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This can bring clearly to view the true character of the Zssagy
on the Human Understanding, It is a work of psychology, and
not of ontology. Locke does not' investigate the nature and the
principle of the understanding, but the action itself of this faculty,
the phenomena by which it is developed and mamfested. Now,
Locke calls the phenomena of the understanding idegs. - This is
the technical term which he everywhere employs to designate
that by which the understanding manifests itself, and th&t to
which it immediately applies itself,

Introduction, § 8. “I have used it,” he says, “to express
whatever is meant by phantasm, notion, species, or whatever it
is which the mind can be employed about in thinking
presume it will be easily granted me that there are such ideas in
men’s minds; every one is conscious of them in himself, and
nen’s words and actions will satisfy him that they are in others.”

It is very evident that ideas are here the phenomena of the
wnderstanding, of the mind, which the consciousness of each one
¢in perceive in himself when he thinks, and which are equally in
the consciousness of other men, to judge of them by their words
and actions, Ideas are to the understanding what effects are to
causes. Hereafter we shall examine the advantages and the
disadvantages of this term, and the theory which it involves.
For the present, it is sufficient to state it, and to designate it as
the very watchword of the philosophy of Locke. For Locke
and his whole school, the study of the understanding is the study

of ideas : hence the recent and celebrated expression ideology, to
designate the science of the human understanding. The source
of this expression is in the Essay on the Human Understanding,
and the ideclogical school is the natural offspring of Locke.
Here then you see the study of the human understanding re-
duced to the study of ideas; this study contains several orders
of researches which it is important to determine well.* Accord-

* All the distinctions which follow are in the opening discourse of the
year 1817, Classification des questions et des écoles philosophiques, Vol. 1st, .
321 of the First Series,
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ing to wha-F has been previously said, we may consider ideas un-
def' two points of view: we may investigate ;vhether in their re-
lations to their objects, whatever the objects may be, they are
tme or false; or, omitting the question of their truth :.)l‘ fa{sit
of their legitimate or illegitimate application, we may investicr-'éz
solely what they are in themselves and as consciousness mz'cni-
t’est.;s them to us. These are the two most general questions
.W’h.lch We can propose in regard to ideas, and tﬁe order in which
11': 15 proper to treat of them cannot he doubtful. It is suffi-
c;entLIy evident that to commence by considering ideas in their
relation to their objects, without having ascertabined what the :
.a;re in. themselves, is to commence at the end, is to commence by
mvsastl_gat-ing the legitimacy or illegitimacy of the consequencesy
while ignorant of the principles. It is then necessary to com-,
mence by the im'estigation of ideas, not as true or fulse as lepiti-
mately or illegitimately applicable to such or such an o,bject. ?md
consesmently as heing or not being sufficieht foundations for ’surh
an opmion, for such a belief, but as simple phenomena of the ul-l-
derstanding, marked by such or such characters. Tt is incon-
testa'[?ly' thus that a true method of observation should proceed
This is not all, and within these limits there is still matte: f“
two distinet orders of researches. Win
We can at first study the ideas which are in the human un-
derstandin'g, de}-'eloped as it now is in the present state of thines
The question vt"ou]d then be that of collecting the phenomena,g;f.
the understanding as the consciousness gives them, and of o
f'nlly stating their differences and their resemb]zmcés 0 as to Z::
rive from step to step to a good classification of aIi these ];e-
uomena. Here is then the first rule of the method of c;bseI:'vaw
tion : to omit none of the phenomena which consciousness shall
attest: In fact, you have over them no right ; they exia;t and
for this sole reason then must they be 1'ec§gni;:ed ; they a,re in

teality, in the cons(icusness, therefore they should be found in
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what is, so you are not to assume what is not; you should '
neither invent nor retrench any thing. © To omit nothing, to sup-
pose nothmg, such are the two rules of observation, the two es-
sential laws of the experimental method applied to the phenom-
ena of the understanding, as to every other order of phenomena.
And what I say of the phenomena of the understanding, 1 say
of their characters ; none must be omitted, none supposed: and
thus having omitted none and having supposed none, having em-
braced all the real phenomena, and only the real phenomena,
with all their characters, you will have the greatest number of
chances for arriving at a legitimate classification which shall com-
prehend the whole reality, and nothing but the reality, at the
exact and complete statistics of the phenomena of the under-
standing, that is, of ideas.

These statisties being collected, you know the understanding
as it now is; but has it always been what it now is? Since the
time when its action ‘commenced, has it not undergone many
changes ? Have these phenomena, whose characters you have
with so much penetration and fidelity analyzed and reproduced,
always been what they are and what they appear to you? May
they not have had at their birth certain characters which have
disappeared, or have wanted at first characters which they have
since acquired ?  Hence the important question of the origin of
ideas, or the primitive characters of the phenomena of the un-
derstanding. When this second question shall - be resolved,
when you shall know what have been in their birth-place these
phenomena which you have studied and know in their actual
form, when you shall know what they were and what they have
become, it will be easy for you to.find the routes by which they
have arrived from their first state to their present state; you will

easily seize their generation, after having recognized their actual
state, and after having penetrated their origin; and it is only
then that you will perfectly understand what you are, for you
will know hoth what you were and what you now are, ar1 how
you have come from what you were te be what you are. Taus

-
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:mll I::e F:?mpletely known to you, both in its actual state and i
its pr}mlbwe state, and also in its metamorphoses, this facult ?’
knowing, t?iis intelligence, this reason, this spirit, this mind {}:I:s
understandm_g, which is for you the foundation of ‘all knowlédwe
.T.he question of the present state of our ideas and that of t]::;h.
origin are therefore two distinet questions, and both are neces-
sary to constitute a complete psychology. 8o far as psycholo
has 1.10{‘. surveyed and exhausted these two orders of researchfz
1t is ignorant of the phenomena of the understanding, for it doe;
not know them under all their phases ; it does not a;:(msess thei
secret. But where should we commence? Is it nécessar et:
commence by recognizing the actual character of our ideas 05, b
searching out their origin 9 ' i
. Shall we commence with the question of the origin of our
ideas ? .It is doubtless a very curious, very important point,
Man aspires to the origin of all things, and especially to t}Ijat of.
the phenomepa. which take place within him ; he can be satisfied
D]'Elly a{'ter having penetrated thus far. The question of the ori
fgm o.f 1dea§ is certainly in the human mind, it has then its rirrh;;
in scnf:nf:e, it must come in its time; but must it come first ? bAt
ﬁrs.l;, 1t s full of obscurity. Thought is a river which we c.annot
easﬂy_ascend; its source, like that of the Nile, is a mystery
How, in fact, shall we find the fugitive phenomena by ywhi-';t;
nascent thought is marked ? Is it by the memory? But you
have forgotten what then passed within you, for you were Exrlot
awalre of its existence. At that time we live and think without
paymg attention to the manner in which we live and think and
wlemory does not render up a deposit that we never intrust:ed te
it.  'Will you consult others ? They are in the same perplexit
as you. Will you study infants? but who will unfold Whayt
passes under the veil of an infant’s thought? The deéipherin
of these hieroglyphics easily conducts to conjectures, to hypotheg:
scs. : Would you thus commence an experimental science 9 Tt
is evident that if you start with the question of tlie origin of
ideas, ‘you start with precisely the most, difficult question, bNoW,
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if a wise method should go' from the best known to the least
known, from the most easy to the least easy, I ask whether it
should commence with the origin of ideas. This is the first ob-
jection; and behold another. You commence by seeking the
origin of ideas; therefore you commence by seeking the origin
of that of which you are ignorant, of phenomena which you have
not studied, and in regard to which you cannot say what they
are and what they are not. 'What origin of them, then, could
you find except a hypothetical origin? And this hypothesis
will be either true or false. Is it true ? Very well ; you guessed
rightly : but as guessing; even that of genius, is not a scientific
process, truth, thus discovered, does not take rank in science, and
is still nothing but hypothesis. Is it false? Instead of truth
under the vicious form of hypothesis, have you only an hypothe-
sis without truth? Then behold what will be its result. = As
this hypothesis, that is, this error, will have taken a place in your
mind, when you shall come to explain with it the phenomena of
intelligence as it now exists, if they are not what they should he
to justify your hypothesis, you will not for all that renounce il,
and for it you will sacrifice reality. You will do one of twa
things : either you will deny all ideas which shall not be expli-
cable by your hypothetical origin, or you will arrange them by
caprice and for the support of your hypothesis. It was not ne-
cessary to choose with so much show the experimental method,
in order to wholly falsify it afterwards by putting it upon a route
so perilous. Wisdom, good sense, logic, demand therefore that,
provisionally neglecting the question of the origin of ideas, we
should content ourselves at first with observing ideas as they
now exist, and the characters which the phenomena of intelli-
gence actually present in the consciousness.

This done, in order to complete our researches, in order to go to
the extent of our pawers, to the extent of the wants of the human
mind and the demands of experimental questions, we shall ask
ourselves, What, in their origin, have been these ideas which we
now possess ? Either we shall discover the true origin of our
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ic?eas, anc.i experimental science will he achieved; or we shall not
discover it, and then nothing will be either lost or compromised
We shall not have attained all truth ; but we shall havf attaineci
& great part of truth. We shall knew what is, if we do not -
.know what was, and we shall always be ready to r:asume the del
icate question of the origin of ideas: -

whereas, once havine w
_ ' wan-
dered into this premature research, a -

_ primary error vitiates all
slubsequelnt researches, and in advance perverts observation. So
«he regular order of psychological quest; ‘
: g questions may be in th

foi]owmg manner : : L

ISL’. To search Iout, without any systematic prejudice, by ob-
servation alone,‘ w1t'h simplicity and good faith, the phenomena of
the understanding in their actual state, and
presi;ents them to us, by djviding and classifying them according
to the known laws of scientific divisions and classifications : 2
’ 2d, To search out the origin of these same phenomena or
ideas b‘y all the means which are in our Power, but with the firm
resolution not to let what observ
wrested from us by any hy

as conseiousness now

; ation shall have given us be
pothesis, and with our ey :
ﬁx.ed_ upo'n present reality and its incontestableozgiaf;ciix':]“ ?‘Iz
:_h]s quzstmn of the origin of ideas is joined that of their f(.)rma-
1on and generation, whi ride S i i i
e emz; e ch evidently depends upon 1it, and is, as it
Such are, in their methodieal order, the different problem
W[]l(-lh philosophy embraces. The slightest inversion of this ;
_dg:r is full of perils, and may lead to the gravest mistakes hYZr-
indeed conceive that if you ftreat the question of the Je 'itima T
f)f the applica'tion of our ideas to their objects, before und%réta (c?
g well what is the nature of these ideas, what are theﬂ: a tﬂ ;
and their primitive characters, what they are and whence Zhi:aa
come, you wander at venture and without a torch into the uny,
knowu. l;-md of ontology. You again conceive that if, within th¢;
very limits of psychology and ideology, you commen::e by wish-
g to carry by main force the question of the origin of id)-;as {Je-
fore you Lnow what they are, and before you have recognized
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them by observation, you seek for light in the darkness, which
i ield it to you.
MIll\TIol\?:, 5}’:2; has ]f:cke proceeded, and in what i order has he
; hilosophical questions ? :
tre?iif-o;};e:;oi, § S.P“ I shcilll pursue,” he says, < this following
mej};?i(:s.t, I shall inquire into the original of those ideas, nations, odr
whatever else you please to call them, which a man observes, m;
is conscious to himself he has in his mind ; %nd the ways whereby
the understanding comes to be furnished with them.
“Secondly, I shall endeavor to show what k'now1eciige the
understanding hath by those ideas; and the certainty, evidence,
f it.
am‘i‘ ;?i:g:y? I shall make 'some inquiry into the nature a-nfl
grounds of faith or opinion; whereby I mean that assent whic
we give to any proposition as frue, of whose truth ye't we have
no certain knowledge: and here we shall have occasion to ex-
i ons and degrees of assent.”
&qu:eisﬂ;:i;Zi that ;che lfst two points here indic.ated are relatf:d
to one and the same question, the general ques_uon of the -leglg-
imacy or illegitimacy of the application of our ideas t(.) the;r 0h *
jects ; and this question is here given as t.he last questlo}rlt o 1]::: ;-
losophy. It is nothing less than I:Jhe adjournment Of,t eT:' 0! l:
logical and ontological inquiry until after psychology. 1s-.(r.
the fundamental character of the method {}? Locke anfi the.m 1.!,
inality of his Essay. We entirely agree with Lock‘e in t‘mstm;
spect, under this special reserva-_tion, that the' adjournment o
1 not be its suppression. .
On¥111?3g}1;1r§':alpoint remains,Pwhich is wholly psychological, ar.ld
occupies the greatest part of the work of Locke.. ?—Ie tlff;rem
declares that his first inquiry will be that of the origin of i BZS:
But in that there are two radical errors in regau:d to rc‘me?hol.
1st, Locke treats of the origin of ideas before having suﬂ:xcle.nt;1 y
studied these ideas; 2d, he does more; he not on.!y puts & e;
question of the origin of ideas before that of the inventory o

- has not discerned all the questions to whic
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ideas, but he entirely neglects this last question. - Tt was already
venfuring much to put one question before the other; for it was
seeking: at the outset an hypothesis, with the exception of after-
wards confronting the hypothesis with reality ; but what will
this amount to when even this chance of return to truth is inter-
dicted, when the fundamental question of the inventory of our
ideas and of their actual characters is wholly omitted ?

This is the first error of Locke, He recognizes and proclaims
the experimental method ; he proposes to apply it to the phe-
nomena of the understanding, to ideas; but not having suffi-
ciently fathomed this method which was then in its infancy, he
h it gives rise; he has
in due order: he has miseonceived
and omitted the most important experimental question, the ob-
servation of the actual characters of our ideas; at the very outset
he has fallen into a question which should have been adjourned,
the obscure and difficult question of the origin of our ideas,
What, therefore, will be the result?  Either Locke will hit upon
the true origin of our ideas by a sort of good fortune and divina-
tion, at which I should rejoice; but however true it may be in
itself, this origin will be demonstrated to be true, will be legit-
imately established only on this condition, that Locke should
subsequently demonstrate that the character
and in their whole extent, explicable and ex

not arranged these questions

s of our ideas are all,

plained by the origin
supposed. Or indeed Locke will be deceived : but, if he is de-
ceived, an error of this kind will not be a
centrated upon a single point and without influence upon the
rest; it will be a general error, an immense error, which will cor-

particular error con-

rupt, even at its source, the whole of psychology, and thereby
the whole of metaphysics. In order to be faithful to his hypoth-
esis, to the origin which he shall have assigned to all ideas with-
ont underst.anding them fully, he will be obliged to sacrifice all
ideas which shall refuse to be referred to this false origin, The

falsity of the origin will be extended even to the actual state of

the intelligence, and will conceal from the eyes of consciousness
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itself the real characters of our ideas; hence, from applications
to applications, that is, from aberrations to aberrations, the hu-
man understanding and human nature will be more and more
misconceived, reality will be destroyed, and science perverted.
Such is the rock; it was necessary to point it out. We know
not whether Locke has been wrecked upon it; for we know not
yet what he has done, whether he has had the good fortune to
divine correctly, or whether he has had the fate of most diviners
and of those who start at venture upon a route which they have
not measured. We suppose ourselves now to be ignorant of it,
we shall subsequently examine it; but we are already able to re-
mark, that it is in great part from Locke that, in the wghteenth
century, in his whole school, comes the systematic habit of pla--
cing the question of the origin and the generation of ideas at the
head of all philosophical researches. Tn metaphysies, this school
is preoccupied with inquiring what are the first ideas which enter
into the mind of man; in morals, the actual state of man’s moral
nature being neglected, what are the first ideas of good and evil,
which arise in man considered in the savage state or in infancy,
two states in which observation is not very sure and may easily
be arbitrary; in polities, what is the origin of societies, of govern-
ments, of laws. In general, it searches for right in fact, and
philosophy is reduced for it to history, and to history the most
obscure, that of the first age of humanity. Hence the political
theories of this school, often opposite in their results, yet identi-
cal in the method which presides in them. Some, plunging int¢
ante-historical or anti-historical conjectures, find at the origin of
society the empire of force and conquerors: the first government
which history presents to them is despotic ; therefore the idea of
government is the very idea of despotism. Others, on the con-
trary, in the convenient obscurity of the primitive state, think
they perceive a contract, reciprocal stipulations, and titles of lib-
erty which despotism subsequently caused to disappear, and which
the present time should re-establish, In either case, the legit-
imate state of society is deduced from its first form, from that
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forn:E which it is almost impossible to find, and the rights of h
manity are ab the merey of a venturous erudition at the mer;1 h
of an hypothesis, Finally, from origin to origin, ti1e true natur)e'
of man has even been sought for in the most absurd geologica;
hypotheses: the last term of this deplorable tendency i 2 h
celebrated work of Maillet, Telliamed * a
To recz}pit.ulate, the most general character of the philosoph
of Pocke is independence; and here, with all the nec,eslsar 1-(3503'y
v.at.lons., I openly rank myself under his banner, if not gde bl-
side with the chief, at least side by side with his followers AZ
to method, that of Locke is the psychological or i&eol.o ical
method, for the name is of little consequence ; and here ao*fin I
declare myself of his school. But, as he did not suﬁicci’entl
fathom the psychological method, T accuse Locke of hawiny
commenced by an order of researches which necessarily nt%
psychology on the road of hypothesis, and deprives it mortl?,} or
less of its experimental character, and here T differ from him
Let us understand at what point we are in this exa.minaf;ion
We have seen Locke upon a perilous route ; but has he had the:
good fortune, in spite of this bad choice, to arrive at the truth
that is, at the veritable explanation of the origin of our idea.s‘;
What, according to him, is this origin? This is the foundat.im;
of the Hssay on the Human Understanding, the system to

which Logke has attached his name. This will be the subject of
our future lectures,

* On the dangers into which, in all th
: . Iy ese orders of researches, th
tion of origins, prematurel J . Voli5 o
¥ undertaken, throws i %
the; first Series, Lecture 7, p. 260, ete. i s
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