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PREVFACE

HE reputation of Mr. Locke is too well
known to ftand in need of any eulo-
gium, and every publication tending to eluci-
date {o valuable a produ¢tion as his Essay on
Human UnNDERsTANDING, cannot but excite
the attention and be worthy the patronage of the
Literat: ; more efpecially {o when iffuing from
the pen of Dr. Morell, of whom the late Lord
Lyttelton has given the following pleafing cha-
racter:
‘“ He certainly deferves well of, and is
‘“ efteemed by, the learned world ; but the acute
‘“ critic and profound grammarian feems to be
‘“ 1mpelled rather by the love of {cience, than
““ the defire of gain,—is generally in the habit
‘““ of frugal contentment, and hides himfelf in
¢¢ that thade of retirement, where the learned
‘“ few alone can find him. I am, however,
2 ‘“ entirely
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“« cntirely of opinion, that he merits a lefs re-
¢¢ ftrained fituation than he poflefles; and I
‘« cannot forgive Dr. B—— for a breach of
«« juftice in oppofing his eletion to a tellow-
*“ fhip at Eton. Sucha promotion would have
¢« been a fuitable reward for his labours, and
¢ have afforded him that ample independence,
¢« and learned retreat, which would have left
*« his clefing life without a with,”*

The Doétor finithed his long, well-fpent life
with every tribute due to his memory, when,
amongft other manufcripts in his own hand
writing, the following ingenious producirion was
found ; which, with a part of his valuable li-
brary, came into the pofleflion of the prefent Pub-
lither, where the original may be feen ; and, with
great propriety, may claim a place as an appen-
dage to the works of Locke lately reprinted.

* See Lord Lyttelton’s Letters,
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BOOK I

C H A P I.
Introduttion,

T is the thing as it exifis in the mind

§ 8, page 6. I by way of conception or reprefentation,

that is properly called the Idea, whether the object be
abfent or prefent.*

Andaccordingly he ufes it fometimes for the thoughts

or conceptions themfelves iz the mind, and fometimes
for the things themfelves without the mind, that are the
objects of its thoughts; and this often in the fame fen-
tence, and without any diftinction ; which creates great
difficulty in the underftanding his meaning.+

‘There is no 7dea in the mind, but when it has fome

refemblance, piture, image, ar likenefs of that which
js without 1t, and never occurs but in that at of the

* Watts Log. p. 9. + Lee, p. 1.
VOIM I\ B mind



% No Innate Principles in the Mind.

mind which is commonly called Imagination; and
therefore whenever it is ufed in any other {enfe, 1t is
metaphorical and improper ®

Page 7. Idea nomine intelligo cujufllibet cogi-
tationis formam 1illam, per cujus immediatam per~
ceptionem ipfius cogitationis ejufdem confcius fum.
Adeo ut nihil poflim verbis exprimere intelligeado 1d
quod dico, quin ex hoc ipfo certum fit, in me efle
ideam ejus quod verbis illis fignificatur.  Atque 1ta
non folas imagines in Phantafia depictas ideas voco.
imo ipfas hic nullo modo ideas voco, quatenus funt in
Phantafid corporea hoc eft, in parte aliqua cerebr1 de-
pi¢ta, fed quatenus mentem ipfam in illam cerebri

artem convcrfam informant. T his is very exprefs and
El“, agreeably to Mr, Locke’s acceptation of the word
idea.t

CHAP. IL
No Innate Principles in the Mind.

Y innate fpeculative principles aremeant
§ 1, page 13. B J? princip

fuch general truths as the mind in
all its reafonings, arguings, and judgements a/ways and
neceffarily fuppofes true, as it does the truth of its own
faculties.t They are called Jnnate, becaufe as foon as
we perceive or judge at all, we cannot but judge their
parts have the relation between them, as 1s 'cxpreﬁ_'ed n
them: Speculative, becaufe they do not immediately
influence our external actions: Prineiples, becavfe all
pther propofitions, which are more particular, or whofe
parts are lefs common names than they are, are and muft
be refulved into them, or identical propofitions as they
ate them'elves, or negation of that dentity, before we¢
can be certain of their truth,

% Lee, p. 1. + Baxt. N. p. 310.
P :
+ Watts Log. p. 8. Athen. Or. v.2,308, Vide Dialogues cone
serning Innate Principles, &c, 8vo. 1779, M. R¢v. May, 1379,

And
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And 1n this {enfe only, I conceive, any thoughts or
perceptions can be faid to be 7nnate, viz. becaufe the
powers or faculties of the mind to form {uch thoughts
or perceptions are derived from the Author of Nature,
operating upon it by meceflary caufes; but the affual
perceptions or thoughts muit be owned to be acquired;
pecaufe they proceed from caufes extraneons to the mind
itfelf, and chis I take to be all this author means, and
therein I believe no one will differ from him. But it
is to be obferved on the other fide, that beflides the ng-
tural capacities or powers of perceiving, affirming,
doubting, &c. with which every intelligent is boin, 1t
1s born alfo with a wative aptnefls, inclination, or pro-
penfity of forming fome thoughts rather than others;
of judging fome propofitions true rather than falf;
fome actions good rather than bad; and this without the
help of any words or any teaching.  And fuch thoughts
and propolitions we call innate or natural, though there
be no fuch afiral thoughts or propofitions born with
the mund itfelf, or which it brings into the world with
it.  So Tully fpeaking of {elf-detence or {elf-preferva-
tion 1n favour of Milo fays, Eff hec non [irigta, fed nata
Jex quam non didicimus, accepimus, leghnus @ verum
ex naturd ipta arripuimus, baufimus, expreflimus ; ad
quam non doftl, fed facti; non infticuty, fed imbutt
{umus.*

§ 5, pege 14, If there is any ftrength in this
argument, it is thrown away by the author him-
felf : who plainly reckons embryos no other than ve-
getables, infants no better than brutes, and ideots a fort
of animals between men and brutes, and therefore if all,
that do or can make any judgement, do judge thefe pro-

politions true, then wmverfal confent is fufficienty
{ecured 4

*Leew 4 Ibid. p. 7.
Veor. L. B2 Irpplartad
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Implanted fenfes, inftinéts, appetites, paffions, and
affetions, are a remnant of the old philofophy, which
ufed to call every thing innate that 1t could not account
for; and therefore it is to be withed they were in one
{enfe all eradicated; which was undoubtedly the aim
of this excellent book: but it may be obferved, that
every argument built upon thefe fenfes, &c. will be
equally conclufive, whether they be implanted or ac-
quired.*

§ 16, page 21. The reafon of this is, be-
caufe he perceives the fubjet and predicate of the
former propofition to be the jame, but not {o in the
oreater number. For as for deas he has no other of
two and three than of nineteen and thirty-eight, 1. e.
none at all ; we have no abftraét idea of any number
whatever, not {o thuch as of wmity.§

§ 18, page 23. ‘The power of perceiving the
relation between the parts of all propofitions, of the
truth of which any one is certain, is equally innate; but
when we come to exercife that power, the difference 1s
as plainly difcoverable as between perfons, temper, of
frame of mind or body.}

§ 19, page 24.  Such lefs, &, This I own to
be right in all truths acquired by experience, and
whollv by the fenfes, but not in fuch as are acquired by
the mind’s exercifing of its innate power of judging and
comparing; which does not wholly depend upon the
information we receive by our fenfes.§

§ 23, page 2%. I anfwer, only the difpofition
or aptnefs to judge of the truth of thofe propofitions

# Law on King. p. 88, ¥ Lee, p. 9.
3 Lee, p. 10, § Ibid. p. g

3 rather
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vather than the contrary, or to doubt of them, and that

is enough to give the propofitions rthat title, without
actual perception of the particulars.®

§ 27, page go. Children are not confeions of, or
do not remember thefe principles, yet all their ac-

tions are governed by them, and which argues a
lenfe or knowledge of them.+, e

) § 28, page 32.  All thefe arguments are fo
ar from convincing me that there are no truths bue

what are acquired, (for that is the whole drift of this
chapter) thart as it is in painting, and all forts of manu-
factures, the nearer they come to the imitation of na-
ture, fo in all acquired, the nearer they come to thofe
mndle or natural truths, the clearer or more certain per-
cepuon of identity, or its uegation, is the meafure of
Gertainfy, not the agreement or difagreement in ¢deas. ¥

CHAP. III.
No Innate Praéilcal Principles,

§ 1, page X snnate praftical principles are meant
» Page 33. fiich T ' :

7 veh propofitions as contaln an imm-
table obligation upon all fingle perfons and focicties to
conform their prastices to the fenfe of them.  They are
called praciical, becaule they influence external altions;
propofitions, becaule they have all the cffenual pares of
a propofition, viz. fubjed, predicate, and copula.
They are likewife called laws, becaufe they have all
the cffcntlal parts of a Jaw, authority, promulgation,
{an&ion. Promulgation, becaufe every one that can

judge at all, or can do good or harm. judges them true:

Authority, becaufe imprefled on our minds by the Au-
thor of Nartute: Sanftion, becaule rewards or punith-

* Lee,p. 8. ¢1bid. p.1o.  Q1bid. p. 11,
Vou. . ments
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ments are naturally entailed upon the obfervance or non-
obfervance of them, ™

§ 1, page 33. All moral rules are as generally
and readily aflented to as any felf-evident [peculative
principles ; and the reafon they have not a conftant
cffe& is, becaufe fome paflions or other overpower
thole natural inclinations, but do not defiroy them, no
more than other bodies deftroy the natural conatus of
heavy bodies to defcend, though they hindler the effect
at prefent.t

§ 2, page 34. Lf convenience be fuch an infeparable -
and remarkable confequence of the obfervance of
ehat rule, that the worlt of men feeitis their inte-

reflt to oblerve it; this, one would think, wasa good
argument, that the connexion berween the obfervance

of that rule, and that effe of ir, was matural, and

therefore delervedly reckoned a lazw of watare.t

§ 3, page 34 This objetion would be of great |

welght, if men were pure fpirits, or only the mafter-
picce of mechanifm; but as they are free agents,
and have a fenfe of théir own, of moving their own
and other bodies within certain limits, &c. 1 cannot
fee any neceflity that their aéiions fhould be the con-

ftant interpreters of their thoughts, or why they may not

2@ contrary to thole imzate principles of knowledge

which they have, or by the violence of paffion be hin-.

dered from attending to thote rules of action which they,

judge beft. Neither is there any reafon why the law
of nature fhould seceflarily operate upon minds of men
more than human laws, or why their not operating upon.
all perfons cafts a greater blemifh on the Author of

* Tbid.p. 11. King de Orig. Mali. Sberlock on a Fut. St. p.
y24. Pearfon on the Creed, p. 20. Puffend. Law of Nat. 1l 24
c. 3. & 13. Sharrack de fin. p. 165, Cumoy de Leg. vat.

$ Lec, p. 13- + Ibid. p 15,
Nature,
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Nature, as if he formed them to no purpofe, than the
non-obfervance of human laws by any fubjelts, dero-
gates from the honour of the lawgivers.*

§ 4, page 35. There may be occaficn indeed
to explain the words of a praétial propofition, (as
there may of 2 fpeculative); but there needs no argu=-
ment to convince any unprejudiced perfon of the frnefy
of obferving it, after he knows the fenfe of the words.

This practical propofition, Do as you would ve done
anto, carries its own evidence and reafonabienels with 1ts
and though it wants explacation, yet neecs no proof: for
every one underftands, that what is equal in one man’s
cafe is equal in another’s.}

§ 3, page 36, The Chriftian, Hobbift, and Hea-
then, may give different reafons, and ufe djfferent
expreflions to add new force to a law of nature ; but
needs none {ufficiently to convinge an unprejudiced pere«
fon of his obligation to obferve it, but what the wife
Author of Nature has fuggefted before.  And thewr
very agreeing to give different reafons thews, that na-
wure ogerates equally in them all, in difpofing themn ta
ule fuch enforcements. § |

§ 6, page 36. The profitablenefs of virtue rather
proves it is imnate; for where an effeét 1s conflant,
there the caufe is the Author of Nature. We do not
pretend that the laws of nature fo irrefiflibly operate as
to make men wile and honeft againft their wills, but
onl)f incline them to be fuch, for their own intereft, fe-
curity, and happinels. Hypocrify proves that it is molt
gatural to be really good.§

§ 7, page 37. Men’s altions convince us indeed
that all men are not fo good as to govern themfelves

¥ Lee, p. 16, ¢ Ibid. p. 36, 3 Ibid. p. 17. § Ibid, p. 18,
Vou. L, by
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by the natural fenfe they have of what 1s good : but not
that thofe perfons do notact contrary to their own con-
fciences, unlefs we can fuppofe every man as good as
he kiozos himielf obliged o be.?

§ 8, page 38. Education, cuftom, company,
and human laws, may add new force to the laws
of nature; but if there be no foundations laid 1n the
conftitution of our natures, for the diftintion between
virtue and vice antecedent to them, | doubt they will
prove but tweak and #ncertain, becaufe they will depend
upon contingent caufes ; and the confequence of this
doctrine will prove very dangerous to the foundation of
morality and natw al religion.  But though falle notions
In religion may go a great way to corrupt men’s
manners and tempers, yet we never heard of any that
were fo far corrupted as to own it lawful to kill an 1n-
nocent perfon, or break any law of nature merely oue
of confcience. It is not confcience, (whatever 1s pre-
tended) but fome irregular paffion, mingled with religions
phrenzy, that oftentunes proves {o venomous and mife
chievous.

§ 9, page 38. Admitting thefe practices to be
true, vet they do not prove that thefe people were
wholly ignorant of the laws of nature, only that they
were {uch monfters of men as not to regard and atlend
to them as they ought ;+ befides, in all thele inftances,
there is no mention of any laws of the country to ob-
Yige the people to thefe enormities.  Itis one thing not
20 punifb or allotv another to command or reward, But
fuppofe they were commanded, yet that would not de-
mon(trate that they kaeto no better.  There is a famous
inftance to the contrary in the Romans expedition againit
Cyprus.  And therefore to make any of thefe practices

* Tee, p. 18. § Ihid. p. 19.
3 Sce this objcfhion anfwered 1n § 31,4

L . a
3 EOBV}HEIOQ
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a convincing argument 2gainft znate principles of mo-
rality and religion, there muft be proof, that the per-
fons who committed them were under no prejudices,
under the power of no paflions, fear, or hopes of more
prefent advantages or difadvantages than what nature
fuggelts for the contrary practices.

For the whole ftate of the queftion is, not whether
men can at contrary to thele principles or not; for in
that point there is no difpute : nor whether they be
ftamped upon the fouls of all men as foon as they are
united to their bodies; that is an idie thing to talk for
or againft; but whether human nature be not fo con-
{tituted by the wife Author of it, as to be more inclined
to the obfervance of fome rules of action, for the pro-
moting their own, and the happinefs of mankind,
than the breach of them ; or in other words, whether all
men, or any one man, is free from all fenfe of duty, and
indifferent to all forts of altions ? And I appeal to the
{enfe of mankind, whether they do not fecl, within
themfelves, an inclination to one, and an abhorrence to
the other fort of acions, fuch asare here mentioned ;
and this abborrence I call natuial confcience, and 1s a de-
monftration, that we are all born with an inclination to
the obfervance of thofe rules we call the laws of nature. ™

§ 10, page 40. This may be owned true, and
vet be no good proof that thofe rules of morality
are not founded in nature, unlefs it be proved, that
thofe people who do or have flighted them, have, all
things confidered, fared the berzer for it

§ 13, page 43. 1 allow there is fuch a thing,
which may be called amoral fenjfe, in the mind, which
inclines a man to judge right, and efpecially in the
more general, plain, and obvious queries about virtue

* Lee, p. 21, + Ibid. p. 83,
Vou, [. C and
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and vice: But this moral fenfe is ftill the fame thing:
It is intelligence or reafon itfelf, confidered as capable
of diicerning, difcourfing, or judging about moral fub-
jects.  Anditcontains the plain and general principles
of morality, not explicitly as propofitions, but only as
native principles, and cannot but judge virtue to be fir,
and vice unfit, for intelligent and {ocial creatures whom

God hath made.*

§ 14, page 44. As for praclical propofitions
there =+ e fo many of them as there are moral yules for
human altions; in the obfervance of which, the natural
happinefs of mankind in general, and of every indivi-
dual perfon, all things confidered, is promoted, and
which every one does, and muft know, that knows any
thing. And we call them the lazws of nature, becaufe,
in the common courfe of the world, there are rewards
or punifhments annexed to the obfervance or breach of
them, antecedent to human laws, and are therefore de-
rivable from no lefs or other caufe, than the Author of
Nature, the caufe of all neceffary effefts. And that
there are fuch laws of nature, is manifeft from thefe
reafons :

1{t, Were there no fuch immutable laws of nature,
antecedent to all human inffitutions, all ations would
be in themfelves indifferent.

2d, From the confcioufnefs fome emperors and princes
have of their evil actions, when they knew themfelves
out of the reach of human penalties.

3d, From nature’s powerful efficacy in victous per-
fons at the approach of death.

4th, Some laws of nature feem to have a deeper root
than mere cultom, education, or the hopes of human
rewards, or fears of human punifhiments, could plant;
becaufe human laws themfelves derive their whole or

* VWatts Efl. p. 211,
main
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main ftrength from thofe verv laws of nature, and are
more or lefs valid as they are more or lefs agreeable
to thofe natural laws, or fooner or larer refolved 1ato

them . *

CHAP. IV.

Other Confiderations concerning Innate Principles, both
Speculative and Practical.

§ 1, page 5 HERE is no need of ideas, 1. e. of an

» PIE 55+ | aftual knowledge of prefent thoughts
of the fubje and predicate in general propofitions, tothe
forming a certain judgement of their truth, butonly a
readinefs of mind to affent to them as foon as the things
fignificd by the words are propoled ; and to form them
into verbal propofitions, as foon as the words are under-
ftood. And becaufe that pozver in the mind of com-
paring its own thoughts is natural to all intelligent
beings, and that there is no need of the information of
any of our fenfes concerning all the particulars implied
in thofe general words, therefore {uch propofitions may
be called innate. |

§ 2, page §5. As for children’s not having
ideas, or notions which anfwer the terms which make up
thofe general propofitions, 1t is nothing to the purpofe,
for grown men cannot have any fuch ideas. No man
can have ideas of all the wholes in the wotld, and of all
the parts of thofe wholes; yet a child that knows, of
can judge of any thing, can certainly know and judge,
that all wholes are bigger than any one of its paits; and
{o of all other funate truths.

§ 8, page 57. By the idia of God i1s mean,
the notion we have of a being diftiné from ourfelves,
and every other finite being ; the infinitely wife, good,

* Lee, p. 14.  + 1bid. p. 26, 1 Ibid,
Yor. I. C 2 and
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and powerful Author of Nature, or primary caufe of all
neceflary effeCts in the univerfe.  And fuch an idea, or
notion of Ged, may be called innate, becaufe it is
formed in the minds of men, without any reaching,
or artificial arguments, or fo much as the knowledge
of words, by the efficacy of natural caufes operating
upon us, and the unavoidable obfervation of fuch ef-
fets as can proceed from no lefs or other caufe, than
fuch as we all mean by the word God.*

The ancients recorded for Atheifts, are Protagoras,
Diagoras, Melivs, 1beodorus Cyrenaicus, &c.  But Tully,
in the very period 1n which he gives us their names,

makes the belief of a God narural to all men, quo omnes

duce natura vebimur; and Seneca fays, mentiuntur qui
filcunt fe non fentire Deum effe ; nam etfi tibi afirment
nterdiv, notu tamen, et {ibi dubitant, And Epi-
curus, that took fo much pains to free himfelf and
others of their natural fears of God, is reprefented by his
cotemporaries, to have been one of the moft fearful
men in the world, of death, and the gods.
 Itisfcarce poffible to know the f{enfe of whole nations
in their difowning the exiftence of God, or to know
they had no name for the narural notion of God, unlefs
we were to fpeak with every fingle perfon, or under-
ftood every fingle word of their language, which is im-
practicable.  Their having mean and unworthy
thoughts of God, is no proof they had no thoughts
of God any more than it does that our common
people have none of the fun, becaufe they judge
it not much bigger than the crown of their
hats.+}

Deos efie inter ahia fic colligimus, quod omnibus
de diis opinio infita eft ; nec ulla gens ufquam eft
adeo extra leges morefque projecta, ut non aliquos deos
credat.}

* Lee, p.2g. § 8, Baxt. 241, § Lee, ps 34. . § Ep. 117.
4 S 9
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§ 9, page s7. If every man did neceflarily

feel light and heat, as he is confcious ¢f his own exift-
ence, then he would as naturally infer that there were
fome fuch things as we cull the fun and fire, as he that
is confcious of his own exiftence infers from thence the
exiftence of fomething diftinét from, and {uperior to
himfelf ; and“extending his thoughts to other effects
of the vifible world, he enlarges his thoughts concern-
ing the nature and perfe¢tions of God by {uch aataral
and unavoidable impreffions from external objects, with-
out the help of teaching or words, as he may do of the
fire or the fun, by fuch #atural effelts which come from

{uch caufes.*

§ 14, page 98. However the Heathen world dif-
fered from each other in the nature and number of their
inferior deities, and in their cuftoms, languages, and
modes of worfhip, yet they all agreed in this that there
was one God, the caufe or fupreme Author of Nature,
and of all happinefs and calamities, which 1s the moft
obvious and natural notion of God.+f

§ 19, page 69. The (imple 1deas of hight, colours,
founds, &c. even all feaftble qualities (or fecoitdary qua-
lities of bodies) though they are not immediately, ac-
tually and implicicly impreffed at once upon the mind,
at its firft union to the body, yet they may in {fome
fenfe be called ¢nnate : for they {feem given to the mind
by a divine energy, or law of union between {oul and
body, appointed in the firlt creation of man. And
this law operates, or begins its efficacy in all particular
inftances, as foon as thofe ferfible objeéts occur, which
give occafion to thefe fenfible qualities and ideas to be
firlt perceived by the mind.

So fome principles of knowledge (though not ex-
plicit propofitions) may be in a lenle innate allo,—

¥ Lee, p. 34. f Ibid. p. 3z,
Vor. I. though
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though they are not aftually infcribed on the mind of
man 1n 1ts firft formation, yet the very nature, make
and frame of a rational mind is {uch, that it cannot but
judge according to fuch axioms, as whatfoever alteth
hath a being, &c. Theyare, (as Mr. Glanvil calls
them) the very effentials of rationality : and if any one
alk how the foul came by them, I anfwer, as quantity
did by length, breadth, and depth.*

Therefore I take the mind or foul of men not to be
fo perfectly indifferent to receive all impreffions, as a
rafa tabula, or white paper, &c.4~

§ 20, page 69. It is full as eafy to conceive how
the Author of our Nartures in the frame of our {ouls
and bodies, may make 1t eafy and natural to judge a
propofition true, as {oon as the words of 1t are under-
ftood, though we had not before any aftual knowledge
of the fubject and predicate, as it is to make us reper-
ceive or remember anv thing, which we have not n
our thoughts at thatinftant.}

BOOK II. CHAP. L
Of Ideas, in General, and their Original.

T is commonly thought, that the

3 2, page 77- I minds of men come by all their know-
ledge either by the 1immediate exercife of their own
natural powers, in their feveral manners of operation
about their feveral objects: or 2, by teftimony human
or diviie.

The 1t natural power is fenfation, 1. e. the percep-
tion of thofe impreflions which are made by external
objeéts upon the {cveral organs of the body framed for
that purpofe.

* Vide the Vanity of Dogmatizing, p. S:.
+ Watts Efi, p. 106. y Lee, p. 36,

The .
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The 2d is #magination, or the power of exciting in
our minds the idea of any fort of obje&, which we have
either feen ourfelves before, or has been reprefented by
others as vifible or fenfible.

The 3d is underflanding, which is only the power of
exciting in our minds, thoughts of things by articulate
founds, words written, or other fenfible marks, and by
the diligent exercife of this we acquire zoifidom.*

The 4th 1s the natural power of judging, i. e. the com-
paring of thofe obje¢ts we have perccived or imagined,
and by obferving their agreement or difagreement with
one another, we form propofitions ¢ither negative or
afirmative, modal or general.

The sth is that of reafoning, which is the inferring
the truth of one propofition from another, by obferving
the relation in which either of the terms of one propofi-
tion {tands to another.

‘The 6th is memory, or the facility of thinking of a
thing which we thought on before,+ and the confciouf-
nefs of what is thus perceived, imagined, underftood,
compared, inferred, or remembered, is what moft men
call knowing, or in the general {enfe of the under fanding. &

§ 3,4,videnoteon § 2.4,2. 91,concerning fenfation and
reflection, page 78. Though the firft original of ideas
may be entirely owing to thefe two principles, fenfa-
tion and refleCtion; yet the recolleétion and frefh ex-
citation of them may be owing to a thoufand other oc-
caftons and occurrences in life.§ |

We obtain the knowledge of a multitude of propo-
fitions as well as of (ingle ideas by thofe two principles
which Mr. Locke calls fenfe and refletion.; One of
them is a fort of confcioufnefs of what affeéts the body,
and the other of what affects the mind. Propofitions

* Proceed. of the Underft. b. 3, c. 4. Jac. Ode Theol. Nat. p-
39. Watts Eff. p. 11¢.

1 Vide Watts EfT. p. 75, T Lee, p. 40.
§ Watts Log. p. 30, i Watts Efl, p, 7¢.

Vor. 1. which
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which are built on this internal confcioufnefs, have yet
no particular or diftinguifhing name affigned to them.*

§ 5, paze79. The firlt of thefe propofitions is clear
enough : the fecond is not fo. By themind, he muft mean
the thinking fubflance ; by the underflanding, the percep-
live faculty; by ideas, perceptiois ; by operations, the ac-
tions and pafions of the mind. So that in the other
propofition runs thus, the thinking fubflance furnithes
the thingking faculty with the thoughts of its own
thoughts: by all which he intends no more than this,
that the mind 1s confcious of its own altions and
paffions,

§ 6, paze 79. But it is as oblervable, that as the
objelts 1ncreale upon them in variety, {o the power of
pereeiving them does, and that power has another
jource befides the objects themfelves : unlefs what we
call perception, as in the mind, be nothing but what we
call motion 1n the obje.

§ 7, page 8o.  No one doubts this; but the queftion
is, whether the perceptive fuculties grow or be mul-
tplied purely by the efficacy of the objelts themfielves,
or acquired only from that caufle, or a {uperior?
Though the brain be the organ of the memory, yet 1t
does not itfelf any more remember than the eye fees:
and whatever motions may precede, accompany or
follow imagination and reafoning ; yet if there be not
fome one certain {ubftance, call 1t the foul or what you
pleafe, that perceives all thefe various motions, that
unites thofe various perceptions, that compares them
vpon occafion, that is confcious of all thefe tranfactions,
they would perifh the next moment, and the mind it-

jelf would be no more capable of wariety 1n knowledge,

* Watts Log. p. 179, ¥ Lee, p. 44, 1 1bid.
than
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than a piece of foft wax is of differest impreflions at the
Jame inftant.*

§ 10, page 81. Yhat aflval thinking, &c, The
ftrength of all the Cartefian arguments to prove that
thinking includes the effential or diftinguifhing property
of a {pirit, may be reduced to this one fyllogiim, and
will be very difficult to find a reafon to deny either of
the propof(itions.+~

‘Thatzoith which we may have a ckar and diffinft no-
tion of a {pirit, and without which we can have no notion
of it at all, is the effential property of a fpirit.

But thinking 1s that with which, &c.—Erg,

S o -
§ 10, page 81. It is very improper to refer to expe-
vience in this cafe,} viz. for the reality of a ftate, which
by {uppofition is an utter negation of all experience.

§ 10, page81,line11. But withfubmiffion,there is this
material difference, motion s no more the aétion of
matter than reft is, 1t 1s equally 1nactive in both. Matter
ftands 1n need of an external caufe to put it in motion or
bring 1t to reft again, but the {oul does not want an ex-
ternal mover to {et it athinking,  And therefore there
1S N0 room to run a comparifon between the attion of
the {oul, which neceffarily fprings out of its own nature,
and the motion of matter, which muft be excited 1n 1t
by fome being not material.  This looks as 1f aétion
was really extrinfic to them both; or asif it were as
natural for the foul to be without aétion, as for matter
to be without motion, which is to pervert our juitelt
conceptions of fpiritual fubltance,§

If we take atoay from our idea, or deny ativity snd
perceptivity concerning {piritual fubftance, by which we
can only colledt it to be a {ubftance, we deny every

* Lee, p. 44. + Vide Baxt. p. 144, 152. Vide Inf. 154,
+ Vide Infr. p. 184, Baxt. p. 143. § sbud. pe 140,

Vor. L D thing
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thing we know concerning it, or we deny ourfelves to
have any idea of it; and reafoning about it as without
thofe powers, we reafon precifely about nothing, of
which we have any particular idea.  To fay it may ftill
be a fubftance without thefe powers, is to fuppofe it dead
[fibftance, which could never come to the exercife of
thefe powers again, if it had once loft them, as we fee 1t
doth. And therefore it can never be without them. *

Befides allowing Mr. Locke’s acceptation of the
word effence (3, 3, 15) it will not follow that every
thing is feparable from fubftances, which is not this real
internal conftitution as he feems to take for granted.
The properties that immediately flow from the internal
conftitution of things are as infeparable from them as
chat conftitution itfelf, and we can as little conceive the
thing without thefe properties, as without that con-
fticution.

& 10, page 81. I confefs myfelf, &c. This modefly,
which is defigned for an argument, is fomewhat inaccu-
rate, for he confefles a thing for certain which he can
never be certain of. It is not in the power of the foul
to become impercipient of ideas at pleafure ; and were
the thing effeted, it would be the fign of an ill-difpofed
body, and not of the dullnefs of the foul.

It is true the argument is good, that a man cannot
think at any time, waking or fleeping, without being
{enfible of 1t, but this refpeds the prefent time, and 1s
far from concluding that a man cannot think fleeping
or waking without retaining the memory of fuch
thoughts, which yet is the thing defigned to be con-
cluded by it. Why elfe fhould experience be alledged,
which is the memory of ihings paft 7}

§ 10, paze 81.  But Ido fay, &c. This fecms to be
granting the inference he fo mnuch dreads; for 1if the

* Baxt. p. 143 + Ibid po 146, 5 1bid po 148,
foud
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foul does not think when the man is afleep, we can have
no reafon to fay that it exifis; becaufe we fay that of a
thing of which we have no nozion at all, we fay fome-
thing of that of which, fo far as we know, 1s nothing ;
and nibili nulla funt affeltiones.*

§ 10, page 81.  'The queftion here is rather about a
matter of not fafl, about a negation of all fact. Every
body allows we are generally confcious. It 1s abfurd
to fay, we forget our unconiciouinels, or we remember
our unconicioufnefs. Where is the matter of faét to be
teftified to them; or how is experience applicable?
Let a definition of experience be given.+

§ 10, page 81. It is hardly 10 be conceryed that, e,
If this argument proved any thing, 1t would prove too
much; for it would prove, we never dream. For, I
prefume, all men’s dreams are alike incoherent and wfe-
kefs; but fuch as they are, they are of ufe to prove, we
may have #/elefs thoughts, without any affront to the
Majefty of our Creator.}

§ 11, page 83. Sleep not an affetion of the wholg
man.$

The foul aéts not by itfelf {fo as to be a different
perfoq. |

§ 11, page 83. As to confeioufnefs, it is impofiible
to prove or difprove it direétly. It is probable that
the mind, though there be a ceffation of the external
organs of fenfe, may perceive a conftant pleafiure in
found fleep, from the perpetual feam of [pirits that are
rifing from the circulation of the blood, efpecially fince
that motion muft needs be even and regular in found
fleep, or from other caufes: and people fuddenly

* Lee,p.45. ¢ Baxt.p. 148, Vide p. 184, 1 Lee, p. 47.
Baxt. p, 199. i Ibid. p.2qg1.
Vou 1. D2 awakened
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awalened find a kind of rel«ilaicy, at that inftant, to be
deprived of that pleafure.  1his 1 confefs cannot be
demonitrated, but much lefs the contrary ; and thereis
this to be added to the probability of 1t, that our very
dreams which we do remember, and the imagination we
often have in them of vifible objets, much clearer than
awake, do manifeftly evince that the perceptive princi-
pleinusdoesnot wholly depend upon the external fenfes,
tor the exercife of all 1ts natural powers; but can per-
form {ome of them without {uch a monttor, elpecially
without beinyg rid by the violence of external objects,*

§ 11, page 83. Who can f{ay that he ever found
himfelf in a ftate of unconfcioufnels ? 1t 1s contradic-
tory that any man fhould fo {urprize himfelf with
re(pe to the time prefent; and as to the paft time, he
cannot have any memory of fuch a ftate; for whether
ever fuch a ftate was or was not, it 1s either way a con-
tradi€tion that he fhould remember 1t, and he cannot
bring an argument for it from his not remembering of
it.  He did not perceive an abfence of confciouinefs
then ; nor can he now: fince he could only do it by
remembrance, Ide hath not two diftinct confcioul-
nefles, one to be extinguifhed, and another remaining
to perceive the abfence of the firft.

It is ftrange if any man put him to the trouble of
confuting this contradition, with the fuppofition of
Caftor and Pollux, Socrates and Plato. The pofition
his adverfaries maintain, infers no fuch contradiétion,
nor juftifies another to infer it for them. There1scer-
tainly a great deal of our paft confcioufnefs, which we
retain no memory of afterward. It 1s a particular
mark of our finite and imperfect natures, that we can-
not become confcicus of all our paft con{cioufnefs at
pleafure.  But no man at night would infer, that he
was not in a ftate of confcioufnefs and thinking at fuch

¥ Lee, p. 46, + Vide Baxt. p. 147,
2 a certain
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a certain time of day, becaufe now, perhaps, he hath no
memory what particular thought he had at that minute,
And it i1s no better argument confidered in1tfelf, thata
man was not confcious at fuch a minute in his fleep,
becaufe next morning he hath no memory of what ideas
were in his mind then,*

§ 11, page 83. It ishere granted, that while we are
awake, we are under the neceflity of thinking; how
comes 1t then we are not always awake? Is it the de-
fect of the foul ¢ This was the chief point to be con-
fidered. But {pirit hath no parts, and thercfore {tands
in no need of reparation or re-difpoling its parts aright,
as the body doth, which confifts of parts which are con-
ftantly changing, and liable to be difordered; this thews
on which {ide the indifpofition lies.+:

§ 12, page 84. A man afleep may perceive, or
think, and be conicious of it at that inftant, and yet not
retain the thoughts of it when awake ; and that too with-
out beiag, to all effets and purpofes, two different per-
fons for want of that memory., For if the want of me-
mory was a {uflicient reafon to make different perfons,
then the fame man might be an hundred men in thefame
day, by forgetting his feveral fucceeding thoughts
within that time. The fuppofition therefore of Caftor’s
foul in Pollux’s body while afleep, is a little too ro-
mantic ; but it 1s Jevelled againft the belief of fome that
the foul 1s a diftinct {ubftance from the body, and
therefore, as he infers, may aét apart; but as diftinét
fubftances as they are, yet there is a mutual communi-
cation between the thoughts of the foul and the motions
of the body ;1 but thc%oul of one man can no more be
1n another man’s body than one man can be confcious
of another’s thougtys, or feel his pain with the gout.§

¥ Vide Baxt. p, 14g. + Ibid. p. 74
; Baxt. o IIS. § LCC, P- 471 p ’
VOL. I- § 12’?
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§ 12, page 84, \When we fall heavy with {leep, or
ink from waking to a {leeping ftate, we lofe gradually
the perception of external objects or whatever we were
thinking of, as the mind ceafes to be active in apply-
ino the attention to them, till all degenerates into an 1n-
ternal fcene of thinking, where the mind 1s ftll altive,
and perceptive of and about other objects.*

I cannot help being concerned to find fome great
and learned men taking the wrong fide of ambiguous
appearances, and falling in with the fceptical notions of
the world, by infinuating, that the foul owes the per-
fection of rational thinking to the body; and this 1n
arder to maintain another hypothefis of no very great
confequence in itfelf though it were true in this ftate of
union, viz. that the {oul thinks not always, which yet
3s not ealily to be proved, even though the aivity of
ipirit be clozged with dead matter, and is certainly falle
in g ftate of {eparation. ¥

§ 14, page 8. If we confider the temper of the
brain, while we are falt afleep, paitly by the ptentiful
refort of the animal fpirits which ufed to be otherwife
employed, partly by the continual recruit which fleep

was defigned to make; it cannot be conceived other-

wife, but there muft be a very quick fucceffion of
thought, and continual interfering and croffing of thofe
fpirits in their motions, and thereby hindering one
another from making any diftin€y 1mpreffions in the
brain, which is doubtlefs the chief organ of memory.
And what the variety of fucceeding objects may do
whillt awake, that much more the various and multi-
form motion of the animal fpirits may do whilft afleep.
And let a man be never fo fuddenly awaked, the very
concuflion of the nerves (if by external violence) com-
municated to the brain may fhatter, and confound and
blot out, in that moment, all the impreflions which the

* Baxty p. 128, + Ibd, p. 142,
thaughts
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thoughts had made before, and if awaked without any
fuch foreign force, the fudden and hafty motion of the
{pirits to the external parts may work the like effect.®

§ 14, page 85. This objeftion is not rightly ftated,
It is not only poflible, but ealy to forget on be-
ing awakened, what we were dreaming the minute be-
fore. And duecare being taken, 1t is certainly alfo not
impoflible to obferve it in many cales. A very re-
markable author writing on this fubjeét, faith, <« [ fup-
pofe the foul is never totally inactive. I neverawaked

fince I had the ufe of my memory, but I found myfelf

coming outof adream. Andl fuppofe they that think
they dream not, think {o becaule they forget their
dreams.”

§ 16, page 87. If the foul were indebted to matrer
for the perfetion of rational thinking, matter would
be the more perfeét being of the two.  And if thinking,
or ativity does not belong to the nature of unmaterial
fubftance; it muft be merely accidental to all fubftance,
which is no lefs abfurd.}

Again, we have undoubted experience that the foul
thinks and lives, while the fenfvs are thut up and can
minifter nothing; and laftly, allowing all thatis alledgea,
viz. that fometimes we {leep without dreaming, 1s 1t
therefore to be inferred that fleep is an affection of the
foul ? Is it not conceivable to any man of common
{enfe, that its activity may be quite hindered from be-
ing exerted, and its perceptivity entirely impeded,
without fuppofing it to be laid up to be refitted, in
fleep, as the body is, or making fkep an affection of a
material being.§

In a dream, when it is certain that the foul 1s perci-
pient and awake, it is yet not percipient of any external

: Baxt. p. 47. # Mr. R. B. on the Soul’s Immortality.
¥ Baxt. p. 143. § Ibid, p. 153,
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touch upon the body: Why? Becaufe the aétion is
really not communicated to it.  Hence is manifeft on
which fide the indifpofition lies, and that fleep is not an

affeCtion of the whole man, foul as well as body, as
Mr. Locke infinuates,*

§ 16, page 87. Here is a broad hint for material
fouls.—What 1s for the moft part only, is not always;
that {ide ought alfo to have been confidered. 4+ But the
moft incoherent of our dreamns is an appearance far
above matter, or any power matter can be endued
with: and upon a narrow examination the aétions pro-
perly of the foul in dreaming will not be found fo irra-
tional as is here prefumed, and generally conceived.?

This abfurdity, (that the foul, &c.) is firft made a
confequence of what thefe men fay, and immediately
it is furmifed that the quality of our dreams fhews this
abfurdity to be fact.§ This is really a ftrange way of
procecding, to fhuffle over the odioufnefs of an infinua-
tion upon, and 1n cafe they thould difown ity and that
circumftance from which he would infer 1t (viz. that
the foul thinks without being conicious of it) to endea-
vour to prove it, by an appcarance, which is ready at
hand.  Thefe men deny that the foul thinks lefs or
more rationally, without being conicious of it, and
therefore any confequence of fuch a pofition; but who
15 it here that appeals to the frivoloufnefs and irrationa-
lity of dreams to-thew that the foul owes the perfe&tion
of rational thinking to the body. Mr. Locke fhould
have told us what were his own fentiments of this affair;
and if 1t were an abfurdity, thewn us how it was to be
avoided ; but firft ro endeavour to turn it over to his as
fomething very unjuftifiable, which therefore fhewed
the abiurdity of their opinion, and then to endeavour to
prove it, was altogether fingular.  Here he fuppofes

* B;xt. P.o1g3. + Ibid. p.o1o4, 181
s b porga. § Ibud. 250y 274,

that
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that the foul itfelf produces all it hears and fees in fleep,
that it thinks apart and feparately at that time, and
exerts the utmoft perfeGtion itis capable cf, when defti-
tute of the help of the body. How unjuft and 1nac-
curate a reprefentation of this appearance 15 this.*

This obfervation of Mr. Locke is (o far from being
exact, that if he had made juft the contrary oblervation,
it would have been equally true, which is remarkable
enough in a man of his accuracy and judgement. Be-
fides, how could the foul upon Mr. Locke’s own prin-
ciples form to itfelf in fleep a fcene of our waking ac-
tions and thoughts, and the man be ftill ignorant ot it,
without being two diftinét perfons i If a lawyer an-
{wers the objections of the oppofite party in his fleep,
and if he made thefe objeCtions againft himfelf, fhould
he not be as confcious that he made them, as that he
made the anfwers to them ? If objetions are made, the
efficiency of a rational intelligent caufe is interefted,
from the nature of the inftance: and if the perfon
himf{elf anfwers the obje&ions, the foul reafons fome-
times in (lecp, or hath ideas under the conduct of the undzr-
Slanding.} . | .

From our intimacy and acquaintance with this,
vifion, however new and ftrange to us, 1t is plain that
the foulis capableofamore perfec and ready knowledge
of things than that which it attains to now by the me-
thods of fenfe and reflection.§

§ 24, page 91. The refleting of the 1rni:}d upon 1ts
own operations can f{ignify nothing to the increale of
knowledge, unlefs we be improved in our knowledge of
thofe things on which we have thought. It the mind
has not nnate powers of carrying its thoughts {urther
than the fenfes, it will be never the better turmifhed by
reflc€ting or viewing what it has gained thercby @ the

* Baxt. p. 270. § Vide Lucret. 4, p. 9o0.
1 Baxt. p. 256, § lbid. p. 29:. |
Vor, I. E operations
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operations themfelves will not afford a new {et of ideas,

for they ar 2 nking 1
r they are only the nodes of thinking {0 named; of

which we have no ideas at all, when abftraced from the
objetts about which they are employed.  And if this
author means any thing more by reflexion, then it is the
fame which every body means by &nowing, and it is
very improper to reckon that to be a fource of ko
leage, which is knowing itfelf; and therefore he might as
well have faid In Gaffendus’s words, nibiseft intelleSn quod
ton prius fuit in fenfu.  And therefore what he s pl;:afed
to call natural muft be acquires. (1f all knowledge be)
from our Jenfes too.  And if that be his mcaningbl con-
celve a fenfation, an inadequate original of all know-
ledge, imperfect as it is, for thefe reafons -

1ft, Becaufe our external fenfes do, or can give no
true account, or near it, fo much as of corporeal {ub-
ftances, or of any one of their modes.
_ 2dly, Our feafes muft be infinitely defetive as to
zmmate’.rml fubftances; for into them the {enfes can give
us no nfight at all. c

3dly, There are feveral general propofitions as cer-
tainly true, as that our faculties are not decejved yet
Wwe can come at no knowledge of them merely b;r our
fenfes ; becaufe they cannot reach to al] the articular
included in the fubje@s of them. ’ ’

And lattly, There are fome propofitions as certainly
true as that the fun is a Juminous body; and yet the
terimns which conftitute them, cannot be Lanerﬁood by
the fenfes ; as where the tubjeét is a negative, nihik
nulle funt affetiones, or nothing cannot produce,an ef-
feCt.  No one will fay he has an idzq of nothing by
his Jenfes. Whatever natural poteers therefore the mind
bas, neitler they nor the exercife of them can be de-
rived t’rom‘ the {enfation of external obieé:ts ; but muft
come, byﬁ infenfible ways, from the A uthor éfnature n
the conflitution of our fouls; and it is ag rattonal to

leve. t]
believe, that thefe nalyral powers are grad ually imparted
qe)
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¢o the foul according to its fucceffive capacities to exer-
cife them, as thar the {oul itfelf was at firft ¢reaszd by
the infinitely-cvife Author®

CHAP. 1L
Of Simple IDEas.

OME of them are fmple, €c. But the
§ 1, page 939 better {o underﬁﬁldp this difference,
he fhould have given fome mark or definition of them,
that fo we might diftinguith them from one anather.
But we muft be content with amplification inftead of
definition, which is 3 tedious, and 1 fear we fhall not
find a fafer way to knowledge.}

Thefe qualities that affet our fenfes, when in the
mind, are mere perceptions, and thofe perceptions have
none of the features of the qualities themfelves, as he
himfelf exprefsly owns, and therefore cannot with any
propriety be called ideas, much lefs fimple :deas.§

As aman feesatonce,¢. 1queltionwhetherthe fight can
take in at once colour and motion diftinétly ; for though
the fucceffion in the ats of perception are very quick,
yet, I doubt, that if chere were not di(tinét inftants, the
perceptions of them could never be fo; however this 1s
certain they can never be perceived diftinétly from that
body in which they are, and {o are complex perceptions,
Qr ideas.||

A fimple 1dea is one uniform idea, which cannot be
divided or diftinguithed by the mind of man into two
or more ideas.q[

§ 3, page g6.  What our author fays is pofible, feerns

moft certain, that fuperior intelligent beings have other

* Baxt. p. 43.  § Vide Watts Log. p. 33.  § Lee, p. 48.
§ Lee, p. 48. |l Ibids p. 49. € Waits Log. p. 33.
You. [, E 2 organs
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organs for {enfations than we have, and for memory
than a drain fuch as we have ; otherwife it would be
naturally 1mpofiible, that angels and fouls feparated
from their prefent bodies fhould have any memory of

their pa/t altions, or perceptions of greater plealure or
pain than we now have.*

CHAP. 1V,
Of Solidity.
§ 1, page 99'THE word Solid is generally ufed in

contradiftinétion to hollownefs, fig-
nifying confiftency, continuity, or mutual coherence of
parts, and fometimes hardnefs ; which is no pofitive but
a relative quality to the conftitution of our bodies, and
therefore not {o fit to be fet up for the eflential pro-

perty of a body as extenfion, which of late has had the
name of 1t.%

§ 3, page 100, Space diftint from Body: for fpace
feems to be the general name of what immediately
affects our fenfes only with extenfion: body, the general
name of what affeéts our fenfes with either figure, mo-
tion, or reft, befides extenfion.§

CHAP. V.
Of Simple Ipeas of divers Senfes.

F there be any fpace beyond the confines
Page 104':[ of body, we cannot have {o much as the

conception of it, but only by the exercife of reafon, in-
ferring that there may be fuch fpace, becaufe we cannog

* Watts Log. p. 49, + 1bid. p. go.
i Vide ¢, 13, § 11, p. 122, § Lee, po 21,

2 imagine
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imagine or invent any external caufe that fhould hinder
the infinite extenfion of the univerfe, but that 1s not an

idea, but a rarional inference.®

CHAP VL
Of Simple IpEas of Refletiion.

OW thinking comes to be placed to
§ 2, page 104. H perception only needs exphcation,

for when we will love, hate, or defire, we think, as well
as when we underftand, imagine, or judge.-}

CHAP. VIL
Of Simple IDEas of both Senfation and Refiection.
UT what notion can a man have
§ 1, page 104. B

of pleafure or pain alone, 1 mean,
without confidering the caufes of them, or [fubjeéts
wherein they are? So that pleafure and pain feem only
the names of our perceptions ; power, unity, and exi/fience
the names only of the acts of the mind itfelf, exercifed
about things operating, exifting, and being one, and
not any abitract ideas or objeéts of the mind.§

CHAP. VIIL
Some farther Confiderations concerning our Simple IDEAs.

HE caufe of all perceptions is
Y 1, page 109. fomething real or pofitive; for in
plain Englith, # privative caufe, or the privation of a
caufe, is #o canfe at all.§

* Lee, pog3e f Ibide 7 Ibid.p.g4.  § Ibid.
VOL. Io § 83
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§ 7, page 111, line 6. That {0 2wwe may 1ot think.mm

That the old philofophers thought fo, appears from
their giving the fame name to the guality in the bedy,
that excites a fenfation inus, and to the fenfation ex-
cited as, Calor in igne, homo Calidus.

When a thought is raifed in our mind by the a&ion

of fome real thing without us, this idza is the effet of .

a pofitive caufe: but it often happens that a new thought
fhall arife from the want of a real thing, or when it

ccafes to at; hereis a privative caufe,

§ 8, pageirr. Idea, what.—The form under which
things appear to the mind or the refult of our concep-
tion or apprehenfion, is called an idea.*

FVhich ideas. This ufe of the word idea, viz. for
the quality producing it, will be apt to mifguide any
one that does not remember this admonition.+

Primary qualities are fuch as belong to bodies con-
fidered in themfelves, whether there was any man to
take notice of them or no.}

§ 11, page 113. In the aét of imaginatioy indeed,
when the objeét 1s not prefent, there is an 7dea of the
vifible objett in the mind itfelf: but whether it be fo,
when the object is actually prefent, is not f evident;
becaufe we cannot ealily diltinguift between the im-
preflion which s properly the aét of the object, and the
perception which is the alt of the mind.§ But this is
certain, that there'ls at no time an idea or perception of
any of thofe qualities without the fubject in which thay
are, and fo there can be no {uch things as _fimple ideas,
they are all compounded. ||

Secondary quahties are fuch ideas as we afcribe to
bodies on the accountof various impreflions which are
made on the fenfes of men by them.q

* Watts Log. p. s. ¥ § 9, Ibid. p. 24. 1 Ibid.
§ Waus k. p.rog. | Lee, p. g6, € Watts Log. p. 24.

§ 15,

PercepTION. 3t
§ 135, page 134, line 5. But the ideas produced in us by

thefe fecondary qualities. Becaule when the ideas of the
Jecondary qualities are produced, there is nothing more

in the bodies, than when the ideas of the primary qualities
were produced : there is only a determinate fet, or com-
bination of the primary qualities ; there are no new affec-
tions anfwering thefe new thoughts in our minds; and

this feems to be a more proper way of fpeaking in this

cale: becaufe there is indeed no refemblance between
the primary gwh’t:’es and our ideas of them, which are
the modes ot a different fubftance.

§ 19, page 116, The fuperficies of bodies do for
the moft part modify the light that falls upon them,
and {o their colour feems to be conftant: but it is often-
umes modified before it comes at them, and they re-
flect it to our eyes with that mod:ifcation, and then
their colour is altered ; and this new colour is as much
their colour while they continue in that poflure, as the
other colour is at all other times.

CHAP. IX.
Of PercerTiON.

§ 1, pave 121 ERCEPTION is the immediate
» P43 ' {clf-confcioufnefs of ideas in the
mind, or of the natural relation of one or more ideas
as exifting in and appearing to the underftanding. *
The word perception is feldom or never ufed for
thinking in general ; becaufe thinking comprehends the
alls of the will, as well as the anderflanding ; and the

- will was never reckoned among the perceptive facul-
- ties, though 1t has great influence in the improvement

of them.t

* Mor. Phil. p: 193, + Ibid. p. ¢8.
Yo L. Perception,
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Perception, conception, or apprehenfion is the mere
fimple contemplation of things offered to our mind,
without affirming or denying any thing concerning
them; the form under which thefe things appear to
the mind, or the refult of our conception, is cailed an
gdea.*

Perception is that aét of the mind whereby it be~
comes conicious of any thing, when prefent.t

§ 8, page 123, lLine 8. Of a flat circle varioufly
Shadowed.  Becaufe the bottom of the eye being a fuper-
Jjicies, nothing but a fiperficies can be there painted ;
and {o all the folidity and thicknefs of bodies is Ioft: fo
thofe parts of a globe, which are direly oppofir. 10
the eye, and fo on a parallel fituation to it make the

greatelt image in it, and confequently the brighteft and

firongeft colour; whereas thofe on either fide, the furs
ther they go towards the tangent lines on the globe,
the lefs images they make inthe eye: asa circle, which

was at firft directly oppolite and parallel to the eye by

bending any way from it, makes at firft the image of
an ellipfis, and at lait of a /line only.

Where any body 1s more white, or otherwife enabled
to reflect the ligiit {ftrorgly, the nearer it will appear,

and the lefs lumitnous the tarther off; the reafon 1s, be-

caufein the natural fabric of the eye, the nerves that are

caufed to move and thereby defend it againft the more

prefling light, contract {o as it is, and muft be, to fee an

object that is very near: fo that there is no need of

experience to teach us that fhade ftands for figure ; for the
parts from which the thade comes will, by the ftruéture
of the eye, appear further off than otherwife they
would, and fo the whole fuperficies of the globe appear
protuberant, as it really 1.1

Page 124, linz 22, Or that a protuberant angle.~—s
The inequality of the angles which preffed his hand, is

* Watts Log.p. 5. ¢ Ibid. p. 8. ¢ Ibid. p. bo.
wholly
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image of the eye; a cube making nothing but a
parallelogram.

Quere, Whether he would not by nature know the
difference ? or in other words, whether there be not
conftituted in nature a neceflary connexion between a
certain motion upon the organ of touch, and a certain
perception, and a certain figure at the bottom of the

eye, and the fame perception.*

8 9, page 128, line 8. We bring ourfelves to judge.
Sc. in the inftance he hath given, that the thing
we fee 15 of an uniform colour, though the idea we have
in our mind, when we fee it, is of a thing varieu/ly
Shbadvwed. We bring ourfelves to judge thus, by our
having abferved, that this idea hath been often pro-
duced in us by the convex figure of a globe of an -

Jorm colour.

§ 14, page 127. The inftance here given fmells fo
ftrong of a certain principle that man is nothing but
an organized body, with the knack of ibinking tacked
to it at certain times, that it may be enough to awaken
any one that is concerned for the immortality of human
Jouls, to fee the dangerous confequence of it.1

CHAP. X.

Of RETENTION.

HERE is an ohility in the mind, &,
3 2, page 123, 7 From hence fomginfer innate prin-
ciples, though there be not an a&ual perception of the
{everal parts of thofz propofitions, only a natyral facihty
in the mind, to apprehend, conned&t, or disjoin them,
when occafion offers the thoughts of them, juft as there
Is a power in the loadftone to draw iron, before i1t ac-

* Lec, p. 60§ Ibid, p. 61,
Yor. L. F twally
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tually exerts that power, and that is all they mean by
natural or nnate,*

§ 3, page 129.  To thele may be added method, by
which things, that are a-kin to one another, may be
fo placed together in one confideration, as to make our
thoughts ealily fucceed one another in train.t

- S 7, page13t. Lamaptro think it is always affive,
1. e. that there i1s an action required in the mind, diffint
from the effeft which the impreffion left.t The aét of
the memory is as diflinét from that which occafions it, as
Jenfation 1tlelf, from the motion which comes from the
object.§

Memory, as we are ative in it," is the power itfelf
belonging to the foul, whereby it applies the perceptive
capacity to the confideration of any former obje&.

Memory, as we are paffive in it, is only a thing be-
ing brought into the perception, with a fecondary or
concomitant perception, which diftinguifhes it from a
new perception, and makes it appear only a perception
renewed, or that it was there once at leaft before. ||

§ 10, page 133.  In this inftance of birds, there is
wanting fomething of convincing evidence that they are
confcious of what they do. That the finging of fome
birds is in a great meafure mechanical, is manifeft from
their finging more 4riftly in a room where there is moft
walking, talking, or any fort of 70ify motion.€

* lee, p. 62,  § Ibid. I Baxt. p. 28q.
§ Lee, p. 63. | Baxt. p. 2go. & Lee, p. 63.

CHAP.
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CHAP. XL
Of DiscerRNING, and other Operations of the Mind.

6 THA‘T the fame piece of fugar,
§ 3, page 130, 4ne 17- L a0 Itis not true that the
mind does at the fame time perceive thefe two qualities
in the fugar; it is at different times, as much as 1f they
had been two different bodies, though they are in the
fame piece of {ugar.®

§ 5. page 1 37,line 14. Belonging togeneralideas.~~There
are really no general fubflances or modes, and confequently
no ideas of general things; becaufe there 1s nothing
properly general but words or names, which are applied
to feveral things. The reafon is, becaufe the mind ob-
ferves thofe feveral things to agree to that which 1s the
reafon or foundation of that common or general name.+-

§ 7, page137,line’7.  Ever compound them,&c. 1t they
have the fhape of their malter in their eye, the found of
his voice in their ears, &¢c. one would think they can
hardly avoid the having the image or idea of him in
their brains, and that is a compound idea.

They appear not to mifs them, &c, This has fome
appearance of an argument, that they do not either
perceive or remember ; for perceiving or remembering
without diftinétion is not perceiving or remembering
at all, or at leaft of no ufe.}

§ 8, page 138. Names are not always the figns of
ideas.§ The word nothing is the fign that our mind

* Lee, p. 63. + Ibid. ¥ Ibid. p. 66.

§B.3, 6.3, § 9. Proced.of the Und.b.2,c. 5. KingdeOr.
M.p.7. Watts Log.p.1,¢.3, § 3. Berkley concerning the
Princ. of Hum, Know, Introd. p. 6, Chamb, Di&t. in Abftraét,

and general.
Vor. L. F2 concelves
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conceives a thing as not exiffing, or of the megation of

exiflence ; but we have no idea of nothing, nor of that
act of the mind by which we conflider a thing as not
exifting.#

Whatever may be denied of abftract ideas, it is cer-
tain all true demonftration is in abftraét ideas.+

§ 9,page 138, line 11, Abftraction is certainly a diffe.
rent at of the mind from f{enfation, whence reflettion
and abftracted ideas have their original ; though perhaps
{enfation and refle€tion may furnith us with all the firft
objelts and occafions whence thefe abftralted ideas are
excited and derived. Nor in this fenfe and view of things
can [ think Mr. Locke himfelf would deny my repre-
fentation of the original of abftract ideas, nor forbid
them to {tand for a diftinét {pecies.§

The abftract natures of things confift {olely in idea,
and are not properly objects that can epter by material
organs.§

§ 11, page 139, There 1s a gradation or {cale of af-
fent of the principle of ation among creatures, in pro-
portion to their perfection.  Brutes and men are fpon-
taneous with regard to the motions of their bodies,
But men have further a power of directing arbitrarily
their perceptive capacity to and throughout thetr paft
perceptions, which brutes have not, (and therefore can-
not be called thinking creatures. )|]

And this is the {pecific difference betwixt rational
and irrational beings, as this power 1s the foundation of
the rational nature.q]

§ 13,page 140, line16. Henceitcomestopafs,&c. Hence
it is plain thatideas are not the foundation of certainty or

* Lee, p.66. ¢ Baxt.N.p.31o. 1 Watts Log. p. 32,
§ Watts Log. p.g1.  Baxt. p. 84, p. 89, p. 134, Not, p, §6.
| Baxt. p. 85. q Ibid. p. Not. 79, 84, 107, 156, Brown
ou the Underit. p. 173,
L frie
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true knotwledge ; for if they are, how fhall a fober man
judge he himfelf is not mad & for mad men’s and {ober
men’s ideas are equally trye ideas.®

CHAP XII,
Of Complex IDEas.

Complex Idea 1s made by joining
§ 2, page 144 ‘A two or more fimple ideas togethera;
but when feveral of thefe ideas of a different kind are

yoined together, which are wont to be confidered as dif-

tinct fingle beings, this 1s called a compound or colleitive

1dea.

§ 4, page 145. The word mode is generally ufed
for any property, quality, affetion of a fubltance, by
which it is either diftinguifhed from other {ubftances
or from itfelf.}

A mode 1s that which cannot fubfift in and of itfelf,
but 1s always efteemed as belonging to, and fubfifting
by the help of fome fubltance, which for that reafon is
called 1ts fubject,

It i1s by fome authors applied chiefly to the relations
or relative manners of being : but in logical treatifes it
1s often ufed in a larger fenfe, and extends to all aturi-
butes whatever, and includes the moft effential and 1n-
ward properties, as well as outward refpelts and rela-
tions, and reaches to actions themfelves, as well as to
manners of action.§

¥ Baxt. p. 68. + Watts Log. p. 33.
{ Watts Log. p. 69, § 1bid. p. 16,

Vou. I. CHAP.

(M
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CHAP. XIIL
Of Simple Modes s and Tift, of 1he Simple Modes of Space

§ 1, page 147, line 8. ﬂ/I QDIFICATIONSEOI li:? e
s S idra.  The modifications of
any thing are only the diferent modi exiflendi, or
nanners of exifting belonging to that thing : that 15,
when a thing exifts in different ftates or conditions,
degrees or quantiies, &c. thefe may be called different
snodi exiftendi, or modificaticns of a thing.

§ ¢, page 148, Figure, 1n fewer words, 1s nothing
but the determination of fpace or body.*

§ 12, page 153, The idea we have of fpace i1s of
extenfion in the abftrac, not of a concrete extended
fubftance.

The extenfion of body implies a particular action
exerted, but the extenfion of fpace implies no fuch
thing. Space has all the true marks of ncceflary ex-
tenfion, matter has all the contrary. To fay, once

ipace was not extended 1mplics a contradiction: 1t 1§

ympafiive, without hgure, location, divifion, motion. .

§ 16, paze 154, This dilemma 1 avoidable only
by owning jrace to be fubflance (though not dody,) nei-
ther maieritl, nor cogitvtive.y

# Waits Log. p. 71, + Baxt. p. 350. Watts Log. p. 13, 17.
¥ Baxt.p. 251, § Lee, p. 73 Cartef. Princ Phil. p. 2, § 20,
“ewt. Princ. Math. Schol, Generale ad Fiu. ¢jufdem Opuc. Qu.
2o, p. 315, Dr. Clarke Dem. Prop. 2, his Letters to Leibnitz,
D, Ty 11y 21y 530 775 101, 1235, 131, 2090, &c.—Ralphion de Spa.
geali. ¢, 5.—Tlac. Ode. Princ, Nat. Philot. p. 22, 48.—Notesor Or.
or Ev. Cudworth, Intell, Svit. 644, 500.—Green’s Prin. Phil. b. 1,
. 1, § 8. 18.—Ravie Dict. p. 27go, 3083.~—Colliber’s Ecquiry into
the Boing and Attnb,of Godi—Gretion a priori, €. 6, 7.—Watts
Pinlof, Lt 1, p.o21,
§ 21,

Duration, and its Simple Modes. 19

§ 21, page 157. The controverfy about a vacuum
cannot be direétly ended; unlels it could be proved
either, that there is no fpace, but where there is fuch a
body in it as does produce fome Jenfible effet . or that
there is fome fpace, where there is no body that can
affect our fenfes; both which are equally impofhble to
be proved.*

Stretch bis band beyond his body 2 Yes; if there is
fpace which is not body ; but this is begging the quel-
tion : otherwife, I anfwer, No; except there come {o
much matter from beyond the confines, as to fill that

(pace which the hand left. b

§ 24, page 139. This is the beft argument to prove
2 vacuum, viz. becaufe we can fo naturally conceive

[pace diftin&t from body.’;

CHAP. XIV,
Of Duration, and its Simple Modes.

§ 12, page 16 HOUGHTS cannot be meafured

» Page 107 in length any more than they can
be defcribed by figures or colours; fo that meafuring
duration by them feems like meafuring pain by the
inch or foot. And therefore we may have forne no-
tion of duration or time by our confcioufnefs merely
of the fucceflion of our thoughts; yet they cannot
come near the being a proper ftandard, or adequate
meafure of 1t.§

§ 18, page 169. Time is defined by Leibnitz, to
be the order of fucceffion of created beings.||

* Lee, p. 73. Baxt.p. 37. + Lee, p. 74
¥ Lee, p. 75. § Ibid. p. 78,
§ Baxt. p. 275, Not. Ult,

VoL. l. and

!
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§ 31, page 198, Exteraal objsfts cannot operate
upon the mind any otherwife than by prefest impreffion
and therefore the knowledge or notion we have of du-
ration, time, and eternily, is gained by the exercife of our
matural facultics of imagining and reafoning, and not

by fenfation only.*

CHAP. XV.
Of Duration and Expanfion confidered tagether.

O thefe two particulars, wherein
§ 12, page ISS'T {pace and duration differ, may be

added a third, viz. that fpace is fomething real, and
diftinét from the mind conceiving it ; but duration is
only a mode of the mind’s conception concerning the
exiftence of itfelf, and other things.4

CHAP. XVI,
Of NuMmser.

UMBER, abftraéted from the thing
§ 1, page 189 Nnumbered, and from the namet;

and figures by which 1t is exprefled, is nothing but a
thought or mode of conception, and is improperly
called an dea.

CHAP XVIL
Of INrFINITY.

§ 6, page197,line 16. B{H: m_ozbe'r ideas it is 110! fo.—
hefe words feem to fup-

pofe that we can have an idea of the greatelt white-
nels that can be; but this we can no more have, than

* Lee, p. 81, + Thid. p. 84. * Ibid, p. 8q.
of
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of the greateft degree of extenfion that can be. We
may indeed fuppofe a thing fo white, that, if adding a
greater degree 1o it, will make a different 7dea 1n our
fancy or imagination; but this he hath alo obferved
of the addition of fpace and duration, when the ideas
under confideration are very big or fmall.* But not-
withftanding this, we add to any degrees of whitenefs,
ftill greater degrees of it, which, though lefs or equal

will ot, will increafe it i1 infinitam, juft as the increafe

is made 1n extenfion.

§ 4, page 108, Every idea is finite or limited, and
therefore to fay the idea of infinity is limited, is a fiat

contradi®ion ; and to fay that it is a continual growing

idea, does not mend the matter. A perfon of fixteen
years old is a growing perfon, but the number 1s not
o, for that will be immutably the fame; and the attri-
buting that to the number which is a fixed limited mode
of our conception, which is proper only to the thing
aumbered, creates all the confufion. ¢

§ 13, page 202. Though we have no complete and
adequate idea of infinite, this does not prove that our
notion or knowledge of infinity is not pofitive ; for we
may have a pofitive notion, or rationally grounded
knowledge, of that which we do not comprehend. }

§ 14, page 202, line 4. He that confiders that the
end is body.—This feems not a fufficient an{wer to the
argument alledged ; for though the end, 4. ¢. the ex-
treme parts of any thing be as much parts, and
as poficive beings as the middle parts, yet they may
alfo be confidered, as they are in this argument,
f¢. as the negation of further extenfion. But an an-
{wer may be fetched from the argument itfelf. For

* B.2yc. 18, §9, P. 148. $ Lee, p. 89.
- Lce: p. Scs;. ---Not. on King. ---Cv;dw. Int, Syft. p. 647. ---Jac

Ode Theol. Nat. p. 27, ---Ralph{on Dem, de Deo. p. 2. |
VYou. I. G granting
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granting what was demanded n the argument, that
the end of fpace 1s nulla extenfio alterior, an infinite fpace
therefore is quod non hbaber nulld ulterioré extenfionem ;
now becaufe we know not how much this aligna ulrerio;
extenjio 1s, which, as he elfewhere expreflesit, is a con-
fufed, incomprehenfible remainder, we cannot have a
clear, complete pofitive idea of infinite fpace. 'We have
no dea of infinite [pace for this reafon, when I have not
the idea of all the parts of any thing, I have no perfe&
idea of the whole thing; and {ince infinite fpace is made

up of infimte parts, fc. {uch parts as I can come to no
end of, | have not a complete idea of infiuite fpace ; for

if I had, I {bould have an idea of all the parts of it,and

then the mind would come to an end of thofe parts which
have no end at all; which is abfurd.

§ 15, page 204, dine 2. This is plain negative, &&S¢—
What a negative 1dea 1s, or how part of an idea can be

faid to be negative, 1s to me unintelligible. I under-
ftand what a negative propofition is, as a borfe is not a

Jlone ; but I have no idea of what is not a flone. But

yet I have no pofitive reafon to believe that propofition

Is very true. A negative idea therefore is very obfcure,

undimited, or rather no /dea at all.*

CHAP. XVIIL
Of the other Simple Modes.

Page 200. OF other fimple modes.—It is not evident

alia

1 from the deflcription here given, whether
they be thofe he calls fimple modes, or thofe he calls

mixved ; but they feem to be fuch fimple modes as are va-

riations of the fame fimple idea.

¥ Lee, p. 100,

CHAP.
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CHAP. XIX.
Of the Modes of Thinking.

F the Modes cof thinking.~—The aua
thor now ufes the word mode again in
its ufual fenfe, not that new one he hath made for it.

What this author calls the modes of thinking are only
the feveral operations of the mind according to the 4-
riety of the objeéts, or the manner of its being employed
about them.*

It is as abfurd that the bare reprefentation of things
fhould be under the choice and conduét of the under-
ftanding, as it is that we fhould fee what we pleafe only
when we look out of our window to the neighbouring
fields. The foul reafons full as confiftently as an un-
experienced ftranger would do about new and unknown

§ 1, page 212, O

objetts.

§ 4, page 214, line 11, The mind_fives itfelf —=It
were to be withed that Mr. Locke had applied this to
the poffibility of matter’s thinking.J.

§ 4, page 214, 'This is fpecious at firft view, but 13
indeed a very equivocal argument, and concludes dif-
ferent ways according to the different acceptation of the
word eflence. He grants that thinking is action, and
fuppofes effence to be the internal unknown conftitu-
tion of things whereon their difcoverable qualities de-
pend. Now that thinking or aétion, which1s a known
property of the foul, fhould be the internal, unknown
conftitution of the foul is a contradiétion, and, proving
the contrary, is proving what was never denied.
But this is not the genuine acceptation of the word
effence. (Vide infr. p. 44, § 6.) From whence we

* Lee, p.22. 4 Baxt. p. 261, ¥ Ibid. p. 192,
Vou. 1. G2 may
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may fee the fallacy of Mr. Locke’s argument. He
makes effence the internal, unknown confticution of
things ; and becaufe it i1s contradictory, that thought
fhould be of the effence of the foul in this fenfe, he
infers 1t 1s not of the effence of the foul in the other
fenfe, 1. e. fo as to be infeparable from it; but that
thought is eflential to the foul, in the laft fenfe, may be
thus proved. It muft be eflential to one of the two
fubftances, i. e. either to matter or {pirit; otherwife the
higheft perfetion in nature muft be merely cafual, or
an extraneous accident in the univerfe, but it can nei-
ther be eflential to matter, nor accidental. (Fide infr.
7. 140.) Ergo, itmuft be effential to fpirit, or fuch =
property which cannot be feparated from it without
deftroying its nature,  Or if thinking is eflential neither
to body or {oul, how come we at all to think ? Isit by
mere accident ¢ If o, 1t 1s poflible the foul {hould never
think. It it be faid the foul lays down and takes up
thinking at pleafure, (by its own power, &c.) it is a
direct contradiction, If the foul pleafes to take up
thinking after intermiffion, it mult be previoufly
thoughtful : if it be faid to ftand in need of fome ex-
ternal principle to bring back thought to it, this is to
own that 1t would never think again of itfelf, but be a
dead inactive {ubftance, unlels reftored by fome exter-
nal being.  And the argument muft come to this on
Mr. Locke’s hypothefis, if the foul were for any the
lealt ume without thought. The power of thinking
1n a {ubltance once dead, cannot be conceived, becaufe
1t 1s contradictory.  Life itfelf confifts in being perci-
pient, 1n this we are neceffary, and if we are percipient,
we muft have perceptions by the terms = thus it is very
conceivable, that the foul fthould remit its a@ivity in
thinking through all degrees, till at length it can remit
no farther, and finds 1tfelf neceflary in having fome per-
ception or other.*

» det: Po 153:

Thinking,

Of the Modes of Thinking. 45

‘Thinking, (allowing it a variable property) may in-
variably belong to the foul: as figure is 2 variable pro-
perty of matter, and yet invariably and infeparably be-
longs to matter ; and as i¢ is only the exercife of power,
not the power itfelf, that is fubje& to the variation of
being intended or remitted. This does not make the
power itfelf feparable from the foul. Again, Mr.
Locke himfelf grants that thinking is the condition of
being awake (Sup. p. 72,) a property then capable of
being intended or remitted, necefiarily belongs to the
foul, at leaft for chat time, and if we were always awake,
would always and neceffarily belong to it.  And fince
we cannot ceale being awake at pleafure, it is not In
our power to become unative at pleafure, or we are
neceflarily active. It is the indifpofition of the body
which occafions our not being always awake, that
hinders our not always exercifing the power of activity,
allowing the foul fometime inactive.®

§ 4, page 214, bne 17, And laft of all, Sc.—But
this is only experience of having no memory of conlci-
oufnefs then, which does not infer that we had no con-
{cioufnefsthen. When an evidence makes oath that his
memory does not ferve him fo far, how much proves he
by this ? Nothing furely on either fide. He only owns
that the point in controverfy might have been fo, or
otherwife, for any thing he can remember.

Line 30. Thinking is the a&tion, &c.—This opinian
is not fafe, nor the reafon well-grounded. For when
the mind ceafes thinking, fo far as we can conceive, 1t
ceafes to be any thing at all; and {uppofe the effeice of
any {ubftance be taken for the combination of all the
properties and qualities by which that thing is diflin-
guifbed from another, then I cannot fee, but that the
felf-ativity of the foul, which includes both thinking
and motion too, and which diftinguifhes it from oody

* Baxt. p. 148, + Ibid. p. 710
You. I, and
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and fpace, may not be capable of degrees, of being in<
creafed or diminithed according to the various ftates

and circumtftances in which it thall be, for the exercie
~of that and other uatuial powers.*

CHAP XX.
Of Modes of Pleafure and Pais.

HESE definitions of good and evs

2, pape 216, of pood and ev:l
y 2, page 21 T are not complere : 1. Becaufe they
fcem to confound carfe and effect, for we call effelts

good as well as confes. 2. They do not keep up the
jutt diitintion Eetween moral and phyfical good and
evil: for 1f all be called defervedly go?)d tha:}procurcs
pleafure, then there is no diftinétion between real and
appareat good.  There are fome actions good or evil by
an imuutable conftitution of the wife Author of Nature
and do not depend upon the cariable opimons of mu;
to make them otlerzr/r, whatever they may call them.t

Pleafure and pamn appear to be mese fenfationy,
rather than proper ideas,

CHAP XXI.
Of Power.

- . 1‘ - - r ? . > F ol | -
§ 1, page 220, line 17 / I IIA)l 2aca we call poter,
) A —Poreer no way differs
rom thay we call a cuvfe, but that poreer relates to an
effect before, and caule 1o an effect afrer it is aQtually
produced.  But neither power, caufe, or effe@, are
ideas, puiely the nues we give thofe modes of concep-
tions which are formed in our minds, u pon our obferva-

. ‘ o
tion of the mutual relazion of fubftances, and their ope-
rations upon another §

* Lee, p. g4 ¥ 1bid. pogs. + Wanks EA 52,p. 81, § Lee, p.g3.
2 § S,

*
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§ 8, page 224. Liberty is not a poteer to do or for-
bear any adtion, &c. nor indeed is it any power at all.
Iris only the defe&, the ablence or fufpenfion at leaft of
a power in any agent 4iftinct from that which has the
power of preferring or chooling ; and fo it only (ignifies
the extent or mode of the mind’s power we call the swi/l,
and not a diflinét power itfelf from the ol *

The power of willing and wnderfianding 1s proper
fenfe, but the power of liberty or freedom is nonfenfe.
VWhat any one means therefore by liberty of will, is no
more than this, that no agent, neither God, nor angels,
nor any natural caufe whatever, does irrefutibly 1mpel,
or mechanically force his will to any good action, or re-
ftrain it from any evil ; but that the only reafon of his
preferring a good action to an evil one is from himlelt.{

§ 8, page 224, line 13.  Liberty confifts not only in
atting according to moral motives where they are ; but
in felf-determination by the power of the will, where
circumftanses are indifferent; and that in the Deuy
himfelf.}

§ 8, page 224, line 13. So that the idea of liberty.—
This is nothing elfe but r potver to execute the derermt-
nations of the will, and an exemption from external
force for that purpofe. So that this Lberty doth not at all
refpet the determinations of the will, but fuppoles them
to be over before it comes into play. But the general
and moft common notions of lberty concern the very
determinations of the will, and the lalt refultof our realon
and judgement ; and in the firlt it is required, whether
the mind be decermined to will by any exterual caufes,
and if it be, it is certainly not free. 2dly, Whether
it be determined to will by the refult of its own realon
and judgement, fo that it muft neceflanly will accord-

* Baxt. p. g7 + Ibid. p. 98, rIbid. p 367.
You. L ing
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§ 8, page 224. Liberty is not a poteer to do or for-
bear any adtion, &c. nor indeed is it any power at all.
Iris only the defe&, the ablence or fufpenfion at leaft of
a power in any agent 4iftinct from that which has the
power of preferring or chooling ; and fo it only (ignifies
the extent or mode of the mind’s power we call the swi/l,
and not a diflinét power itfelf from the ol *

The power of willing and wnderfianding 1s proper
fenfe, but the power of liberty or freedom is nonfenfe.
VWhat any one means therefore by liberty of will, is no
more than this, that no agent, neither God, nor angels,
nor any natural caufe whatever, does irrefutibly 1mpel,
or mechanically force his will to any good action, or re-
ftrain it from any evil ; but that the only reafon of his
preferring a good action to an evil one is from himlelt.{

§ 8, page 224, line 13.  Liberty confifts not only in
atting according to moral motives where they are ; but
in felf-determination by the power of the will, where
circumftanses are indifferent; and that in the Deuy
himfelf.}

§ 8, page 224, line 13. So that the idea of liberty.—
This is nothing elfe but r potver to execute the derermt-
nations of the will, and an exemption from external
force for that purpofe. So that this Lberty doth not at all
refpet the determinations of the will, but fuppoles them
to be over before it comes into play. But the general
and moft common notions of lberty concern the very
determinations of the will, and the lalt refultof our realon
and judgement ; and in the firlt it is required, whether
the mind be decermined to will by any exterual caufes,
and if it be, it is certainly not free. 2dly, Whether
it be determined to will by the refult of its own realon
and judgement, fo that it muft neceflanly will accord-

* Baxt. p. g7 + Ibid. p. 98, rIbid. p 367.
You. L ing
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ing to fuch refult, and ifit be {o determined, fome think
17 is 5ot free, others that 4f 7s. %

S 8, page 224. Mr. Locke takes a great deal of
ains to prove that fuch liberty does not belong to the
will ; which is very certain, granting his fenfc of liberty
to be the only one, fince by his definition ir is evidently
fubfequent to the choice or prefence of mind, and only
relates to the execution of fuch choice by an inferior
faculty.  But then, befide this idea of hberty, which is
nothing to the prefent queftion, there is another pre-
vious and ¢qually proper one, which regards the very
determination, preference, or dire@ion of the mind it-
felf, and may be called its power of determining to do
or forbear any particular a&tion, or of preferring one to
the other; and if freedom can with any propriety of
tpeech be attributed to one of thefe powers, as he has
conflantly attributed it, why may it not, with equal
propriety, be attributed to the other 24

§ 11, page 226, In all thefe cafes, as the alls are
not voluntary, are not wolitions, fo' nobody pretends to
diverty in them. But where there is {bought or volition,
there is freedom or kiberty, and in no other cafe.  Fyepe
“o of mind therefore is not its power 10 do or forbear
according to its wolitton or preference, but diderry from
the impulfe and reflraint of other caufes ditinét from
itfelf.  That is the true meafure of freedom, where that
Jotoer 1n other agents operates upon ity there it is a we-
ccflary agent, but where that power is wanting or fuf-
pended, there and there only it is free §

§ 23, page 233, kine 15, 8o that.—If any one fays,
that when the nund either alts or forbears a thing pro-
poted, 1t hasa power at the fame time to do néither,

* VideInfr. § 8. ¢ LawonK. Notes, p. 245, ¢ Baxt. p. 100,
and
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and therefore that proceeds from its own five determina-
tion, that 1t doth either of them at all; this defermina-
zion mult proceed from an antecedent will,

25, page 234, line 4. Whether a man be at liber ty.
—T'his feems to be a quibble upon the word pleafes,
which had been avoided by faying either of the two;
and the quettion being fo worded would have been {o
far from carrying its alfurdity fo manifeftly in it, thatie
would have been that great and famous one concerning
the freedom of man’s will,

But what does it fignify to me that I muft neceflanilv
take one fide, or the other, right or wrong, fo long as 1
can chufe either of them indifterently ¢ If 1 can chule
einer of the two. Here is full roor for the exercife
of liberty, and whether 1 can or no, ought to have been
Mr. Locke’s next queftion; inftead of which he flips
In this ablurd query, Whether a man, &5c.*

§ 29, page 236, Freedom may be jultly predicated
of the wiil, or of the mind in exercife of it ; not indeed
his kind of freedom, 1. c. that of ating, which belongs
to another faculty ; but freedom, in our fenfe of the
word, 1. e. a certain phyfical indifference, or indetermi-
natenefs in its own exercife, which 1s what moft men
underftand by lib. arbitrium. For if there be fuch a
hiberty in human nature, we have then got an abfolutely
lelf-moving principle, which does not want any thing
ouc of itfelf to determine it, which has no phyfical con-
ne&ion with, and of no confequence no occalion for
that grand determiner anxiety, &, |

To affirm that the mind or will is determined by the
prefent fansfaction, uneafinefs, &c. is faying, that 1t
generally has fome motives from without, according to
which i1t determines the above-mentioned powers;
though 1n reality it always can, and cften does the con-

* Vide Baxt. p.go, 116, r19. Stiutt’s Remarks p. 38.
Yor. L. H trary



{2 Cf Power.

jultly be conceived to make that determinate our wills,
which removes what is contrary to that,

8 44, page 247.  The reafon of men’s not govern-
ing all their actions by the view of cternal happinefs,
and fo in proportion to the true value of the good they
aim at, may be as well accounted for from the want of
a due confideration of the uature and certainty of that
happinefs, and the diverting, and more prefent plea-
fures they meet with, as from the fenfe of a prefent u-
cafine/s. For asa due confideration of the nature and
certainty of that happinefs raifes the mind to its juft
height of defire and preference; fo the uneafinefs that

comes from the means only wears off and becomes no
motive at all to good men.*

§ 47, page 249.  This ad of fulpenfion muft either
be founded in the felf-moving power of the mind, and

confequently be naturally independent on all motives,
realons, &c. and an inftance of the mind’s abfolute
freedom from any external determination; which is a
contradiction to Mr. Locke’s general hypothefis: or
clie 1t mult be determined, by fome motive or external
caufe, and then 1t will be difficult to make it free in any
fenfe.t |

 Page 249, line 12, In this lies liberty—Were we
in {uch a ftate of perfeétion that our defires always
tended to our haypinefs, this would be a determination
of /iver’y; but fince 1n the condition we are we fhould
oftener defire wrong than right (fenfual pleafures being
more apt to be fuggclted 10 our minds than rational
ones) our being able to fufpend the exeeution of our
defires gives room for thought and reflexion; and the
more our defires and voliziois are the refult of them, the
more free we are; for thofc aSions are moft free, which

* Lee, p. 101, 1 Law on K. p.264, vide § gz.
i’ arg
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arc from a lively fenfe, and forcible conviétion of the
goodnefs of what we do, though we could not do other-
wife, than thofe we have a cold indifference to.

§ 48, page 250, line 1. This is fo far from being a
reflraint.—$§ 50, page 251, line 30.  Suck determinations
abridge not,—The author (as appears from the inftances
he prefently gives) underftands by freeaom, an exemp-
tion from the force of external caufes, which might
hinder the execution of our determination, if we did de-
termine; not an exemption from the force of our de-
termination, when we make any; for according to
thefe we muft a&t when we doaét. Now though 1t
will not be granted him, that he hath {ecured the free-
dom of our minds, becaufe his reftraining the word
freedom to the {enfe he ufes it in will not be allowed,
fome underftanding by 1t an indifferency after the ut-
moft determinations of the mind ; vet it is as eafy to
fhew that a neceflary compliance with thefe determina-
tions is no abridgement of freedom ; for fince the freedom
of an alion confifts in that lively fenfe and conviction
of the goodnefs of it, and that ardor, and 1mpetus, and
tendency of the mind to it, with which itis performed ;
and fince we always at with this difpolition of mind
when we aét upon the refult of our reafons and judge-
ments ; though we be neceflitated always to act ac-
cording to this refult, we are neverthelefs free 1n our
altions ; becaufe they would fill be performed with
that difpofition of mind in which freedom conlifted ;
whereas, on the contrary, if we were perfectly indiffe-
rent after the utmoft determinations of our minds, 1if
the {enfe and conviction of the goodnefs of an action,
the confequent ardour and tendency of the mind to 1t,
did not always carry us to at, it is evident the external
caufe {fometimes muft do 1t; and we fhould be hable ta
be determined by them, which is a flavery and fubjec-
tion to fuch caufes. So that we fee that a neceflary

compliance with the diftates of our mind 1s not only
Voi. L. confiflcit
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coififeint with freedoin, but is the main prefervative and
Jecurity of 1.

& 48, fage 250.  Upon the fuppolition of our being
imviolably determined in willing by our judgement, it
would be really impoffible for wus to will amifs or 1m-
morally, Jet our judgements be ever fo erroneous. The
caufes of which, (§ 64, pave 262, line 4) proceed from the
weak and arrozo conflitution of eur minds, and are moft
of them out of our power ; cither therefore we ean will
without and againft a prefent judgement, and therefore
are not neceflartly (1. e. phyfically) determined by it,
or we cannot be guilty of a wrong volition, whatever
proves the one by neceflary confequence eftablithes the
other. Farther, there are innumerable indifferent ac-
tions which occur daily, both with relpet to abfolute
choofing and refufing, or to choofing among things ab-
folutely equal, equal both in themfelves and to the
mind, on which we evidently pafs no manner of judge-

ment, and confequently cannat be faid to follow its de-
termination in them.*

O 82, page 253, line 15, Fhatcver neceffity, &5, om
It this force which draws us towards happinefs in ge-
neral, be abfolute and irrefiftible, as his words Import,
it will draw us equally towards all prrtcular appear-
ances of i, and confequently prove as bad a ground for
fufpenfion as for liberty. But in truth this fu{penfion
1s neither founded in any necefliry of purfuing happi-
nefs in general, nor in itlelf an original power of the
mind diltin€t from that of volition, but only one parti-
cular exercife or modification of i,

Y 58, page 2 58, lie 7. A man wever chufes amifs.—
Fhis expreffion is of the fame nature with thofs that
follow: fc. we fhould undoubtedly never err in the choice

*Lawoen K. poasr,

of
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of good, we fhould infallibly prefer the 53/:'.—-"['11?] re:affoiu
of them is this, becaufe he fuppofes that when a ff }zz:e
confequences of our actions were removed, tho“c nhar.
had the molt prefeit t}’lappmcrfs, wo:;d be really the
uld be tor our frue gooa.
btf}bg?; usf{:’v ){?noz:: what beft pleafes.—He would always
chufe the greatelt prefeat good, 1fno future confequences
ed his choice. . »
mg:gz, line 8. Things in their prefent e;z/@-=;?:§nt:—717:f
apparent and real good—The prefent good i .fci,:im_
Thefe expreflions are all of the iamcs'natu.re, an i
port this much : That thefe things which are conclu ;:
with the prefent enjoyment, and have no fature cog:j
quences, are truly and really fo good as they fcelr;n to ¢ 5
{c. as they are at prefeat, and no better © they avedj it
fo much good as they bring along with them, a?
more : whereas others, upon account of the:‘_r uture
confequences, may be either better or wor%e, may
really have either more or lels goodne/s than they jg:ffrﬂ
to have, fc. than they bring'along with them at Z):r a;'/}z,;zr_
Such, therefore, inthe main, ail circumftances t?qait
in, may be different from what they feem, may Y
more or lefls trre and real good, if their confequences be
confidered, than is appareatly prefent. '

Ibid. line 16, Were the pains of Ponefi induftry.—
There 1s fo great difference betwixt thele two pagzs,
that we fhould certainly chufe the former; as allo be-
twixt the two pleafures mcntronqd, that we fho;ﬂd cer-
tainly chule the latter.  Thefe 1nftances ther?‘ore‘ arﬁ
brought to prove the affertion above, that we fhoul:
chufe the greateft prefent good, if no future conlequences
attended the choice.*

' Ao liy '3 _and
§ 59,page 259, Jine 7. Qur defires Zookq!;@ofzfer e
607y the mind—according fo the neceffily.~—~Sc. ne

* Vide Mor. Philop. 153,
Vor. ] when
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when we think that abfent good neceffary to our hap-
pinefs, and that is not often.

863, page 262, line 49.  For that lies not in compar-
ang.—Fbor here it is fuppofed there is none to compare

oid. line §1.  But inanother fort of wrong judvemem-
which t5.— Concerning things confidered, as thgy* ma;
prove goad or ¢uil to us hereafter: this fort of wron
Judzeincnt is deferibed § 66, page 264, and it diﬁclg
in this from the former, that, in thar, prefent and
Juture pleafure or pain were confidered fimply in them-
{clves, abflracted from the things which procured theim;
but this begins with the #hiigs themfelves Han&
conlicers whether they will procure any furure "ood or
evil, and how much. :

P . .
§ 65, page 205, Line 18, Aud very often in the means

20 1z.—\When we have hit upon lome means that we
hike, we take up with them, and think not any other
necefliry, thoueh perhaps they are,

Ioid. line 25, That they 6o not eafily.~1f thefe be
meant of the miftake of the means, the fenfe is, that
we more eaflily take up with the means we Lave lijorhted
upon, when others fcem unpleafant.  For this will con-
duce o maxe us think them unneceflary ; if they be
underftood of the miftuke of the end, the meaning is
that we can hardly think that any part of our happfr}uef;
which cannot be obtained but by making us unhappy.*

. ? 69, page 266, Tuis objected by Leibnitz, That
if the mind could create plealure by an arbitrary deter-
In1nation and bare elettion, 1t might, for the {ame rea-
fon produce rl}appmcis in infimeum. But it is furely
no good confequence to infer, that becaufe I can will a
thing ablolutely and freely, therefore I can will it in

13

* Vide Law on K. p. 333.
infinitum 2
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infinitum ? May I not as jultly be faid to undeiftand
a thing in infinitum, becaufe 1 perceive or underitand

it at all¢*

§ 71, page 270, line 38. I wifb they, &c—It 1s
antecedent to and independent on any particular thought
or judgement, and continues equally independent after
them. It remains in the fame ftate after the determi-

nation of the judgement, as that Mr. Locke {uppoles
of the operative powers of the decermination of the will.t

This indifference of the operative powers is what can
never conftitute morality, fince thetr operations are
no farther moral than as they are confequent upon, and

under the direction of the will,
There muft then be another indifference prior to

them, in order to make the exertion of them free in
any tolerable fenfe.]

§ %3, page 273. To thefe might be added pofition
or diftance . for it is manifeft, that as the fame body is
in different poftures and diltances, 1t may produce difs
fering perceptions, as of colours, magaizude, figure, &c.

CHAP XXIL
Of Mi:.» 1 Modes.
EVERAL of thofe complex
§ 2, page 275, e 29, S ideas.—Some actions, for in-
ftance, enjoined by law muft have been in the law-
oiver’s mind before they actually exifted amonglt men,

becaufe they were performed purfuant to the law, and
in obedience to it,

§ 5, pace 277, line 7. He fhall find the reafon of it to

be —Sc. it was done for the fame reafon and end that

* Law on K. Note, p- 3o + Ibid. p. 49. 3 Vide Sup.
Yor. L. I Janguage
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language was inftituted for. This colletion of ideas
and language had both the fame end and reafon,

§ 10, page 280.  Some men think number has been
as much modified, or at leaft as capable of being fo, and
having diftin& names too as morion or thinking, But
as for power they never faw any modifications of that bur

only of the feveral gualitses or Properties which give that

name to {ubftances.*

S 11, page 281, line 22, And therefore many words.
—He feems to fuppofe that creation and freczing are
actions of a different kind from either thinking or mo-
tion, and confequently as we have no idea of. But
why may not creation be conceived to be a thought in-
the divine mind, and volition of God, upon which the
exiftence of things is neceflarily confequent?  As for
freezing, it is only the (topping or diminifhing the agl-
tation of the parts of water, which is a modification of
motion,

CHAP. XXIII.
Of our Complex 1deas of Subflances.

§ 2, page 283, 4 I ‘HE name of fubflance we give o
o any thing whofe exiftence we con-
Ceive independent upon every thing elfe, and in which

feveral properties or qualities are united or combined.
And the nature and effence of every particular thing can
be that only by which it is diftinguifhed from every

thing elfe; the nature or effence of every fubflance as
diftinguifhable from every guality is, that its manner of

exiflence is independent, and that ¢ has feveral qualities
umited in it; and the nature and effence of every guality,
as diltinguifhable from every fubflance, is, that its mamner

* Lee, p. 104,
of
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of exiftence is dependent, and that it has no gualities
united in it.  And in this fenfe we have as clear a no-
tion of fubflance in general, or of any pariwcular fa!:_/i‘a}:fzce,
as we have of guality in general, or any particular qua 1t)crE
And therefore it s not fair, ﬁrﬁ [0 require us to abﬁrlac,.
every property and gquality which conﬂ_m.]te‘s the cjcgue
or nature of it, and then atk vs, #'hat it is ¢ there De-

ing no fuch fubfange in the whoie world*

§ §, page 290, line 14. The one being fuppaﬁd—;—;md
the other fuppofed—whatever thercfore be the fecretfi—
The author by thefe expreflions declares, that there 1s
fomething to be confidered in things befides the collec-
tions and combinations of their qualities, fomething that
is the caufe of their conftant union and perpetual co-
exiflence, which is the fubfiratum and fupport of tljemci
which notwithftanding 1s utterly unknown to us, ar;]
might give occafion to the old philofophers todfay the
¢ffences of things were unknown ; and this indee 1(‘.‘(’!‘!;3
neceflary to be allowed ; for otherwile, of n;ea:‘ed Ju 5
Sfances, for inftance, it muft be athrmed Eh_at God crc‘atg
only fo many calleStions of qualities, which weuld be

abfurd ro fay. .
hatlfibh::ic have as g}ood proof of its exiftence as we
have for that of matter, I grant, but to fay our ideas ot
their modes and propertics are equally clear and dil-
tinét, appears to be a very groundlels affertion. -

§ g, page 295.  Primary properties co not{con}? (:::th‘t':
complex ideas, becaufe they are rarely known, for th ui_l_
we can by our fenfes difcover, indeed, that‘ m&; e g
neral there are {uch qualities as motion, figure, &c. )11:
they go not towards making up the :defs of particit
bodies, where we do mot perceive them.j

* Jee p.o111. o - )
+ Bro:.vﬁ’s Anfwer to Chriftianity net M fteniows, ps 2§

3’ LCC, p' 112'
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§ 17, 18, page 301, He has before afcribed motie
vity, or a power of putting body into motion by thought
to fpirit, asone of the 7ipas peculiar to it; {o that by
mobility he feems to mean a capacity 1n {pirit of bcing
moved by fomething ab extra, and not the power of
moving, which is included in motivity, efpecially fince
he makes mobility common to both matter and fpirit
which, with fubmiffion, I think is wrong, and tends to
confound the fubftances he would diftinguifh.—A fub-
ﬁ:}ncc that no way impedes motion, but effeéts 1t, can
with no propriety, 1 think, have the capacity of mobi-
lity afcribed to it, asit is to body, a fubltance which re-
fifts motion, and noway effeCtsit, and therefore wants an
cxternal mover. To make {piric material, and fo at
once both to caufe and hinder motion, Is a plain con-
tradlﬂion.' ‘Spirit, it 1s true, ftops motion, but it 1s by
the fame living efficacy, by which it begins it; not by
a deadnefs or refiftance in itfelf to be moved. Befides
a {pirit when it moves, hath no moment as body hath’I
proceeding from its vis inertiz. It cannot be faid to
refift, being brought from motion o ret,or v, v. fince
1t effects thefe changes. If it moved circularly, it
could have no centrifugal force. When a man walks
his fpirit moves his body, but is not moved by it. If
both were moved, there would be no mover. Nay, in
the Journey betwixe London and Oxford, where the
Man’s {pirit is not the mover, but the horfes move the
coach, his body and all, his fpiric does not impede the
motion, or make the dravght heavier, or is not properly
amoved. So that in effeét, mobility doth not-belong,
in common both to body and tpirit.  Nor, farther, can
motion befong to both, but in very different fenfes,

S 19, page 301, line 3. For baving, eIt is true
fpirts change place, and motion, in this fenfe, is com-
petent to all fintte fpirits. . But in this morion they are
not moved but movers; which is the diftinction endea-
voured o be confeunded. Sceptical people conclude

2 from
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from this, that whatever moves is material ; but it will

not follow that whatever moves as a mover 1s material,
and has the relation of matter. For in the idea of the
motion of body, a moved, and not a mover, is implied ;
andthe affettions of movement, refiftance, and tendency
to move in the fame uniform direétion, are neceffarily
included, Were there burt one body in the univerfe,
thefe affetions would infeparably attend its motion:
and yet then the relation of diftance would never fhew
motion. The diltinétion of ubi and loco, which Mr.
Locke obferves § 21, page 302, to be of litle ufe to
our conception, was ntroduced probably to {ignify that
body and ipirit occupy fpace after a different manner,
though we cannot conceive that difference of inanner.*

§ 23, page 303, line 6. If be fuys, he knotes not what
be thinks.—The author feems to confound colefion of
parts with extenfion, which are very different rdeas, and
may be diftin¢t and feparate in the mind; for we may
conceive the parts of matter unam extra aliam, one being
not 1n the place where the other 1s, without any idea of
cohzfion, 1. €. mutually touching one another at prefent,
but indiffcrent as to their continuing fo, or being fepa-
rated ; we may have therefore a clear idea of the exten-
fion of the parts of matter without any idea of their co-
bafion, much more without conflidering the carfe of
their cobefion. (The belt modern philofophers affirm
it to be done by the conflant ation of fome immaterial
being, and moft probably of Gud himfelf, who being
every where 1s the moft able to effet in this in every
part of the univerfc) which is indeed an infupportable
difficulty, but comes not in very properly or very per-
tinently in this place, 'The truth of this martrer is, that
there feems not to be any difficulty or obfcurity atall in
either of the ideas of extenfion and thinking, and itis very
improper to 1nquire into the manner or sodes of them,

* Baxt. p. 48.
Vor. L. which
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this, Iﬁly, cannot be proved, becaule there will always
be wantfng an idea by which we mult prove, or ex-
plain that relauon.®

§ 8, page 66. 2. Allthe habitual knowledge we can

have of any of the properties of fubftances except they

be vifible, muft be gained by rational inferences, that

fuch and fuch caufes will produce fuch and fuch ef-
feCts, or f{uch effets argue fuch caufes, which are
maxims, when applied to particulars.~

CHAP. IL
OFf the Degrees of our Knoweledge.

NTUITIVE knotwledge 1s not real but
§ 1, page 69. ]upon fuppofition of the truth of the

fenfes; nor any propofition true or falfe but upon fup-

pofiion of things without us, and that our fenfes are

trug ; which I am confident cannot be proved by way

roc . ~ . '
of 1dzas; for the ideas are only the figns of the things,
as words are the figns of ideas; but neither ddeas or

. . o7 .
be not fuppoled, and conlequently no propofition can
truly be formed about them. |

words are figns of any thing, if the things themfelves

§ 2, page 70. It demonfirative kuowwledge be of any
ule, we muit prefuppofe the truth of the fenfes as welk
in this as 1 wwtuitive kaowledye.§

For in cach ftep of the dewonfiration there muft be

an ratuitive Raowledge, or rather a fenfitive knotoledge, a

perception by the fenfes: otherwife the mind could not
with any certainty judge of the connexion between the
feveral objects 1n the progreffion of its thoughts. |

* Lee, p.238. 4 Ilbid. p. 28q. ¥ 1bid, p. 2404
§ Lee, po241. i Ibidi pi24a. ’

§ 11,
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§ 11, page 74, line 2. And not quantity.—Thele
words refer only to the word counted, and not to made,
and the meaning is this: we do not reckon two white-
nefles to be different becaufe we know the precile
number of corpufcles which produce each of them,
but becaufe our fenfes perceive each of them to be 4if-
tinft ideas, which fince our fenfes cannot do 1n the mofit
minute degrees and differences in whitenefs, therefore
this is not a thing capable of demonitration.

§ 14, page 76. Senfitive knowledge is really the
foundation both of intuitive and demonfirative. *

Ibid. page 97, line8. This certaintyis as great.—This 15
a very oblcure expreflion; the meaning of which feems
to be this ; when I remove my body rear to fomething,
which I fancy fends light to me at fome diftance, though
I am not certain perhaps that there is any thing really
exifling which enlightened me at a diftance, and to
which I approached; yet I am certain, that in all {uch
cafes, 1 fhall feel pleafure or pain. There i1s {fo much
certainty as will affure me of happinefs or mifery. The
certainty 1 have therefore in all {fuch circumitances may
be faid to be commenf{urate, or proportionate to, or as
great as my bappinefs or mifery; and this is as much
certainty as we need look after.

CHAP. IlIL

Of the Extent of Humane Knowledge.

6 IT is an utter impoflibility that matter
§ 0298279 ] can ever become by any power a hiv-
ing, felf-moving fubltance ; feeing, matter mutlt refift
all change of its prefent ftate, as it is a folid fubftance.

Page80, note,line 10. Theavbether fhould notbewhe-
ther God cais, but whether he has made matter capable

* Lee, p. 244« ¥ Vide Baxt. p. 10, 27, 29.
Yeou. Il af
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of thinking; {c. whether thr aslicns v oserations of

ewbich we are conjiious, end fo- cubich woe bave 1he common
name of thinking, can be prrformed by mere maiter, and
then 1t wiil be ealy to difcover by il the phenomena in
natwze, that matfer can no imore think than a trianale
can have four angles.  For let matter have what fizure,
bulk, motion, or pefition, by parts that can be imagined,
it can no more percetve or be confcious of its own ac-

tions or moricns than a ftone-can rife from the ground |

of its own accord, or without the impulfe of another
body. Wiiether Omnipotency can add to matter a fa-
culty of thinking, we do not care for difputing, becaufe
we have no notion of it abftracted trem infintte wifdomy
and therefore are content to fay, that according to the
prefent (tate of the world, and of the experience of out
faculties, that if matter fhould think, 1t would as much
ceafe to be matter, as a triangle would ceafe tobe a trie
angle that had four angles.*

Ibid, It is no lefs than a contradiflion, &,

—But there is nothing difcoverable from the idea of

Gsd or matier that can make it a contradi®ion for
God to be material, but what wil as fully de-
monftrate that 1t i1s a contradition for the
fouls of men to be only modified marter ; not from the
idea of God, becaufe the complex idea of God is made
up only of fimple ideas which we find in ourfelves
magnified in infinitum ; not from the sdea of mutter, for
we have none that is general, or which extends to all
the individual {yftems of it in the univerfe. Ergo, &c.t

The whole argument that matter eannot think nor
move itfelf, concludes in much fewer words from con-
fidering the endlefs divifibility of it.}

Divilibility is fuch an affection of {ubftance as thews
on the one hand that matter becaufe divifible cannot

¥ Vide Bayle Di&t, p. 1924, under Leucippus  Not, on King.
p. 38. Rel. of Nat. p. 186. Dr.Clark to Lodw:ll, Ditton’s
Append. to Refurte  Law on King. p. 334,

i Lesy po249. 3 Baxts N. p. 85

thi 1k
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think or be a living fubftance; and on the other, that
{piritual {ubftance, becaufe thinking cannot be divifible
or have parts.*

Page 83. A man may warrantably fay, thatto effect
a contradiftion is not the objeét of any power; nothing
Jefs limits Omnipotence : and fuch it is to effect that a
fubftance, which as folidly extended muft refift all
change of ftate, fhould, while remaining folidity ex-
tended become of dull dead earth, life, {enfe, and fpon-
tancous motion. (Vide infr. p. 145) So that notwith-
ftanding of this complaint, as if the Bifhop had been
tinreafonable in oppofing his conclufion, 1t appears the
reafon was good, and that he could not go one ftep far-
ther without deftroying the eflence of matter, viz. folid
extenfion; and that he had already gone a {tep or two
too far, in making the fpontaneous mover in an elephant,
and the external mover in the mechanifm, both of
plants and animals, properties of dull and dead earth.

But it is perfectly abfurd to fay that infimite power
may fuperadd a property to a fubftance incapable of
receiving it.  The fubftance of being firft divilible, and
then the parts of it remaining dead, the property can
have no fubject of inhefion but the junction of dead
parts to dead parts.  But that the junction of dead par-
ticles, or cohefion of them, itfelf a property, fhould be
the fubjeét of another property, is an abfurdity M.,
Locke himfelf hath fufficiently expofed.?

If this fibflance or fubftratum be fo unknown a thing,
as Mr. Locke fuppofes, how can I deny any thing con-
cerning it ? Or at leaft how can I be fure that God and
the material woild have not one common fubftance ?
Mr. Locke indeed endeavours to guard his principles
or doCtrines from this objeftion : but I think he neither
does, nor perhaps could he effectually fecure them
fuch unhappy confequences.§

* Baxt. p. 106,  Ibid. p. 86,
$ Baxt.p. 165.  § Watts, p. 63.
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§ 8, zage 330. Inferences grounded on fuch fup.

politions as thete of the cat and parrot, are mere ro-
mance.*

§ 9 page 333, line 20.  And as far as this confciouf-
nels.—The meaning of this, and fome following ex-

preflions of this nature, is not that perfonal identiry that

reaches no further than the memory of our palt actions :
for we may have perfe@ly forgor fome of them, which
yet certainly were the aclions of our very felves. That
which is here afferted therefore is, that fuppofing any
palt aétions return to cur minds, either by the power of

remembrance, or external fuggeftion, if we have the fame

confeioufnefs of them that we had of them at firff, and

which we have of prefeat altions, we are the fame per-

{ons that did them, and not otherwife.

§ 10, page 333. Conlcioufnefs is only the repeated

and fucceflive alts of the mind, by which it takes no-
tice of its former and fucceffive acions; but aétions
cannot unite themfelves, and therefore that which muft
make thefe diftinét and fucceflive aéts of confcioufhefs to
be the actions of one being, muft be fomething diftinét
from the a&ions themielves, and that muft and can be

only the mind itlelf.  Ergo, it is that and not confciouf-

nefs that deneminates the perfon the fame with himfelf

at different times, 4

Page 334, line 27.  Different fubflances.—The au-
thor’s method feems not to be good here ; for in this
place he takes that for granted, which a little lower in

thefe words, “ Or can be continyed in a fucceffion,” he

{peaks doubtfully of, and § 12, page 335, debates as a

queftion,

lbid. line 29, A5 diffcrent bodies, by the fame life,
—Sc. Different particles of matter falling as faft as they

come, 1ato the difpofition, or organization that fyme

* Lee, p. 124, + Ibid. p. 123,
2 onc
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one original mafs had, are ftill efteemed the fume vege-
table or animal body.

Ibid. line 36. For as far as any intelhigent being.—
He feems to fuppofc there may be an intelhigent being
(meaning, I believe, his perfon) fubfitting of itielf, in-
dependent of all thinking fubftances, which one after
another may be joined to it; aftrange thought.#

Ibid, line 48.  The fame confcioulnefs uniting.—He
fuppofes two fubftances, one which hath the fame con-
{cioufnefs of the other’s paft ations that it hath of its
own prefent ones, to be the fame perfon.

§ 11, page 333, line 7. Are apart of ourfelves, &e.
—and fubltance whereof perfonal felf confifted.—The
author feems ro have forgot his definitions of perfon
§ 9, page 333, a thinking intelligent being, of which cer-
talnly matter cannot be a part, and indeed this s not at
all a fit inftance, nor does it come up to the matter 1n
hand, though he ufes it feveral times afterwards.

The limb, whilit it is vitally united to the body, was
no more a part of our confiious felves, than our blood
is, No part, nor indeed the whole body, 1s any more
than the foul’s inftruments in its operations, does not
think, is not confcious of any of its aétions. The eye
does not fee, nor the car hear, &c.—This then feemns
rather an argument to prove, that aninus cz.guﬁg.‘ eft is
guifg. becaute the man is the fame after the himb is cut
off, then the contrary.

§ 12, page 333, line 1. And to this I anfwer.—This
paragraph feems very obfcure, and confuled, and luttle

or nothing to the purpole. q
Tbid. line 6. It is plain.—They feem to make it the

fame with animal identity. _
Ibid, line 10. Before they can come to deal with
thefe men.—For thefe men making animal and perfonal

* Vide § 25, Lee, p. 128 ,
Vor. I. K 2 identily
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identity the fame, will demand firft of all, as previous and
preparatory to all further difputes, why thofe that allow
anmmal tdentity to be preferved in the change ot fubflances,

will not grant that perfonal identity may alio be fo pre-

ferved: and this the other fide muft refolve before they
enter into any further debates, unlefs they will deny
aniinal identity to be preferved in the change of material
ﬁ{.ﬁﬂ.dif'{é’.f; fc. unlefs they will, it s one immaterial
ipirit 1n brutes, that makes in them the fame life.

Y 12, page 335. To the two parts of this queftion
may be given thefe two plain anfwers: to the firft, that
if the thinking fubflance, the principle of intelleCtual

operations, be changed, itcannot bethefame perfon. To

the fecond, thatif it be not changed, it is the fame perfon.

I0id. page 335. A purely material, animal conflitution.
—-Ifthc. fleeting animal fpirits be the foul, the intelli-
gent being, there will be as many perfons as there are

diftint animal {pirits, or particles of refined matter;

for they never make each other confcious of their fe-
veral motions and actions.

Ibid. page 335, As well as animal identity—But not
{o much as animal identicy is preferved in the change
of material fubftances, except that change be gradual,
and 1inlenfibly fucceflive in the courfe of nature.*

Y 13, page 336.  That cannot be refolved, ¢5c,.—The
two condutions here propofed, are fomewhat unreafon-
able : for 1ft, I prefume nobody knows what kind of
fubftances thofe are which rbink; becaule, if thinking
of all fort be abftracted, there remains nothing in an in-
telligent being which we can conceive, and becaufe
there is no fuch fort of fubftance in the world. 2dly, If
confcionfriefs be only a power, or repeated alts of knowing,
I afk, whether it can be conceived without a Jubfance

or fomething, call it foul or body, wherein that power

* Lee, po iz,

18,
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is, or of which that confcioufnefs is the fucceffive and re-

peated aflion ¢ 2. Whether men can be cousfiions of

that which they never did, or judge they did that of
which they never thought of doing?  And 3, Whether
thoxght can be 1magined without a fubflance, any more
than motion or figure without a body moving or figured 2
And if it be {o, which {feems to be the {enfe of all the
worid, then confcioufnefs nerther can conftitute the perfoa,
nor can be transferred from one foul to another, any
more than one man’s pain in his head or foot can be
transferred to another’s,

1bid. line 16. Wil be hard—To make this fenfe
run clear thefe words muft be read together: #il e
ki wobat kind of alion it is, and bow performed in
thinking fubflances ; and the intermediate ones left out.

Ihid, page 16. What kind of attion.—Sc. What
kind of afion this reprefentation of things to our
mind as done by us, which never were really done, 1s.

Ibid. page 17. That cannot be done, &c.—This
fentence, and that which follows, #7bo cannot, ¢, are
put in to fhew that if there be fuch a reprefentatton of
things to our minds, as 1s mentioned above, there muit
be alfo a confcioufnefs of them.

Ibid. line 20, The fame confcionfuefs.—Sc. not being
meant of the indivicual confcionfnefs, for that no one
{fubftance can have at different tines, buta confcioufnefs
of the fame fort or kind.

Ibid. line 26. As weli as feveral reprefentations in
dreams.—It is true, a man may be deceived at prefent
in a dream, but I never heard thit any man ever
dreamed, that he did that which at the fame tume he
thought another perfon did, or that he thought, i, ¢.
was confcious of that which he did not think he did, and
{fo he was not deceived in the confcioufnefs of the re-

flex act.

* Lee, p. 126,
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1bid. line 35. Howw far this—He intimates that if

thinking be placed in {uch a fytem, the confcionfnefs
of paft attions may be transferred from one thinking
fubltance to another.  (For animal and perfonal tdentity
being then the fame, prelerved in a change of material
fubftance, if any one perfon be the fame with himfelf
at different times, different fubftances muft be confcious
of the fame altions as done by themfelves.) And he
leaves 1t to be confidered therefore how far the goodnefs

of God may be an argument againft fuch an hyporbefis of
thinking.

§ 14, page 337, line 2. Whether the fame.—Whether

the {ame immaterial being which alone is ccaftions of the

actions of its paft duration, may be wholly ttnipt of ali

fuch confeioufnefs,

1bid, line 18. Not baving continnedi—Or inaltivity,

but having been confcious of fomething or other in
every one of thofe ages.

Ibid.  Bue till he have fome of that confcionfuefs,

which it 1s 1impoflible to have, it is as impoflible tor

one fou! to be in {everal bodies in different ages, as for

two perfons, who co-exift, to feel each other’s pains
or pleafures.*

§ 15, page 338. But if there was not the fame foul,
the fame principle of intellectual operations, though
poffibly there might be a new creation, there could be no
refurrection. It is better therefore to content ourfelves
with the afiurance of a refurreftion, from reafon and

revelation, than pleate ourtelves with an imaginary and
miraculons creation, -~

§ 18, page 340, line 16, Or could o*zwr.-——Nofr could
the finger own any of the actions of the body atter the

* Lee, p.128. + 1bid, p. 12q.

{feparations
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feparation; for he now fuppofes it o alt after the
{eparation, becaufe 1t has life,

Ibid. There is no manner of doubt, but that everydif-
tin& foul fhall in thefuture ftate be made confcious of its
good or ill a&ions, but the grand queftion 1s, Whether
this be poffible, if the foul was annihilated ? It is an
idle thing tohope for that which almighty wifdom has
given us no fort of evidence, that it is fo much as
poffible, any more than he has, that all the foul, all its
fenfations, and other operations, can be epitomized in a
finger.*

§ 21, page 342, line 2, Cannot be the fame man.—
Yes; by the fame foul being united to rhofe particles
of martter, which compofed his body, when he died,
put again into the fame organization or animal life at
the refurreCtion: and though fome nete particles thould
be taken in alfo to complete the work, yet fo long as
the old ones were the rudiments, and foundations of 1t,
this would not deftroy animal identity according to his
own principles.

§ 25, page 344, line 40. Any fubflance vitally

united.—Sc. any fubftance whatever 1n any nature.—
But this is a {trange expreflion, which feems to imply
that when any one fpirit is no longer a man's felf, by
being {tript of its conftioufnefs, there thll remains a pres
fant thinking being, to which a new fpirit may be vitally
nnited. And indeed the author has been forced to ule
fome harfh and uncouth ways of fpeaking, by realon
of the ftrangenefs of his notion, in which he feems after
all to be miftaken; for it i1s much more agreeable to
reafon that thinking fubflance and perfcn fhould be one
and the fane thing. It is anextravagant fancy to ima-
gine that one fpirit fhould become confeions of the attions
of another, as if they were its own, and {o they rzgo be orxe

% Lee, p. 128,
Vou. L. perfen,
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perfon. Nor 1s the other fuppof.

. ppolal much bett

om;] fpirit by lofing the confcioufnefs of all h?s ;;j?;h&tioagsy
and getung the conftioufnefs of nezw ones, thould thereb);

become rwo perfons. It would not indeed be con-

cerned, as he fays, in thofe aétions whi

confeionfnefs of 5 he would not attributccti?;ht?)d;?p{}ﬁ?/l}
:)}xl'atthcli?(lj( S::rr:-: hls‘;;zf;: ] b}';]t he *;*;’ould (till be the perﬁn:

at : at the author : '

Spirit would not be accountable ; [e. rix:ggfgleu;t {;‘;bf .
?cb}.e for fuch attions feems juftly queltionable; hpc hilnl'll-
al hath given an inftance to the contrary am:)ng men‘
And though perhaps it may feem moft probable ané
agreeable to the divine juftice and wifdom, that thould
ltnc'n be confcious of what they are rewarded or punithed
or by him; yet this 1s by no means certain, at leaft
as to all particular good and bad a&ions. And I ﬁ?p,

pofe our author himfelf would fcruple to allow thar an -

i::f?lfff?aal Jugflance, which according to his own fup-
g&;t:o;&?ol 3 ];fge 336, bad got a confrioufucfs of all
oLher ns, thould be rewardable or punijhable fox

CHAP. XXVIIL
Other RELATIONS.

§ 10, page 372. V{‘RTUE and vz'cg are not mere arbi-
' rary names, but refolvable in

} * - - to
vnnmtable velations, 1. e. are as immutable as the furefk
maxims of truth and falfebood. *

§ 11, page 373. Nothing more is int
exprellions, but that virtue \gvas fo algsrclfg.taiﬁgig tt)fl:h:a&
tural fenfe of mankind that they reckoned praife th-
g§nera] reward of it, not yirtue itfelf, Cic. Tulc. | ;
er.f.m eff aﬁ&ip animi conflans convenienfgue Zaw}a/;i;:;
¢lhciens eos in quibus efl, feparata etiam utilitate laudabiles.

* L(‘.f:‘, Pr 123
CHAP,
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CHAP XXIX.

Of Clear and Obfiure, Diftintt and Confufed [deas.

: UR fimple ideas are clear.—
§ 2, page 383, hme 11. O He means that then they

are clear, when they are fuch that nature defigned we

fhould have.

Ibid. line 23. And the number and order.—For if

there are complex
as to their number,
can never be clear in the fenle

§ 4, page 384, line 1. As
perception t

‘deas, which are continually varying
and order of their ingredients, they

above-mentioned.

a clear idea is that.—The
e mind hath of clear ideas is all it can, or

is to have, and is a vigorous, lively perception:

§ §, page 184, line 9.
;dea confidered in itfe

No idea therefore—Every
If as in the mind is diftinguifhable

from all others (different Fcrccptions making it {0)

and is only a confufed idea 0

the things the names 1t 1S

exprefled by ftand for. Thus the idea of a fpotted

beaft confidered in itfelf 1s

without fpots, and from all other ideas
ufed idea of thofe bealts exprefled by the

is only a conf:
names leopard, lynx, pantber.

§ 8, page 386, lLine
prizing pieces of art ar
much improved by one Mr.

ney College, Cambridge.

You, L. L

diftiné from that of a beaft

in the mind, and

t2. This draught.—Thefc lui-
e {aid to have been invented, OF

Maithews, Fellow of §id-

CHAPD.
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CHAP. XXX,
Of Real cnd Fantaflical 1deas.

§ 4, page 305. BUT moft men think they could

have no notions of any moral vir-
tues or wices without deriving them from resl aGions

erther in their own minds, or from the {enfible aétions
of others; and as every man’s notions agree, more or
lefs, with that which is founded in narure, fo they are
more or lefs perfect, but not more or lefs real.  And no
ideas feem to be archetypes or originals : they are all,
when in the mind, types or copies derived from real ac-
tions innature; elfe virtue and vice would be arbitrary no-
tions, made accordingtoevery man’spleafureand fancy.*

CHAP XXXL
Of Adequate and Inadeguate 1deas.

§ 2, page 397, lire 1. SIzWﬁ’LE tdeas ;r:c.z'mdegaate as
S well as complex : 1. Becaufe
there is no #atural connexion between thofe qualities,
When confidered in the objeiZ, and the effedt of them,
when confidered as in the mind; the effect is widely
different and incommenfurate by the caufe. 2. Becaufa
we have more knowledge of all the forts of fugle quali-
ties or modes of pgrticular fubflances, than we could de-
rive from the things confidered in themfelves: fo

vailly do the effe@s cxceed their original fimple caufes.

§ 6, page 400. The word effence is generally uled
for that only by which a thing is difiinguifbed from every
thing elfe, and in this fenfe we may have as adequate
#dca of any fusflance as of any quality in 1.4

* Lee, p. 136, ¥ lbid. p. 138. y
Joid
2
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/ fe 1 r der-

Ibid. line 3.  Notw thefe ideas.—In order to un
ftand the author’s fenfe of this matter we muft recollet
from what has gone before, what ideas we have of fub-

flances, and how far they anfwer their archetypes.

1. Therefore to begin with the general divifion of

fubflance, of matter and [pirit, which are all the forts of

it we know of. The idea we have in general of matter
is an idea of [olidity, extenfion, figure, &c. wuhfanhm[z_-
known fubfiratum, fupport, or caule of union o |'f efe
qualities. The idea we have of fpirit i general is an
idea of confcioufnefs or thinking n g_em?ral with an -
knowon fubftratum or fupport alfo.  This fabﬁrﬁm,ﬁ oz
caufe of union is the fame thing which the men he her

hath to do with, call real ¢ffence, fpecific [fence, or zgrer-
nal conflitution, &¢. from which all the quahtlesh ow,
upon which they depend, and with which they have a

exion. .

nc?ﬂﬁa{'{)ec?;; we have of particular material fub-
ftances, fc. inanimate, vegetable, aqual bodies, confifts,
1ft, Of all that was in the former idea, becaufe theg are
fo many parcels of matter.  2dly, Of the fuppo mi'm
of a divifion into minute parts, and of a pa}'t;cu ar
bulk, figure, and motion of thof:e parts, Wthhl ar;l:
called the primary qualities of bodies ; \Vhlch:,t ?ugf
they muft needs be fuppofed, or elfe all parces;)

matter would be alike, are as unknown to us as tne

fubfiratum above, 3dly, Of altive and paflive powers

difcoverable by our fenfes, which are callec} feconci?ersy
qualities, becaufe they refulr from the prlmfary 0 :
and are indeed all that we thml{,.have ideas of, c;r con
ceive inthem. So likewife our idea of part;cu ar [t_?ﬁ-
material fubftances, fc. God, angels, bufznn Jouls, co? ifts
of the idea abovementioned, and the {uppofition od arﬁy
particular modes of tbfﬁkiszglunknpwnht?ntls, and the
' d paflive potvers we know 1n them.
a&gfc a:::;r olz' thcfc%articular material (ubftances b(fofr.gf
thefe alone the author treats) fc. gold, i may be 1aic,
that its primary qualities (fc. the particular bulk, ﬁq;;;,
Vor. L. L2 moton,
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molion, &Jc. of its parts) are its real effence; they are
that which diftinguith it from all other matter ip the
world, and from whence all its adive and paflive
powers, difcoverable by our fenfes, flow.

From hence it is evident; 1ft, In our idea of any
Parttc.ul.ar malerial fubftance, fc. gold: the fubftratum of
1ts folidity and extenfion, as it is matter; its primar
qualities, or real effence, as it is gold : and many of it)s,
active and paflive powers, or Jecondary qualities being
unknown; no fuch idea can be adequate ; for fo much
as is unknowq, It cannot include, reprefent, or anfwer
to; fo much it wants of perfection, and fo much it is
different from its archetype,

2dly, That thofe, whofe idea of gold is only referred
to, folely refpects, and is abfolutely terminated upon
the real effence of gold, which is unknown to thern : fc
thofe who when they think of gold, endeavour to think
of nothing but the real effeice of it : thefe men. I fay
are fo far from having an adequate idea of gojid thiac
they have no manner of idea of it, nor indeed any idea
at all: for fince of that which is unknown in thines
we can have no idea, we can never think of any thing
if we do not knowit. And fince their idea of gold ex-
tends'to nothing but what is unknown ; it is plain
there is nothing of that which is in gold in this idea
there is correfpondency betwixt the type, and its prcj
tended archetype, no likenefs, no refemblance, It ic no
more the idea of gold than of any other thing; and in-
Ic}ecd it 1s the {dz*a of 'nOthing; fc. no idea, bu’t a delu-
1;2;?@,0{ the mind, thinking it has an idea when it has

3dly, Thofe whofe idea of gold is referred to Jenfible
qualities of 1t only, or its adtive and paflive powers dif-
coverable by us; fc. thofe who when they think of
gold, think of nothing but thefe: fuch men. ] fay
though they have fomething of that which is in old
In their idea, yct are far from havine an adequate %;lca
of it, for the reafons abovementioned: :

I.é f:l' .
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Ihid, line 4. 1. Sometimes they are.—Sometimes
when men think of fubftances they endeavour to think
of nothing but a fuppoled real effence in them.

Ibid,  Sometimes they are.—§ 8, page 403, Thofle
who endeavour to copy fubftances.—Sometimes fome
men, when they think of fubftances, think of no-
thing but that colletion of that active and paflive
powers they obferve in them, and this 1s all the idea
we have of them.

Ibid. line 12. It is yfual.—He {uppofes that men
generally give names to things only upon account of
their fpecific effence; that their names folely refpect
them; fo that they would not, for inftance, call a parcel
of matter, gold, did they not think 1t had a certain real
effence, which runs through all the parcels of that fort;
for its having fuch an effence 1s what they mean when
they give it rhat name,

Ibid. line 24. And thus they.—Thus they give the
name of gold, under which they rank all parcels of
matter of that fort. They give it, | {ay, to thofe par-
cels only upon account of a fpecific real effence, which
they are {fuppofed to bave, and to be diftinguilhed by
from all other parcels of matter,

Ibid. line 41. For then the properties,.—He {up-
pofes the complex idea already made by a colle&ion of
thofe qualities we have hitherto difcovered in a fi-
Sflance, and that afterwards we find fome others, which
might as well be put into the coll:¢tion, but that they
were found out too late: {c. after the collefiion was

- made.

Ibid. line 59. That men thould.—Thart they fheuid
afcribe the diftribution of things into forts to the {pecific
eflences (one of whichis fuppofed to run through every
fort and diftinguith it from all others) as the only caule
of fuch a diftribution.

§ 9, page 404, line 2. Conld not rationally —For the
real effence being but one, a fixed and cerrain thing
You. L, whatever
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whatever qualities depend upon that, muft be fixed,
certamn, and immutable : {o that every parcel of matter

we call gold, muft have the fame bulk and figure,
which we fee is not fo.

§ 12, page 405, line 15. That Simple idea.—Thus
when I have the idea of paper being white, I think of
a power 1t hath to produce that fenfation in me: and
the paper hath really jult fuch a power extending only
to 1ts effe®, and no other: for if it extended to other

effects allo, it might produce a fenfe of other colours as

well as whitenefs ; which I fee it doth not; fo that my

idea correfponds, anfwers, is agreeable, adequate, and

commenfurate, to the power in the paper of which it is

the 7dea.

§ 13, page 406, line 25. A man bas no idea.—He
means of unknown {ubftratum, of extenfion and folidity
In matter.

CHAP. XXXII.
Of True and Falfe 1deas.

live 1. G HESE fuppofitions.—Chiefly

]

age .
Y 6, page 409, of abfirall complex ideas; and
the reafon is, that men being very much given to make
thefe abfiraft ideas; it is natural for them to {fuppofe

they are agreeable to things without them, for elfe they
muft think they had not made them right.

8 9, page 410, line 8.  And every day’s.—Sc. by the
frequent occafions he has to obferve what names men
give to each colour,

1oid. line x3. By the objets.—In which he hath ob-
ferved how men call them.
Ibid. line 15.  Or applies the name~Sc. judges that
that idea he cxprefles by the name red, is the fame}i'fz’eg
whic
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which others exprefs by that name, when it is not fo,
but is that which they exprefs by the name green.

§ 12, page 411, line 14. In reference.—In re-
ference to the ideas of other men, exprefled by the
fame names, and looked upon as a ftandard.

§ 14, page 412, line 10.  And thys anfwering.—T his
is coincident with adequate ideas, . 30, § 2, page 394,
and fo each fenfation anfwering the power; and with
real ideas, c. 31, § 2, page 397, and thus our fimple
ideas are all real and true, becaufe they anfwer, &c,

Ibid. line 13. If the mind.—So judges of them, it
smakes a falfe judgement, which is all the falfenefs there
can be in ideas. Though irdeed this falfe notion of
them ferves the ufes of life as well as the true one.

S 15, page 413, line 6, If the idea of a violet.—The
fuppofition is that the idea, produced by a Violet in the
mind of A, 1s the fame that a Marigold produces in the
mind of B, and confequently different from that which
a Violet produces in the mind of B, and fo in like
manner, the idea produced by a Marigold in the mind
of A, isthe fame that a Violet produces in the mind of B,
and confequently different from that which a Marigold
produces 1n the mind of B. Now though this wou'd
breed no confufion or inconvenience as to the ufes of
hfe; provided A called that idea which a Violet produced
in him &lue, as well as B, though it were different from
B’s 1dea; and that jdea which the Marigold produced
in him, yelloty, as well as B, though different from B’s
sdea. Y et, notwithftanding, if A thould think his idea
of blue and yellow were the fame with B’s ideas of thofe
colours ; this would be a falfe tudgement of his ideas,

which is ali the falfenefs that can be in them.

S 18, page 414, line 12.  WWhen they put together —
‘This and the following inftance of falie 1deas are coin-
cident with the fantaftical ones, c. 30, § 2, page 397.

Vou, I, BOOK
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BOOK IIL CHAP. L
Of Words, or Language in General.

S 5, page 428, lime 12. This inference feems to be
too general; for every man, whether there were
any worcs or articulate founds ufed or not, would
underftand his own thoughts; the ufing fuch words,
therefore, to exprefls infenfible things, argues only the
defect in language, but not our want of knowledge of

{fuch things, unlefs we could fuppofe fuch as are deaf

and dumb have no thoughts or confcioufnefs of the ac-
tions of their own minds; or that there is a natural con-

nexion between the founds and the thoughts themfelves,

both which are demonttrably falfe.*
Ib1d. line 13. Spirit insts primary.~—T hefe words in-
deed feem to prove that fenfible ideas were the firft in the

mind ; for men would not have taken from them words
to exprefs their ideas of immaterial fubflances, had they not-

beep known and familiar to the mind before fuch ideas
of immaterial [ubflances. But as for the metaphorical
words he mentions, adbere, conceive, inflill, they feem
not to have been made by the firft beginners of lan-
guages, but to have been brought in afterwards by
poets, orators, »betoricians, to plea(% and gratify the fan~
cies of men, and adorn and embellifh difcourfe.

CHAP. Il
Of the Signification of Words.

§ 2, page 431, line 17, [N OR can any one apply.—

word like a parrot without knowing what ideg 1t {tands

*Chi2,91.
for:

jRE all words taken, &3¢~ .

He may pronounce the
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for: but if he do apply it to any idea at all, it muit be

to one of his own #deas.
Ibid. line 15, For thiswould be to make.—T his would

be to be capable of doing a thing which would wholly
deftroy the ufe of language, and confequently be a res
fAe&ion on the Author of nature for contriving it in fuch

a manncr.

. CHAP. I
Of General Ternis.

§ 9, page 439- AN abfiragt idea is nothing elfe but

the reprefentation or refemblance
in the mind of a fingle or particular vifible object,
when the obje& itfelf is not prefent does not actually

affect the eye.
There can be no general or abfirall ideas in the

author’s fenfe, becaufe no men can think of more than
one thing at one inftant, and therefore cannot form a

general or abfiratt idea.*

§ 12, page 442, line 15, Whereby it is evident.—
The feries and force of this reafoning is this: 0 be of
any fpecies is the fame as to have a right to the name of
that [pecies. To have right to the name of a [pecies 1s to
have a conformity to the abfiral idea of that jpecies; to
have a conformity to the abftract idea of that Jpecies 15 1O
take all in that the abfiraft idea contains; ergo, to have
the effence of a fpecies s the fame as to have all that the
abfiraft idea of that {pecies contains and no more ; {0
that the ¢ffence of a fpectes, and the abfiract idea of 1t, are

the fame.,

§ 12, page 444, line 4. For the having the effence.
~—Having the effence of a [pecies—being of that fgecies

* LeE, P 2Q4»

Vor. II. M ~having
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—having a right to the name of that fpecies—having 2
eonformity to the abfiraét idea to which that name is an-
nexed : ergo, having the effence of a fpecies—having a
conformity to the abfrall idea.

Ibid line 4. That the effences of the forts.—In order
to underftand this expreflion, we may obferve, 1ft, that
as the word idea often {ignifies in this author a real qua-
lity of a thing without us, as well as our thoughts and
notion of that guali?x; {o the term abhralt idea may
fignify a colle€tion of real qualities co-exifting in a thing
without us and common to it with other things, as well
as our complete thought or notion of thofe gualities.

adly, That effence and fort or fpecies in this expref-
{fion may be referred either to our minds, or to things

without us ; if they are referred to our minds, the mean-

ing of the expreffion 1s, that it 1s the effence or nature
of a fort to be the workman/bip of our underflanding, to
be a thought of our minds, which we might have,
though nothing now exifted without us. And in this
fenfe it would more proper to {ay, that a fort is an ab-
frrat idea; for it is the very fame thing with 1t. If
they are referred to things without us (as when it is

faid, the effence of a fort of things is an abfiratt idea) the
meaning of the expreffion is, that the common eflence

and nature of all thofe things (1. e. all that we know,
conceive, or think of them) which has occafioned us to
fort them together is only a colletion of real, fecondary,

fenfible qualities, co-exifting 1n them all, and 1n noother

things: in this fenfe it would be more proper to fay,
that the ¢ffence of all things forted 1s an abftrafl idea,
or a colle&ion of real, &¢. qualities.

The fimple thoughts of thefe fingle gqualities make
up our complex thought of the whole collection, to
which thought we give a name, which mediately or fe-
condarily fignifies the colleCtion of gualities alfo; and
hence the colleétion 1s called the nominal effenceof thole
things (becaufe it 1s that ¢jfeace, which the name ftands
for in oppofition to the rea/ effeice, or internal conftitu-

tion
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tion of them, which we have no knowledge or thought
of, and confequently can make no name for.

Ibid. page 446, line 28. Now fince nothing.—This
reafoning feems not valid, for it may be faid, that to
have a conformity, &c. and to have the effence, {5¢. are
ftill different things, though both are required to the
being of a man. It might perhaps be made valid thus
—{ince nothing can be a man but only by having a con-

formity, &c. and nothing can be a man but what has

the effence, €. Sc. fince both thefe things, hitherto
appearing different are the only way for any thing to be
a man, they muft needs be one and the fame thing. It
might have been fufficient to prove this point to have
fhewn, that thefe abfiraél ideas are all that we think of
particular things, all the conceptions we have of them

when we make them into jJorzs.

§ 13, page 447, line 7. The forting of them.—
Though nature has made them thus alike, they could
not have been forfed, or had general names given, but
for the mind of man,

Ibid. page 448, line 40. He will never be able.—He
means, 1 prefume, becaufe thefe fuppofed real effences
are unknown, fo that we cannot tell in any of them,
for inftance, when there is all of it, and when not.

8 14, page 448, line 12. It baving been more. ==
This inftance proves that thefe contending parties have
different ideas of a man. For whereas a certain fthape of
the body is a leading quality in this ides, one of thefe
parties it is plain admits of a greater latitude 1n that

fhape than another.

Ibid. Ttis both obfcure and confounding to fay that
obfiraét ideas are the very effence of thofe things which
are forted; for this does not keep up the difference be-
tween the a& of the mind and its objeét; for the idea
furely is in the mind, and the propertics which make

Vou, II. M 2 the
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the effence are in the objects, and would be there whether
we conceived them or not. *

§ 15, page 449. Eflence is the very nature of any
being, whether it be actually exifting or no,

I6id, Here (not to mention that it is not extraor-
dinary for the fignification of a derivative word, efpe-
cially in a philofophical fenfe, (acceptation) to differ
widely from the grammatical meaning according to the
form it 1s derived in) the word Being, I think is equi-
vocal, and fignifies the internal unknewn conftitution of
things, lefs properly, at leaft left commonly, than any
other thing. But granting that eflence, being, and the
internal unknown conftitution of fubftances are properly
the fame thing : fince this incernal unknown conftitu-
tion once exifted not, and yet was known then in the
divine intelle&, it muft have been in idea there ; fo that
at laft in any acceptation of the word we muft refolve
the eflence of things into idea, and make it the fame
with their nature.3

Ibid. If eflence and exiftence have different mean.
ings (as in propriety it {eems they fhould) by effence
I think can only be meant, the abftra&t natures of
things, or the 1deas of the things in the divine intelleét,
which were before the things exifted.§

Mr. Locke rather takes effence for the being of any '

thing ; though we ufually fay, fuch a property 1s of the

nature or eflence of a thing, taking either word indiffe~

rently ; but never that it i1s of the being of it, which
rather imports 1ts exiftence,

It would have feemcd ftrange if Dr. Clarke had
called his moft excellent bcok, a demonftration of the
effence or internal unknown conftitution (inftead of the

being and attributes) of God, And then if {fubftances

* Yee, p.2os. 4 Ibid. p. 23, 1 Baxt. N. p. 144,
§ Baxt, p. 143,

haye

Of General Terms, 83

have unknown effences and other things have not, it
will follow that there are two different fpecies of
effences, or that other things befides fubftances have
no effence at all. It was this pur Mr. Locke upon the
diftinction of real and nominal c¢flences ; and aflerting
that all our moral and mathematical 1deas, as of virtue,
vice, &c. a cube, a fquare, &c. (things of as fixed and
immutable natures, as any that can be named) having
only according to his diftinétion nominal effences, are
nothing but the mere arbitrary compofitions of 1deas in
our minds ; which admitted, would be of the greateft
differvice both in philofophy and practice.® |

Some men pretend to have Mr. Locke’s authority
for infinuating that the unknown conftitution of things 13
in itfelf nothing, and that fubftance or what he calls fub-
ftratum, is but empty found. Buc they are miftaken,
for Mr. Locke allows that the internal, &c. 1s fome-
tking, upon which their difcoverable qualities are owned
to depend; and this other thing, 1If we fpeak of it
at all, muft be called fubje&, fupport, fubftance, or
fome fuch name; and though we have no particular
idea of it, yet we know that it is, unlefs properties could
fubfift by themfelves, and if there be neither property
nor fubjet, there would be nothing left to exift.}

17, rage 450, line 19. The frequent production,
-—-—gce7§ J:f JST he forcegof this argument 1 take to be
this, it is impoffible there fhould be a fet, determinate
number of thefe ¢ffences, becaufe thefe productions are
daily inftances of mew effences, which appears from
hence, that they have not the properties of the old

{ﬂ}:zces.

§ 19, page 452. There is but one being which in-
cludes exiftence in the very effence of it, and 1. e. God.
But the actual exiftence of every creature is very dif-

* Baxt. p. 147. § 1bid. p. 144. |
Yor, IL tinét
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tin¢t from its eflence, for it may be or may not be,as God
pleafe.*

§ 19, pare 452, line 43. And is founded on the,—

This teeins notto be true, becaufe the 7dea might {ub-
fit in men’s minds, though they never expreft 1t by

any figi,

CHAP. IV,
Of the Names of Simple 1deas,

§ 6, page 455, THIS definition 1s the definition of

a word, not a thing, that is a fub-

ftance or a mode of it.  Definition is ufually reckoned

the name of a propofition, in which the property or
properties of a thing is fo fet forth as to diftinguith it

from every thing elfe ; or in thewing the eflence of that

thing, or the genus and differentia, which is much the
fame,

§ 7, page 455.  Single qualities are undefinable, 1ft, -

Becaufe definition 1s an explanation; but fingle quali-

ties cannot be explained, becaufe they are fenfible, and
muft be known by the help of proper organs, and when

they are {o known, no words can make them plainer.
zdly, Becaufe the reafon or caufe of them cannot be =

known at all,

§ 8, page 435, line 1. The not obferving,~—Thele
inftances feem not pertinent; for the philofophers, ef-
pecially the Caitefians, in defining the words motion and

kehbt, did not’intend to raife or produce in men’s

minds the zdeas thole terms ftand for, but only to thew
the effeéts of the one and caufe of the other: fc. what

foliows 1n matter from its baving the affetioa called

¥ Watts Log. p. 11,
motion,

Of Names of Mixed Modes. gy

motion, or its being in that ftate in the prefent {yftem
of things ; and what fort of particles they are that raife
that idea 1n our minds we call Jight,

CHAP. V.
Of the Names of Mixed Modes and Relations.

§ 2, page 463, line 5. \N) ppm il they differ—

The author feems to con-
found making of complex ideas with abfiratling them;
for the abfiratling of complex ideas 1s as much the work
of the underftanding, as the agflraiting of fimple ones,
though making is not.

§ 3, page 463. Mixed modes are no more creatures
of the underftanding than fubftances; for a man canas
ealily diftinguifh between wiriue and wice, as he can
between fome animals, plants, &c. by the light of na-
ture, and fuch rules as God has given every man by
which to compare altions : and if abfirafi ideas be only
the figns of real altions, the aétions applied to particular
cafes, appear as manifeftly different as the fubftances
themfelves. And as barbarqus as fome men are pleafed
to reprefent others, yet moft fort of actions that are
efteemed good or bad, are fo diftinguithed (however
different their names for them are) all the world over;
and therefore are not voluntary or arbitrary.*

§ 8, page 467, line 19.  And the verfura (a fort of
brokening) of the Romans, &g¢c.—This does not prove
that the ideas of the ations were woluntary and arbitrary,
for let the Romans or Jews have agreed upon any other
words to fignify thole ations, yet the aétions would
have been the fame: nor can I learn, how the names

* Lee, p. 210.

Your. II. of
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of thefe mixed a&ions tye the a&tions together, more
than the names of fubftance s do their properties.*

§ 9, page 468, line 20. 'Who makes the.~See ¢,
3§ 14

§ 12, page 470. [ always thought it as impoffible
for a man to form any notion of jufice and gratitude
without comparing his own, or the fenfible aftions of
others with the laws of nature, which incline him to
the practice of them, as of a horfe and iron, without feeing
them, or having them reprefented to him by fomewhat
like them.  For it feems plain to me, that thefe which
he calls mixed modes, are nothing elfc bur mixed attions,
with their circumftances, and that we have no idea ar
all of them in our minds upon hearing or reading their
general names, ull they are refolved into particular
aftions, and their medes which conftitute them.+

N 15, page 472, line 9. Unlefs a man will.—He
Intimates that if we endeavour to frame the complex ideas
before we learn the names, we fhall be apt to make {uch
new and Jfirange compofitions, as will be utterly un-
known to others, and ufelefs to us in our converfation
with them.

CHAP. VI
Of the Names of Subflances.
HA'T might bea fun.—Sc,

1, page line 21,
§ 1, page 474, one man may have one ab-

Jiraét idea of a globe of fire, and another have another,
different from the former, which could not be if the
aofiralt idea of a globe of fire (in which all globes of

* Lee, p.210. + Ibid.p. 211,
I fire
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fire are comprehended (were an idea of the real nature
of it, for that being but one, there could then be but
one abflrall idea.

§ 2, page 474, lineyy. This though it be all. —He
now fpeaks of the loweft nominal effence that can be
made in the predicamental {cale, which contains indeed
all that we know of fubffances ranked underit. Asthe
nominal effence exprefled by the word goid, contains all
that we know of particular pieces of gold, ranked under
it.  But higheft in the predicamental.fcale, the nominal
¢fJence exprefled by the word tree, for inftance, doth not
contain all that we know of an oak, afh, elm, &c.

ranked under 1t.

§ 4, page 475. Every thing that is effential, 1s
effenrial to individuvals, for effential 1s only the utle or
name we give to thofe properties and gua{ir{es, which
ditinguifh individuals from all other individuals that
want them; and properties are not in generals, but 1n
individuals *

And the meafure and boundary of eachfpecies will not
be the abftract ideas, but the properties of cach indivi-
dual, which would be in them whether we concerved
them or not,+

Ibid, line 15. Other creatures—The fhape of my
body may be loft by an accident, but may alfo be made
to belong to a parcel of matter united to a Ipint very
different from mine, and from any human foul; which
is ftill fome further proof, that it is not ¢ffential to my
body; the fame may be faid of the reafon of my mind.

Ibid. line 19, None of thefe are effential, (&c.—
Though difeafe or accident may take away man’s hfc,
yet it cannot annihilate his foul, the thinking fubftance,
nor deftray thofe thoughts, by which he is diffinguifh-
able from all bodies, and all other individual [pirits; and

* Lee, p.213. § 1bid,
Vou. I, N thofe
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thofe properties {o retained we call the effeirce of the i1
drvidual [pirit. None of thefe zalterations are made
merely by our thoughts; the mind has no more to do
therein bur to obferve the properties in each 1ndivideal,
as made by nature, and give the fubftances wherein they
are common or different names.*

§ 5, page 4476, line 1. Thus if the idea.—Sc. If I
take a thing in my hand, and fay this is a body, then
extenfion alone, or extenfion and folidity both (according
as my abfirat idea of body 1s) 1s effential to it, {c. while
I fuppofe 1t to be a 5ody and no longer.

Ibid. line 9. Should there be found.—A parcel
of matrer confidered as {fuch can never want any thing
effential to 1t; 1t 1s what the Creator defigned it, perfect
in its kind.  But if any fort of matter, iron, be propofed
as a flandard, 1t may be void of fomething effential to
1ts being of that fors.

Ibid. page 447, line 4. Or could it be demanded,—There
could be noroom for this quettion till fome fort of matter,

iron, be propofed as a flandard and mealure of effential

and fpecific, from which it might effentially and jpecifi-
cally d:ffer.

Ibdd. line g.  For I would—Videc. 3, §13. He
will never be able to know.

Ibid. line 13.  All fuch patterns—Sc, had we not
made an goflralt complex 1dea (conlifting of a particular
fet of gualives co-exifting united) as a parrern and
flapdard to which all parcels of sarter were to be re-
duced that had that particular fet of qualities. Were
1t not, I lay, for this adfiract idea, ail the qualities of
this pa-cl of matter, I cut my pen with, would be one
as ejfentizito ttas another.  But this ab/iraci idea being
made, whenever 1 fuppoled the parcel of matter, I
mention=d, to be agreeabdle to 1t, 1s guality of obeying
the loacitone s effential to 1t: fc. it is more ¢feirial 1o

¥ Lee, p.213,
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tts being iron, than to its malleablenefs, though not to
its being a parcel of satter, or meral.

Ibid. line 16,  Aad every thing.—Sc. cne thing as
mnuch as another, though in reality nothing at all.

This one general {entiment {eems torun through this
excellent performance, viz. that the effences of things are
wtterly unknown to us, and therefore all our pretences to
diflinguifly the efjcnces of things can veach no faviher thai
mere nominal efjences, &9c.  Now that we may do juftice
to this great author, we muft confider that he confines
this fort of difcourfe only to the effence of fimple 1dzas,
the effence of fubflances, as appears cap. 4, § 6, hib. 3, for
he allows the names of mixed modes always 10 Jignify the
real effences of 1heir fpecies, cap. §, and that in the dil-
tinction of their effences, there is generally lefs confufion
and uncertainty than in matural, cap. 6, § 40, 41.
Though it muft be confefled he {carce makes any dil-
tintion between the definition of the name, and the de-
finition of the thing, cap. 4 ; and fometimes the current
of his difcourfe decries the knowledge of eflences in
fuch general terms as may Juftly give occalion to
miftake,*

We can demonftrate feveral eternal truths concern-
ing the natures or cflences of things. For 1o
thew the neceflity or necellary conliftence of thefe
eternal properties (i. e. as being originally, cternally
confiftent ideas) is to demonftrate eternal truths con-
cerning their natures.<:

§ 6, page 477. A late author hath rightly obferved
that efitnce is explained by the chief and radical pro-
perty of a thing, or all the properties of it. Hence
the chief and radical property of athing is the cilence
1n 1dea, though the thing (hould not exift nor have any
internal unknown conflitutien. Effence is very diffe-

* Vide Watts Log. p. 114, ¥ Baxt. p. 302,
You.I, N3 rent
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rent from exiftence, the effence or nature of things is

invariable, and their exiftence only contingent.*

Ibid. line 9. But effence.—Becaufe even thefe real
effences are not effential 1o, or infeparable from any par-
ticular parcel of matter; for it is not efeutial to the
parcel of matter I have now on my finger, to have that
particular difpofition of its infenfible parts that it has,
1t might as well have had, or ftill have, another.

10id. line 12.  Properties belong only 10 fpecies, not to

individyals—But let a man try to fatisty another’s
hunger by his own eating, or to make another confcioys
of his pleafures or pains, and he will find that properties
belong to individual fubflances or particular men, and
not to the fpecific name, or general word man,

dbid. lLine 12.  Properties belonging. — By proper-
Zies he means fenfible diftoverable qualities, ‘which he
hath already thewn are no otherwife effential to indivi-
duals than as they are fuppofed to be of a fpecies. And
fince thefe properiies have an infeparable connexion with
the eflence called the real they muft ftand and fall to-
gether.  Sothat if properties are effential to things only
upon the fuppofal of their being of a fpecies, the real
¢ffence can be effential upon no other account.

db1d. page 472, line 8. But there is,~He thould have
faid here 10 which any of thefe real effences (from thefe

qualities flow) are {0 annexed; for it is of the real
¢ffences he is now {peaking.

. 87, page 478, line 3. Subflances are.—Sc. becaufe
1t has that nominal effence; becaufe that abfiralt complex
sdea we denote by the word, horfe, tree, &5, agrees to it.
For this reafon only, upon this ground alone, it is ranked

under this /ort, and not becaufe it has fuch or fuch real
e[fence, for that we know nothing of.

* Baxt, p: 152, 301,
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§ 9, page 480, line 44. To try his fkill.—A man
may pretend to diftinguith jbeep or goats by their read
¢ffences into feveral forts, when indeed he doth 1t by
their nominal eflences, which are known to him. But
thefe animals Cafliowary and Querechinchio (which he is
fuppoled to fee, and not to know how many or what
fenfible qualities make up the complex idea that denomi-
nates, and bounds the fpecies) he cannot diltinguifh, fo
that if another Cafiowary be brought fomething diffe-
rent from the former, but within the bounds of the
Jpecies, he will not be able to fay, whether it be of that
fort, or of the fort of Quercchinchino’s ; hence it appears
his pretences are vain, and that he diftinguifhes things
1nto forts by their aominal ¢[Jences, and not by their rzaf,
for if he did it by the real, he might as well diftinguith
Cafliorvary from Querechinchino as _fheep from goats, fince
he knows the real effence of the two former, as much as
that of the two latter.

\ 11, page 481, line 5. Evident from.—The force
of the argument lies in this. 'We cannot rank f{pirits
well, and diltinctly 1nto different forts, becaufe we have
fo few ideas of reflexion that are different to make
various combinations of.  This fhews that when we
do rank and fort things, we do it by fuch combinations
of ideas, and by the real effences of things : for they are
doubtlefs as ditin@ and different, and as much unknown
to us, in fpirits, as in corporeal {ubftances, though the
qualities we attribute to them are not,

Ibid. page482,line s4. Who yet.—Hefeemstofuppofe
thar all the difference between God and the bigheff order
of fpirits, in our idea of each of them, is only one degree
of exiflence, knowwledge, &c. Baot is valtly more than
{o, being a difference between finire degrees, and infinite,
which bear no proportion, if thofe words, infinitely more
remote, re{peC: the number of fimple ideas, which fhould
be put into the idea of God, more than into the idea of
other fpirits : it muft be confefled that upon this ac-

Yor. I, count
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count our idecs of God and of other fpirits are very in-

dittinét, for want of that valt number of 7deas which

fhould enter 1ntc the idea of God, and which we have
not put to it.

13, pace 433, Ice 1s without doubt a different

fort or fpecies from water, becaufe it has diftinét pro-

perties; but the man that calls 1t bardened twater 1s no
more miftaken than if he had called melred wax, fluid
wax; from whence [ infer that giving names depends
upon every one's experience ; but not making effences
that is a work of narure, not of mere thoughts or ideas.#

§ 26, page 490. line 39.  Wherehy it is evident.m—e
It is not evident that thofe who rejected the feetus made

only the ouiward figure, and not the faculty of reafoning
effintial to a man; they might notwithftanding make

reafon as ¢ffontial as the others, who received the fetus.

Buta certain fhape of the body (admitting indeed of
{ome variety, but within fome certain bounds) being a
leading guality in the idea of man ; and the only indica-
tion we have that reafor will be joined to fuch a body;

thofe who reject the fesus admit not {o great a latitude

in that fhape as thofe who receive 1t,

§ 28, page 492, line 4. To the making.—~Thele
words till you come to iz the firft of thefe, feem put as
it were in a parenthefis; and by the words any nominal
effence, 1s meantany one, and the {fame nominal effence.

Ibid. line 5. Firft that the ideas.~—This is more than
to fay, that a nominal eflence 1s a complex idea.

kind.
Ibid. line 9.  For if two abfirafl.—Thefe words relate

to the foregoing s fecondly, that the particular ideas fo

wiitedy and only to them.

* Leey p. 2174
10id,

Ibid. line 8. Exallly the fame,~Sc. as to fort and.'
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Tbid. line 11, In the firff of thefe.—Thefe words
refer to thofe in the beginning of the §, thefe nominal

effences of fubftances.

§ 38, page gou, line 16, Iu the different.—So, be-
caule the colleGions of fimple ideas expreffed by the
word fhock are almoft the fame, denoted by the word
bound ; thefe are not diltinét jpecies of animals ; whereas
the colle€tions of fimple ideas denoted by the words,

Jpaniel and elephant, are different, therefore they are dif-

ferent forts of animals,

§ 43, page 503, line 22. Bu becaufe.—Becaufe 1t
is difficult by known names to lead men into the
thoughts of things ftript of thofe fpecifical difierences
we give them; and yetit is neceflary that men fhould
be lead into thofe thoughts in treating of fpecific ideas
and names: upon thefe accounts, 1t 1s better to ule exam-
ples than words in this matter.

Ibid. line 24.  To make the different.—That 1s to
fhew how the confideration the mind has of fpecific ideas
we call #rodes, and their nasies at one time 1s different
from what it has of them at another: as al{o the confi-
deration the mind has of thefe ideas is different from

that which 1t has of the zdeas of fubflances.

VOL. II. CHAP. VIII,
Of Abjtraét and Concrete Terms.

Y concrete terms 1s commonly meant

§ 1, page 4 the names of {ubftances, given them
either on the account of cne quality or property, or
their relation to one another ; and by al/ffrall terms the
common names of thofe qualities, properties, or actions
obferved in fubftances compared with one another, 1n
Vor. IL. thole
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thofe qualities, properties, or aétions, without recard to
any other of properties or ations.*

§ 2, page 5, ine 13, Ve have very fewr, &8c.—The
reafon 1s becaufe no two or more fubftances can {o eafily
be like one another 1n every one of their properties or
qualities, as they may in fome one leading quality 3 and
therefore 1t 1s obfervable, that where an offer has been

made at abftract terms from {ubftances, 1t 1s only to
exprels fome peculiar quaiity, and not all the qualities ;

as 1n aquofity, flerinefs, e,

CHAP IX,
Of the Imperfeclion of Words.

§ 2, pace 6, line 1 jS to the firft of thefe, €5c mm
W &S ) .

This 1s not clear; 1, Becaufe
deaf and dumb perfons, without doubt, remember
thetr own thoughts without words,  2dly, When per-
fons talk to themfelves their thoughts precede their
words, or excite their remembrance of their words,
jult.contrary to what occurs in converfation or reading.

§ 5, parer, The doubtfulnefs of words {feems rather
o arife from the different experience of the perfons
uling, hearing, or reading thefe words, than the uncer<
tainty of their fignification,

The cafes 1n which they are generally doubtful are,
1. When words are ufed, which in the common lan-
guage of the country have very different fignifications,
2. When words are relative, and the reference 1s diffe-
rent in the mind of the fpeaker from the hearer. 3,
When words may be taken with a lefs or greater
lattude, as rehoion, grace, faith, &c. 4. When
words are ufed to fignify actions, that agree in
fome particular circumftances or modes with other

* Lee, p. 221, + Ibid,
actions,
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pXtions, that do not agree with them ir all, and are
therefore in ftri&tnefs, to be reputed metaphorical. *

Ibid. page 8, line 13.  Where the fignification.—The
author never mentions this cafe in the following dil-
courfe : but he means, I fuppofe, that this happens 1n
Jubfances where the names fignify a collection of quali-
ties which are different from the real ¢ffence of a thing,
being the effeds of it

§ 6, page 8. 1. Becauft of that great compofition.-m
The multiplicity of the 1deas cannot be the caufe of
the doubtfulnefs of fuch words ; but either the negle&t,
ignorance or prejudice of the perfon peaking or
hearing.

§ 9, page 9. 1L Becanfe the names, &co—This
too feems rather imputable to the prejudices of the
feveral perfons fpeaking or hearing, and not to the
words themfelves, or the want of ffandards : for I reckon
the fandards of moral a&ions to be as fixed, es of fub-
ftances natural or artificial ; or even of fmple tdeas, or
qualities. } _

All men, free from prejudice, can as eafily diftinguifh
between moral good and evil, as between white and
black, from their relation to the laws of nature, and the
land, which is as unalterable by the power of names, or
the ideas of particular perfons, as the properties or
cflences of fubftances, § .

1bid. Yine 21, What the word maurtber, &¢.—This
is true, but not to the mam puarpofe: for the whole
quettion is, Whether thofe actions of which thefe words
are the figns, be not immutably agreeable or difagree-
able to the laws of God, and confequently good or evil;
and whether thofe Jaws of nature be not as certain and

fixed, as the very laws of motion ?||

* Lee, p.azz.  + Ibidpi2ags 3 Ibid.
§ Lee, p.223. | Ibids pv 324,
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§ 8, page 10. Itisnot at all material whether the
word be proper or not in us original fignification,
Though the word juflice be derved from jus, which
fignifies droth as well as right, yet being commonly

ufed for the virtue of giving every one his due, that
makes 1t proper.®

§ 9, page 1o, line 35.  And hence we fee, 69’;,-H§

fhould have diftinguithed between the common or ne-

ceffary principles, and controverfial points: for howa

ever large the COMMENLators have been in the latter,
yet 1n the former, which are the main, we may obferve
almoft an univerfal confent, allowing fomething for the
manner of expreflion.

S 11, page 12, line 5. The names of fubflances.—
But neither are the names of fubftances doubtful; bes
caufe they are fuppofed conformable to their real ef-
fences as made by nature; for the names of fub-
ftances are given them by particular perfons, according

to the properties they obferve in them, common to
other individual fubftances. !

S 23, page 21.  Since then the precepts, &,
—Yet ought we as much to adore the goodnefs of
God for his pecial providence about thofe ancient

-

taith and manners.§

CHAP X.
Cf the Abufe of Words.

S5 P9 24+ ] felf in bis uft of the word idea, for
he ufes it fometimes for the aét of perception, thus

*lee, po225. 4 Ibid. p, 226, % Ibid,  §Ibid, p. 228.
2 Jenfation

wriungs, for the preferving a lafting ftandard for ow

HE author feems guilty of this hims
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fenfation is an idea ; fometimes for the immediate objetts
of that perception, thus thougiots are E{fms; at other
times for the qualities or actions in objects, whether
known or perceived by us or not; thus fizure, moiion,
bulk, €9¢. are ideas, though not known.*

§ 6, page 25, line 22, Logick 1s the art of ufing
reaton well in our inquiries atcer truth, and the coms
munication of 1t to others.+

§ 15, page 30. Wehave noidea either of marter or
body in general, becaufe they are only the names of fub-
ftances; but only of the particulars that have thele
common names, and fo every {ingle parcel of marier
has as good right to the name of body, as every fingle
body has to the common name of matter,

§ 17, page 32, line 27, Why might not Plato.—
The force of this reafoning feems to be this: 1t the
word man was thought to denote nothing but a complex
idea of qualities difcoverable in a certain fpecies of
things, it might as well ftand for Plato's as for Ariflotle’s;
for each of thefe 1s a complex idea ot that fpecies we are
of. ‘The reafon therefore why it does not feem to ftand
{o well for the one as the other is, becaufe 1t is fuppofed
to denote the real effence of this fpecies; and one of
thefe ideas is thought to come nearer this real e ffence than
another. But it may here be faid, thar though the word
man be fuppofed to denote .only the mp[_’c exact, per-
fe&, diftinguithing, complex idea of qualities obfervable
in a fort of things; Arifforle’s idea even in this refpect
might be preferred before Plato’s.

* Lee, p. 230, Videc, 11, § 27 1 Watts Log. p. 14

Vo, I, O =2 CHAP,
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CHAP. XI
Of the Remedies of the Joregoing Imperfeftions and Abufes,
§ 20, page 52, line 17. F OR it is the foape.—The

’ oppufition is not well made
betwixt the fbape and the reafoning faculty, in reference
to the derermining of the fpecies; for reafoning may go
as far toward that, as the fbape even in the idea of thofe
who kill thefe monftrous births ; fbape therefore in
their opinion rather indicates than determines the fpecies g

fc. is the only fign we have to know when reafon will
be joined to the animal body.

The common definition of man is very faulty, ani~
mal rationale ; becaufe the animal is not rational ; the
rationality of man arifes from the mind to which the
animal 1s united. 2. Becaufe if a fpirit fhould be
united toa horfe, and make it a rational being, furely
this would not be a man. It is evident therefore that
the peculiar fhape mutt either enter into the definition of
a man to render 1t juft and perfeét; and for want of a
full defcri ption thegeof all our definitions are defeGive ®

BOOK V. CHAP. L
Of Knowledge in General.

§ 2, page 5o, KANOWLEDGE confifts in our percepa

| tion of the relation that fubflances
have to their own modes to us, or one another: and all

truth is only joining or disjoining thefe fubflances ac-
cording to {uch relation, -

§ 7, page 64, line 2. That of aftual—Here we
may obfcrve what the author does not fay, as in three

* Watts Log. Not, p. 10g. 1 Lee, p. 233.
preceding
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preceding cafes, that there is an agreement or difagrea-
meus betwixt our ideas; for there are no two ideas or
thoughts of the mind compared together, as in the
former cafes, but one idea (or thought) campared ag
it were with fome reql thing exifting without us, which
produced it in our minds, and anfwers to it, asa caufe
to its effe€t. As therefore in three former cafes we
may have intuitive knowledge of general prapofitions
by a perception of the agreement or difagreement of
our ideas (or thoughts of our minds) which are all ab-
ftra@, and do not fuppofe the exiftence of any things at
all without us, now we have thefe thoughts, though
they were perhaps the firt occafion of our getting
many of them; which knowledge is the confequence
of the ideas which are in our minds producing there
by their agreement or difagreement, perceived general
and certain propofitions. So in this fourth cale, we
can only have f{enfitive knowledge of particular propo-
fitions (fc. that fuch and fuch a particular thing exifts
without us) and that not only by perceiving any agree-
ment or difagreement of ideas (or thoughts in our
minds) of which there is in this cafe no comparifon
made, but by perceiving, fometumes ideas or thoughts
are raifed in ouyr minds, and affe& us with pleafure or
pain, whether we will or no: which muft be owing to
things exifting without us, and aperating upon us;
which knowledge is the confequence of the exiftence
of things producing ideas in our minds, by our fenfes ;
and though it is not altogether fo certain as mtuitive
knowledge, yet 1t 1s an aflurance that deferves the name
of knowledge.*

Ibid. Real exiftence can never be proved merely
by ideas, becaufe we can never have any ideas at all of
fubftances, and confequently nat of their relation to
their own properties or modes, or to other fubftances:

% Vide B, 4, c. 11, § 12, &c\
Yor. 11, thiS,
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this, Iﬁly, cannot be proved, becaule there will always
be wantfng an idea by which we mult prove, or ex-
plain that relauon.®

§ 8, page 66. 2. Allthe habitual knowledge we can

have of any of the properties of fubftances except they

be vifible, muft be gained by rational inferences, that

fuch and fuch caufes will produce fuch and fuch ef-
feCts, or f{uch effets argue fuch caufes, which are
maxims, when applied to particulars.~

CHAP. IL
OFf the Degrees of our Knoweledge.

NTUITIVE knotwledge 1s not real but
§ 1, page 69. ]upon fuppofition of the truth of the

fenfes; nor any propofition true or falfe but upon fup-

pofiion of things without us, and that our fenfes are

trug ; which I am confident cannot be proved by way

roc . ~ . '
of 1dzas; for the ideas are only the figns of the things,
as words are the figns of ideas; but neither ddeas or

. . o7 .
be not fuppoled, and conlequently no propofition can
truly be formed about them. |

words are figns of any thing, if the things themfelves

§ 2, page 70. It demonfirative kuowwledge be of any
ule, we muit prefuppofe the truth of the fenfes as welk
in this as 1 wwtuitive kaowledye.§

For in cach ftep of the dewonfiration there muft be

an ratuitive Raowledge, or rather a fenfitive knotoledge, a

perception by the fenfes: otherwife the mind could not
with any certainty judge of the connexion between the
feveral objects 1n the progreffion of its thoughts. |

* Lee, p.238. 4 Ilbid. p. 28q. ¥ 1bid, p. 2404
§ Lee, po241. i Ibidi pi24a. ’

§ 11,
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§ 11, page 74, line 2. And not quantity.—Thele
words refer only to the word counted, and not to made,
and the meaning is this: we do not reckon two white-
nefles to be different becaufe we know the precile
number of corpufcles which produce each of them,
but becaufe our fenfes perceive each of them to be 4if-
tinft ideas, which fince our fenfes cannot do 1n the mofit
minute degrees and differences in whitenefs, therefore
this is not a thing capable of demonitration.

§ 14, page 76. Senfitive knowledge is really the
foundation both of intuitive and demonfirative. *

Ibid. page 97, line8. This certaintyis as great.—This 15
a very oblcure expreflion; the meaning of which feems
to be this ; when I remove my body rear to fomething,
which I fancy fends light to me at fome diftance, though
I am not certain perhaps that there is any thing really
exifling which enlightened me at a diftance, and to
which I approached; yet I am certain, that in all {uch
cafes, 1 fhall feel pleafure or pain. There i1s {fo much
certainty as will affure me of happinefs or mifery. The
certainty 1 have therefore in all {fuch circumitances may
be faid to be commenf{urate, or proportionate to, or as
great as my bappinefs or mifery; and this is as much
certainty as we need look after.

CHAP. IlIL

Of the Extent of Humane Knowledge.

6 IT is an utter impoflibility that matter
§ 0298279 ] can ever become by any power a hiv-
ing, felf-moving fubltance ; feeing, matter mutlt refift
all change of its prefent ftate, as it is a folid fubftance.

Page80, note,line 10. Theavbether fhould notbewhe-
ther God cais, but whether he has made matter capable

* Lee, p. 244« ¥ Vide Baxt. p. 10, 27, 29.
Yeou. Il af
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of thinking; {c. whether thr aslicns v oserations of

ewbich we are conjiious, end fo- cubich woe bave 1he common
name of thinking, can be prrformed by mere maiter, and
then 1t wiil be ealy to difcover by il the phenomena in
natwze, that matfer can no imore think than a trianale
can have four angles.  For let matter have what fizure,
bulk, motion, or pefition, by parts that can be imagined,
it can no more percetve or be confcious of its own ac-

tions or moricns than a ftone-can rife from the ground |

of its own accord, or without the impulfe of another
body. Wiiether Omnipotency can add to matter a fa-
culty of thinking, we do not care for difputing, becaufe
we have no notion of it abftracted trem infintte wifdomy
and therefore are content to fay, that according to the
prefent (tate of the world, and of the experience of out
faculties, that if matter fhould think, 1t would as much
ceafe to be matter, as a triangle would ceafe tobe a trie
angle that had four angles.*

Ibid, It is no lefs than a contradiflion, &,

—But there is nothing difcoverable from the idea of

Gsd or matier that can make it a contradi®ion for
God to be material, but what wil as fully de-
monftrate that 1t i1s a contradition for the
fouls of men to be only modified marter ; not from the
idea of God, becaufe the complex idea of God is made
up only of fimple ideas which we find in ourfelves
magnified in infinitum ; not from the sdea of mutter, for
we have none that is general, or which extends to all
the individual {yftems of it in the univerfe. Ergo, &c.t

The whole argument that matter eannot think nor
move itfelf, concludes in much fewer words from con-
fidering the endlefs divifibility of it.}

Divilibility is fuch an affection of {ubftance as thews
on the one hand that matter becaufe divifible cannot

¥ Vide Bayle Di&t, p. 1924, under Leucippus  Not, on King.
p. 38. Rel. of Nat. p. 186. Dr.Clark to Lodw:ll, Ditton’s
Append. to Refurte  Law on King. p. 334,

i Lesy po249. 3 Baxts N. p. 85

thi 1k
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think or be a living fubftance; and on the other, that
{piritual {ubftance, becaufe thinking cannot be divifible
or have parts.*

Page 83. A man may warrantably fay, thatto effect
a contradiftion is not the objeét of any power; nothing
Jefs limits Omnipotence : and fuch it is to effect that a
fubftance, which as folidly extended muft refift all
change of ftate, fhould, while remaining folidity ex-
tended become of dull dead earth, life, {enfe, and fpon-
tancous motion. (Vide infr. p. 145) So that notwith-
ftanding of this complaint, as if the Bifhop had been
tinreafonable in oppofing his conclufion, 1t appears the
reafon was good, and that he could not go one ftep far-
ther without deftroying the eflence of matter, viz. folid
extenfion; and that he had already gone a {tep or two
too far, in making the fpontaneous mover in an elephant,
and the external mover in the mechanifm, both of
plants and animals, properties of dull and dead earth.

But it is perfectly abfurd to fay that infimite power
may fuperadd a property to a fubftance incapable of
receiving it.  The fubftance of being firft divilible, and
then the parts of it remaining dead, the property can
have no fubject of inhefion but the junction of dead
parts to dead parts.  But that the junction of dead par-
ticles, or cohefion of them, itfelf a property, fhould be
the fubjeét of another property, is an abfurdity M.,
Locke himfelf hath fufficiently expofed.?

If this fibflance or fubftratum be fo unknown a thing,
as Mr. Locke fuppofes, how can I deny any thing con-
cerning it ? Or at leaft how can I be fure that God and
the material woild have not one common fubftance ?
Mr. Locke indeed endeavours to guard his principles
or doCtrines from this objeftion : but I think he neither
does, nor perhaps could he effectually fecure them
fuch unhappy confequences.§

* Baxt. p. 106,  Ibid. p. 86,
$ Baxt.p. 165.  § Watts, p. 63.

Vor. 1L P Solid
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Solid extenfion, and a cogitative power, are real fub-
{tances, for if we nuilify them they leave mere nothing
behind them.*

Poge 86, lafi lmwe. But bere, &c.—Here Mr,
Locke fuppoles that fenfation fmplies thinking as much
as it implies perception, which, I conceive, 1s quite
wrong, (vide Baxt. p. go.) Muil 1t not appear more
waonderful to work a prece of mechaniim in the bounds
of a Bea or mite, than in the bounds of an horfe or ele-
phant? "Thefc animalcula are therefore as great inftances
of the wiidom and power of God, as the largeft living
creatures.  Again, does not this mechani{m as much
require an external immaterial mover, as any mecha-
nifin whatever, and who fupplies this? laltly, they
move {pontancoufly.  The objection fuppofes this:
fpontancous motion 1s ditierent from mechanical mo-
tion by the terms ; therefore it muft require a different
mmaterial principle.  And where 1s the difficulty in
Al this ¢ Or rather 1n what particular 1s it not demon-
ftrative, -+

To {uppofe nnmortality founded on immateriality is
extremely wrong.  ‘The human fou! being rational, and
the braute foul not, the one a moral agent, and the
other not, is the foundation of a very confiftent and
folid dittinétion between the one and the other as to
snimortality.

Fage 88, line 17. But if you mean, &c—~Mr,
I.ocke hath well obferved, that they are different confi-
derations that prove the foul immortal and immaterial ;
but when he lays, that it is as evident to him, that
biutes reafon in fome inftances as that they have fenfe
(. 2. ¢. 11, § 11.) and here tukes it for granted that it
is but mere matter with fuperadded properties that thus

* Watts, p. 590.

+ Vide Baxt. p. 3, 6, No Keil’s Introduct. ad Phyf. lect. s:
Vide p. 120, v. 1. Bp. Br. onthe Und. p. 173. Baxt. p. 108.
Burnet Demontt. p. g2.

3 Baxt. p. 108, N,
reafons,
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reafons, tho’ he offers no proof of either of thefe af-
fertions ; and fince all men fuppofe the matter of the
brute body finally diffipated at death, this gives an 1g-
norant fceptic courage to affirm that it may be fo with
the human foul. Itis by no, means commendable in
Mr. Locke (who allows the foul to be immatenial,
yet contends it might have been mateiial) to mintain
a point that hath fo bad a tendency, gratis, and barely
for maintaining’s fake.*

They who run the paralicl between the human
foul and that of brutes, ifuppofe ftill the fame pow-
ers in both ; but furely rationality imuft be founded 1n
fome power which the brute foul as fuch has not : but
granting the activity of the brute foul, when feparated,
this would not certainly infer the human foul 1s unactive
and impercipient after death, but rather conclude the
contrary che more ftrongly, and perhaps do no difler-

vice to philofophy!t

§ page o7 line 7. The word fpirit.—But with fubmil-
fion, 1 think no man ever before defended the propri-
ety of an expreffion, exclufive of the truth of i, 1na
philofophical controverfy. If the acceptation of a word
is fuch as determines the queftion ; without farther ar-
gument, as in this cafe, to juftify the propriety of 1t
then, is to make the common ufe of language decide
in points of philofophy. 1f Cicero or Virgil had wrong
ideas as to the immateriality of the foul, tho’ they ex-
prefled thefe wrong 1deas right, that dces not mend the
matter. The dilpute berween the bifhop and Mr
Locke was, whether matter could think, and not the

claffical acceptation of the word fpirtus.}

Page103, line 1.1t being inspoffible for us, §5¢.~—Thisis
founded upon what Mr. Locke elfewhere endeavours to

* Baxt. p.87.  Vid. Baxt. p. 156. * Baxt. p. 98. .
Vour Il P 2 maintals,
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maintain, viz. that our ideas are only arbitrary com-
binations, without coanexion to any thing in nature.*

8 7, pase 106. Al knowledge, or the certainty of
the truth of any propofition, is founded upon a tacit
conftant fuppofition both of the truth of our fenfes and
taculties and of the real exiffeuce and real relation between

thofe things which are affirmied and denied of cach
other, and not of their agreeiment or

tdea only.t

difagrecmient in

§ 16. page 110, Tho’ our Knowledge of fubftances
Is not adequate, yet:f our fenfes and faculties be rnght,
(which muft be fuppofed in intuitive and demontftrative
knowledge) then fo far as ANy man’s experience reaches,

‘us as certain and real knowledge as what the author
calls zntuitive and denionfirative.

§ 18, page 111. 1 take this to comprehend all the
four forts which the author mentions ; but by relative

knowledge he means only the relation of numbers,
Jines, figures, angles to each other,
by demonftration, and perhaps alfo of abflraét ideas n
morality, which can be of no ufe if in ideg only, with-
out being applied to things without s

N 18, page 112, line 31. Where, é5c—Ibid line 40.

No government, &s¢c.—The two propofitions here men- -

tioned are certainly true, but of no manner of ule, be-
caule the {enfe of them is identical, amounting to no
more than this, wiere there is o right, there is no
unrighteoufnefs ; and every goveraimciat governs.|

$21, page 116, If 2 man doubts of the exiftence of
the things he fees and feels, there is no third idea, but

will need a fourth, nor fourth, but will ftand as much

* Baxt.p. p. 86, p. 10-. + Lee, p.2co.

> Lee, p.2s.,
§ Lee, pozgz.  Lee, pPe25§3.

n

which is known
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in need of a fifth, to prove its own exiftence, and fa iz
tufinitum ; endlefs {cepticiim.*

§ 23, page 117, line 6. Want of z':a’easfif waln:dof
knowledge or want of nothing ; and want of know eh ge
is but another phrafe for ignorance, and differs no ot e};'-
wife than the want of light does from darknefs ;’dt e
caufes of ignorance therefore more properly aflign’d to
the diftance ov minutenefs of fome bodies.t

§ 28, page 122, This is not the caufe of our igno-
rance l,:)ut the very ignorance itfelf, 1s the imperfection
j -
of our faculties that we complain of.$

§ 30, page 124. Some men are apt to affign anoncheg
reafon for this, viz. becaufe many Interefts, lufts, an
paffions are more apt to mix 1n other c%1f<_:0urfe& tftl)an
merely in mathematics; and ull all men’s interefts ]::;]-
come the fame, which 1s 1{1‘1pra€t1’cal?le in this wor )
there would be differences in men’s judgements, thof
they were never fo well agreed in the fignification o

words.§

CHAP. IV.
On the Reality of Knowledge.

UT this very conformity is not dif-
§ 3, page 127. B

coverable in any cafe whatever
merely by ideas.—There is nothing diftinét from the
power of the objec, and the perceptions in the mind,
and confequently their conformity to the reality of t}xl_c
things, or the real power in the objells, cannot be dif-
covered for want of fome real third thing to make that
difcovery.

* Lee, p 253+ Ibid. p.254.  § Lee. p. 254, :
You Il 9,
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§ 7, page 129. Mixt modes and relations are arbi-
trary combinations of ideas made without regard to any
particular fubject in which they may in here; they
are evidently their own archetypes, gnd thercfore can-
not but be real and pofitive. They are what they are
immutably and univerfally 5 their natures and eflences
muft be the fame wherever they are found, fo long as
the fame number of ideas are included under the fame
word.*

Ibid.  The general names of virtues and vices are the
figns of the mind, obferving fuch relation to the de-
clared will of God, or our governors, and not the figns
of any fuch fiCtions as general or abftraét ideas, for there
are none fuch in the world.

§ 8, page 129, But this knowledge is neither true,
real, certain, nor ufeful ; not true, becaufe truth is the
connexion of things by words or other figns really con-
neted or disjoined ; not certain, becanie if things be
barely poflible, as1s {uppofed in this cafe, the knowledge
can rife no higher in degree than the poffibility of the
connexion or disjunction, and that’s far enough from
certainty ; not real, becaufe if the archetypes be more
accurate than any thing without the mind, they are o
far at leaft not real; nor a#feyul, becaufe if the ideas of
aCtions are beyond any that are or ever were, and the
ideas of lines, &c. more exaét than any copies of them
i bodies are, or ever were, they are not applicable to
bodies, and confequently do not anfwer the end of
knowledge, which is ufefulnefs.}

Jeid.  Nor are Tully’s Offices lefs true.—But Tully's
offices are no farther true than ’tis poffible for 2ny one to
obfervethem; and no one can rationally judge any thing
1s poffible, that 1s not; nor ever was done, but by /pe-
cial revelation.

# Note on K. p. 7 v Lee, po238, 1 Ibids 130,
Ibid.
!

.
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Since moft, &&c.—~But all the general propofitions that I
know are certain and real, are founded on a fuppofed
real, not an imaginary exiftence.*

\ 9, page 131, line 13.  Fuft the fame is it in moral
knowwledge—The cafe is not altogether the fame, be-
caufe the effence of a triangle, &c. 1is its real proper-
ties, and thofe will be unalterable indeed; but if the no-
minal and real eflfence of virtues and vices be the fame
(as according to the author’s principles they are) then if
a man alters the name he alters the effence in his own
judgement ; but ’tis otherwife in figures, &c.4-

\ page 132, line 5. Such are our ideas.—But not-
withftanding this pretended defet, all the real or cer-
tain knowledge we have or can have in this world is
only of fubftances, and their modes on which their re-
lation to us or one another is founded.}

§ 12, page 132. But after all, what he calls fub-
ftances are not fubftances. Men, gold, iron, &c. are
not {ubftances, but only the common names, the indi-
viduals only are real fubftances.§

§ 12, page 132. A changeling is a particular fpe-
cies of man, juft as a perfon of a furprizing genius or ex-
traordinary wifdom is a particular {pecies of man in the
other extreme. Man, 1s a2 common name, and every
one will give names not according to what things really
are in all particulars, but only what they feem to be: and
therefore a changeling has the effence of a man, if by
the word effence be meant the like properties or qua-
lities by which it may be diftinguifhed from every thing
elfe that has not the fame common name ; but if by the
word effence be meant the fame individual properties
and quality, in that fenfe it is not the {ame effence any

* Lee, p.159 + Ibid.p.260. I Ibid.260, § Ibid. g 261.
VoLll. 3 more
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more than two men, or two guineas have the fame
effence. *

What properties are vifible thofe we know, and give
them the common name of man, becaufe we know no
better, as we call guineas gold, becaufe they are yel-
low and weighty, tho’ they may want, for what we
know, the property of being foluble in agua regia

§ 16, page 136, As for monftrous births we judge
them a fort of creatures between man and beaff, be-

caufe they partake of the fhape and features of both,
and therctfore efteem them the produ& of unnatural

mixtures.J;

CHAP V.
Of Truth in General,

§ 2, page 136. HE common definition of truth
of things according to the real relation thofe things have
to each other. A mental truth or true mental propofi-
tion 1s, when our thoughts agree with the real relation
which the things have to each other of which we think g
and a verbal cruth 1s, when the things themfelves have

that relation really with the words of which they are

made the figns agree or difagree ; whereas in our notion

of truth, ’tis the agrecnent or difagreement only in
ideas or words.§

§ 4, page 139. The beft way to come at mental pro-
pofitions 1s to confider what alions there could be in

our minds, if we were born and continued deaf and
dumb all our daye, which is the cafe of fome: that
fuch affirm and deny or difcern the agreement and dif-

agreement of things fo far as their obfervation reaches, -

® Lee, p.262. ¢ Ibid. 3 Ibid  § Ibid. p. 264.
there

is the conjunction or disjunction
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there is no doubt ; and thofe are properly mental pro-
pofitions, and are true when their thoughts agree or
difagree with the real relation there is between the

things they think of.*

CHAP. VL

Of Univerfal Propofitions, their Truth and
Certainty,

ENERAL propofitions may be
§ 5 page 146, (5 eor

as certainly known to be true

about fubftances as mathematical propofitions. I am
as ignorant of all the properties belonging to triangles,
&ec. as ] am of all the ative or paffive powers of lead
and gold : but what I know of lead or gold, or other

fubftances, or fo far as my experience goes, I know
as certainly as I do any thing of thofe or any fort of

figures, and can form as many true, certain, and uni-
verfal propofitions concerning them.

CHAP. VIIL
Of Maxims.

HEY are faid to be precognitis
§ 8, page 161, T & praconceffis, becaufe the ac-

tions of children and ideots feem to be governed by
them, even before they can pronounce the words in
which they are exprefled.

§ g, page 162. Children know pleafure and pain,
&c. before they know their names, or form propofi-
tions about them ; yet I guefs they don’t in their minds
play with abftradt ideas like babies, before they know
that pleafure is pleafure, or painis pain, &¢c. and yet

* Lee, p.265.
Vor.II. Q. that
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that knowledge 1s but that every thing is the fame
with itlelf and not another; and when they grow old
enough to be philofophers, they don’t need to be taught
thofe truths any more than that a ftranger is not
their mother, &c. and that is all we mean by faying,
thefe truths are innate*

- S 11, page 165. The main ufe of thefe maxims

1s, for the folving lefs obvious or more general pro-

pofitions into fuch obvious and univerfally acknow-
M

ledged principles.y

1bid. page 169, line 34. They fometimes ferve in

argumentation to flop a wrangler’s mouth.~But if they

flop wranglers mouths 'tis fomething ; for that they |

would not do, if they were not the avowed principles
of all the world; and as for bringing a man into any
new knowledge, no body pretends any more than con-
hrming him 1n the old, which otherwife they might
want : and as for ufluencing identical predications, this
I rake to be a juft and great encomium of them; for
all the certainly true propofitions in the world are not
clearly perceived to be fuch till they are refolved into
fuch identity or the negation of it.}

§ 13, page 172. But all this while there is no
fault n the maxims, but in the manner of probation j
for in both cafes the queftion ts fuppofed, that which
fhould be proved is firft granted, and at that rate there
1s no need of maxims or 1deas either.§

§ 18, page 175. But all this would have been
faved by giving only fome different appellation or the

cornmon namne; ex. gr. as if the child had faid, that a
negro Is not a white man; orthat changelings are not
rational : or that the third was a new fort of rational

*lce, p. 274, 4 1bid. po275. 1 1bid p.244. § 1bid. p. 275,
creacure,
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creature. ‘T he maxims had none of thefe wild infe-
rences, but they are all the natural fpawn of ab/firalt
complex ideas : and, thercfore, notwithftanding thefe
objetions againft maxims, they are of fingular ufe 1n
the ready proof of fuch propofitions as are not difco-
verable by our {enfes where {enfible ideas are not to be
had, and that’s the utmoft we pretend. Ex. gr. We have
no idea of the air, of animal {pirits, or of God, yet
are certain of their exiftence, by refolving our argu-
ments into that maxim, every effelt muff have a caufe.
But of caufe and effet we have no abftraét general
ideas, they are only general relative words or names.*

CHAP. VIII
Of Trifling Propofitions.

IT muft be confefled that all identi-
§ 2, page 177 cal propofitions do not fhew him
that ufes them, or make another wifer than he was
fuppofed to be before: they only direct the attention
of what he himfelf or the other faid or thought before,
in order to the making himfelf or the other wifer.—
Words barely repeated are no propofition at all, ’tis
the act of the mind apprehending that relation of the
thing to itfelf that makes the propofition, and this is all
that 1s pretended.t

§ 4, page 180. Such propofitions are verbal in-
deed, the predicates are but explications of the fub-
jelts, but they are not the lefs inftructive for being fo.
He that knows all the properties of thofe individuals
that have the names of man or lead, need not to be in-
formed that one is an animal, and the other a metal :
but it is poffible a perfon may have heard the words of
animal spd metal, and underftand them, and yet not

* Lee, p. 256, + Ibid. p. 277,
Vou I Q.2 have
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have heard or underftood the fignification of man or
Jead ; and tofuch a one this is a fhort way of informing

him, and confequently one method of improving know-
ledge.*

§ 7, page 192, If we invert the places of the fub.
je€ts in thefe propofitions (if it be true, that every man
has a notion of God, then it is the property of that
idea to be formed in the minds of men: and if it be
true that every man can be caft into fleep by opium,
then that is the property of opium:) it will appear,
the predicate contains no more than the fubjefts; fo
that either thofe two propolfitions are falfe, and confe-
quently not inftructive, or elfe they are as trifling as
any before-mentioned. t

CHAP. IX.

Of our Knowledge of Exiflence.

HE effences of things are only
the names of that which dif-
tinguifhes one thing from another.

2. T'hey are not the abftra¢t ideas of things, becaufe
there are none fuch in the mind but of vilible fub-
ftances.

3. They are not made by us, but only the names of
them from the feveral qualities or properties.

4. Exiftence s concerned in the effence of things,
becaule we cannot conceive the one without the other.

§. General propofitions do not concern exiftence,
they being only the conjunéion or disjunétion of com-
mon names given to particular things, which are fup-
pofed by the mind to exift,

6. Particular propofitions, though they likewife
concern exiftence, yet do not declare the accidental
union or {feparation of ideas, but the real relation that

§ 1, page 186, 1.

* Lee,po2y7. § Ibid. p.238. '
13
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ws between fubftarces and their modes, or between
them and ourfelves.*

7. The knowledge of our own exiftence is that of
the real relation there 1s between a man’s {elf and his
own thoughts, and not the perception of the agree-
ment or difagreement of ideas, becaufe in this cafe
there can be no 1deas diftinét from the perfon himfelf
and his own thoughts.t

CHAP. X.
Of our Knowledge of the Exiflence of a God.

HE author, in one of his letters
Y 2, page 188. T to the Bifhop, fays, he has waved

the ufe of the word idea in this argument, on purpofe
to let 1t into men’s minds, by common words, or
known ways of expreflion.—But I doubt a better rea-
fon might be given, viz. that the ideal phrafe would
render it obfcure, and as far as poffible make it doubt-
ful : for

The reafon why any one is convinced of his own
exiftence, is, becaufe he is immediately confcious
of his own thoughts; but of thofe thoughts he can
have no idea, becaufe they neither agree nor difagree,
but as the objedts or caufe of them do: and therefore
1t Is this agreement or difagreement arifing from the
variety of caufes or objets that fatisfies a man of his
own exiftence, and not the agreement of the idea of
himfelf with the abftraét idea of exifience, for of that
barely he would have no idea or perception art all.f

§ 3, page 188, Is” there any idea of nothing in
a man's mind ? The mind can indeed by its natural
power fuppofe any caufe to fufpend or withdraw its
efficacy, and by its natural powers perceive where

* Lee, p. 280, + Ibid 1 Ibid. p. 286.
Vor. 1l. 1 there
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there 1s no real caufe operating, there can be no real
effect; but by this inftance 1t may appear there are
principles of reafon, where there can be no perception
of the agreement or difagreement of ideas; for no-
thing is the negation of all ideas.

§ 4, page 189. This i1s an 1dentical propofition,
and therefore trifling: for being and exiftence is one
and the fame to the mind, with the properties of the

thing exifting ; it 1s the fame as to fay, whar bas its

beginning from another, has its beginning from anothber,

and therefore the knowledge of this 1s not the agree-

ment, &c. becaufe they are in effe&t but one idea;
what makes 1t a propofition 1s the mind’s comparing
that thing with itlelf, as 1t isin all certainly true, af-
firmative, 1dentical propofitions,

§ 5, Itrd. But not from the agreement between

the idea «f himiclt and the. idea of perception and
knowledge ; becaufe he can have no idea of percep-
tion or knowledge diftin¢t from the knowledge or per-
ception; to know or perceive is all one, as having an
idea, unlefs an idea be fomething that is neither in
nor out of the mind.

Ibid. But as we cannot feparate the knowledge
of exiftence from that of the things that do or
have exifted, it is the perception of real relation be-
tween the things themfelves, and not the comparing

the abftract idea of onc time with that of another; be-

caule there are no {fuch ideas, they are all pure no-
thing.*

¥ Lee, p. 286,

CHAP.
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CHAP. XL
Of our Knowledge of the Exiftence of other Things.

UT [ cannot conceive how we
§ 3, page 200- B thould have either intuitive or ra-
tional knowledge without fuppofing the exiftence of
things without us, unlefs there could be thoughts of

nothing, or reafoning about nothing.*

12, page 207. But neither of thefe fort of pro-
pogtio%siai be known, but upon fuppofition of the
¢ruth of our fenfes.t

CHAP XIL

Of 1he Improvement of our Knowledge.

UT it is as dangerous to deny all
§ 5, page 212 principles as to embrace falfe

ones.}

CHAP. XIV.

Of Fudgement.
HE common account is, that
§ 4, page 224 knowing when it is not ufed for

a fimple apprehenfion, is the perception of the necef-
{ary or immutable relation between any things pro-
poled to the mind. And judging 1s the perception of
that relation between things, whether that relation
be immutable and neceffary, or mutable and fepa-

ble. |
" Jflci%gement is that operation of the mind whereby

we join two or more ideas together by one affirmation

* Lee, p.302. - lbid.p.293. % Ibid p. 295 § Ibid. p. 302.
Yor. 1L or



120 Of Reafon.

or negation ; this tree is high, that horfe is not fwift,

&c. which {entences are the effect of ;
are called propofitions,* of judgement, and

CHAP. XV,
Of Probability.
§ 2, pase 226. PROBABILITY does not {upply

the defect of knowledge; for

cven m the lowelt degree of it, there is fome know-
ledge or certainty, but rather fupplies the want of
evidence to make any thing fully known or certain.t

CHAP. XVIL
Of Reajfon.

HE common definition of rea-

age 242, -

$ 3 ]?g 4.2 | fon 1s, that it 1s the faculty in
the mind which infers the truth or falfehood of any
propofition by its perception of the mutable or immu-
table relation between the parts of that, and other pro-
politions with which it is compared. |

The difference is, that of the four degrees or offices
of this faculty, others reckon that of making the in-

ference or conclufion to be the chief or only proper

exercife of reafon.}
Ibid. Difpofition is the ranging our thoughts in

fuch order, as is beft for our own and others concep- -

tion and memorv. The effe® of thi oncep
called method.§ ) & of this operation is

8 4, Jbid. There is no one doubts, but the quef-
tion 1Is, whe;her fuch men do not in their difcourfes
make fyllogifms, though they never heard the word,

* Watts Log. p. <. L Yee. . -
§ Watts Log. [;> 56 T €6 P 304 ¥ Ibid. 313.
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or their difcourfes would not be as intelligible, or
when they do not, they are not longer loofer and ob-

fcurer.

§ 4, page 251. But in all difputations the defen-
dant may be required to explain his terms, if obicure,
and fallacious, and if that be done this argument fails,
or if it has any ftrength, it would be as valid againtt
a1l forts of difcourfe and conferences, for they are no
lefs liable to the ambiguity of words than fyllogiftical

form.=*

§ 5, page 252, Thisislikewife the common prac-
tice in all forts of conferences; if any one pretends to
maintain any probable propofition, he that oppofes 1t
will make ufe of his ftrongeft arguments and attack
it in the weakeft part, &c.

§ 6, Ibid. The rules of [llogifm ferve not 10 furnifb
the mind with thofe intermediate ideas 1hat may Jhew the
conneflion of remote ones.—"Tis true, he that ufes a fyl-
Jogifm muft find out the mddle term himfelf. The
form of placing his words won’t do that: the queftion
only is, whether that which he has prepared to fay or
write would not be as well or better exprefled, 1n as
few, and that as intelligible, in the form of a fyllo-
gifm, as any other form of words.]

§ 8, page 254. In this fetion I conceive there 1s
a miftake about the rules of {yllogifms, and a contra-
diction to his whole fcheme of abftract general ideas.
For, 1ft, There are rules of fyllogifms where every
propofition is particular, and the conclufion right.
This paper has 2 plain and regular fuperficies; this
pen has not fo, ergo, their figures are different.  2dly,
If it be true, as I think 1tis, that every idea 1s a par-

* Watts Log. p. 314. + Ibid. p. 3135 + 1bid,
Vor. 1L, R ticular
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F]:u]ar exiftence, then there can be no general abftradt
ideas. I, ex. gr. whitenefs and triumph be ideas, then
they are ideas only of a particular white body, z;nd a
parucular triumph, and therefore all that he muft
mean by general abftract ideas, muft be only the ge-
neral names given to particulars, unlefs there could be
ideas that are both general and particular, which I
cannot comprehend.*

14, page 257. _Intuitive knowledge is no know-
ledge at all, but on {uppofition of the real exiftence of

things without us, which is contrary to his method
and meaning.+-

Y 15, Ibid. Nor is demonftrative knowledge certain,
but upon the like fuppofition.§

§ 16, page 259. The author feems to have too

much limited this faculty as he has that of rational
knowledge, which 1s commonly extended to all fuch
knowledge which leaves no room for a rational doubt
as in the cafe of human teftimony, when certain ;
of divine, when vouched by miracles. § .

§ 20, page 260. When the argument is drawn
from any intufficient medium whatfoever, and yet the
oppofer has not fkill to refute or anfwer ity this is Ar-
gumentum ad Ignorantiom,

§ 21, 1hid,  St. Paul often ufes this argumentum ad
bominein when he realons with the Jews, and when
he fays, I fpeak as a man,

D 51 1
¢ 22, Ioid. If an argument be taken from the
nature and exiftence of things, or addreffed to the

¥ Lee, p.316.  + Ibid. p. 318, §Ibid, § Ibid. p. 319,
I reafon
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reafon of mankind, ’tis called Argumentum ad Fudi-
cium.

Befides thefe Dr. Watts reckons Argumentum ad Ii-
dem, when it is borrowed from fome convincing tefti-
mony.

Argumentum ad Paffones, or ad Populum, when an
argument is borrowed trom any topics which are fuited
to engage the inclinations and paffions of the hearers
on the fide of the fpeaker, rather than convince the

judgement,*

CHAP. XVIIL

Of Faith and Reafon and their diftint Provinces.

§ 2, page 26 AITH isthe aflent of the mind to
» Page 203 any propofitions where the rela-
tion between its parts is not difcoverable by the ufe of
our natural faculties, but the reafon of the affent is di-

vine teftimony.

§ 3, Ibid. We areapt to think, that if God pleafes
by immediate revelation to give to any perfons the
knowledge of fuch objeéts or greater degrees of thofe
{fenfations, that he can furnith thofe perfons with pow-
er by words or other figns to produce the like ideas or
perceptions in others, which were communicated in
the original revelation. But this, if granted poflible,
as there is not the leaft reafon to deny, yet will not, 1
confefs, amount to the forming new {imple ideas ; but
there is no need of it, for the modes of fubftances
which we know already are capable of an infinite va-
riety in degrees and mixtures, and the words we have
equally capable of being formed into an infinite num-
ber of propofitions, fo that in order to make divine
or fupernatural diflcoveries, there will no need of more

¥ Watts Log. p. 311
R 2

organ

Vor. I,
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organ of fenfe, of new words, or new modes of fuls.
ftances : and why God fhould not be able to repre-
fent a new {cene of things to the imagination, as we
find 1t daily by men in the defcription of foreign ani-
mals, plants, &c. is to me unaccountable. St, Paul
does not fay they were fuch degrees of pleafure that he
had no conception of, or were incommunicable to

others ; but the contrary, in the words following ¢
God hath revealed them to us by his {pirie,*

§ 4, page 265, But this muft be limited to tradi-
tional revelation only, for it feems too great a reftraint
of the Divine Power to fuppofe God cannot make the
coherence of the parts of any propofition as plain to
any one’s mind immediately, as by his external

fenfes, and there is no doubt but the in{pired pro-
phets had as elear a view of paft and future events as |

1f they had feen them.+

\ 5, page 266, But,e 1ft, It is to be confidered,
whether a perfon’s own probity may not be as certainly
known to himfelf, as any ideas he can have in his
mind : or whether a perfon’s knowledge that he has
the power of working miracles may not as thoroughly
convince hun that his revelation comes from God, as

any rational deduétions whatever can fatisty him of any
fort of truth. |

2dly. It feems derogatory to the Divine Power,

that it fhould not extend fo far as to make any thing

plain by words or other figns, by lively impreffions -
upon the imagination of the perfon infpired, as the

perfon himfelf can by his own fenfes, or ufe of his na-
tural facultres.

§ 6, page 267. But if Divine Revelation be the
only object of Divine Faith, and no revelation can be

* Lee,p.3240  +Ibid. 3 Ibid, p. 327.
| fufficiently
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fufficiently known to come from God but either by
feeing fome infpired perfon writing, or hearing him to
fpeak, or {ome other perfon vouching every particu-
lar miracle, then the Holy Scriptures can afford us
no fecure ground for divine faith, which 1s carrying
the point too far : for, 1ft, Itis not plain, that faith
has to do, &Sc. for I cannot fee a reafon why the laws
of nature may not be called 'd:‘wnc ]aws, apd'aﬂ'ent
given to fome propofition of divine faich, for it 1s fup-
pofed there are feveral propofitions worthy of a ra-
tional aflent, and yet are the objects of a divine faith
only for their being farther confirmed by revelation;
as the immortality of the foul; fo that rational aflenc
and divine faith feem to differ only or chiefly in the
degrees of evidence, and make no manner of altera-
tion in the reafon of human aftions.*

* Lee, p. 327
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