine the
g 5 W 1c.h contend for philosophical domination
ver obtaining it exclusively, in the eighteenth century:

o :
See on different systems, Lecture 4 of Vol, 2




136 HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY.

you will see that they all exist with the same mutual relation
which T have just determined. ; i
There is not in the eighteenth century a single ph:los.op-hmal
school which acts upon all other schools and resist..s thet.r mf{u-
ence ; it is this relative development, of school_s, this re.:clpromty
of action, this perpetual action and reaction which constitutes the
philosophic life of Europe in the eighteenth century. :
Got an exact idea of the real situation of philosophy &}t this
epoch. The seventeenth century ha(r’t evel"y_wher‘e tergnnat.ed,
except in England, with the domination of 1de.ahsn‘1; Tdeal:;sx.n
had not extinguished, but it had conquered sef]sualism, an it
had ruined itself by its own faults, by the ingemm'ls but chn.ner;
ical hypotheses which mark the tl‘illH-lph an(_l bmng.' thhe ruin o
Cartesianism. It was then that the philosophical minority of the
seventeenth eentury, strengthened. by the extra,vagapces c.:'f ﬂ‘le
rzajority, became the majority in its turn ;- sensualism, which 1.e-
ceived “a certain number of partisans in the ?eve.nteenth c.entuz__y,
obtained in the eighteenth century the domination, ﬁrstl in Eng-
land, then in France: towards 1750, Locke was the philosopher
of enlightened Europe. The idealism of the seventeen_th century
doubtless resisted, but it was beaten down at every point. Latez;
appeared a new idealism, that of the‘ eighteemh century, that o
Rousseau and Tm‘got-,_ that of the Scotch school and the German
‘school. But Rousseau is evidently an op‘po.ser, a.m.an of t‘he
minority, who contends against the s_er.ls_ua].h_stlr‘; {p@q_q;j;ty, Ijep;{e..
sented by the encyclopedists. So Reid is an antagonist ?f 0 ; ;
the Scotch school, as I have already saic_i, is a protestation of € c;
: permanent good: sense of humanity against .tht? extl:a‘ra.g&nceé ol
the new majority ; for we are never the ma-.!orlty with impunity.
Kant is Reid enlarged, that is, an antagonist of L(?cke. Thjus,
whilst the ;sensualism. of the eighteenth cen‘tury' is a reactmg
against the idealism of the _seveni;ee;xth,ﬁhel idealism of the ]e:l
of the eighteenth ecenturyis a reaction against the sensualsm
which precedes it. As to skepficism, try, I pray Y_O'lll, to com;
preheﬁd Tlume without Locke and Berkeley. What is Hume?

HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY. 1387

The last term™® of the sensualistic system of Locke and ‘the ide-
alistic system of Berkeley. In Germany, Schulze-Znesidemust
and Hume-Jacobif are incomprehensible without a sensualistie
school and an idealistic school, without Clondillac and without
Kant, for their skepticism, above all that of Jacobi, falls at once
upen both. < And by way of parenthesis, remark how history is
formed, how the spirit which presides in it forms every thing in
its time with weight and measure, and produces systems when it
is good that they should come : after Locke and Berkeley, after
Condillac and Kant, skepticism was necessary, and it was then
that it came. ' In regard to mysticism, who could comprehend
Saint-Martin without Voltaire and Condillac? Was not Saint-
Martin driven to his mysticism through frig}it of skepticism,
which he wished to escape, and the sad dogmatism of his times ?
It is the same with Frederic Schlegel, with Baader, and -with
other German mystics of our age.§ They are, in my opinion,
the offspring of a period worn out with speculation, the last prod-
ucts of a discouraged philosophy which abjures itself. All, or
nearly all, have been ardent dogmatists, whom the strife and the
movement of mutually destructive systems have precipitated to-
wards skepticism, and of whom some have found refuge in the
orthodox mysticism of the ancient faith and the Church, but the
most part in a heterodox mysticism, at onee arbitrary and ehi-
merical. But finally, all this mysticism is the result of the de-
spair of speculative reason, and we arrive at despair only after
having passed through illusion. I regard it, therefore, as an in-
contestable point, that there are not only four great schools in

* First Series, Vol. 4, Lectures on Reid, pussim.

1 Schulze wrote a work entitled : Fnesidemus, or the Foundations given to
Gorman Plilosophy by Professor Reinhold, with @ defence of Skepticism against.
the protensions of the Critique of Reason. See Munuel of Tennemann, French
translation, 2d edition, vol. ii., p. 827.

} Jacobi is the author of the treatise: David Hume and concerning Faith,
or Idealism and Realism, Munue of Tennemann, vol. ii., p. 821.

§ See on Fr. Schlegel and Franz Baader the Manuel of Tennemann, vol. i,
PP. 801, 802,
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the eighteenth century, but that these {ou}- gre‘aat schools are
regularly developed : first sensualism, then idealism, then skep-
ticism, then mysticism.

I shall do as the human mind and history do. The humae
mind and history give four points of view, four schools, always
and everywhere, and so in the eighteenth century; I shall there-
fore divide the history of the philosophy of the eighteent]:-t cen-
tury into four parts. Moreover, the human mind and history
make these four points of view appear, these four great sc?mols,
in their determined order; I shall present them to you in the
same order: I shall begin with sensualism; I shall go from Fhat
to idealism, then to skepticism, and shall end with mysticism.
But T shall take great care, in presenting to you successively and
isolatedly each one of these four schools, to show‘ you always
their intimate relation and their reciprocal action in all the dP:—
grees of their development. Such will be the order of this
course. -

Now, what shall be its spirit? On which side shall I rank
myself, in this great battle of European philosoph? in the eigjh—
teenth century ? Shall I be a sensualist, an idealist, a _{skeptlc,
or a mystic? Once more, I shall do like the human mind and
history. The human mind and history produce four systems;
therefore these four systems are true, ab least in part; for noth=-
ing exists, nothing can exist, which has no relatioln to trutlll.
Pure error, I have already said, would be impossible, and it
would be unintelligible: as error penetrates the ‘mind of a man
only by the truth which is in it, so it is admitted by other
minds, is sustained in the world only by that, and the succe?s f)i
every system supposes that there is some common sense I if.
"The eighteenth century could produce these four systems, and

they had in it great success; therefore these four systems have
their fruth. On the other hand, these four systems contended
together, and strongly contradicted each other. The day when
absolute truth shall appear in the world, thel_"e will be no more
<ontradiction and strifé, all combat will cease’; for truth has the
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power to rally to itself all minds. But, in the eighteenth century,
as in all the great epochs of the history of philosophy, I behold
strifes, a lively antagonism between these four systems; I con-
clude thence, that these four systems, in order to have existed
had a cause for existing, their part of truth; they also had, ana
necessarily, their pait of error, in order to have been contradicted,
in order thus to have fallen into strife and antagonism; they
exist, therefore they are more or less true; they are four in num-
ber; therefore they are more or less false: this is for me math-
ematically exact. What, then, is the duty of the historian?
Here as elsewhere, as always, his duty is to do as the human
mind and history have done: he must not reject these four sys-
tems, for they have existed ; and at the same time he must not
be the dupe of any of these, for they have fallen into contention,
for they have existed, not one, but four; they have been only
particular systems, consequently exclusive systems, consequently
more or less erroneous and vicious. I shall therefore do two
things: I shall defend the foundation and the general principles
of the four schools which the philosophy of the eighteenth cen-

_ tury presents; I shall defend each one of these schools against

the three others, in the name of the human mind and history,
which, having admitted them in spite of the other three, have
had on account of that, I think, excellent reasons which I
shall give; and in defending the foundation of each one of
these schools against the other three, I shall overwhelm by
the weight of the other three, as the human mind and history
have done, the exaggerated and exclusive pretensions of each of
them. History has produced all four of them, therefore I will
accept them all; history has contradieted them by each other,
therefore I shall contradict them by each other, and shall
embrace none of them. Thus, in the examination which I shall

_make of each one of the great schools of the eighteenth cen-
© tary, there will always be two parts: 1st, an apologetical part,

which will represent, thus to speak, the reasons of the exist-
ence of each school in history; 2d, a critical part, which will
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_ represent the strife and the dofeats to which each has bees
subjected.

Such is the plan, such are the divisions, the order, and the
spirit of the history of the four great schools of the eighteenth
century which T propose to present to you. But shall I limit my-
self to this part of the historian? Is this impartiality, which
appears like indifference, and which rests, on the contrary, upon
a profound sympathy for humanity and for every thing which
comes from it, the only task which I propose ? No; I must pro-
pose to myself still another ; and I tell you beforehand that all
this tends to, and will end at, dogmatical conclusions.

There is, incontestably, a foundation of truth under the con-
trary errors of the four fundamental systems of philosophy, with-
out which these very errors would be impossible. But it is the
error which is diverse; the truth is one. These four systems, al-
though different in their errors, can and must agree in the truths
which they contain. The errors of the systems which destroy
each other, cover truths which donot pass away, and the history
of philosophy contains a t:‘ﬁé phﬁosopﬁy, and, as Leibnitz said,
perennis philosophia, an immortal philosophy, concealed and not

~uined in the eccentric developments of systems. This is the
common foundation upon which we all live, people and phi-
losophers : we live in truth and by truth, thus to speak; and it
is sufficient to disengage this immortal foundation from the de-
foctive and variable forms which at once obscure it and manifest
it in history, in order to attain to true philosophy. I have long
sinee™® said, if philosophy does not already exist, you will search
for it in vain ; you will not find it. Would it not be absurd, in
fact, if here, in 1829, I should pretend to show the truth, finally
discovered, in this point of time and. space,/which had escaped
three thousand years of fruitless researches, and so many genera-
tions of men of genius? The pretension is insane, and. every phi-
losophy which is thus presented is a philosophy which it is easy

* 1gt Series, passim,
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to confound, even before baving heard the revelations which it
p}'omises. If, on the contrary, under all errors, there is in the
history of philosophy as well as in the human mind, a philosoph

always subsisting, always ancient and always new, it is onlyPne}:
cessary to re-collect it. It is necessary to elevate the true side of
gll. the systems which the history of philosophy contains, to put
it in harmony with the true side of all the points of viex;r of Ehe
human mind, to collect and offer to men that which they kn;ow
already but confusedly, that which is in philosophers but in frag-
rflents, and, as it were, in shreds, that which has belonoed to ;1
time, that which will always be, but everywhere and alwsays more
or less mixed, altered, corrupted by the movement of time and
.hurna.n things, by the feebleness of reflection, and the systematic
illusions of genius.

Suc%l, you know, is the end of all my labors; this history of
the philosophy of the eighteenth century will therefore be, prop-
erly speaking, a course of philosophy under the form of t’hg hiI;-
Itory of philosophy, in the limits of a single epoch, an epoch Whi(;h
is grea’_aest and most recent. I shall end, and wish to end, at
theoretical conclusions ; but these conclusions will be nothin ;lse
than- the elevation and reunion of all the truths which ha.végbeen
put into the world, and expanded in the world by the four great
schools of the eighteenth century. Every greatb epoch of thghis-
tory of philosophy has, thus to speak, a clear resuls, which is
co'mposed of all the errors and all the truths which ;.re due to
t-hlS: epoch : such is the legacy which it bequeathes to the epoch
which follows it. The eighteenth century, also, has its Icilea.r
result; it has a legacy to bequeath to the nineteenth century. [
a(_:cept this legacy with gratitude, but without binding* mysel.f to
discharge its obligations ; I wish to clear it from dros: and pre-
sent it thus to the rising generation, as its patrimon;r andpthp
foundation upon which it should work. , :

You‘ comprehend the reach of the philosophical and historical
E‘nterprist.a' which I propose to execute with you and before you
%he end is good, I believe, but the route will be loné- 3 neither in.
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a few months, nor in a year, shall we be able to arrive at is

termination. It is important, therefore, that we should take the

first steps as soon as possible, and I shall take up, in the c.ommg
lecture, the first great school which offers itself to us in the
righteenth century, to wit, the sensualistic school.
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LECTURE XIV.

EENSUALISTIC SCHOOL IN THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY.

Bubject of this Lecture: Review of the different systems of the sensualistie
school in Europe during the eighteenth century, in England, France, and
Germany.—That, even for the sake of fidelity, the historian should attach
himself to the most celebrated systems.—In what order must they ba
siudied? Ethnographical method. Three objections: Ist, arbitrary; 2d,
shows not the concatenation, the reciprocal action of systems; 8d, unfa-
vorable fo scientific instruction.—Of the true method of its characters:
To follow at once the dates of systems, their reciprocal dependence, and
the analogy of subjeets.—To commence with the metaphysicians and Locke.

Ter last lecture gave you the general classification of the
systems which £ill up the philosophy of the eighteenth century.
We reduced these systems so diverse and so numerous to four
schools; we determined the order in which these four schools
have appeared, and consequently the order in which it is neces-
sary to reproduce them. It is the sensualistic school which pre-
cedes the others: we will therefore examine it first.

But this school is vast; it embraces several nations and many
systems! Where shall we commence? Observe that it is not I
that detains you some time yet upon this preliminary question;
it is method itself, method, which checks the natural impetu- .
osity of thought, and condemns it to undertake nothing of which
it has not rendered to itself a strict account. It is the peculiarity
of nascent philosophy to let itself be carried away by its object,
to precipitate itself at first into every route that is offered to it;
but it is the character of a more advanced philosophy to borrow
from reflection the motives of all its proceedings, and to set out
apon no route without having wholly measured it, without having
recognized its point of departure and its issue. Thus, as we have
not approached the eighteenth century at hazard, and as we’




