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374 ON THE HYPOTHESIS

 ‘phaffitasms of the Greek schools, the visions of Malebranche or Berkeley, the
| mathematical points of Boscovichy the: APPARITIONS OT APPEARANCES of the
¢ Common-Sense hypothesis,——whether'lhey be a nameor athing; any thing or
* nothing, the writers themselves have given us no clew 1o determine, and per-
| haps have:hardly determined for themselves. |
« We have thus travelled over a wide extent of ground, but have not yet quite
| reached our journey’s end, It still: remains' to us to examine the popular
hypothesis of the present day, put forth, from the north, under the captivating
“title of the System of Common$ense; prodaced undoubtedly from the best mo-
! tives, and.offered as a universal and infallible: specific for all the woundsand
weaknesses.we may have incurred in®our encounters with the preceding
1 combatanits. :
“The consideration’ of this shall form the subject of our ensuing lecture;
t and I shall afterward, by your periission, follow up the whole by submitling
. a few general observations on the entire subject, and endeavour 10 collect for
your use, from the wide and tangled wilderness in which: we have been beat-
ing, the few flowers and the little fruit.that may be honestly worth the trouble
L of preservation.

!‘_—-———'—,_-'-'

“LECTURE VI
ON THE HYPOTHESIS OF COMMON SENSE.

; I must be obvious, I think, to every one who has attentively watched the
i origin and progress of those extraordinary and chimerical opinions through
' which we have lately been wading, and which have been dressed up by phi-
Josophers - of the rarest endowments’and'deepest learning, into a show of
systems 4nd theories, that'the grand cause of ‘their absurdities is attributable
10 the!imperfect knowledge we possess respecting the nature and qualities of
 matter; and ‘the'nature and qualities of those perceptions which material ob-
jects produce in the mind, through the medium of ‘the external senses.
.These_perceptions, however: accounted for, and -whatéver: they have been
f supp’osqd to consist in, have in'most ancient, and in all modern; schools been
+ equally'denominated ideas ; and hence ideas have sometimes implied modifi-
I cations; o to speak, of pure intelligence, which was the opinion of Plato and
: of iBérkeley ;” of .immaterial japparitions or phantasms, which 'was that of
Avistotle, and in'a eeriain sense may perhaps be said to have been’ that of
 Hume; 'of real species or material images, which was that of Epicurus, of
! Sir Kenelm Digby,* and many other schoolmen of the middle of the seven-
{ teenth century; of mere notional resemblances, which was' that of Des
{ Cartes; and of whatever it was the ultimate intention of any of these scho-
| Jastic! terms' 10 signify, whether phantasm, notion, or species ; whatever is
 the- object of the understanding when a man thinks, or the mind can be em-
* ployed about wheri 'thinking; which was that of Locke, and is the fair import
 of ithe word in popular speech. :
i Itis, pqssible, moreover, that this indiseriminate use of the same term to
i express different apprehensions, and particularly in modern times, has contri-
buted to'many of the errors which are peculiarly: chargeable to the metaphy-
 sical writers of modern times. - But this opinion has been carried much farther
: by Dr. Reid,'who has persuaded himself that the'word idea has been the rock
+ on'which all the metaphysical: systematizers, from the time of Aristotle to
i his'own era, have.slllipwrecked-themscl\'es .:and hence, having determined to
. oppose the absurdities of his own countryman Mr. Hume, by the introduction

i

. dHe \:ns warmly opposed by Alexander Ross, of Hndibrastic memory, who was a stanch Aristotelian,

; 321 ,il:; ;gzu::l;ly,dnlucd tlie materiality of ideas, See Ross's argument in Professor Stewart’s Essalys,
. 1 v 596, 410,
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‘of a new hypothesis, he thought the better way would beto clear the grom{d
“on every side, by an equal excommunication of this mischievous term, and
of every system into which it! had ever found an entrance; whence all the
“authors of such systems, whateyer may have been their views or principlés
in other respects, he hiis luntped together by the common name' of Idealists.
The motive of. Dr: Reid was pure and praiseworthy: he entered the arena
with great'and splendid talents; and soon found ‘himself powerfully abetted
by his friends, Dr."Adam Smith, Dr. Beattie, Lord Kames, Dr. Campbell,'and
Mr. Dugald- Stéwart: but it must be ‘'obvious to every one, thatin the execu-
tion of bLis ‘motive he has carried his resentment {o'a’strange and somewhat
ludicrous extreme. ' Idea is a word sufficiently harmless in itself, and even
his own friends have not chosen to follow him in his'Quixotic warfare against
it ; and have, consequently, continued to use it, in spitéof his outlawry and pro-
scription : while toarrange under the samebanner every one who hasemployed
this term, and to impute thesame dangerous tendency to every hypothesis
in which it is to be met with, is to make the wearing of ‘a blue or a chocolate
coat a sure sign of treason, and to assert that every man who is found thus
habited deserves hanging. 0 ' ; . 2 -7
. ‘Mr. Locke'distinctly tells us, that he uses the termidea in its popular sense,
and only in' its ‘popular sense. But he uses it,and that is enough:—the mis-
chief is irl the word itself. ‘1t has, however,been attempted to be proved that
he has not always known the sense in which he did use it ; and that he has
-sometimes employed it in a popular and sometimes in a scholastic import, as
“ denoting that certain'ideas are not mere notional perceptions, but material
images or copies of the objécts which they indicate, by which means he has
given'a strofig handle to'such ‘materialistsy or favourers of materialism, as Hart-
ley, lf'riéélié'y;‘-;md-D-é.r'-’.i*iﬁ:"v'rh'ile,’ by hisstriking away from bodies all their
: se'cio'ndé'ry.'Quaiitiés;'.aé taste;smell, sound, and colour, he has given a similar
"handle' 1o such immaterialists as Berkeley and Hume.. : : ¥
- Notw! it is notVoften’ that'a theory 18 aceused of leaning north and south at
!the"sanie’ time s"and'whenever it can be so aceused, the charge is perhaps
| thie highest ‘compliment that can be paid to it, as proving its uprightness and
{ freedOm from bias. ' But it 'was ahsolutely neeessary for the success of the
I niew hypothesis' that the Essay on Human Understanding should be demon-
* strited to be radically erroneous; and particularly to have some connexion in
I {hie 'way of ‘causation with’what may be ‘called the: physical®speculations’ of
i the 'day, whether of materialism or of immaterialism : since so long as this
iremained firm, so long as the system maintained its ground, the immortal
‘edifice proposed 1o be erected—monumentwn Ere perenntus—could find no
place for a foundation ; and on this account, and, so far as I ¢an learn, on this
aécount ‘alone, the name of Locke has been placed among * the most cele-
‘ brated promoters ‘of modern skepticism ;”* though it is admitted that nothing
\was farther from his'inténtion. 3 ‘ A
.1t is hence requisite, before we enter upon a-survey of this new hypothesis,
to inquire how far the objections which were offered against Mr. Locke’s
theory are founded in fact. I have already mentioned two of the more pre-
-minent, and 1 shall have occasion to mention two others immediately.
We are told, in the first place, that Mr. Locke has not used the term idea in
“all instances in one aud the same signification; and that while it sometimes
imports something separate from body, it sometimes imports'a modification
of body itself. ¢ e : s : :

But this is egregiously to mistake his meaning, and to charge him with a
confusion of conception which only belongs to the person who can thus
interpret him. Des Cartes, after most of the' Greek philosophers, had asserted,
that our ideas are in some way or other’exact images of the objects presented
to the senses: Mr. Locke, in'opposition’ to this assertion, contended, that so
far from being exact images they have not the smallest resemblance to them

‘in any respect, with the exception of those ideas that represent the real ox
i primary qualities of bodies, or such as belong to bodies intrinsically ; amd

4 Bealtle on Truth: compare parl il ch. 1. &1, & with the opening of part il ch. firga
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which, in his own day, were supposed to consist of figure, extension, solidity
motion or rest, and pumber. These qualities being REAL in the bodies in
which. they appear, the ideas which reaLLy represent them are, in lis opinion,
entitled to be called RESEMBLANCES of them: while theideas of the secondary
qualities of bodies, or those which are not real but merely ostensible, or
which, in other words, do not intrinsically belong to.the bodies in which they
appear, 88 colour, sound, taste, and smell, are not entitled to be called resem-
blances of them. Now, what does such observation upon these two sets of
cgmlitics amount to? Plainly and unequivoeally to this, and nothing more;
that as the first set of ideas are real representatives of real qualities, and the
latter real representatives of ostensible qualities, there is in the former case
a resemblance of reality, though there 'is no other resemblance, and, in the
latter case, no resemblance of reality, and, conseguently, no resemblance
whatever. The resemblance is in respect to the reality of the qualities per-
ceived ; it is simply a resemblance of reality : here it begins, and here it ends.
But the adverse commentators before us contend, that it neither begins nor
ends here ; and that the word resemb!ance must necessarily import an aetual
and material resemblance,—a corporeal copy or image; and that, conse-
quently, the class of ideas referred to must necessarily be material and cor-
poreal things. So that it is not allowable toany man to say, that truth re-
sembles a rock, unless he ‘means, and is prepared to prove, that truth is a
hard, stony mass of matter jutting into the sea, and fatal to ships that dash
against it. .

But many of Mr. Locke’s own followers are said to have understood him
in this sense. Not, however, in regard to this distinction : though I am ready
to admit that many of those who have pretended to be his followers, have
misunderstood him upon the subject of ideas generally, and have affirmed, in
direct opposition to his own words, that, in the Essay on Human Under-
standing, all our ideas of sensation are supposed to be sensible representations
or pictures of the objects apprehended by the senses. This observation par-
ticularly ‘applies to Locke's French commentators and followers, Condillae,
Turgot, Helvetius, Diderot, D'Alembert, Condorcet, Destuti-Tracy, and
Degerando: coneerning whom Professor Stewart has made the following
just remark ; that while these ingenious mén have laid hold eagerly of this
common principle of reasoning, and have vied with each other in extolling
Tocke for the sagacity which he has displayed in unfolding it, hardly two of
them can be named who have understood it precisely in the sense annexed
to it by the author. What is still more remarkable, the praise of Locke has
been loudest from those who seem to have taken the least pains to ascertain
the import of his conelusions.”*

The term ossect Mr. Locke has occasionally used in an equally figurative
sense. 'Thus book ii. ch. i, seet. 24: “In time,” says he, “the mind comes
to reflect on its own operations about the ideas got by sensation; and thereby
stores itself with a new set of ideas, which T call ideas of reflection. These
are the smpressions that are ynade on onr senses by oUTWARD OBJECTS that are
extrinsical to the mind, and ifs own operations proceeding from powers intrin-
sical and proper 10 itself; which, when reflected on by itself, becoming also
osecTs of its contemplation, are, as I have said, the originals of all know-
ledge.”

lgTo words ‘ean more clearly prove that Locke regarded ideas of sensation
as impressions made by external objects, and not as objects themselves ; and
ideas of refleetion as operations of the mind, and no more objects, literally so
considered, than in the preceding case. And hence, when, towards the close
of the above passage, he applies the term objects to these operations, he can
only in fairness be supposed to do itin afigurative sense: in which sense,
indeed, he applies the same term (o ideas of all kinds in another place, where
he explains an idea to be * whatsoever is the ossect of the understanding

when a man thinks.” And yet he has been accused, by the School of Com-

* Essays, vol. 1. p. 102
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mon Sense, of using the term literally; and it is “to Dr. Reid,” says Mr.
Stewart, * that we owe the important remark that all these notions (images
phantasms, &c.) are wholly hypothetical :™* and that we have no ground for
supposing that in any operation of the mind there exists in it an object distinct
from the mind itsell.

With respect to the division of the qualities of bodies just adverted to
though derived from the views of Sir Isaac Newton, I am ready to admit that
it is loose, and in some respects, perhaps, erroneous. Nor is this to be won-
dered at; for [ have already had frequent oceasions to observe, that it isa
subject upon which we are totally ignorant and that we are rather obliged
to suppose, than are capable of proving the existence of even the least con-
troverted. primary qualities of bodies, as extension, solidity, and figure, in
order-to avoid falling into the absurdity of disbelieving a material substrate,
But the supporters of the new hypothesis have no reason 1o triumph upon this
point, since it is a general doctrine. of their creed that all the qualities of
matter are equally primary or real; in the interpretation of which, however,
the sentiments of Mr. Stéwart are wider from those of Dr. Reid than Dr.
Reid’s are from Mr. Locke’s.

Nor are they altogether 'clear from the very same charge here advanced
against Mr. Locke : * Professor Stewart, in his Elements, says, ‘Dr. Reid has
justly distinguished the quality of colour from what he calls the appearance
of colour, which last can only exist in a mind.’ And Dr. Reid himself says,
¢The name of colour belongs indeed to the cause only, and not tothe effect.’”
Here, then, we have it unequivoeally from Dr. Reid, that colourisa quality
in an external body,—and the sensation oceasioned by it in the mind is onl
the appearance of that external quality ' '—Would any one suppose that sucﬁ
doetrine could come from the illustrious defender of non-resemblances —
from the foander of the school which ridicules Locke, Berkeley, and Hume,
for supposing that our ideas of primary qualities are resemblances of those
qualities 1— What is the appearance of any thing but a resemblance of it?
An appearance of any thing means the highest degree of resemblance ; oF
that precise resemblance of it which makes it seem to be the thing itself”}
.Hf: earance, in Dr. Reid’s sense of the term, is precisely assimilated 110 the
phantasm of Aristotle.

In reality, neither of these objections against Mr. Locke’s theoryseem {o
have weighed very heavy with Dr. Beattie, whose chief ground of conlroversy
is drawn from another source; from Locke’s having opposed the Cartesian
doctrine of innate ideas and principles: or, in other words, from his having
opposed M. Des Cartes’s gratuitous assertion that infallible notions of a Go&i
of matter, of consciousness, of moral right, together with other notions of a
like kind, are implanted in the mind, and may be found there by any man who
will search for them; thus superseding the necessity for discipline and educa-
tion, and putting savages upon a level with theologians and moral philoso-
phers. To confute this absurdity of M. Des Cartes is the direct object of
the first book of the Essay on Human Understanding ; “and it is:this first
book,” says Dr. Beattie, * which, with submission, I think the worst and most
dangerous.”f ‘Here again, however, it is altogether unnecessary for me to
offer a vindication, for it has been already offered by one of the most able
supporters of the new sysiem, Mr. Dagald Stewart himself; who thus oh-
serves, as though in direct contradiction to his friend Dr. Beattie : ‘“ the hypo-
thesis of innate ideas thus interpreted (by Des Cartes and Malebranche)
scarcely seems to have ever merited a serious refutation. In England, for
many. years past, it has sunk into complete oblivion, excepting asa mouument
of the Tollies of the learned.”§ ]

We have thus far noticed three ‘objections advanced against Mr. Locke's
system by the three warmest champions for the newhypothesis. Anditisa
curions fact, that they are almost advanced singly ; for upon,these three points

*Flem. ch. §il.§ 1i. Fearne's Essay, p. 3.
t Pearne's Essay on Conscioiisness, 64 xii. p. 24742 edit.
1 Beutiie on ‘U'nuthy part ik ch. iis sech L% & Exsays, vol. b p. 11T,




{he three combatants:are very little! more in' harmony with themselves than
- they are with the' Goliath'against ' whom they have entered the lists. Theie
*ig a fourth 'obje}’:tion;‘htjujéver;'and‘,jt'_would be the'chiel and most direct, if
't could be ‘well*supported,'on’which' the ‘metiphysicians of the north seem
! to be unanimous. ~The Essayon Hiiman Understanding resolves all the ideas
we possess, or can possibly possess, into the two classes of those oblained by
 sensation; or the’ exercise of ‘our external senses, and those obtained by re-
. flection, 'or the ‘operations of the mind on itself; and it defies its readers to
1 point ‘'out a‘single idéa which is not redutible to the one'or the other of these
“general 'heéads, ~The supporters of the ‘northern hypothesis™~have specially
- accepted this challenge; and have attempted to point out a variety of 1deas, or
 coNcEPTIONS, a8 Dr. Reid prefers calling them, which are in the mind of every
man, and ‘which are neither the result ‘of.sensatim‘l or reflection ; and they
have 'peculiarly fixed upon " those of extension, figure, and motion. And
" hence' this fafgiiment 'is regard’ed’as‘decisive,‘and'-‘is proposed, both by Dr.
Reid and Prefessor Stewart, © as an experimentum crucis, by which theideal
system must, stand or fall.!™ _
Now, strictly speaking, this invincible argument, as it is called, is no argu-
" ment whatever. It is a mere question of opinion, whether the above-named
'ideas, together with those of time, space, Immensity, and eternity, which
" belotig to the same class, can be obtained either by means of the external
senses or the operation of the mind “upon its own p()‘\'ff*_.rs,‘or,w'll('th[!r they
" cannot.  And, for mysell, I completely caneur in’ believing with ' Mr. Locke
that they can : ‘though I am ready to leave this part of the subject, as Tam
the whole!quéstion between us, to Mr. Stewart’s own case of the boy born
" blind and dekf;as commuhicated to the Royal Society of Edinburgh in the
. eourse of last year ;t who, it is admitted, is possessed of perfect soundness
of mind; but who, at that time in. his seventeenth year, was, as we are ex-
pressly told, without any idea of a being superior {0 himself ; of any religios
feelings ; and who did not appear to have posse_ssed any moral feelings upon
the sudfen death of an indulgent father, notwithstanding the utmost. paiis
that Had been taken to give him#instruction. 'If this’ boy shall be found fo
possess as clear an idea of figure and motion as those who have the free use
of their éyes,'l will readily allow Mr. Locke's system to be unfounded. “That
he must have some idea follows necessarily from this' system; because lie
appears to have a very fine touch, and has also, orat least had till very lately,
some small glimmering of light’and colours.} R
But, upon the ‘northern hypothesis, he ought not only to have some idea of
these qualities of bodies, but A MOST TRUE AND CORRECT IDEA, probably more so,

instead of less s0, than that of other persons: since he is said' to' obtain''it
from a fa.culgy‘which. is nqt‘supposeq to be injured, and since the want of ‘ore
sense is usually found to strengthen the remainder. ; ;

With respect to the'idea of. extension, indeed, which, by gome philosophers,
is thonght to be the most difficult of the whole, it appears' to’ me' that'it'is
capable of being obtained with at least as much perspicuity as' that of ‘most
other qualities of bodies, and more so than ideas 'of many of: them ;' for'we
have in this instance the power of touch to correct that of sight, or vice versd;
while in 2 multitude of other instances we are compelled to trust to one sense
alone. Extension, in"its"general signification, is*a”"complex’ idea,’ resulting
from a combination of the more simple’ ideas' of length, breadth, and' thick-
ness ; and ‘hence evidently imports 2 continuity of  the parts of whatever sub-
ject the idea is applied to; whether it be a solid substance, as a billiard' ball,
or the unsolid space which measures the ‘distance between' one’ billiard ball

and another; the idea of measure being, indeed, the most obvious idea we can
form of it. In both which cases'we determine the relative proportions of thie

* Reid's Tnquiry, &c.p. 137. Stewart’s Estave, vol. i. p. HH9. 488
t 4 Same Acconnt of a Boy born Blind #hd Deaf. . By Dugald Stewart, Eeq,, F.R8." ed. 4t0. Edin.
1812 With which compare, relating to the rame individual, * History of James' Muchel, 8 Boy boin
+ Blind and Deaf, &c. By James Wardcop, F.R.8." * Ed. 4t0. 1813.
+ § See EdinyRev. No. xl. p. 468.
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' length, breadth, and thickness by the eye, by the toucls, or by botlt: and ak-
quire, so far as I can see to the contrary, notwithstanding all that has beén
said upon the subject, as clear an idea as we do.of substance. - It is first ob-
tained, | grant, from the sight or touch of what is solid alone ; and it is after-
ward made use of in a more abstract form, as a measure of what is unsolid ;
whence the mind is ablé to apply it not only to the subject of pure space, but

f to a‘contemplation of circles, triangles, polygons, or any other geometrical
figure, even though''such' figures be not present to the senses, and exist alone
in its own'conceptions. .

Extension} by'the Cartesian school, was only applied to solid substance, or
body ; but then they supposed the universe to consist of nothing but solid
substance, or body, and that there is no such thing as vacuum, Or pure space,
Among the Newtonians, who admit space, extension is applied as generally
10 this latter as to the former; but in order to avoid‘the confusion to which
the application of ‘this term 10 things so totally opposite'as'matter and space
has produced in common discourse; Mr. Locke advises 'totappropriate the

i term extension to body, and expansion 10 spaces; ‘using ‘both''these terms,
however, as perfect synonyms, and as equally importing the simple idea of
measure; which, as L have just observed, is the most cbvious and explanatory
idea that can be offered upon this subject. | AR

Widely different, however, is. the opinion of the metaphysical school’ of
North ‘Britain ;' and l_he'ncei in'order to’ account for these abstruse ideas; to

_which they affirm that néither our senses NOF OUT TEason Can give rise; as also
in order to compel ourbelief that the external world exists In every respeet
precisely as 1T urmns'jro‘sx:s'r,'aud'llmt external bodies possess in them-
selves all the qualities, both primary’ and’ secondary, which: THEY' APPEAR TO
possess, and Lhus;'wilh'one‘wide'sw'eep',‘to"cltia'ar‘ the!gr't‘)und-as-well‘of the
errors of Des Cartes, Newton, and Locke, as of those of ‘Berkeley and Humeé ;
Dr. Reid. who, at one time, had been a follower of Berkeley, and, as-he'hiri-
self tells us, * had embraced the whole of his system,”* steps forth with his
new theory, the more important doetrines of which may be comprised under

. the four following heads :—, = AT

1. There exist in the mind of man various ideas or conceptions, both phy-
sical and metaphysical, which we have never derived either from sensutién
or reflection. ; ; | ety bs o ki,

- IL "There must therefore exist, somewhere or other in the animal frame,\a’
third percipient principle, from which alone such ideas can have been derived..

111 From this additional principle there is no appeal : it is higher in its°

. knowledge, and surer in its decisian, than either the senses or the reason 3 it
compels our assent in' a'variety of cases, in which we should ‘otherwise-be
left in the most distressing doubt;'and gives us an’assurance, not ‘only that
there is an external world taround *us, but' that the primary and - secondary
qualities of ‘bodies exist equally and uniformly in the bodigs‘uthemselves;*dr,

ih other words, that every thing’ actually is as it appears to'be.
1V. This mandatory or superior principle is’coMMoN SENSE'OT INSTINCT.
And in order to ensure himsell success in theestiablishment'of the doctrinés
contained in this outline, Dr. Reid, with a warmer dévotion than’ falls-to* the
lot of metaphysicians’in general, and in' some*degree’ breathing: of ' poetie
inspiration, opens his Inquiry with the following animated prayer: ‘,‘*Adqured
philosophy 1I'daughter'nfnlight‘. parent of - wisdom ‘and knowledge !'fif- thou
art she ! surely thou hast not yet arisen upon the' human'mind, nor blessed'ds
with more of thy rays than are sufficient 1o shed a'darkness visible*upoit the
human faculties, and to disturb that repose and seeurity which happi.ér‘_iiibf't]gﬂs
enjoy, who never;approached thine altar, nor felt thine influence ! : But"if,
~indeed, thou hast nottpower to dispel those clouds and phantoms which thou
hast discovered ‘or eredted, withdraw this penurions and malignant ray:<I
 despise philosophy, and renounce its guidance :' let my soul dwell with coin-

| mon sense.”

# See Dugald Stewant's Essays, note E, p. 548, and compare with ch, 1. p. 62, 63.




880 ON THE HYPOTHESIS

How far this petition was mi{mlli[!ml to, and ﬂimt pmslraltlt: ‘supplinm was ena-
ai0 his object, we shall pow proceed 1o exam e, 3
'nlelti i;onn:):f:tl:wssar; '.lgi‘li.ll to inquire \\'Iliu'tllcrlh(! abstruse ule-:ts_uf cxmns.mn,
fiure, and motion, time :\11}I gpace, together with various ‘Jl‘hl:l.‘h‘uf ‘tlmus-_lmc
kind, can or cannot be derived frmn_nu-.mnl reflection or external ejenbil“-ml-h
1 have already touched upon the subject, anid must refer sneh of my ai u]\(.cl
as are desirous of entering into it more deeply to the wrilings of Locke and
Tucker on the one side, and of Reid and Stewart on the ather. I shall unl:,-'
observe, i addition, that Mr. Stewart himsell admits, with that h'hl,‘rillrll)
which p(‘.culinrlychur;u-lcrizcﬁ his pen, that the ideas or notions ol cz‘.\li-ns;:m
and figure, which he somewhat quaintly denominates “ the mm‘]rcrm.:!n‘u affec-
tions of matter,” presuppose the exercise of our external senses.” But “II;S,
being admitted, they ought, 1f not derived from their immediate action, to be
fundamentally dependent upon them. St o e
Let us step forward at ouce 10 an investigation of the ncwl_\'-rilscuwre(;
and sublime principle itself, by which all these profundities dre 10 be fathomed,
and all the aberrations of sense and reason to be corrected. )
Many of my hearers will perhaps smile at the wlea that this high and mn_g.hq&
principle isenothing more than commomn SEASE ; but, in truth, \h‘{: f'fml"'h_'l. .mI
supporters of the northern system seemn o have heen \v:JuLI% dl}. i f;;s?,lm'm
only what name 10 give it, bul what nature Lo bestow upon 1L anc 11|.n1;. y |L-n(.3
yariously, and at times most cloudily and nuzungruuus‘i‘\;, described it, an
loaded it with as many names and titles as belong to 2 Spanish grandee or a3
iz i inister. :
Pe“‘-slla‘l’l sp;l;"s]%l:ll{:aid, & {here are certain principles, as 1 think there are, which
the constitution of our narure leads us to believe, and which we are under a
necessity to take for granted in the common concerns of life, without "“"'_"f' :.l!ll(:l to
give areason for them, these are what we ¢all the prineiples of COMMOR SENSE. t
Upon this passage I shall only, for the pru%l—!lﬂ._l’(‘,ln:lrk, Lhutdyhtf |'1{‘:w per-
cipient faculty, which it is the vbject of the Seottish L!w:)ry 1o _13{,0\u"u? }l-s,
is one, as we have just been told, LI)atJ‘s capable of t'_&lel'!(}l)i'!g ll.!ri aun ey fhrlf
beyond “ the common COnCETis of life,” and of f?_”“_‘Flgl It St Qﬂ[’ E‘im;nguni-
matical affections of matter; and, cunsoquenll}', that if the _[H;m iples of 0 -
mon sense be limited, a8 they seein 10 be here,and in my juc L_,r.nwnl correctly
s0, 10 * the commob concerns of ltﬁ’_,” 1_h¢'jy ¢al never answ ['-] the ;‘)\ufpl:nsjpyt
which this faculty aspires, and for which it is started in the present I-lj. p?l \esis :
swhich demands not only a common sense, but a moral and a Ii\l.il_l\l‘tlfldtll,:ll
sense ; and all esseuli:illy"dislmcl from, and totally independent of, corporea
ation « sental intelligence. SR
se?tsﬁ;u::u{tl:?ldtg b::1 regrcrued:: howeveryand forms an insupnr:ublel objec-._mn to
the whole hypmhesis, that its fouz_ldurs have never been able to agree among
themselves upoi the pature of their new’ ;)rl‘[:crli)lr{. } : Lo
“The power Or faculty,” s-tys_l)r. Reid, “ by which we a.rqt_urg EIP:‘il} r:mi-
ceptions (those of extension, motion, and the other attributes of matter), must

be something diffzrent from any power of the _'nmu:n mind that hath been ex-
plained, since it is neither sensalion nor reflection.”] e '

This is loosely written ; for it seems 10 intimate that t‘I\_n;‘.r( 1:rm;, be c.n‘u(pp-
tions or ideas in the mind, derived from or dependent on itself, \\hrn-.h ,luu not
conceptions or idgas of reflection: while the phrase L!f-us of l‘l'ﬂl'[‘ll(ll'l: a8 (:Jm
ployed in Locke's system, embraces ideas of every kind of u'knc_h the mind is
or can be conscious, and which issue from any powers of its owi.

Dugald Stewart gives the same doctrine more correctly, as follows, :}nd fzs
a pnrt‘:‘lphmse upon this very puassage: “That we have nullon:‘s of e_\ujrr_'(.il

ualities which haye no resemblince Lo OUr sensations, O L0 ANy l‘.iill_’_:‘(lr. W hu:h
?he mnind is CONSCIOUS, 8 therefore a fact of which every man s experience
affords the completest evidence, and to which 1t 18 not ;)(}::iﬁlllij' |l}) nrpl[)(:lsgoa
single objection, but its incompatibility -.\"llh _1‘\.10 common philosophical HEo-
ries concerning the origin of our knowledge.”™§

* Essays, vol. k p» $3 t Inguiry, p. 6 t Reld, ch, v. sect. vik Essays, vol. I p. 540,
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But the question still returns, from what source then are these insensible,
unintellectual notions derived?  Where is the seat, and what is the meaning
of thiit coaaton sease which is o solve every difficulty T As these philoso-
phers make a boast of their expertmentum cructs, this is an experimentum
cructs in return to them; nor does there seem to be an individual through the
whole school that is able to work out a solution, or to offer any definite idea
upon the subject.

[ have already observed upon the lvoseness of Reid, who, in the passage
just quoted, seems still to have a slight inclination to regard his principle of
CoMMON SENSE a5 @ power of the puxp, and of course as seated in the mental
organ; though a power that has not hitherto been explained. In the follow-
ing passage he seems 10 regard it as a power of the external senses, and,
hence, as seated in these senses themselves.

& Phe account which this system (Huine’s) gives of our judement and belief
coucerning things, is as far from the truth as the account it gives of our
notions or simple apprehensions. - It represents our senses as having no
other office but that of furnishing the mind with notions or simple apprehen-
sions of things ; and makes our judgment and beliel concerning those things
to be acquired by comparing our notions together, and perceiving their agree-
ments or disagreements. We have shown, on the contrary, that EVERY
GPERATION, OF THE SENSES, in its very nature, implies JUDGMENT O BELIER A3
well as simple apprehension.””

Yet, in a third passage, he tells us still more openly, that common sense
belongs neither to the mind nor to the corporeal senses, but is *“ A PART OF
HUMAN NATURE WHICH HATH NEVER BEEN EXPLAINED I"f

Dr. Beattie, on the contrary, who assigns 10 the phrase Common Sense a
mueh more scholastic import than Dr. Reid appears 1o have intended, ex-
pressly asserts that common sense, as he understands it, signifies * that
powen oF THE suxp which perceives truth or commands belief, not by pro-
gressive argumentation, but by an instantaneous and INSTINCTIVE IMPULSE;{
or, #s lie says on another occasion, il iS INSTINCT and not reasox.”y  While
Mr. Stewart, still more decisively, declares it to_be the commoN REAsON of
mankind ;|| in express contradiction, however, to Dr. Reid, who as positively
declares the principles of common sense to consist of those principles which
we are under a neeessity of taking for granted, without being able To GIVE A
REASON FoR THEM,”P

Now, whether this third principle reside in the senses or in the mind, so
long as it resides in either of them, and constitutes a part of either of them,
the argnment which they call their experimentum cructs falls instantly to the
ground ; for the ideas to which it gives rise must be sensitive or mental ideas,
or, in other words, ideas of sensation or of reflection.

Dr. Beattie’s expression of instinctive timpulse resulting from a power of the
mind is still more objectionable ; for instinct is not a power of the mind, but
a power meaut to supply the place of a mind where no mind is present, or in
energy: and always acting most strikingly where there is least intelli-
gence, as in_the lowest rinks of animals; and perhaps. still more obviously
in plants. This is te confound endowments instead of to diseriminate them.
Nor is there less confusion in Dr. Reid’s account of the matter; which is,
¢ that every operation of the senses implies supeyenT and BELIEF, as well as
simple apprehension : for this is to transfer the mind itself from the brain
10 the senses, as well as to make a like transfer of the principle of common
sense to the same organs : it is to produce a chaos in the constitution of man,
by jumbling every faculty into an interference with every faculty. And yet
upon this very doctrine he stikes the whole truth or falschood of his theory ;
and Mr. Stewart abets him in the same appeal.**

It is amusing, indeed, to-run over the names, titles, or distinctive marks
assigned o their newly-discovered principle by the leaders of the Common-

» Inguiiry, ch. vii. p. 480. + Ihig. ch. v. leet. iii. p. 113, edit. 1785 4+ On Truth, parti, ch.i. p. 1L
&llnd, part ii. ch. i I Bsgay. iis p. 60 T Tuquiry; p. 0%
* Sibwait's Essays) vol. L p Gi81
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Sense_school, For we have not only common SCNse, instinet,* instinctive -

escience,f and instinctive propensity ;] -but dictates of nature,§ dictates of ‘
Tnterual sensation,| simple notions, and ultimate laws, [P judgment and belief
furnished by the senses,** ipducuve, principle,tt constitution o_f human na- .
tdre,}‘j_ common undersla‘ndm‘g,w moral ,sense,|' moral principle,[PIP - sug-
géstious.“‘ and, finally, inspiration: t|1u_s putting this imaginary power, if
not in the place of a Bible, upon an equality with it. :

The * original and natural judgments” of this faculty, says Dr. Reid, are
the INSPIRATION OF THE ALyiGaTy: “they serve to direct us in the cOMmon .
affairs of life, where our reasoning faculty would leave us in the dark. They
are a part of our constitution: and all,the discoveries .of, our, reason are
grounded upon them. They make up the common sense of mankind, and
what is manifestly contrary to any of those first prineiples is what we call |
absurd."t7 .

Now, what is to be collected from all this pomnpous heraldry of high-
sounding names,, so , totally ‘inconsistent with the: precision of an exact
science; and which certainly would not have been allowed had this school
been able to settle, among themselves, or to communicate 10 the public,a
clear idea of the seat, nature, or attributes of the new and, as I trust to prove,
imaginary faculty it thus ventures to introduce ; and which, after all, is only

* Beatiie, part i. ch. il. p. 25, stereotype edit.  Stewar's Essays, val. 1. p. 66, BT, 83. 589. ;

1 Rvid‘seiuﬁiuiry, ch. \ﬁ,pl(!r.l.l xxiv. ;y!ﬁl { Beatie on uth, part i. ch. iii. lect. \-!l. p.63.

g Ihid. part i, h. i, p 23.32. 11 Ibid. p. 31, s Essays, vol. i. essay iii. p. 123.

* Reid's Lnquiry, ch. vii. p. 481, o Thid, ch. vi. lect. xxiv. p. 442 5

1! Btewart, essay L. ch. 1. p. 7. - Reid, p. 391, Principles of the Constitution, Beaitie, part i. ch. ii.p. 99.

Osiginal Principles of the Constitution, Reid, Ing. ch. vi. lect. xxiv. p. 433. 441,
Reid, ch. vilect. xx. p. 380 5 :

ﬁ[ Stewart, essny i.ch. iv. p. 445 a phrase of Shafiesbury, and adopted from him by Hutcheson.

T Beattie, parti. ch. ii. {) 20, . J#% Jhid. essay if. ch. ii. p. 96.  Reid, ch. vi. lect. ii. p. 157,

11{ Reid, ch. vii. p.482.  In r > 1 1
in,a recent work of much moral excellence, has taken the same generalized view of those various powers,
and has directly resalved the whole into an irmmediate and continual fuw of divine inspiration through
the, agency, of the Holy Spicit; so thal the lowest animal, inis ipstingts,-and ;the most gifted saing, in his
special illumination, are supplied from one and the same intellectual fountain.,, And hence, in Dr. Han-

cock's view, this is a powes or energy whichi not only serves * 10 direct us in the coxmox affairs of life,

where our reasoning faculty would leave usin the dirk," but to enlighten os in the sublime mysteries of
spiritual truth. . * In the same manner as the Divine Being has scattered the seeds of, plants_and vege- |

taliles in the body of tlie earth, so he has implanted a portion of his own incorruptible seed, or of that
which in Seripture language is called ‘ihe seed of tlie kingdom, in the soul of every individual of the
human race.” - Essay on Instinet, p. 459, And hence, though Dr. Hancock is obliged 1o ' admit that
there are no innate ideas, according to the strict meaning r)f_Lhe tecmy, and rmally inscribed truths like
eatablishied propositions 1o be discovered in early life,—yet il i fair to presume that the rudiments or inhe-
rent propensities leading to mental and corporeal pecfection are still essentially in existence, Hence,
becanse we cannot discover in the infant mind the manifest signs of an original innate truth or concep-

tion (it there is a God, and the simple, propositions relative, to moral and religious duty, we are notto

conclude thal it has no tendency to develofie these ng tions'—Ihid. p: 314, 315

We, have here a clear example of the difficuliy of keeping an_hypolhesis within due limits that has no
fixed principles to be built upon. So far, however, as these writers appeal o Scripture in support of their
dactrine of a moral sense, or_ instinctive love of - virtue, propensity 10 moral right, internal light or innate
idea of Gaod, they seem to be apposed by every page to which thoy refer.  Forwhntever man, may become
by a gradual cultivation of his mental powers, or by immediate irradiation from heaven, we are expressly
told, what, indeed, we bave safficient proofs of if we look .aronnd us, and especially into savage tribes,
that by natare his * hearl is desperately wicked ' that shorly nfter the fall, God beheld that “ the wicked-
ness of man was great on the varth, and that every imagination of the thoughts of his, heart was pnly evil
continually ;7. that “ in the flesh dwelleth no good  thing;* that men by nature are un r“ the dominion
of sin,"'—whpse power is=h great as to constiunie, as it were, a % Law in the membe —and a lnw g0

active and hostile to every good principle, 08 to be for ever “* warring against the law, of the mind"” when |

enlightened by, a divine revelation, and even :;il'u:d. ne&_S Panl was, when he wrote this of himself, as well
as of others, with the power of the Holy Spirit. . And it is henee, St Paul tells us farther, that mankind, in

their natural state, instead of being children of light, with innate tendencies or propensities 1o good, have .

a heart at " enmily against God;'! and % are children, of wrath.”. : While instead ,of referring us to any
kind of precognita, inbred notions, or instinctive sugrestions, in prool of the existence and atributes of a
Deity, St Paul, like Locke, eends s to the works. of nature and of providence ; 10 the world without
instead of to the world within us; and to the exercise of our nwn senses in,relation to them: “ forthe
invisible things of God from the creation of. the world ARE unLEARLY sEEN, being undérstood by Tk
THINGA THAT ARE MADE, even his ETERNAL POWER. and Gonsean.” “And these proofs, are so_manifest,
and the daties they enjoin &0 easily deducible, as to form a law of nature, {* a law anto themselves,” in
the miinds of those who attend 1o thém; and have no  revealed law,—a conscience of what s right. and

wrong: #0 as to leave the,whole world, as ‘he’ frther adds,* without excuse,” for not acquiring this

knowledge, and 1his natural law. i It is to the game nook oF Narure, and . foridhe same, ]mr|urf-r_=.' that the
Psalmist leads himself in, Ps. — Wihen T copsider the heavens, the waork of, thy hands : the moan
and the stars which thon hast ordained ;' and t,which he lends every one plse, in Ps. xix. 1—3.. And 10
what but the same divine yet external prool does wuor E our lead us in Mait. vi, 28— Coxsioen the
lilies of the field, how they grow,” &e,, as well a8 in nunierous other places 1—extermnal objects generally J
fogming a text to the divine comment of him who “ spake us never man spake,”

[!-g:itg‘ng of the subject of instinet I had occasion to notice that Dr. Hancock, |
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intanded fosupply.the place of the innate ideas of M. Des Cartes, ag these ,
innate ideas were designed to supply the place of the intelligible world of the

4

reek|schools?, ~ °

.1t 15 hardly. possible for, us,"-says, Dr. Beattie, & to explain these dictates .
of our, nature according .10, common, sense and common,.experience, in _such-
language as shall be liable to no exception. The misfortune is, that many of
the .words we, must, use, though. extremely well understood, are either too
simple,or, too complex.in.their meaning to admit a logical definition.”* ~But
the plain fact is,.that they.have not,come to any.definite, meaning among
themselves.t+ Let us, then, just give a glance at the two leading terms, forit
i hardly worth; while to, follow .up, the whole of, them.  These. are common
sense. and anstinct : \both of which seem by, Dr. Reid, and in various places by

Dr. Beattie and Mr. Dugald Stewart, o be used in their popular import. .Can
any.man for, a moment, who has the slightest knowledge of physiology and
philology, seriously, admit, that common sense and instinct are the same -
tl%ing 7, 0r rather, ought ;to be confounded under. the'same term ** Do these.

wriiers believe so, themselves, whenever they form any clear and precise idea
of these faculties in their own minds? “ Common sense,” says Mr. Dugald
Stewart, is # the common reason of mankind 2’} and every manof common

sé_nse_wj,l],l suppose, accede to this definition. . But common sense, says Dr.
Reid, as though in direct opposition to Mr. Stewart, Is ‘not reason : for it is
that. principle which compels us “ to. take things for : granted, without being
able to give a reason for them.”{— Common sense," says Dr. Beattie, “is
an instinetive impulse.. Common sense is not reason, but instinct. It is in-
stinet, and not reason, that determines me to believe my touch ; it is instinet,
and not reason, that determines me - to believe that visible sensations, when
consistent with tangible, are not fallacious * and it is either instinct or reason- .
ing, founded on experience (that is, on the evidence of sense), that deter-
mines me to believe the man’s stature a permanent and not a, changeable
thing.”|| « ; L LB

‘Now, the, first thing that cannot fail to,strike us, on comparing these pas- .
sages together, is the contradictory definitions they contain ; - the singular .
confusion which Tuns through the whole of them in respect to the three ideas
of reason, common sense, and instinct ; and the acknowledged difficulty the
writers feel of drawing a line between the first-and the last two of these
principles, upon which, however, the whole system of the new philosophy
hinges. Surely, “if reasoning, founded on experience,” which is the very

language of Mr. Locke, as well asof Dr. Beattie, be sufficient to determine .
us, and is, probably, the principle actually appealed to in one case of external

# Parti.ch. ii. p. 3% )

t The pluases KOINAI AOZAIL or common sentiments, ol Aristotle, Premiéres. Vérités or Primary
Truths of Buffier, or even Innate, ldeas of Des Cartes, whatever be the truth (or fallacy of the doctrines
they intpart, are far less exceptionable than that of Common Seuse, as being far less cappble of being mis-
understood.  Atempts have been made to support this phrase by a reference 1o ils employment by other d
writers, and even in the Latin tongue ; and poets as well as nietaphysicians have becn'brought forward
with their suffrag But all this 18 to no purpose, unless iteould be proved that such writers liad used it
in_the same me as the chief supporters of the present hypothesis, and 1hat this Meaning was one
and indivisible. Mr. Stewart has felt himself particularly called upon to adinit the lopse ainf:immu«d
eharacier of Dr. Beattie's\language, and especially in one of lis accounts of Common Sense, which he
declares *is liable Lo censure in almost every line.””  Elen. ch. 1. lectidiii' p. 83: while Dr. Reid, on the
very snme subjeet, hus been far more roughly handled both by the English translator of Buffier, and by
Qir James Stewart, ibid, p. 88, " : g 2, 2 .

“ One unlucky consequence,” observes Mr. Stewart, “ has unguestionably resulted from the coincidence
of so many writers conniected with this northern part of the island, in adopting, abont the same period, 4
the same phrase, asa sort of philusophical watcli-word :—that, although their views differ widely 1n vari-
s regpects, they have in general been classed together as partisans of a new sect, and as mutaally respon-
sible foF the doctrines of each other.” 1t is easy to perceive the use likely to be made of this acaident by
an uncandid antagonist.”’—Ibid. p. 89. . y s ;

1 have endeavoured as much as possible to avoid being open to any such charge, by confining my re-
marks to a few alone of the pillars of the school before us; aud by selecting alone those who, from per- '
sonal friendsbip ‘and confidential acqupiniadice with each other's thoughts, are’ universally,regarded as
being both the iost aceordant and ablest defendants of their hypothesis,  Andif, among wiiters so ¢logely
utiited, disciepancies of doctrine or opinion should be frequent and flagrant, the only deduction that can
be, drawh from so inhappy a fact is, that the hypothesis cannot be madeto hold true 1o itself, and is faulty
in its first principles. ‘ % il

‘t Essay il.p. 08, © * £ Inquiry, ch, i, lect, vi. | fi Essay ou Truth, pagtil. ch, i, p. 95,
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gensation, it may well be sufficient, and be thought the principle actually ap-
e o R ink, oce cerv one, is the ahsurdity of
P The next remark that must, I llulnl\,.orj-,cl.ur' in r:\‘:r?)m. SO S jﬁ.lg.

o o instinet with moral and intelleetnal powers, g
clothing ms‘lt_ re, in other places, told that this instinct of common s n::-e
st f?r “-ell? Ill("lll and moral sense, Now, all these import the (')il&it('.liLE
pns,.ses.fts‘ 'mllhc' import more, for they import mental feeling, ; ;!\n-l t.]'.*;j'_':’.“:
m: S “::1:-( {s lllﬁl we must either employ l‘1lf_1!'f|ll lI\_SliI.Il'l \-.11' l.llul ,}t ':“:):’_
Bt.g:'ltlt:' idea "and in opposite significations al dlﬂrrom_tu:u-;.;)rll}«‘(l,‘ u';::lsl";mlm
:Tc‘l r‘eptihas, and ougzht to allow to plauts, the ])t)ﬂﬁ(‘SSlt::}lt}‘ 'r:rie“uf ilnst-:'um o
and mental feeling, as well as 1o am\nkuui;.fur. the L.‘il!: ;-m i

till clearer and more powerful in the firsttwo than in the last- b, e A 4
is attendant upon these lectures who finds any necessity lor ii Ky s
sith i t"“ ;E':s- and who does not apprehend perspicuously, 1&'0111 1}::: de “h. ;Mt.
;lg?u?e :'(e:;tu'red to lay down, and have so frequently: had (n'l".ialun u};:: Elr; 3
the natural distinetion between the principles here dd:[:}'t;; i::[m(-t i
man, if it be possible for him, believe that common sense 1‘“' A i

e thi he still farther believe that this is the faculty, caliil by * il
f)%rt:flélii\:"g‘::;es you please, that is to be an mlu\hblf’i;;lim‘:ul m_phi. 81 r‘||.1;\:(li

| in ible and i stual, | yral and theological perplexi-

met“phymc“"hmﬁseni‘blgl‘gzgl;g:f}ll(i'l;“ijlllill::,]g:ul the most penetrating '1'.“"%
}18:3{8\;;11;;(13';231 mlss i? this which is to teach us the :;:uu’:murt;w;{ ril_l{:‘rcu?lr:(.\l
. ’ { | i : towards God, our neighbours, :
Ry ;1 'rltid 10_1?1:‘:;!;‘- ‘:; l!:r\lr‘.n;lrlg\li?rt’s own description of the boy, born
ourselve]s_ d l:lg:rlholly deaf, to which I have referred already. S
i “11' 'Iﬂaud domineering power be instinet, then let us turm, ith luL

If ll:,':e’ﬁ) ‘those quarters where instinet exists in its flll}_:’.s!,‘pCl’rIUl.‘\tlU:I\q, r:;.

b g homage to the brutal and the vegetable tribes, Let us re
e T ?Ill 5 attle of the nursery, and learn industry from fhe ant,
turn to the m'r:}uy p:ne bee, and constancy from the dove, and innocence tfr'm:\
attlld ge(?\!\t'l?lt:g r;?lTi blus!{il‘w modesty from the rose. Let us na;l \:‘c]dl :i?:*,l
1!»mel sitl‘tdeed as'our equals, but ag@ur superiors ; as more rlrh’l'\‘c?;;:g it

t#inspiration of the Almighty,” which is designed to correct the erx vy
it b \ll‘ e,and 10 s0arto sublimities o whichthese can never atl :

o e b 'lggnﬁfi;h the term INsTINCT, and confine _ours'f.-h‘es to l]l.l-t nt

i .let o perh 7 is this idea set up a8 a distinct principie 'fr«mj rm:u::c

COMMOKN sﬁ_hiﬂ'nﬂeng osed to it, and always superior to it? {,mm.ufn sel A
12 by e The gg’mmou judgment of mankind upon subjects of "G-H.m.]‘m

lcs@ﬂ;:-:f;&sigﬁ, gsometimes given imuitivelyl, am‘i Usgﬁ?c_t::l\e'sm!g) l}ll:; lﬂ:;rit]lm
b 1 av: t Si are « -} )

Ui edsh, O ars“rh]fh’t'(}l:mlhzlr::::, :lrf;:ﬁy 111)11(:(:.3. freely denominated .11

Sone =R hu?‘: :‘1: mind, most incongruously with respect Lo his own

e pigce, P Hl rcz.(son of mankind.” * Its proper limit is the common
s o thel'(l:‘o“-lm:?lwhiie it confines itself to these, It 15 nearly nlfullﬂ)‘llr 3

b iy b .'m stitution of our nature must, in Most cases, lejnd u5 to

B oo 8 ‘I(i}tn When the legislature of our own couniry (in which

. i with peculiar force) appeals to the general voice of 1!}(;

fiig prl!}uple (.E.xllét? their common sense. But in doing this, does it :1p|)ff.§l

e prlﬁd br‘l)o anv other faculty than their oMMON TEASON 3 that c}n-

s it which by being better exercised here than among other

cu:fst';;l; E?u:gg!richo(j t.’hem wilhhsuuuder and more general information upon

nations, .

e ”-l qussll:(?:\l::;ver must be confined to common subjects.  Like lhg

Common .:-.e“_":_i; and [‘mw,crl'ui on the surface, but its wings areé not pl\:{l_;m‘l

b A ]531}: plays a ridiculous part whenever it auenpls to soar. P ;(.11

ik Ly 'I'liF;; trembling hand, first suggested that the sun stands 1.\(.t qi(l

C_upermtus: “(; all the heavenly bodies move round him, common st ]:mi

o pl?ce! TIm hiloso )’h(?l' 1o which character it has 1o prelensions, gpﬂo..l.

b and. t"le 3 fell !1 ﬂur;r‘;ﬁcc to its conceit. With the same foolis ‘hflu \{r
?ll\l?é:i:;g;s{i‘l?i‘ngghcd. uht of its folly by circumnavigation, the existence 0
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antipodes; orthat the surface of the earth, which appears to be a plane, could
be spherical, and that men and women of our own shape and make eould
exist on ils reverse side, with their feet opposed to our own. When the
Dutch ambassador told the king of Siam, who had never scen.or heard of
such a thing as frost, that the waterin his country would sometimes in eald
weather be so hard, that men might walk, and bullocks be roasted upon it,
his well-known answer was delivered upon the pringiples of common sense.
He spoke from what he had seen, and from what every one had seen around
him,and he relied upon the common appearances of nature. Hitherto,™
said he, “I have believed the sfrange things you have told me, because I
looked upon you as an honest man; but now 1 am sure you are a liar.”? Vet
this is the faculty held up in the system before us s a sure and infallible
Jjudge, whose" office it is to correct the errors of reason, and to prove tous
that every thing exists precisely-as it APPEARS 70 EXIST.® ‘ g g
How much_clearer, and to the purpose, is the explanation of this subject
given by the excellent Bishop Builer, and how perfectly in unison with the
language of Mr. Locke! *'Phat which renders beings,” says he, ““capable
of moral government, is their having a moral nature and moral faculties of
perception and dction.  Brute creatures are impréssed and actuated by vari-

" ous'instinets and propensions: so also are ae. Bul dditional to this we
liave o capaerTy oF REFLECTING Upon actions and charaetérs;and making them
an object to our thought ; and o~ our poiNe TH1S, We naturally and unavoid-
ably approve some actions, and disapprove others; as vicious and of ill desert.
—It is manifest that a great part of common language and of common be-
haviour over the world is formed upon {hesupposition of sucH a MORAL Fa-
evnty; whether called conscience, moral reason, moral sense, or divine rea-
son ; whether considered as a sentiment of the understanding or a perception
of the heart, or, which seems the truth, as including both.”t Here we have
Iaid down a firm and impregnable basis: it is the capacity of reflection s an
arrival at the intrinsic nature of natural and moral good,and natural and

-moral evil, through the operation of our own‘Feason :—that faculty of reason

which. the same distinguished writer, nstead of despising or undervaluing,
expressly calls in another place, after'Solomon, “ the candle of the Lord;”
but which he adds, “ can afford no. light where it does not shine, nor ‘judge
where it has no principles to judge upen.”{

‘With this remark I feel that I might safely drop this part of the argument :
but as I have referred Mr. Stewatt to his own description of thie blind and
deafl boy, in refutation of his view of the powers and duties of the external
senses, [ will, in like manner, refer Dr. Reid to Dr. Reid himself in refutation
of the doctrine immediately before us, that every thing exists precisely as it
appears to exist, In page 173 of his chapter on the guality of colours, he
tells us, that the colour of the body is in the body itself—a scarlet rose being
as much a searlet in the dark as inthe day ; but that the apparition or appear-
ance of the colouris in the eye or the mund. But when he tells us this, does
he not tell us, in as plain terms as can be used, that the object and iis appa-
rition or appearance are in a state of separation from each other? that they
are two distinet things, and exist in two distinet places? and consequenily,
that, iistead of every thing eenve as 1t sgexs 7o BE, nothing has a being either °
as it seems to be, or where it seemsto be ? Nay, does he not, in spite of him-

¥ Dr. Beattie has adopted this precise line of reasoning under the infl eof his C Sense prin-
ciples: and points out, by analogy, that the opinion of the Siamese 1monarch was founded npon a basis
which nothing could shake, or ouglit 10shake; for the only appeal that any opposing evidence could mike
to him 1unst have been through the medium of bis reason, which is a léss infallible judge than common
sense, and hence less worthy of attention.  “Common sense,” says he, “tells ine that the grotind on which

« I stand is hard, material, and solid.—Now, if my common sense be mistaken, who shall aseestain and cor-

rect tlie mistake 7 Our reason, it is said.  Are, then, thie inferences of reason, in this instance, clearer
and more decisive than the dictates of commonsense? By nomieans: 1 still trust to my common sense
as before;and I feel that Lmust doso.  But supposing the inferences of the one faculty as elear and deci-
sive as thedictatesof the other; yet who shall assure me that my reason is less linble to mistake than my:
common sense T—In a word, no doctring ought to be believed as true thal EXCEEDS BELIEF AND CONTRA
DICTS A FIRST PRINCIPLE.'—On Truth, partf, c¢hi i,

t Analogy of Religion, Natural and Revealed, Diss, ii. of the Nature of Virtie:

1 Toid. part ii. Coneclusion.
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