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proper power of reason, the usurpation of reason over experience,
the destruction or fcrgetfulness of the chronological and experi-
mental condition of knowledge, in {he excessive preoccupation of
its logical and rational principles.

Locke introduced and aceredited empiricism in the philosophy
of the eighteenth century. He plainly saw that we could have
no idea of space, if we had not some idea of body. Body is not
space, but it is body which fills or which measures space; if
then space is not body, we can know nothing of space except
what body gives us. Locke saw this; and this is his merit.
His fault is: 1st, in having confounded what fills and measures
space and reveals it to us, with'%he idea itself of space; 2d, and
this second fault is much more general and more comprehensive
than the first, in having confounded the chronological condition
of ideas with their logical condition, experimental data, external
or internal, on condition of which the understanding conceives
pertain ideas, with these ideas themselves.

This is the most general eritical point of view which rules all
the metaphysies of Locke. I deduce it from the examination to
which I have just submitted his theory of the idea of space; I
‘may apply it and T shall apply it in the next lectures to his
theory of the idea of the infinite, of time, and of other ideas
vhich Locke has boasted, as you know, of easily deducing from
experience, from sensation, or from reflection.
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cal order. To the eyes of reason and logie, body presupposes

space; for what is body? The juxtaposition, the coexistence

of resisting points, that is, solids: but where could the juxta-

position and the coexistence be ‘produced, if not in a continuity,

in space? On the other hand, if in the order of reason and

nature body presupposes space, it is necessary to recognize that
in the chronological order there is a contemporaneousness be-

tween the idea of body and the idea of space, since we cannot
have the idea of hody without that of space, nor that of space
without that of body. And if, in {ais contemporaneousness, we
can distinguish an antecedent, it is not the idea of space which is
anterior to that of body, it is that of body which is anterior to
that of space: it is not by the idea of space that we start; and
if sensibility, if touch did not take the lead and suggest to us the
idea of resistance, of solid, of body, we should never have the
idea of space. Doubtless the idea of solid and body cannot be
formed in the mind, unless we already have the idea of space;
but it is not produced first in the mind; it precedes, in some
degree, the idea of space, which follows it immediately.

Here then are two orders perfectly distinct from each other.
1n the order of nature and reason, body presupposes space. In
the order of the acquisition of knowledge, it is, on the contrary,
the idea of solid and body which is the condition of the idea of
space. Now, the idea of body is acquired by the perception of
touch, aided by sight; it is therefore an acquisition of experience;
hence it is correct to say that, in the chronological order, expe-
rience and a certain development of the senses are the condition
of the acquisition of the idea of space; and at the same time, as
body presupposes space, and as the idea of space is given us by
reason, and not by the senses and experience, it is logically
correct to say that the idea of space and a certain exercise of the
reason render all experience possible.

From this point of view we discover the real character, the
merit and the defects of Locke’s theory. What has Locke done?
I believe that he has destroyed the ontological questions of
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cedent of an idea with this idea, I propose to examine at the
present in the system of Locke the idea of time, the idea of the
infinite, the idea of personal identity, the idea of substance. T
commence, like Locke, with the idea of time.*

Here, the first rule, you know, is to neglect the question of the
nature of time, and to seek solely what is the idea of time in the
human understanding, whether it is there, and with what charac-
ters is it there. It is unquestionably there. There is no one, as
soon as he has before his eyes, or presents to himself in imagina-
tion any event whatever, who does not conceive that this event
has passed, or is passing in a certain time. I ask you whether
you can suppose an event of which you are not forced to conceive
that it has taken place at such an hour, such a day, such a week,
such a year, such a century ? You can suppose even the aboli-
tion of every event, but you cannot suppose the abolition of time.
Before a horologe we can, indeed, make the supposition that from
hour to hour no event has happened ; notwithstanding you are
none the less convinced that time has passed away, even when
no event has marked its course. The idea of time s, therefore, a
necessary idea, like the idea of space. I add that, like space,

time is unlimited. The divisions of time, like those of space, are
purely artificial, and suppose a unity, an absolute continuity of
time, Take millions of events, do with these millions of events
what you did with bodies, multiply them indefinitely, and they
will not equal the time which precedes them and which follows
them. Before all finite periods, and beyond all finite periods,
there is still time unlimited, infinite, inexhaustible. Finally, like
the idea of unlimited and necessary space, the idea of necessary
and unlimited time is a pure idea of reason, which escapes all
representation, and all the efforts of the imagination and the sen-

sibility.

# On the idea of time, see 1st Series, Vol. 1, Lectures 25 and 26; Vol. 8,
18t Lecture, opinion of Locke, p. 56, 3d Lecture, opinion of Condillae, p. 181
Vol. 4, opinion of Reid, Lecture 21, p. 448; and Vol. 5, opinion of Kank
Lecture 4, p. 88.

HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY, 225

It is with 1o i -
A the ongin of the idea of time as with the origin of
. l}:;ce Yt"'ou are still to dist.ingnish between the order
1uon- of our ideas and their oo
v e : ; a ] ogical order,
.;Oglc‘il mc}er of ideas, the idea of any succession of eventIn i
upposes that of time ; there ca I L
¢ H ¢ can be succession onl iti
e : 0 _ only on conditio
e ntinuous duration, to the different points of which the dxfl'1
; members of the succession may be attached. Tak :
. it : - . Take aws
o :Sor‘ltmultfy of time, and you take away the possibility of‘:;y
Slon. of events; as, the continu .
ias; nuity of g i
- eve ‘ nuity pace being taken
bOdiz, _ edpossablhty of the juxtaposition and the coexisfence of
S is Estl‘*oyed. But, in the chronological order, it is
the idea of the succession of events which precc,

|y on the
¢ time which includes them, I do not mean, in

des the
regard
d coni-
there arrives in tle
des this successiof

idea of th

to t p 'y

A €, a.'ld to s

me as WEH mr g 0 bhat we hﬂ‘-’e a c]e&] an
plete lde& Of & SUCCGSSIOH, ﬂnd ﬂlat n COHISE,

;nd?rstanding the idea of a time which inclu
on ¥t i
. ére:aty that w ‘ey must first have the pereeption of some events
; 0. conceive that these events are in time. Time ; :
i}; ;L:eo;:f events, as space is that of bodies ; whoev.er hzfzc]: 3:
an ev ‘the i I |
o or; s;t?:;, ;:Far:f}llot'gave the idea of time. If, therefore, t1 e
g e 1. ea of suc.cessiou is in the idea of time
; o condition of the idea of time is in the id ,
succession, N
You_see we have been conducted to the re
suceession is the occasion,
niecessary succession of time,
acquisition of experience
Is it the experience of
the mind ?
of exterior
within us ¢

sult, that the idea of
the chronologjca.] antecedent of the
' But every idea of succession is an
5 1t remains to see of what experience
: the senses or that of the operations of
Is the first suceession given us in the spectacl

events, or in the consciousness of events t-h}::ttc;:s:

Take a succession of exterior events :
may succeed each other, )
event, etc. Byt
remember the firg

in order that these events
. there must be a first, a second, a third
if, when you see the second event, you do nof
t,there would be no second, there would be no




226 HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPIY.

succession for you; you would always be fixed at a first, which
would not have the character of first, since there would be no
second. The intervention of memory is therefore necessary, in
order to conceive of any succession whatever. Now, the memory
has for its direct object nothing external; it is not immediately-
related to things, but to us, When we say, we remember a per-
son, we remember a place, this means nothing else than that we
remember to have been seeing such a place, seeing or hearing
such a person. We have memory only of ourselves, for there is
memory only on condition that there has been consciousness. If,.
then, consciousness is the condition of memory, as memory is the
condition of the idea of succession, it follows that the first suc-
cession is given us in ourselves, in consciousness, in the proper
objects and phenomena of consciousness, in our thoughts, in our
ideas. But if the first succession which is given us is that of our
ideas, as to all succession is necessarily attached the conception of
time, it follows again that the first idea which we have of time is
that of the time in which we are; and as the first succession is
for us the succession of our ideas, so the first duration for us is
our own duration ; the succession of exterior events, and the dura-
tion in which these events are accomplished, are only known to
us afterwards. I do not say that the succession of exterior events
ds only an induction from the succession of our ideas, neither do I
say that exterior duration is only an induction from our personal
duration; but I say that we can have an idea either of exterior
succession or of exterior duration, only after having had the con-
sciousness and the memory of some interior phenomena, and, con-
sequently, the conception of our own duration. Thus, sum-
marily, the first duration which is given us is our own, because
the first succession which is given us is the succession of our own
ideas.

A profound analysis can go farther still; there is a crowd of
ideas, of phenomena, under the eye of consciousness: to seek
what is the first succession which is given us, is to seek what are
our first ideas, the first phenomena which fall under conscious-
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the will is in the sentiment of effort.* T make an effort to move
my arm, and I move it; I malke an effort to walk, and T walk.
The effort is a relation to two terms. One is internal, to wit, the
will, the act of will ; the other external, to wit, the movement of
the arm, or the step which I have made, which has its cause and
its measure in the internal movement of the will. The determi-
nation is nothing else than the most simple act of the will. Itis,
at first, entirely interior; then it passes without, in the movement
produced by the misus or the effort, a movement which reflects
that of the will, and becomes the measure of all subsequent ex-
terior movements, as the will is the primitive and indecomposable
measure of the first movement which it produces.
Without taking upon myself either the honor or the responsi-
bility of all the parts of this theory, I hasten to arive at that of
Tocke. The merit of Locke is to have established that the idea
of time, of duration, of eternity, is suggested to us by the idea of
some succession of events, and that this succession is not taken in
the exterior world, but in the world of consciousness. See Book
I1. Chapters XIV. XV. XVL. For example, Chap. XIV.§4:
« Men derive their ideas of duration from their reflection on the
trains of the ideas they observe to succeed one another in their
own understandings.” Jbid., § 6: “Theidea of succession is not
from motion.” And § 12: “The constant and regular succession
of ideas is the measure and standard of all other successions.”
The analysis of Locke does not go far enough; it does not de-
termine in what particular succession of ideas the first succession,
the first duration, is given us. When it is said that Locke, in
deriving the idea of duration from reflection, derives it conse-
quently from the sentiment of the operations of the soul, as, ac-
cording to Locke, the operations of the soul are not all active and
voluntary, his theory is still very far from that which we have
exhibited. IHerein is the merit of Locke’s theory; its vice I

% Worlks of M. de Biran, Vol. i, Introduction of the Editor; for the appre-
ciation of the theory of M. de Biran, see Lecture 25 of this volume.
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tance between ideas, unless in the space of ideas and of minds;
that is, in time ?
3d, Moreover, see to what results the theory of Locke con-
ducts. If succession is no longer simply the measure of time,
but time itself ; if the succession of ideas is no longer simply the
condition of the conception of time, but this conception itself,
time is nothing else than what the succession of our ideas males
it. 'The succession of our ideas is more or less rapid; therefore
time is more or less short, not in appearance, but in reality : in
absolute sleep, in lethargy, all succession of ideas, all. thought,
ceases ; therefore at that time we do not endure, and not only
we do not endure, but nothing has endured, for not only our
time, but time in itself is only the succession of .our ideas.
Ideas exist only under the eye of consciousness ; now; there is
no consciousness in lethargy, in sleep ; consequently during sleep
and lethargy there has ‘been no time; the horologe has vainly
moved on, the horologe has been wrong ; and the sun, like the
horologe, should have stopped.. These are the very extravagant
results, and yet the necessary results of the confusion of the idea
of succession with that of time; and this confusion is itself ne-
cessary in the general system of Locke, which derives-all our
ideas from sensation and reflection. Sensation had given space,
reflection gives time; but reflection, that. is, conseiousness with
memory, attains only the succession of our ideas, of ourvoluntary
acts, a finite and cortingent succession, and ‘not the necessary
and unlimited time in which this succession is carried on: expe-
rience, whether external or internal, attains only the measure of
time, not time itself. Now, Locke was forbidden every other
source of knowledge than sensation and reflection ; it was there-
fore necessary that he should make it explicable by the one or
the other: he very clearly saw that it was not explicable by sen-

sation; and it could not be by reflection except on: the condition'

of being reduced to the measure of time, to' succession. Tt is
true that Tncke thus destroyed time, but he saved his system:
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