HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY.

" LECTURE XIX,

ESSAY, SECOND BOOK. OF THE IDEA OF CAUSE.

Continuation of the examination of the Second Book of the Fssay on the
Human Understanding.  Of the idea of cause.—Refutation of the theory
which puts the origin of the ides of caunse in the sensation'—Origin of the
idea of cause in refleetion, in the sentiment of the will.—Distinction between
the idea of cause and the principle of causality. That the Pprineiple of
causality is inexplicable by the sentiment of the will alone.—Of the true
formation of the principle of causality.

Locxg’s first fault in regard to the ideas of space, of time, of
the infinite, of personal identity, and of substance, is a fault of
method. Instead of searching out and recognizing at first, by an
impartial observation, the characters which these ideas actually
have in the human understanding, he begins by the obscure and

perilous question of the origin of these ideas. Then Locke
resolves this question concerning the origin of the ideas of spacs,
of time, of the infinite, of personal identity, and of substance, Liy
his general system concerning the origin of ideas, which consisfs
in admitting no idea which has not entered the human undep-
standing either by reflection or by sensation. Now, the ideas of
space, of time, of the infinite, of personal identity, and of sul-
stance, with the characters by which they are now Incontestably
marked, are inexplicable by sensation and reflection, and conse-
quently incompatible with the system of Locke. To Locke, then,
there remained but one resource, to wit, to mutilate these ideas
with their characters, so as to reduce them to the dimensions of
other ideas which enter in fact into the human understanding by
reflection or sensation, for example the ideas of body, of succession,
of number, that of the direct phenomena of consciousness and of
memory, and that of the qualities of exterior objects and of our
OWn qualities. But we think that we have shown that these last

ideas, which are certainly the condition of the acquisition of the
Vou IL 16
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first, are not the first, that they are their chronological antece-
dent, but not the logical reason: that they precede them, but
that they do not explain them. Thus facts disfigured and
confounded, save the system of Locke ; established and elucidated,
they overturn it.

These observations are equally and particularly applicable tc
the theory of one of the most important ideas that are in the
human understanding, the idea which plays the greatest part in
human life and in the books of philosophers: I mean the idea ot
cause.* Locke would have acted wisely to have begun by
recognizing it and describing it exactly, such as it now is and
such as it is manifested by our actions and by our discourses.
Far from this, he at first investigates the origin of the idea of
cause, and refers it, without hesitation, to.sensation. Observe the
following passage from Locke:

Book II. Chap. XXVI. § 1.—Of cause and efect. Whence

their ideas got.

«Tn the notice that our senses take of the constant vicissitude

of things, we cannot but observe that several particulars, both
qualities and- substances, begin to exist; and that they receive
this their existence from the due application and operation of
some other being. From this observation we get our ideas of
cause and effect. That which produces any simple or complex
idea, we denote by the general name, cause; and that which is
produced, effect. Thus finding that in that substance which we
call wax, fluidity, which is a simple idea that was not in 1t before,
is constantly produced by the application of a certain degree of
heat:; we call the simple idea of heat, in relation to fluidity n
wax, the cause of it, and fluidity, the effect. So also, finding
that the substance wood, which is a certain collection of simple
ideas so called, by the application of fire is turned into another
substance called ashes, that is, another complex idea, consisting

% On the idea of cause and the principle of cansality, see 15t Series, Vol
1st, course of 1817, programme, p. 216, Vol. 4, Lecture 22, p. 487, ete.
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their succession. I grant, with Locke, that the senses give me
this succession, and Locke does not pretend that they give any
thing more. The only question then between us is to know
whether the succession, rare or constant, of two phenomena, ex-
plains, exhausts the idea which we have of cause.

Because a phenomenon succeeds another and succeeds it con-
stantly, is it the cause of that phenomenon ? Is that all the idea
that you form of cause ? When you say, when you think that
the fire is the cause of the fluid state of the wax, I ask you,
whether you simply understand that the phenomenon of fluidity
suceeeds the phenomenon of the approach of the fire; T ask you
whether you do not believe, whether the entire human race does
not believe that there is in the fire a something, an unknown
property, an explanation of which is not here required, to which
you refer the production of the phenomenon of the fluidity of tte
wax. I ask you whether the coneeption of a phenomenon which
appears after another phenomenon is not one thing, and whether
the conception in a phenomenon of 2 certain property which pro-
duces the modification which the senses show us in the phenom-

enon which follows, is not another thing. T will make use of an
example often employed, and which expresses perfectly the dif-
ference between the relation of succession and the relation of
cause to effect. 1 will suppose that I now wish to heara hai-
mony, & cuccession of sounds, and that my desire is scarcely e
pressed when this succession of sounds is heard in a neighboring
spartment and strikes my ear; there is evidently here nothing
but a relation of succession. But suppose that T wish to produce
sounds, and that T produce them myself: do T simply place be-
tween my volition and the sounds which are heard the relation of
succession which I just now placed between my desire and the
‘accidental sounds which were heard ? - Besides the relation of
succession, do T not place between: my will to produce sotmds
and the sounds heard, still ‘another relation and a relation very
ifferent 2 Ts it not evident that in the last case 1 believe that

not only the first phenomenon, to wit, the will, precedes the
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no phenomenon can begin to exist either in space or in time with-

out having its cause. Here is something more than an idea, here

a principle exists; and the principle is as incontestable as the

idea. Imagine a movement, any change whatever: as soon as

you conceive this change, this movement, you cannot avoid sup-

posing that this change, that this movement, is made by virtue of

some cause. It does not concern us to know what this cause is,

what is its nature, how it has produced such a change: the only
question is to know whether the human mind can conceive a
change and a movement, without conceiving that it is produced
by virtue of a cause. Hereon is founded the curiosity of man,
who seeks the causes of all phenomena, and the legal action of
society, which intervenes as soon as any phenomenon appears
: which interests it. An assassination, a murder, a theft, any phe-
nomenon whatever which comes under the action of law, being
given, an author is supposed, a thief, a murderer, an assassin, and
investigation follows : these are all things which would not be
done, if there were in the mind a veritable impossibility of not
conceiving a cause where there is a phenomenon which begins to
exist. Observe that I do not say that there is no effect without
a cause ; it is evident that this is a frivolous proposition, one term
of which contains the other, and expresses the same idea in a dif-
ferent manner. The word effect being relative to the word
cause, to say that effect supposes cause is to say no more than
that effect is an effect.  But we do not suppose an identical and
frivolous proposition, when we affirm that every phenomenon
which begins to exist has necessarily a cause. The two terms of
this proposition do not reciprocally contain each other ; the one
is not the other, they are not identical, and nevertheless the mind
places a necessary connection between them. This is what w¢
call the principle of causality.

This principle is real, certain, incontestable. And what are its
characters ?  First, it is universal. I ask if there is a savage, a
=hild, an old man, a healthy man, a sick man, an idiot even, pro-
ided that he may not be completely an idiot, who, a phenome:
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non being given that begins to exist, does not mmediately sup-
pGS(? a cause ? Assuredly, if no phenomenon is given, if we have
no idea of change, we do not suppose, we cannot suppose a
ea.us.f-, ;. for, where no term is known, what relation can be seized ?
But it is a faet that in this instance, a single term being rriven-
we suppose the other and their relation, and that univer:allyz
there is not a single case in which we do not judge thus. Morej
ayer, n?t. only do we judge thus in all cases, naturally and by the
m_stmctwe power of our understanding, but try to judge other-
wise ; try, a phenomenon being given to you, not to suppose a
cause ; you cannot do it : the principle is not only universal, it s
necessary ; whence I conclude that it cannot be derived fron; the
sel:.:ses. In faet, should it be granted that sensation may give thé
umversa?, it is evident that it cannot give the neccssary -ufor the
senses give what appears or even what is, such as it is or ,appears
such or such a phenomenon, with such or such an accidentai
character : but it is impossible that they should give what ought
to bef the reason of a phenomenon, still less its hecessary reason.
It 11? so true that it is not the senses and the exterior world
t?la!; give us the principle of causality, that, without the interven-
tion of this principle, the exterior world, from which Locke bor-
rows it, would not exist for us. Suppose that a phenomenon
may.begin to appear in time or in space, without your necessarily
seeking & cause; when the phenomenon of sensation appears
under the eye of consciousness, not seeking a cause for this phe;
homenon, you would not seek any thing to which to refer it:
you would stop at this phenomenon, that is, at a simple phenomj
enon of consciousness, that is again at a modification of yourself ;
ym:t would not go out of yourself, you would not attain the ex-’
terior world. What is necessary in order that you may attain
the exterior world and suspeet its existence ? Tt is necessary

-that, a sensation being given, you be compelled to ask yourself

(\ivhat 1s the cause of this new phenomenon, and that, in the
ﬂi:uhle Impassibility of referring this phenomenon to yourself, to
€ me that you are, and of not referring it to a cause, yon
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be compelled to refer it to a cause other than yourself, to a
foreign cause, to an exterior cause. The idea of an external
cause of our sensations, such is the fundamental idea of a with-
out, of exterior objects, of bodies, and of the world.* T do not
say that the world, bodies, exterior objects, are only the cause
of our sensations ; but I say that at first they .are given to us as
causes of our sensations,on this condition and by this title ; after-
wards, or at the same time, if you please, we add to this property
of objects still other properties ; but it is upon this that all those
which we may afterwards know are founded, Take away the
principle of causality, sensation reveals to us only its relation to
the me which proves it, without revealing to us that which pro-
duces it, the not me, external objects, the world. Tt is often
said, and philosophers themselves, with all others, say that the
senses discover to us the world. They are right, if they simply
mean that without the senses, without some previous sensation,
the principle of causality would lack the basis for attaining ex-
terior causes, so that we should never conceive the world : but
we should deceive ourselves entirely if we understood that it is
the sense itself which, directly and by its own force, without tlie
intervention of reason and of any foreign principle, makes us know
the exterior world. To know in general, to know whatever it
may be, is beyond the reach of the senses. It is reason, and rei-
son alone, which knows, and knows the world ; and. it knows it
at first only under a title of cause; it is at first for us only the
cause of sensitive phenomena which we cannot relate to ourselves:
and we should not seek this cause, and consequently we should
not find it, if our reason were not provided with the principle of
causality, if we could suppose that a phenomenon may begin to
appear on the theatre of consciousness, of time or of space, with-
out a cause. Therefore, the principle of causality, T do not fear
to say it, is the father of the exterior world, and it is-as far as
possible from drawing it from the world and making it come from

+ First Series, Vol. 1, Course of 1817, Leet. 11, p. 294, and Vol. 4, Leet.
g1, p. 425.
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se'nsamon. When we speak of exterior objects and of the world
without previously admitting the principle of causality, eithe :
do not know what we say, or we are guilty of a paralc: ism, =
_ The r-esult of all this is that, if there is any questioﬁp cor;ce
ing the idea {)f eause, we cannot find it in the succession of exlt'zz
301 and SEI.JSIbIB phenon'lena; that succession is the condition of
_1e concePtlon of cause, its chronologica] antecedent, not its pri
ciple al’.ld its logical reason; and that if the questio,n is notpo ;]‘
of the idea of cause, but of the principle of causality, the r'mH:Y
ple of fsausa]ity escapes still more the attempt to e;c k{i:f) it ;1'
succession and sensation. In the first case, that of tlllje idea i
caus?, Locke confounds the antecedent of an idea with that ide 0'
and in the second case, that of the principle of causality; che ri:
dl_mes from the phenomena of the exterior world preci,sel fh‘lt
without which there would be for us no outward, no worig - ];e
supposes that which is yet a matter of questio;l he no 10;10'01‘
confounds the antecedent with the consequent, h‘ut the conase-
quent with the antecedent, the consequence with its principle ;
for the principle of causality is the necessary foundation of eien.
thel most- trivial knowledge of the world, of the feeblest suspicion
of its existence; and to explain the principle of causality by ﬂle
sPectacle of the world, which the principle of causality can alone
discover to us, is, once more, to explain the principle by its con-
sequ:ence. Now, the idea of cause, and the principle of causality,
are incontestable facts in the human understanding ; therefo;;
the system of Locke, which is condemned to obtain in their place
only the idea of succession, of constant succession, does not ac-
count ft?r facts and does not explain the human un,d-erstandin
But is there nothing more in Locke on the great questioﬁ‘of
ca..us:e? Does Locke never assign to the idea of cause any other
origm than sensation ? Do not expect from our philosopher this
perfect consistency. I have already told you, I shall very often
mpe:at it, nothing is so inconsistent as Locke; in his Hssay con-
tradictions exist not only from book to book, but in the same
baok from chapter to chapter, and almost from paragraph tg
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paragraph. I have already read to you the Bositivc p‘z{llssag:
from Book IL. Chap. XXVL, in which Locke derives the 1dea od
cause from sensatior. Well, let us turn ?ver a few page‘zs‘, ar .
we shall see him, forgetting both his assertion and the Pm:zzz_
examples destined to justify it, conclude., to the great ‘asto Lm
nent of the attentive reader, that the 1de_a, of cause (fo;lnest. .
longer from sensation alone, but from sensation, or from 1ehe: 1; u;
Ihid.: “In which and all other cases, we Ilnay obser:fe,dtba 5
notion of cause and effect has its rise fl‘()'[:ﬂ ideas, receive : ¥y Si =
sation or reflection; and that this l‘elﬁt3(}n, hlow compre 16112
soever, terminates at last in them.” This o‘r is nothing less 1:12
a new theory : thus far Locke had flot said a word (fonciell"nﬁlal
reflection; it is a manifest contradictlon_of. the passa-g:e \]: ic S
have cited to you. But is this contradmmm} thrown 1‘n ;‘; . y.
chance, then abandoned and lost? Yes, m Ohapt:el X
not in the entire work. Read another chapter of this same secn
ond hook, Chapter XXI., on power. .At_ ’notto_m a ch]apter ,0
power is a chapter on cause; for what is power, if not ¢ 1: pc:;ir
of producing something, that is, a cau'sc?* 'I"o_ treat ]: p(;) O:E
then, is to treat of cause. Now, what is the origin of t: e 1hea,d
power, according to Locke, in the express ch:ipter Wl‘nc-h e t}e&;
votes to this investigation? As in Chapter XXVI, it is at th
: i nsation and reflection.
Sd!];}i;];mﬁ.szhap. XXI. Of Power, § 1. ¢ Thisidea ]zO?zlatg?t.
The mind being every day informed, by tl.le senses, Of. the a eza{i
tion of those simple ideas it observes in things w1tl101;;t, and
taking notice how one comes to an end, and ceases‘ to 1e,0 ar(lm
another begins to exist which was nolt before: reflecting, a sf, o
what passes within itself, and observing a constant c.hange o th;
ideas, sometimes by the impression of m'mva.rd‘ob‘]ects on‘ .
senses, and sometimes by the determination of its own eh(;ice;
and concluding from what it has so constantly observed to- i.lv
been, that the like changes will for the future be made in tha

# The famous Essay of IInme, on Cause, is entitled Jdea of Power.
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same things by like agents, and by the like ways; considers in
one thing the possibility of having any of its simple ideas changed,
and in another the possibility of making that change: and so
comes by that idea which we call power,”

Of these two origins, T have demonstrated that the first, sen-
sation, is insufficient to explain

the idea of cause, that is, of power.
“The second origin remains,

But does this second origin precede,
or does it follow the first ? According to Locke, we derive the
idea of cause both from sensation and from reflection ; but from
which do we draw it first? One of the eminent merits of Locke,
as I have already designated to you, is that of having shown, in
the question concerning time, that the first succession which re-
veals to.us the idea of time, is not the succession of exterior
events, but the succession of our thoughts. Here Locke equally
says, that it is first from the interior and not from the exterior,
in reflection, and not in sensation, that the idea of power is given
to us. It is a manifest contradiction, I agree, with bis official
chapter on cause; but it is an honor to Locke to have seen and
established, while contradieting himself, that it is
the consciousness of our operations, that the first
idea of cause is given to us.

in reflection, in
and most clear
I wish to read this entire passage
from Locke, because it shows a true talent for observation and a
rare psychological sagacity.

Book II. Chap. XXI. § 4. “The clearest idea of active power
had from spirit. We are abundantly furnished with the idea of
passive power by almost all sorts of sensible things. In most of
them we cannot avoid observing their sensible qualities, nay, their
very substances, to be in a continual flux: and therefore with
reason we look on them as lable still to the same change. Nor
have we of active power (which is the more proper signification
of the word power) fewer instances: since whatever change is
observed, the mind must collect a power somewhere able to
make that change, as well as a possibility in the thing itself to
receive it. But yet, if we will consider it attentively, bodies, by
our senses, do not afford us so clear and distinct an idea of active
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power as we have from reflection on the operat%ons of our mmds;
For all power relating to aet-ion,—and. there. be‘!.ng but two‘ sorts
of action whereof we have any idea, viz., thm'kmg and motwn,—‘
let us consider whence we have the deare.st .1deas of the p(;wexs
which produce these actions. 1. Of tllnnkmg, hody aFﬁ:ur shu;;
no idea at all: it is only from reflection that \Te 'ha.\e that.
2. Neither have we from body any idea of the begu?mmg of mo-
tion. - A body at rest affords us no idea ot any ac_twe‘ power to
move ; and when it is set in motion itself, that motion is rather a
passion than an action in it. For when the ball obeys the stroke
of a billiard-stick, it’ is not any action of the ba-ll,‘but h('-u'e pas-
sion : - also, when by impulse it sets another ba]_l in motion ?’.}rla;
lay in its way, it only communicates the motion it had rec.em:.1 ;
from another, and loses in itself so much as the othler recewe‘ f
which gives us but a very obscure iflea of an active p}?w;ez;l ot
moving in body, whilst we observe it only to traj:lsfer,f u c:.
produce, any motion. For it is but a very G’F}sct1re idea o pi?we :
which reaches not the production of the a:_ztmn, but ﬂ:ie corlxtgm:-
tion of the passion. For so is motion ‘m a bodj'r n'npel e );
another ; the continuation of the alternation madelm 1t,_fr0mfrtf
to motion being little more an action than the 'contmuafilon of The
alternation of its figure by the same blow, is an actwn.. :
idea of the beginning of motion we have only from rfl?]ecttor:}; :
what passes in ourselves, where we find by expe:u;ce,e ¥
barely by willing it, barely by & thought of the mn:‘ : gﬁ b
mow; the parts of our bodies which were bfai'ore at rest. o
it seems to me, we have, from the observation of th(_% eper? Ot-we
bodies by our senses, but a very impenf_ecb, o.bscure u:.lia 0 :fc e
power, since they afford us not any_ idea In thembi ves
power to begin any action, either motion or th:_aught.h' L
Locke evidently feels that he has contrad}cted imself, -
therefore adds: ¢ But if from the imEulse bodies are obsel:;-z o
make one upon another, any one thinks he ha:s a cle'a.r 1One Of
power, it serves as well to my purpase., Sf%nsatl?n ?eullsihou .
those ways whereby the mind eomes by its ideas: only g
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it worth while to consider here, by the way, whether the mind
doth not receive its idea of active power clearer from reflection
on its own operations than it doth from any external sensation,”

Now, this Power of action, of which reflection gives us the dis-
tinct idea, which sensation alone cannot furnish, what is it 9
This power is that of the will.

Book II. Chap. XXT, §5: «This at least T think evident, that
we find in ourselves a power to begin or forbear, continue or end
several actions of our minds, and motions of our hodies, barely
by a thought or preference of the mind ordering, or, as it were,
rommanding the doing or not doing such or sucha particular
action. . This power which the mind has thus to order the con-
sideration of any idea, or the forbcaring to consider it—or to pre-
fer the motion of any part of the body to its rest, and wice versq,
in any particular instance—is that which we call the will, The
actual exercise of that power, by '

7 directing any particular action, or
its forbearance, is that

which we eall volition, or willing.  The for-
bearance of that action, consequent to such order or command ¢f
the mind, is called voluntary. And whatsoever action js performed
without such a thought of the mind, is called involuniary.”
Behold, then, the will considered as a power of action, as a
productive power, and consequently as a cause. This is the
germ of the beautiful theory of M. de Biran on the origin of the
idea of cause. According to M. de Biran,* as well as

according
to Locke; the idea of cause is not

given to us in the observation
of exterior phenomena, which, considered solely with the senses,
do not manifest to us any causative power and appear simply
successive ; it is given from within in the reflection, in the con-
sciousness of our operations and of the power which produces
them, to wit, the will. T make an effort to move my arm, and T
move it.. When we analyze attentively this phenomensn of the
effort which M. de Biran considers as the ty

pe of the phenom-
ena of the will, we find therein :

1st, the consciousness of a

voluntary act; 2d, the consciousness of a movement produced ;
e —— 1 e
* Works of M. de Biran, passim.




