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INTUITIONS OF THE MIND.

INTRODUCTION.
ATM OF THE WORK AND METHOD OF INQUIRY.

Accorpixe to one class of speculators, the mind derives
all its knowledge, judgments, maxims, from observation
and experience. According to another class of thinkers,
there are ideas, truths, principles, which originate in the
native power, and are seen in the inward light of the
mind. These last have been called by a great number
of names, such as innate ideas, intuitions, necessary
judgments, fundamental laws of belief, principles of
common sense, first or primitive truths; and diverse
have been the accounts given of them, and the uses to
which they have been turned. This is a controversy
which has been from the beginning, and which is ever
being renewed in one form or other. It appears fo me
that this contest is now, and has ever been, characterized
by an immense complication of confusion ; and confusion,
as Bacon has remarked, is more difficult to rectify than
open error. I am not, in this treatise, to plunge at once
mto a thicket, in which so many have lost themselves
as they sought to find or cut a way through it. But
my aim throughout is to ascertain what are the actual
laws or principles in the mind denoted by these various
B






INTRODUCTION. 3

at the same time rash speculators are prevented from em-
ploying them for the furthering of pretentious ends to
which they have no legitimate reference.

In inquiring into the evidence of their existence, into
the place which they hold in the constitution of the mind,
the laws by which they are guided, and the way in which
they manifest themselves, I am to proceed throughout
in the Method of Induction. I profess to prosecute the
nvestigation in the way of the observation of facts—with
an accompanying analysis and co-ordination, but still of
facts, which have been carefully observed. It has often
been shown that the method of induction admits, mutatis
mutandis, of an application to the study of the human
mind, as well as to that of the material universe. The
difference in the application lies mainly in this, that in
the one case we use self-consciousness, or the internal
sense, whereas in the other we employ the external sense
as the organ or instrument. T certainly do not propose
to find out the intuitions of the mind by the bodily eye,
alded or unaided by the microscope, nor discover their
mode of operation by the blowpipe. They are in their
nature spiritual, and so sense cannot touch them, nor see
them, nor hear them, nor can the telescope in its widest
range detect them. Still they are #here in our mental
nature ; there is an eye of wider sweep than the telescope,
and more searching than the microscope, ready to be
directed towards them. By introspection we may look
on them in operation ; by abstraction or analysis we may
separate the essential peculiarity from the rough concrete
presentations; and by generalization, rise to the law which
they follow.

But let me not be misunderstood. The method pur-
sued, as it is not on the one hand to be confounded with
an ambitious transcendentalism which declines to ask
help from observation, so it is as little on the other hand

B 2






INTRODUCTION. D

.In this present age, two manner of principles, each of the
character of a different parent, are struggling for the
mastery ; the one earth-born, sensational, empirical, utili-
tarian, deriving all ideas from the senses, and all know-
able truth from man’s limited experience, and holding
that man can be swayed by no motives of a higher order
than the wish to secure pleasure or avoid pain ; the other,
if not heaven-born, at least cloud-born, being ideal, tran-
scendental, pantheistie, attributing man’s loftiest ideas
to an inward light, appealing to principles which are dis-
covered without the trouble of observation, and issuing in
a belief in the good, instead of a belief in God. Hach
of these views has its keen partisans, either violently at-
tacking one another, or regarding each other with silent
contempt, while the great body of reading men are pro-
fessedly indifferent,—those who claim to be neutral, how-
ever, being all the while unconsciously in the service
either of the one or other, commonly of the lower or
carthly, just as those who profess to belong neither to
God nor Mammon, do in fact belong to Mammon.

What then can be expected of the reception of such a
work in such an age? A large body, even of the think-
ing portion of the community, are prejudiced against
all such discussions, as fruitless of good in every cir-
cumstance, and in some forms productive of mischief. [
suspect the great mass of those who call themselves prac-
tical men, and the majority of those addicted to the study
of the physical sciences, will be further prepossessed
against this treatise as defending a doctrine which they
thought had been long ago and for ever exploded by
Locke. On the other hand, those most inclined to favour
such pursunits are, for the most part, committed and
pledged to extreme views, and can scarcely be expected
to look with a favourable eye on a work which, pro-
fessedly built on pure observation, declines to follow any
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INTRODUCTION, i

enough. Often is Aristotle denounced in language bor-
rowed from himself, and the Schoolmen are disparaged by
those who are all the while using distinctions which they
have cut with sharp chisel in the rock, never to be effaced.
There are persons speaking with contempt of Plato, Des-
cartes, Locke, and all the metaphysicians who are taking
advantage of the great truths which they have discovered.
I could easily show that in our very sermons from the
pulpit, and orations in the senate, and pleadings at the
bar, principles are ever and anon appealed to which have
come from the heads of our deepest thinkers, in ages long
gone by, and who may now be forgotten by all but a few
antiquarians in philosophy. Natural science itself is, in
the hands of its most advanced votaries, ever touching on
the borders of metaphysics, and compelling our physicists
to rest on certain fundamental convictions as to exten-
sion and force. The truth is, in very proportion as ma-
terial science advances, do thinking minds feel the need
of something to go down deeper and mount up higher
than the senses can do—of some means of settling those
anxious questions which the mind is ever putting in re-
gard to the soul, and the relation of the universe to God,
and of a foundation on which the understanding can
~ ultimately and confidently repose. Whatever the super-
ficial may think, philosophy is an underlying power, of
vast importance because of mighty influence. It is be-
cause 1t 1s fundamental and radical, that it is unseen by
the vulgar, who notice only what is above the surface,
Let us see that the foundation be well laid, that the root
be properly planted. That foundation must be secure
. which is founded in our mental constitution ; that is the
proper root which is planted by our Maker.
_In determining the precise nature of the mental intui-
tions, we may hope to be able to settle what they can do,
and, as no less important, what they cannot do. Thus do
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INTRODUCT;ON. 0

able progress on the pretence of furnishing what the old
metaphysics never yielded, something tangible and there-
fore solid. In the English-speaking nations there coexists
with the old experiential spirit engendered by Locke,
and the sensational spirit imported from France, a deter-
mined recoil, especially among certain musing and impul-
sive youths, against Lockism, and sensationalism, and the
bony and haggard forms of physicism, which have be-
come denuded of all truth, intellectual, moral, and religi-
ous, transcending sense andexperience ; and there is strong
tendency towards an idealism, which, all decked and ra-
diant, is seeking to win them to its embrace. It is surely
possible that there may be some disturbed by the din of
these controversies, and shunning both extremes, who may
be prepared to welcome an attempt to discover—not,
certainly, all truth (which is precluded to the human
mind), but, by a sure method—that of observation and
facts—a sure foundation, laid by God himself, and on
which other truths may be laid, and on which they may
firmly rest.

I would not have taken such pains (as T can say con-
scientiously T have done) with this treatise, had I not
been persuaded that it embodies important truth. At
the same time T feel that in discussing so many and such
abstruse {opics, confusion and error may have crept in.
My conviction indeed is very strong as to the accuracy
of the general views unfolded in the First and Third of
the three Parts into which the work is divided. There
1s more room for doubt and hesitation as to the discus-
sions on the more particular topics in the Second Part.
In regard to these, I would not only give—what indeed T
know I cannot withhold—full freedom to others to differ
from me, but T reserve to myself the right to improve,
to modify, to correct, if need be, the views here set forth,
should T receive new light on further reading and reflec-
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BOOK .

GENERAL PROPOSITIONS REGARDING
INTUITTIONS.

CHAPTER 1.
NEGATIVE PROPOSITIONS.

Secr. I. No InnNate MenTan ImacES orR REPRESNTATIONS.

Tre mind of man has the power of imaging or repre-
senting, in old forms by the memory, or in new forms by
the imagination, whatever it has at any time known or
experienced. To this mental property the Aristotelian
phrase ‘ phantasy,” in use till last century, and revived of
late by Sir William Hamilton,* might be appropriately ap-
plied, and then we should have the old term ¢ phantasm ’
(not. “ phantom,” which might continue to denote the spec-
tre) ready to designate the mental result, or the idea in
consciousness. Having seen a given mountain, T can recall
it at any time. Not only so, but I can put what T have
experienced in an indefinite number of new shapes and
colours. Having seen Mont Blane, I can, when it pleases
me, bring it up before me in all its bulk, supported by
its snow-capped buttresses and flanked by its glancing
glaciers; but I can do more, I ean picture a mountain
covered, not with ice, but with silver, or a mountain

* See his edition of Reid's Works, p. 201.






NEGATIVE PROPOSITIONS. 15

trumpet ; or than the blind boy of whom I have heard,
who when asked whether he would prefer a lilac-coloured
or a brown-coloured book, offered as a prize, decided for
the lilac, as he supposed it must resemble the lilac-bush,
whose odour had been so agreeable to him. Having
experience of cogitations and sentiments of our own, we
apprehend and appreciate those of others. Having a
spiritual nature ourselves, we can form some idea of that
Great Spirit in whose image we can claim to have been
fashioned. ~ But there may be attributes possessed by
God of which we can form as little idea as the deaf man
can of sounds, or the man without smell can of odours ;
they may be attributes to which we possess nothing like,
and which we may be incapable of representing even in
imagination. Niebuhr, the traveller, had often brought
before him in his old-age the scenes of Eastern lands,
but it was because he had witnessed them in his youth ;
and even we who have never been in those countries can
so far understand the deseriptions in his travels, because
we have had the elements of them in our own experience ;
but there may be scenes in heaven which it hath not en-
tered into the heart of man to conceive, inasmuch as no-
thing similar has passed under his notice in this lower
world.

Now the proposition advanced in this Section is that
the soul is not born unto this world with a stock of such
phantasms, ready to come out on oceasions presented. 1
rather think that this is the sense in which the phrase
15 understood by those who give Locke the credit of
exploding the doctrine of “innate ideas” for ever.
Taking idea” in the sense of ¢ image,” they say, what can
be s0 unreasonable as to suppose that the mind comes
mnto the world with such impressions ready to start
forth, like writing with invisible ink, or like sun-pictures
when exposed to certain chemical agencies. Locke, who






NEGATIVE PROPOSITIONS. 17

tized iron, but T cannot see or imagine the polarity of the
iron apart from the iron.

Still the mind has the high capacity of forming ab-
stract and general notions. Out of the concrete it can
form the abstract notion. T can see or image a lily only
as with both a shape and colour, but T can in thought
contemplate its whiteness apart from its form. Having
seen a number of beasts with four limbs, T can think
about a class of animals agreeing in this, that they are all
quadrupeds. Tt appears then that the mental image and
the abstract or general notion are not the same. The
former is an exercise of the reproductive powers, recall-
ing the old or putting the old in new collocations. The
other is the result of an exercise of thought, separating
the part from the whole, or contemplating an indefinite
number of objects as possessing common qualities. If
the one may be called the phantasm ; the other, in con-
tradistinction, may be denominated the notion or concept ;
or, to® designate it more unequivoeally, the logical notion
or conecept.

But it is quite as true of the abstract and general no-
tions, as of the mental representations of the individual,
that they are mot in the soul when it comes into the
world. Tt has been the avowed doctrine of the great
body of philosophers, that the mind starts with the sin-
gular and the concrete.  All our abstract notions are the
result of a process in which we separate in thought the
part from the whole ; say the quality, from the substance
presenting itself with its qualities,—say transparency, con-
templated apart from the transparent ice or glass. All
our general notions are the product of a process in which
We contemplate objects as possessing common attributes,
—say philosophers, as men agreeing in this, that they are
seekers of wisdom.,

It 3s, as T reckon it, the true merit of Locke that, in

C







NEGATIVE PROPOSITIONS. 19

physicians describe as innate, as those of the ego and the
non-ego, extension and potency, mind and matter, cause
and effect, infinity and moral good. We reach the ab-
stract idea of hardness by specially fixing the attention
on one of the qualities of body. In like manner it is ne-
cessary, in order to attain the idea of space, to separate
m thought the space from body known as occupying
space. We get the idea of bodily substance by consider-
ing the permanent being apart from that which changes
in the bodies falling under our notice. It is one of
the aims of this treatise to specify the way in which the
mind gets these ideas in the concrete and singular. But
for the present I am seeking to have rubbish removed,
that there may be free space whereon to lay a foundation.
And T think it of vast moment to have it admitted that
every abstract notion implies a process of separation, that
every general notion implies a process of comparison,
and that both one and other proceed on a previous know-
ledge which has come within the range of our conscious-
ness.

Sect. III. No 4 rrrorr FoRMS IMPOSED BY THE MIND oN
OrigcTs,

This proposition is laid down in opposition to a view
which has been extensively and resolutely entertained of
late years. Traces of it in a looser form may be detected
at a much earlier date, but it may be regarded as for-
mally introduced into philosophy by Kant, in his great
work on the Kritick of Pure Reason. Suppose that the
€yes, 1n every exercise of vision, were to start with a lens
of a particular shape and colour, every object seen would
take a predetermined form, and appear in a special hue.
It is thus, according to Kant, that the mind sets out
with certain forms which it imposes on phenomena,—that
15, 0N appearances presenting themselves. 1In every pri-

C 2







NEGATIVE PROPOSITIONS, 21

and colour. The fruth is perceived by the mind, not
formed ; it is cognized, and not created. There must of
course be a correspondence between the subject, mind,
and the object, material or mental, contemplated ; but
it 1s a correspondence whereby the one knows and the
other is known. This seems to me to be our natural,
intuitive, and necessary conviction, and he who departs
from it is landed in thickening difficulties on every side,
and in particular cannot possibly defend himself from
the assaults of scepticism ; for if the mind can in respect
of what it apprehends in the object create so much, why
not suppose that it creates all? If it can create the space
in which the objeet is perceived, why not suppose that
it can create the object itself? This was the conclusion
drawn by Fichte, who, carrying out the principles of Kant
a step further, made the whole supposed external object
a mere projection of the mind. There is no satisfactory
or consistent way of avoiding this consequence but by
adhering to the natural doctrine, and holding that the
mind is so constituted as to know the object as it is, un-
der the aspects in which it is presented to it.

SECT. IV. THE INTUITIONS ARE NOT IMMEDIATELY BEFORE
CoNscrousNEss As LaAws or PRrINCIPLES.

I am to labour to show, in coming Sections, that there
are mtuitive principles in the mind regulating cognitions,
beliefs, and judgments, whether intellectual or moral. My
present position is, that operating in the mind as native
laws or rules, they are not, as such, before the conscious-
ness,

Every one speaks of there being in the mind capacities,
powers, or faculties, such as the memory, or the imagina-
tion, or the reason, yet no one is immediately conscious of
thege mental powers. We are conscious of remembering
A given event, of imagining a given scene, of discovering
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POSITIVE PROPOSITIONS. 25

Surely the mind has something more than a mere recep-
tivity ! It is not a mere surface, on which matter may
reflect itself as on a mirror: our consciousness testifies
~ that, in comparison with matter, it is active; that it has
an original, and an originating potency.

(2.) A second position may be maintained ; that this
something has rules, laws, or properties. Matter, with all
its endowments, inorganic and organic, is regulated by
laws which it is the office of physical and physiological
science to discover. All the powers or properties of ma-
terial substance have rules of action; forexample, gravi-
tation and chemical affinity have regulations which can
be expressed in quantitative proportions. That mind also
has properties, is shown by its action; and surely these
properties do not act capriciously or lawlessly. There are
rules involved in the very constitution of the active pro-
perties, and these rules are not beyond the possibility of
being discovered and expressed. The senses indeed can-
not detect them, but they may be found out by internal
observation. Nor does it appear that this law can be
discovered immediately by consciousness, any more than
the law of gravitation can be perceived by the eye. But
the operations of the mental properties are under the eye
of consciousness just as those of gravitation are under
the senses; and by careful observation, analysis, and ge-
neralization, we may from the acts reach the laws of the
acts. He who has reached the exact expression of our
mental properties, is in possession of a law which is native
or innate.

(3.) As a third position, it is capable of being esta-
blished that the mind has original perceptions, which ori-
ginal perceptions may be described as intuitive. Every
one will acknowledge that the mind has perceptions
through the senses, and T shall endeavour to show, as we
advance, that it has perceptions of the understanding
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lines, that they may be prolonged for ever without meet-
ing. These are specimens of a large class of truths,
which the mind perceives to be true, and neccssm'il_y
true. There are logical truths—such as that whatever 1s
predicated of a class may be predicated of all the mem-
bers of the elass, and moral truths—such as that sin is
deserving of reprobation, which are also necessary and
universal. But if the mind may—as I maintain that 1t
can and does—rise to the discovery of such fruths, 1t must
be by native laws, the expression of which will give us
metaphysical science, just as the expression of the laws
which material phenomena obey gives us physical science.

But it will be said that we discover all this by experi-
ence. We are not at this stage of inquiry in circum-
stances to have the relation between intuition and expe-
rience definitively pointed out. Buf

(5.) It may be stated, as a fifth position, that the very
acquisition of experience implies native laws or principles.
So far from experience being able to account for innate
principles, innate principles are required to account for
the treasures of experience. For how is 1t that man is
enabled to gather experience? Iow is he different in
this respect from the stock or the stone, from the vege-
table or the brute, which can acquire no experience, at
least no such experience ? Plainly because he is endowed
with capacities for this end; and these faculties must
have some law or principle on which they proceed. Ex-
perience, in the narrow sense, must mean, what we have
personally noticed. Even in noticing this, there must be
faculties, with principles involved in them, at work. But
a personal experience would of itself be valueless to man ;
it would not and could not enable him to rise from the
Known to the unknown, to argue from the past to the
future. But man can from the known discover the un-
known, from the past he can anticipate the future; and
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or principle which should be expounded and-stated by
the metaphysician. How can we reason but from what
we know ? and in going back we come to truths which
we know directly, that is, by intuition, and the law of
this intuition should be evolved. Tt might further be
shown that there must be a mental prineiple involved—
it is the Dictum in the Aristotelian account of reasorning
—in the process by which we connect the conclusion
with the premisses; for were there no such prineiple,
the ratiocination would be arbitrary, and it would be vain
for any man to endeavour to convince his neighbour, or
even to try to keep himself consistent. Such considera-
tions as these show that at the foundation of argument,
and at every stage of the superstructure, there are mental
principles involved which are either intuitive or depend
on principles which are intuitive.

Sger. IT. Tue Namive CoxvicrioNns oF THE MIND ARE OF
THE NATURE 0F PERCEPTIONS OR INTUITIONS.

In some cases there are external objects presented ;
the mind looks upon them, and the conviction at once
springs up. Thus it is that it knows immediately this
particular body, this paper or table, as oceupying space.
In other cases it is something within the mind that is
contemplated ; it 1s self in some particular exercise,—say
thinking or feeling. In many instances the object pre-
sented in the mind is the result of a prior mental process.
Thus, having at a former time seen two straight lines, we
now, n our thinking moods, image or represent them
and the mind, on the contemplation, proclaims at once
that they cannof enclose a space. Or we have occasion
to consider some particular voluntary sentiment of a fel-
low-man,—say his cherishing malice against another man,
?nd we proclaim it to be evil, condemnable. 1In this last
nstance the act contemplated is not, properly speaking,
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know self as thinking, or body as extended. In belief
we entertain a trust regarding certain objects that they
are so and so,—of time, for example, that it can come to
no end. In judgment we discover certain relations be-
tween two or more objects, as that a mode implies a
substance. Our intuitive convictions are thus not ideas,
notions, judgments, formed apart from objects, but are
in fact discoveries of something in objects, or relating to
them *

Secr. IV. Tue IntuiTions oF THE MIND ARE PRIMARILY
DIRECTED TO INDIVIDUAL OBJECTS,

I shall have occasion to show, when I come to distin-
guish and classify the intuitions, that some are of the
nature of cognitions and beliefs, while others are of the
nature of judgments. But whatever be their distinctive
nature, they always, as intuitions, primarily contemplate
objects as individuals. If T know, or believe in anything,
1t 1s an existing thing, that is, as singular. If I form an
mtuitive judgment, that is, make a comparison, it is still
in regard to two or more objects considered as singulars ;
and so far as we pass beyond this, there is always, as 1
shall endeavour to show, a discursive process involved.

Avery different account is often given, if not formally,
at least implicitly, of intuition or of intuitive reason.
Man 1s represented as gazing immediately on the true,
the beautiful, the good, meaning in the abstract, or in the
general. Tt is admitted that there must be some sort of
experience, some individual object presented as the occa-
sion, but the mind, being thus roused into activity, is re-
presented as contemplating, by direct vision; such things
as space and time, substance and quality, cause and
effect, the infinite, and moral good. 1 hope to be able to

* Locke laid strong hold of the features specified in this Section and

the lnst; see infira, Part 1. Book IT. Chap, I1I.






POSITIVE PROPOSITIONS. 93

involved for which the intuition is not responsible. It
is only in the form of convictions regarding individuals
presenting themselves that our intuitions manifest them-
selves in all men—in children and savages for instance.
The boy decides that the ball which he holds in his hand
cannot be at the same time in the hand of some other boy
who may pretend to have it ; but he has not meanwhile
consciously before him the formula that it is impossible
for the same body to be in two places at the same time.
The individual conviction is in all men when the objects
are pressed on their attention, the general maxim is the
result of thought and especially of abstraction and ge-
neralization. By drawing this distinction we are able
to maintain that these intuitions are native and in all
minds, and yet save ourselves from the absurdity in
which so many metaphysicians land themselves when
they speak of children or infants as employed in contem-
plating the ego and the non-ego, personality, externality,
subject, and object. The particular conviction is formed
by all in a concrete form when the appropriate objects
present themselves ; but the abstract formula is fashioned
by those addicted fo reflection, and is not even under-
stood except by those whose minds are matured and cul-
tivated.

Seer. V. Tue Inpiviovan Intuitive CONVICTIONS CAN BE
GENERALIZED INTO MAXIMS, AND THESE ARE ENTITLED TO
BE REPRESENTED AS PHILOSOPHIC PRINCIPLES.

The native principles in the soul are analogous to the
physical laws operating in external nature. Both one
and other act at all times, on the necessary conditions
being supplied. Like the physiological processes of re-
spiration and the circulation of the blood, the intuitions
do not depend for their operation on any voluntary de-
termination of the human mind, and they act whether

D
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POSITIVE PROPOSITIONS. 306

It is in much the same way, mulalis mutandis, that
we discover the laws of our original and native convie-
tions. I boldly affirm that it is as impossible to deter-
mine them as it is to settle the laws of the external uni-
verse by a priori cogitation or logical division and dis-
section. As they cannot be elaborated by speculation on
the one hand, so neither do they fall under the immediate
cognizance of consciousness on the other. All that comes
under the consciousness is individual: it is an object
now present ; it is the mind in some state or mode. But
our modifications of mind at any given moment are
always more or less complex ; that is, there is more than
one property in exercise, though of course combined
the unity of the mind. But, by a sharp analysis, it is
always possible to separate the different elements, and
fix the attention exclusively on that which alone pertains
to the law or property we are seeking to evolve. Exami-
ning carefully the nature of the acts which seem to flow
from the same principle, we generalize them ; and, if we
do so aceurately, we obtain the exact nature of the prin-
ciple, and can embody it in a verbal expression.

The principle thus discovered and enunciated is pro-
perly a metaphysical one; 1t is a truth above sense, a
truth of mind, a truth of reason. It is different in its
origin and authority from the general rules reached by
experience, such as the law of gravitation, or the law of
chemical affinity, or the law of the distribution of animals
over the earth’s surface. These latter are the mere ge-
neralizations of an experience necessarily limited ; they
hold good merely in the measure of our experience, and
as experience can mever reach all possible cases, so the
rule can never be absolute ; we can never say that there
may not be exceptions. Laws of the former kind are of
a higher or deeper nature, they are the generalization of
convictions carrying necessity with them, and a consequent

D 2
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BOOK II.

CHARACTER OF INTUITIONS, AND METHOD
OF EMPLOYING THEM.

CHAPTER 1.
MARKS AND PECULIARITIES OF INTUITION.

Secr. 1. Tests.

Bur how are we to distingnish a primitive conviction
which does not need probation, and which we may not
even doubt, from propositions which we are not required
to believe till evidence is produced ?  Are we entitled to
appeal, when we please and as we please, to supposed
first truths? Have we the privilege, when we wish to
adhere to a favourite opinion, to declare that we see 1t
to be true intuitively, and thus at once get rid of all
objections, and of the necessity for even instituting an
examination ? May we, when hard pressed, or defeated
in argument, resort, as it suits us, to an original prin-
ciple which we assume without evidence, and declare to
be beyond the reach of refutation? It is one of the
aims of this treatise to limit the confidence we put in
our supposed intuitions, and lay a stringent restraint
on the appeal fo truths which are represented as above
probation. There can be tests propounded sufficient to
determine with precision what convictions are, and what
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by negligence, by refusing to go round the object to
which the conviction refers, and to look upon it as if is
in itself, and in all its aspects. In specifying this test
as the fundamental one, I do not mean that it can be
applied without much and careful inspeetion. It is for-
tunate that we have a secondary test to determine the
presence of the primary characteristie.

2. Necessily is a secondary mark of infuitive truth. 1
am not inelined to fix on this as the original or essen-
tial characteristic. I shrink from maintaining that a pro-
position is true because we must believe it. A propo-
sition is true as being true, and certain propositions are
seen by us to be self-evidently true. T would not ground
the evidence on the necessity of belief, but I would as-
cribe the irresistible nature of the conviction to the self-
evidence. As the necessity flows from the self-evidence,
so 1t may become a test of it, and a test not difficult of
application.

When an object or truth is self-evident, necessity
always attaches to our convictions regarding it. And
according to the nature of the conviction, so is the ne-
cessity attached. We shall see that some of the convic-
tions are of the nature of knowledge, others of the na-
ture of belief, a third class of the nature of judgments,
in which we compare objects known or believed in. In
the first our cognition is necessary, in the second our
belief is necessary, in the third our judgment is neces-
sary. I know self as an existing thing : this is a neces-
sary cognition; I must entertain it, and never can be
driven from it. That space exceeds my widest Imagina-
tion of space: this is a necessary belief, I must believe it.
That every effect has a cause : this is a necessary judg-
ment ; I must decide in this way. Wherever there is
such a conviction, it is a sign of an intuitive pereeption,
Necessity too may be employed in a negative form, and
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MARKS AND PECULIARITIES. 41

determine very readily and precisely whether a conviction
is intuitive. X

Important purposes are served by the combination of
these two tests: that is, necessity and catholicity. By
the first we have a personal assurance which can never
be shaken, and of which no one can deprive us. Though
the whole world were to declare that we do not exist,
or that a cruel action is good, we would not give up
our own personal conviction in favour of their declara-
tion. By the other principle we have confidence in
addressing our fellow-men, for we know that there are
‘grounds of thought common to them and to us, and to
these we can appeal in reasoning with them. By the
one I am enabled, yea, compelled, to hold by my per-
sonality, and maintain my independence ; by the other I
am made to feel that I am one of a large family, every
member of which has the same principles of belief as I
myself have. The oue gives me the argument from pri-
vate judgment, the other the argument from common or
catholic consent. The concurrence of the two should
suffice to protect me from scepticism of every kind, whe-
ther it relate to the world within or the world without,
whether to physical or moral truths.

These marks are as clear and as easily applied, and
are quite as decisive for testing reason in its primary
or intuitive exercise, as the syllogism is in testing reason
‘In its secondary or derivative operation ; that is, as infer-
ence or reasoning.

Secr. IT. DirFeRENT ASPECTS OF INTUITIONS, AND THEIR
THEORETICAL CHARACTERS.

Hitherto we have been approaching our subject by a
‘somewhat winding path, catching glimpses of the posi-
tion of the building, and of some of its principal turrets.
We may now walk up directly to it, and take a survey
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springs of their action. It is thus—that is, by an original
property of his being—that man is led to look on body
as occupying space, on any given effect as having a cause,
and on certain actions as being morally good or evil.

(2.) They are regultaive. They rule the mind in its
origimal and primitive energies, both of thought and he-
lief. They lead the mind, for example, on discovering a
quality, to connect it with substance; on contemplating
time, to declare that it cannot have had a beginning ; and
on having a vicious action brought before it, to decide
that it is deserving of punishment. This characteristic
is brought before us by the phrases so often applied to
them,—forms, laws, rules, canons, and principles. They
lead and guide the deeper mental action, just as the
chemical and vital properties conduct and control the
composition of bodies and the organization of plants. Tt
is to be carefully noticed that, as regulative principles,
they are not dependent, in themselves or in their ac-
tion, on our observation of them; indeed they must be
guiding the mind before we can observe them ; still less
are they dependent on the will of the possessor, which
has merely an indirect control over them, and this only
by bringing before the cognitive or representative powers
of the mind the objects which evoke them.

(3.) They are catholic, or common. That is, they are

* The phrase Regulative has been used by Kant in Kr. d. r, Ver.
transcen. Doc. der Urtheilskraft, ch. iii., where he speaks of certain
principles as being constitutive and others regulative. The distinction
proceeds on certain Kantian views, and cannot be admitted by any
patural realist. Sir W. Hamilton has adopted the phrase Regulative
( Metaphysics,’ Lect. 38), and agrees so far with Kant that he reclkons
many of the regulative principles of the mind, such as those about
space and time and cause, as guaranteeing no objective reality. The
phrase is a good one, but in adopting it, care must he taken to dissocinte
it from all the peculiarities of the Kantian and Hamiltonian philosophy.
The regulativeprinciples guide the mind so as that it discovers what

i; :in things, whereas, according to Kant, they guarantee nothing as to
things,
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or as generalized principles may be afterwards pointed
out. We have already in our survey gathered what are
some of the characteristics of these our conscious convie-
tions ; still, what we before enounced will require to be
formally stated in its proper place alongside of some
other theoretical characteristics, to be now unfolded.
(1.) Zhey are perceptions. 'This feature was caught and
has been expressed by those who speak of them as percep-
tions, apperceptions, senses, apprehensions, and who re-
present them as seeing, looking, regarding, contemplating.
(2.) Zhey look af objects. Hence they have been re-
presented as comprising knowledge, cognition, and dis-
cernment. It is of the greater moment to bring out
this characteristic, from the circumstance that they have
often been too much dissociated from objects. In read-
ing some of the exaggerated accounts of them, the im-
pression is apt to be left that they are formed by the
native power of the mind, independent of objects altoge-
ther ; and even in more gnarded statements, the presen-
tation of objects is spoken of as merely the occasion on
which they spring up.* 1In opposition to all this, I
maintain that they are perceptions of objects, of objects
themselves or something in objects. Sometimes the ob-
jeets are external to the mind, as when I intuitively look
~on body as extended or on space as having no limits.
~ In other cases the objects are within the mind, as when
I look on self, and discover that it has being and per-
sonality, or on a certain representation in the mind, say
of a benevolent action, which I discern to be good. Or the
intuition may manifest itself in the form of judgments
or comparisons; but even in such, it is a perception of
objects as having points of relation. It is the very
nature of the regulative principles of the mind that they

* This view is examined ,énfra, Part TIT, Book I. Chap. IL. sect. v.,
Supplementary,
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is present, I do not mean by this that the object must
be a bodily one, or one external to the mind. The ob-
ject may quite as frequently be a mental as a material
one. The object may even be represented, in a loose and
inaccurate sense, as an absent one. Thus I may pro-
nounce of an event which happened far away, in India,
that it must have had a cause, and of a deed of self-sacri-
fice, done a thousand years ago, that it must have been
good. But then it is not, properly speaking, to the dis-
tant event that the intuition looks, but to the representa-
tion of it in the mind. It is only mediately, through the
representation, that the intuition can refer to the actual
occurrence, and this on the supposition that the repre-
sentation is correct ; and if the representation be errone-
ous, or even mutilated, or imperfect, it cannot be legi-
timately applied to the event. Correctly speaking, the
object is always present when the intuition gazes on it ;
it is either a bodily object immediately before the mind,
or it is a presentation or representation within the mind
itself.

(5.) Thereis a conviction of necessity attached to every
one of them. Hence they have been described as irresis.
tible, unavoidable, compelling belief, and not admitting of
doubt or dispute. We have already had this character
under our notice, and it may yet come before us in its
applications, and in regard to the supposed diversity in
the necessity as attached to different convictions, and
it is not mneedful to enter more minutely into its nature
m this general survey. It should be carefully noticed
that the necessity attaches itself directly only to our in-
dividual perceptions. The general formula carries with
it no such conviction till it is shown that it has been
correctly formed. There may be legitimate doubts and
disputes as to many proposed philosophic maxims, as to
whether they are or “are not correct. Still, as will be
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do not admit of proof, and yet our conviction of them,
to say the least of it, is as strong as of the truths most
firmly established by probation. There are some ap-
prehensions, some propositions, in regard to which the
mind sees that it needs mediate proof in order to con-
vinee it that they imply a reality or a truth; but there
are others, in regard to which it sees that they have in
themselves all that is needful to gain our assent. There
are some truths for which reason demands support before
it will give its adhesion to them; there are others, in
regard to which reason says, that they do not require to
be borne up by any external evidence. Tt is not because
of any defect in the veracity of intuitive truths, that
they do not admit of probation ; it is rather because of
the fullness and strength of their veracity. It is, in a
sense, owing to a deﬁciency in certain truths, or rather, a
deficiency in our minds with respect to them, that they
require something to lean on. Thus it is because of some
defect or perplexity in the truth (to us), that mathemati-
clans cannot solve, except approximately, the problem of
three bodies attracting each other. Tt is because of the
self-safficiency of certain truths, such as that the think-
mg me exists, and that extended bodies exist, and that
gratitude is a virtue, it is because our minds are so con-
stituted as to see them at once, that they require no
proof; we need no other light in which to see them,
they shine in their own light.

But let us properly understand and limit this account
given of them ; when they are said to be independent, it
does not mean that they are independent of objects : we
have before seen that our ntuitions are perceptions of
or regarding objects.

(6.) Some of them are catholic,—that 18, tn all men.
Hence they have been described as common ideas and
notions.  We have seen that as regulative powers they

E
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the necessity attaches in the first instance to the singular
conviction looking to its objeets. But the necessity being
in the individuals, may be made togo up into the general,
provided the general has been legitimately drawn from
the individuals. ~ With this proviso, a very important
one however, the maxim is not only true, it is necessarily
true, 1t cannot be otherwise. If any one were to lay
down the principle that *everything must have a cause,”
he would not be announcing a necessary truth; for while
there is a necessary conviction in every exercise of mind
regarding causation, he has not seized it properly, nor
expressed it correctly. But if the maxim that every-
thing which begins to be must have a cause” be, as I
maintain it is, the proper generalization of the peculiarity
of the individual conviction, it may be regarded as a ne-
cessary one. In this respect it differs from the general
laws of nature reached by observation ; as for example,
that hydrogen chemically combines with oxygen 1n the
proportion of one to eight. We cannot, from the bare
contemplation of hydrogen and oxygen, say that they
must unite in any particular proportion, or that they
shall unite at all. The law is reached by the pure obser-
vation of particular cases, and these, however many, are
still limited in number; for all the particular cases, that
is, of the mutual action of hydrogen and oxygen in the
universe, never can fall under our notice. The law may,
after all, be a mere modification of a higher and wider law ;
there may be exceptions to it in other worlds ; 1t 1s in no
sense absolutely or universally certain. But on the bare
contemplation of two given straight lines, I perceive,
without any succession of trials, that they cannot enclose
a space. I perceive that this would be true of any
other two straight lines that could fall under m y notice,
and thus I reach the general maxim that no two straight
lines can enclose a Space, a maxim admitting of excep-
E 2
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meaning that the term can be applied to the maxims
which express in a general form the law of our intuitive
convictions. Such maxims admit of exceptions at no
time and in no place. They are true in our own land,
but they are true also in other lands; true in our world,
they are true in all other worlds ; true in all ages of time,
they are equally true through all eternity. Hence they
have been called expressively unchangeable, imperishable,
and eternal truths.

(8.) They are fundamental. Hence they have been
described as radical, as grounds or foundations, and called
fundamental laws of thought and belief. They are the
truths we come to, when we analyze a discussion into
its elements. We may even set out with them in ar-
gument or in speculation, provided we have adequately
generalized them. All demonstrated and derived truths
will be found, if we pursue them sufficiently far down,
to be resting on such fandamental truths. In controver-
sies on profound topies, especially in theology and meta-
physics, those who engage in them feel themselves ever
coming down to a ground beneath which they cannot
get. In searching into the structure of argument, we find,

But it is surely conceivable (I do not say, actual), that a conviction mi ght
be necessary to one man and not to all men ; and there are in fact beliefs
in man, which are universal, such as that the sun will rise tomorrow, which
are not necessary. Kant used ‘universal’ in the sense of * true without
exception, and very properly remarks, that the necesgity and universality
belong inseparably to each other, but that sometimes the one and some-
times the other test admits of the easier or more effective application,
“ Nothwendigkeit und strenge Allgemeinheit sind also sichere Kenn-
zeichen einer Erkenntniss « priori, und gehéren anch unzertrennlich zy
einander, Weil es aber im Gebrauche derselben bisweilen leichter ist,
die empirische Beschriinktheit derselben, als die Zufilligkeit in den Ut-
theilen, oder es auch mannigmal einlenchtender ist, die unbeschriinkte
Allgemeinheit, die wir einem Urtheile beilegen, als die Nothwendigkeit
desselben zu zeigen, s0 ist rathsam, sich gedachter beider Kriterien,
deren jedes fiir sich unfehlbar ist, abgesondert zu bedienen” (K. d. r.
V., Einleit. Auf. 2. Werke, bd. ii. p. 697 : Rosenkranz).
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‘every one of them they appear in all men, and from
their earliest infancy.

As Universal Truths or General Maxims they are in
an especial sense philosophic principles, but then as such
they are known only to comparatively few ; they can be
appealed to in argnment only on the condition that their
law has been gathered by induction, and carefully ex-
pressed, and while there can be no dispute as to the
spontaneous convictions, there may be disputes as to
whether they have been properly generalized.*

At the same time these are after all only the di-
verse aspects of one great general fact, and they have
relations all to each, and each to all. There is first a
mind with its native capacities, each with its rule of ac-
tion. In due time these come out into action, some of
them at an earlier, and some of them at a later date, on
the appropriate objects being presented, and the actions
are before consciousness. As being before consciousness
we can observe them by reflection, and discover the na-
ture of the law which has all along been in the mind, and
In its very constitution. .

Secr. III. Cerrary MiSAPPREHENSIONS IN REGARD TO THE
CaarRacTER oF InTuiTive CoNvieTIONS,

Looking on the above as the properties and marks of
the intuitive convictions of the mind, we see that a wrong
account is often given of them.

L. It is wrong to represent them as unaccountable
feelings, as blind instincts, as unreasonable impulses.
They have nothing whatever of the nature of those feel-
ings or emotions which raise up excitement within us,
and attach us to certain objects, and draw us away from

* In writing this Section, I have kept before me throughout Hamil-
ton's fn\'ﬂ?u? Nn.te A, and have freely borrowed from it. But Hamilton
has not distinguished between these Three Aspects of Common Sense.
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When he reflects on their nature, he should rejoice be-
cause such 1s his constitution that he is led to follow and

obey them.

3. It is wrong to represent these self-evident truths as
being truths merely to the individual, or truths merely to
man, or beings constituted like man. There are some
who speak and write as if what is truth to one man
might not be truth to another man ; as if what is truth
to mankind might not be truth to other mtelligent
beings.*  This account might be correct if the convic-
tions were borne in upon the mind by a blind natural
impulse. But what we perceive by an original intuition

* It is not easy to determine the precise philosophy of the Sophists,
if indeed they had a philosophy. The doctrine of Heraclitus was that
all is and is not; that while it does come into being, it forthwith ceases
to be. Protagoras, proceeding on this doctrine, declared, dnal ydp wou
mdvTer ypnudro pérpov dvlpwmor elvar, Tav pév Birav, bs €ori, Taw 8¢ ui
drrav, bs otk forv, This Socrates expounds as meaning ds ola uév fracra
€uot ghalverar, Towavra pév o éuoi, ola 8¢ gof (Plato, Themtetus, 24;
Bekker). Aristotle represents Protagoras as maintaining that ra do-
KotvTa wdvra doriv dAndy kal & Ppawdpeva (Metaph. 1ib. iii, e. 5 - Bonitz),
Again, lib. x. c. 6, this kal yip éxeivos € wivror ypnudroy elvac peéTpoy
dvfpo—ov, olifléy €Tepor Aéyov ) o Soxoty €kdoT® ToUTo Kal elvar mayiws.
It will be observed that in these accounts there is an interpretation
put on the language of Protagoras. But there ecan be no doubt that
FPlato, and Aristotle too, laboured each in his own way to show, in op-
position to these views, that there was a reality and a truth indepen-
dent of the individual and of appearance. (See infira, Chap, IIL) Itis
an instruetive cireumstance that the Sensationalist School has reached
in our day the very position of the Sophists, and regard it as impossible
to reach independent and necessary truth, if indeed any such truth
exists. 'We might expect that such men would seek to justify the
Sophists, and disparage the high arguments of Plato, Cudworth, speal-
ing of the theoretical universal Propositions in geometry and meta-
physics, has finely remarked that it is true of every one of them when-
ever *“it is rightly understood by any particular mind, whatsoever and
wheresoever it be: the truth of it 18 no private thing, nor relative to
that particular mind only, but is ahnBés eaflodccir, “a catholic and uni-
versal truth,’ as the Stojes speak, throughout the whole world ; nay, it
would not fail to be a truth throughout infinite worlds, if there were so

many, to all such minds as would rightly understand it " (Immutable
Morality, bk. iv. ¢, v.).
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METHOD OF APPLICATION, 65

approximately, or altogether correct.*  Without such
observational testing, definition, division, arrangement,
and deduction may have rather a tempting and mislead-
ing influence. A power of dissection and inference can
do as little in metaphysical as in physical investigation,
that is, it is of no value at all, or may be positively inju-
rious unless it proceed on a previous collation of facts.
Minds of great logical and critical discernment are apt
to go further wrong than others who are no philosophers
at all, by seizing on some mutilated or mmperfectly ex-
pressed principle, and carrying it out fearlessly, according
to the rules of a rigid deduction. Of all men, those who
live in the region of high abstractions, which they never
bring down to realities, are most apt to go astray as in

snow-drift ; and when they do wander, they go faster and
- further wrong than other men.

At the same time, it is to be observed that the ab-
straction, or generalization, is not got from an outward
object or event which may fall under ocular inspection
or mstrumental experiment, but from the operations of a
mental law, which may be altogether missed by those
who are exclusively engrossed with the object at which
the mind is looking when the regulative principle is
working.  Of all men, the ardent sense-observer, or the

* Kant has laid down a very different maxim, declaring that exam-
ples only injure the understanding in respect of the correctness and
precision of the apprehension. Speaking of examples : “ Denn was die
Richtighkeit und Pricision der Verstandeseinsicht betrifft, so thun sie
derselben vielmehr gemeiniglich einigen Abbruch, weil sie nur selten
- die Bedingung der Regel adiquat erfillen (als casus in terminis), und
iiberdies diejenige Anstrengung des Verstandes oftmals schwiichen,
Regeln im Allgemeinen, und unabhiingig von den besonderen Umstin-
den der BErfahrung, nach ihrer Zulanglichkeit, einzusehen, und sie daher
zuletzt mehr wie Formeln, als Grundsatze, zu gebrauchen angewdhnen "
(K. d. r. Vern. Trans. Log., p. 110: Rosen.). This shows that Kant
had no correct idea of the way in which the general rule is reached.
The same view is evidently taken by many of the formal logicians of
our day.

r
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exact form. The crude nature of the classification em.
bodied in the cardinal virtues, is a proof of the difficulty
of expressing the ultimate laws of morality, or the su-
preme rule of right and wrong. A similar complexity
presents itself in all inquiries in which substance and
force enter as elements, and hence, while attempts will
be made from the commencement of speculation to ex-
press first principles in regard to such objects, the rule
announced will in general éombine a mixture of intuitive
and experiential elements, will be able to serve only a
provisional purpose, will seldom be more than approxi-
mately correct, and will require to be rectified by much
subsequent examination and comparison with concrete
cases.

4. In their spontaneous action the intuitions never err,
properly speaking; but there may be manifold errors
lurking in their reflex form and application. I have used
the qualified language that properly speaking they do
not err in their original impulses ; for even here they may
carry error with them. They look to a representation
given them, and this representation may be erroneous,
and this error will appear in the result. The mind intui-
tively declares that on a real quality presenting itself, it
must imply a substance; but what is not fruly a quality
may be represented as a quality, and then it is declared
that this quality implies a substance. Thus Sip Isaac
Newton and Dr. S. Clarke represented time and space as
qualities, (which I regard as a mistake,) and then repre-

"sented reason as guaranteeing that these qualities implied
a substance in which they inhere, which is God. But
the error in such cases cannot legitimately be charged on
the intuition, which is exercised simply in regard to the
presentation or representation made to jt.

But there is room for innumerable errors creeping into
the abstract or general enunciation and the seientific ap-

F 2



; = a A [
- 3 e, . - o a




METHOD OF APPLICATION. 69

seizing and expressing the principle, and there may there-
fore be doubts and disputes as to whether any given ac-
count of them is correct and adequate. It is self-evi-
dent as to this particular quality, that it implies a sub-
stance, but there is much obscurity about the general
relation of substance and quality. The mind at once
declares of this given effect that it must have a cause,
but there may be doubts and difficulties as to the proper
form in which to put the law of causation. Every man
Is convinced that he is the same person today as he was
yesterday, but how few have had consciously before them
the general principle of self and of personality |

Sect. IT. Sovrces or ERrRoR 1N METAPHYSICAL
SPECULATION,

All proposed metaphysical principles are attempted
expressions of the intuitions in the form of a general
law.  Now error may at times spring from the assump-
tion of a principle which has no existence whatever in
the human mind. T am persuaded however that the
errors thus originated are comparatively few, and are
seldom followed by serious consequences. In regard to
the assumption of totally imaginary prineiples, I am con-
vinced that there have been fewer mistakes in metaphy-
sical than in physical science. As the intuitions of the
mind are working in every man’s bosom, it will seldom
happen that the speculator can set out with a prineiple
which has no existence whatever ; and should he so ven-
 ture, he would certainly meet with little response. It is
possible also for error to arise from a chain of erroneous
deduction from principles which are genuine in them-
selves and soundly nterpreted. The mistakes springing
from this quarter are likewise, T belicve, few and trifling,
the more so that those who draw such inferences are
generally men of powerful logical mind, and not likely
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and by the circamstances in which it is placed, to be ever
generalizing, and this in respect both of material and
mental phenomena.  But its earliest classes and systems,
even those of them made for scientific purposes, are com-
monly of a very erude character. Still, even such genera-
lizations, though at the best mere approximations, at times
serve valuable ends in the absence of better and until
betfer appear. Such laws as these have been laid down,
“ Nature abhors a vacuum ;” “ Some bodies are naturally
light, and others heavy;” « Combustible bodies are che-
mically composed of a base with phlogiston combined
with it ;” “The organs of the flower are transformed
leaves.” These were the best general statements which
scientific inquirers could give at the time of their obser-
vations. They served to express, if not to explain, cer-
tam phenomena. Nature’s horror of a vacuum showed
how water rose in a pump. The doctrine of the na-
tural heaviness and lightness of bodies seemed to explain
how stones fell to the earth, while ‘smoke rose in the
atmosphere. The burning of brimstone was thought to
be satisfactorily accounted for, when it was said that
brimstone being composed of sulphurous acid and phlo-
giston, the combustion consisted in giving out phlogiston.
The undoubted correspondence between the leaf and the
stamen suggested the idea that the leaf had been trans-
formed into a stamen. But modern seience, advancing
mn the inductive method, has shown that none of these
were correct expressions of the real laws of nature. It
cannot be because of its aversion to a vacuum, that
water rises in a pump, for if the vacuum extends higher
than a certain number of feet, the water allows it to
exist in its emptiness, Smoke rises from the earth, not
because of its natural levity, but because it is buoyed up
by the atmosphere, It unfortunately happens that lead,
after it is burned,—that is, after it has given off, accord-
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logical exercises, and the mind can rise, always however
by a process in which the logical understanding is em-
ployed, to the discovery of universal and necessary truth.
But each of the divisions, the reason and the understand-
ing, comprises powers which run into each other. This
distinction is at the best confusing,® and it is often so
stated as to imply that the reason, without the use of the
understanding processes of abstraction and generaliza-
tion, can rise to the contemplation of the true, the beau-
tiful, and the good.

It can be shown that some of the ancient philosophers,
and Kepler in modern times, had glimpses of a law of
universal gravitation before the days of Newton, but none
of these had been able to determine its exact nature
and rule.  Suppose that while science was at this stage,
some person had affirmed that there was a power of at-
traction among all hodies, varying inversely not according
to the square of the distance, but according to the distance :
he would no doubt have had a truth, and a very important
one; but the law thus stated, while it explained in a ge-
neral way a number of the phenomena, would, when de-
ductions were drawn from it, have issued in ever accumu.
lating errors, and this not because no such law existed,
but because its rule had been improperly apprehended and
enunciated,  Almost all metaphysical errors spring from
this source, from the im proper formalization of principles
which are real laws of our constitution’ When presented
m this mutilated shape, even truth may lead to hideous
eonsequences. It will be shown as we advance that there
18 an intuitive law of cause and effect, but this law has
not always heen correctly enunciated. Suppose it be
put in this form, that Everything must have a cause :”
1t will issue logically and necessarily in the result that the

" This distinetion js examined, Part ITT, Book T, Chap. IL. sect. v.,
Supplementary,
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METHOD OF APPLICATION. 77

a matter of intellectual curiosity, and as illustrative of
the Divine wisdom. It is not necessary to prove that
man is not placed in such a blessed state of things. It
1s scarcely possible to find three men met together whose
opinions are at one, even on essential points; to err is
an inherent weakness of humanity, and some have fallen
into most pernicious mistakes. Every man needs, in
consequence, to examne the apprehensions he has formed,
and the convietions which he has been led to entertain ;
he has to defend what he believes to be truth when it
is assailed, and he has, in a spirit of love, to endeavour
to convince others of their errors when these relate to
matters of great moment for this life or the life to come.
In this world of ours, the review of impressions and
opinions, and discussion, are matters of absolute neces-
sity : but this implies the use of proofs, premisses, tests ;
and if we pursue these sufficiently far (as we must at
times be constrained to.do), we go beyond derivative to
original principles. But are we allowed to call in a
supposed fundamental principle when it suits us, or use
it in the form we please, to justify an opinion to which
we are determined to adhere at all hazards, or to crush
our opponent ? As there are logical rules to guard against
abuse in derivative argument, so there may also be logical
rules laid down to restrain the appeal to assumable pre-
misses.

L. Those who appeal to first truths must be prepared
to show that they ave first truths, In most investiga-
fions it is not necessary ever to be going down to the
foundation. In ordinary physical inquiry, for example,
Wo may assume such laws as gravitation and chemical
affinity, without being required to prove them once and
and again.  But in certain discussions, theological and
philosophical, more especially when the controversy is
with the doubter or the seeptic, it may be needful to rest
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devote himself to answering such speculations as those
of Spinoza, Berkeley, Hume, Fichte, ov Hegel ; but if he
ventures into the arena, he must conform to its rules.
Every friend of religion is not obliged to write a philo-
sophic defence of it, and some who have ventured upon
such a work might have been more profitably employed
in some less ambitious undertaking, as in defending some
of the outworks of religion, or illustrating its power by
their lives ; but those who claim to be philosophers must
comport themselves as philosophers. It is to be regretted
that multitudes dabble in metaphysics who have no ca-
pacity for grappling with its subtle truths ; but the only
effective mode of curbing this incompetency and quack-
ery, is by insisting on all those who would enter the
trade undergoing some sort of scientific apprenticeship
or process of training. Nor are these restrictions the
less necessary from the circumstance that not a few of
those who possess the greatest aversion to metaphysics
are all the while deep in metaphysies without their know-
ing it, and certainly without their being prepared to avow
it, and it is necessary to lay an arrest on such by show-
ing what the science is, and compelling them if they en-
ter the country to conform to its laws.

There are persons who are constrained by the circum-
stances in which they are placed, or by what they believe -
to be the voice of duty, to discuss fundamental questions.
There have been persons, even in the lowest walks of
life, troubled, owing to a peculiar intellectual tempera-
ment (commonly not of a very healthy character), with
speculative doubts, which are only to be removed by
speculative arguments; but, if convinced, it must surely
be by arguments built on a sure foundation. Some are
placed in a position in which they are assailed by the in-
fidel, and feel that they must meet him in the cause of
truth and religion. Some, as knowing that they possess

Li
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of observation, and have disciplined themselves to the
rules of the logic of first principles. When conformed
to the right conditions, it is an argument strictly scien-
tific, eminently satisfactory within its proper domain, and
is in an especial sense the philosophical argument.

Such restrictions as these would, I know full well, lay
an arrest at once on more than one-half of the metaphy-
sics of this age, and of every age. This would be felt
to be a discouragement by certain eager youths, full of
expectations of the results to be reached by philosophic
speculation, and by certain older, but not wiser men,
who have mapped out the whole intellectual globe, and
would feel troubled at the idea of their distribution be-
ing disturbed : but in the end there would be no loss;
for the part remaining after the refining process, would
be of vastly more worth, and would soon be acknow-
ledged to be so.

When speculative philosophy is pursued in the usual
unrestrained manner, the results reached are of the most
unsatisfactory character, and at times are felt to be so.
How often do ardent youths rush into the country opened
to them, as keenly as the adventurers in the sixteenth
century set out in search of El Dorado, and after spend-
ing years, and wasting the strength of manhood, they
come back with a sense of emptiness and a feeling of
disappointment ! Even those who refuse to abandon the
hope, and who cling most resolutely to the idea that they
have discovered genuine gold, are now and again all but
overwhelmed with a feeling of prostration and bitterness,
and break out, as the Doetor in ¢ Faust,’—

“T feel it, T have heaped upon my brain
The gathered treasure of man's thought in vain.”
- In such there is a weariness, an aching, an eanui of the
- head, which is felt to be as deep, if not so keen, as the
aching, the ennui of the heart ever is; and yet there may
¢ 2
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METHOD OF APPLICATION, 89

to determine more critically than had been done before,
the nature of the mind’s convictions regarding space,
time, and causation, and he stood up resolutely for their
reality ; but then it was a merely subjective reality—a
reality i the mind. Time and space are represented
by him as forms under which we cognize all phenomena
presented to the senses, and cause and effect is a cate-
gory under which events are arranged by the under-
standing.  Now, in examining this theory, I start with
inquiring, What do our native convictions. say in regard
to these subjects? Are they satisfied when it is said
that time and space and causation have no existence
out of the mind? They seem to me, on the contrary,
to declare that time and space have a reality out of the
mind, and independent of the mind, quite as much as
the phenomena which we discover in space and time,
and that cause and effect have an existence quite as much
as the events which they connect. No doubt I may
deny the trustworthiness of my intuitive convictions as
attesting the existence of external being, but immedi-
ately after, some one, proceeding a step further in the
same direction, will deny the trustworthiness of all thejr
other testimonies, till we are landed in a scepticism
which sets aside the reality, subjective as well as ob-
jective.

This is an illustration of evil arising from a refusal to
listen to our convictions. Mistakes have also arisen from
neglecting the distinctions between the kinds of testi-
mony. M. Cousin finds fault, very properly, with Kant,
for not allowing an objective existence to substance and
causation, and other truths attested by reason. But then
he does not institute a patient Inquiry into the nature of
the reality which the mind gives to such things as sub-
stance and cause and moral good ; and he argues as if
these must have the same sort of reality as the individual
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be shown to be founded on the inherent principles of
the mind, or to be built up of materials thence derived,
I wrap myself up in philosophic doubt, as not being sure
whether they may disappear while I am gazing on them.

Nor am I to be seduced into an admiration of such
imposing systems by the plea often urged in their behalf,
that they furnish a gymnasium for the exercise of the
mtellect. T acknowledge that one of the very highest ad-
vantages of study of every description is to be found in
the vigour imparted to the mind which pursues it. But
whatever may have been the difficulty in the days of the
schoolmen, it is not necessary now to resort to fruitless
@ priori speculation, in order to find an arena in which
to exercise the intellect. Nay, I am convinced that when
the research conducts to no solid results, it will weary
the mind without strengthening it ; the effort will be like
that of one who beateth the air, and actvity will always
be followed by exhaustion, by dissatisfaction, and an un-
willingness to make further exertion. Labour, it is true,
is its own reward ; but if there be no other reward, there
will be the want of the needful incentive. The vigour im-
parted is only one of the incidental effects which follow
when labour is undertaken in the hope of securing substan-
tial fruits. Noris it to be forgotten that these speculations,
though fruitless of good, are not fruitless of evil. In the
struggles thus engendered there are other powers of the
mind Zried as well as the understanding ; there are often
sad agonizings of the feelings, of the faith, and indeed of
the whole soul, which feels as if the foundation on which
it previously stood had been removed and none other
supplied, and as if it had in consequence to sink for
Cver; or as if it were doomed to move for ever onward
without reaching a termination, while all retreat has been
cut off behind. In these wrestlings I fear that many
wounds are inflicted, which continue long to rankle and






MLETHOD OF APPLICATION. 03

give an account of themselves, it may be as well to have
it settled what sort of information we may expect to
draw from them.

Our intuitions are at once the clearest and the dark-
est objects which the mind can contemplate; constituting
the intellectual sense by which we get all our original
knowledge, it is found to be a painful and arduous work
to turn back the eye upon itself. Truths seen by intui-
tion shine in their own light, like the luminary of day,
and any attempt to make them clearer is like ““ going out
with a taper to see the sun,” and yet when we would
look steadily on them our eye is apt to be blenched. In
another respect too they are like the sun—they shine the
brightest when we get the first glance at them, and if we
confinue to gaze, they appear dim and dark to our op-
pressed vision. And yet it is only by reflexly looking on
them as they shine, that we can expect to be able to de-
termine their form and dimensions.

There are senses in which they cannot, there are senses
in which they can be explained.

I. 1. They cannot be explained in the sense of being
rendered intelligible to any one naturally without them.
He who is born blind cannot be made to see colours by
help of a microscope or telescope, nor could the most
vivid description give him any idea of them. In like
manner, if there were a human being without the intui-
tions, he could not be made to understand the objects
which they reveal : he who does not see them when he
opens his eyes, will never be enabled to behold them by
any logical process of explanation or definition. If men
were without the native capacity of percelving extension,
or power of discerning moral good, it would be 1mpossi-
ble by any description or argument to convey the dim-
mest 1dea of them. This is one reason why the subject
of our original perceptions has been felt to be so very
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METHOD OF APPLICATION., 07

3. The nature of the object intuitively known can be
specified. Not indeed that it could be apprehended by
one without the proper perception, but to one with the
corresponding intuition its nature can be distinetly stated.
Thus we can, in infelligent language, describe the ex-
tension of body as its being contained in space and oc-
cupying space, and virtue as the approvable quality of
voluntary actions of intelligent beings, and the mind at
once understands what is meant to be affirmed of the
objects. |

4. We may generalize or classify the intuitions of
the mind.* TFixing by abstraction on certain common
qualities, we may then, by generalization, place all those
possessing them into one class. We may fix on the
more marked and decided points of resemblance, with
their implied differences, and this will give us the Grand
Divisions. 'We may then divide and subdivide, accord-
ing to other, and minor, but still important points of
resemblance and difference, in due ordination and subor-
dination. In this Treatise we classify the intuitions ac-
cording to what they look at and discover, as

I. TeE TruE. - II. Tue Goob.

, I. Tue Truz.
1. Primitive Cognitions, 2. Primitive Beliefs. 3. Primitive J udgments.

The justification of this arrangement can be found
only in its embracing all the phenomena, and of this the
reader must judge as we proceed with the exposition,

I speak of our intuitions as looking to the true and
the good, and the true and the good thus perceived have
a reality, but this is not to be understood as a reality of
the same sort as is possessed by individual things, which

* Locke says truly, that if we include all self-evident propositions,

principles will be almost infinite (Essay, book ii, ch, vii, s. 10), Hence
the need of generalizing them.
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BODY. 25

ceeded from that object. In hearing, our primary per-
ceptions seem to be of the ear as affected ; thpt there
is a sounding body we learn by further observation, and
that there are vibrations between it and the ear we are
told by scientific research. In taste, it is originally the
palate as affected by what we feel by another sense to be
a tangible body, which body science tells us must be in
a liquid state. In touch proper, there is a sensation of a
particular part of the frame as affected by we know not
what, but which we may discover by experiential obser-
vation. It is the same with all the impressions we have
by the sense of temperature, the sense of titillation, the
sense of shuddering, the sense of the creeping of the flesh,
the sense of lightness or of weight, and the like organic
affections, usually but improperly attributed to touch. In
regard to all these senses, 1t seems highly probable that
our original and primitive perceptions are simply of the
organism as affected by something unknown, so far as
intuition is concerned. But there are other two senses
which furnish, I am inclined to think, a new and further
kind of information. The sense of touch, when the
phrase 1s used in a loose sense, is a complex one, em-
bracing a considerable number and variety of senses,
which have not been scientifically classified, and which,
perhaps, cannot be so till we have a more thorough
physiology of the nerves. Certain it is that there is a
locomotive energy and a muscular sense entirely different
from feeling, or such affections as those of heat and cold.
The soul of man instinctively wills to move the arm ; an
action is produced in a motor nerve, which sets in
motion a muscle, with probably an attached set of bones,
and the intimation of such a movement having taken place
is conveyed to the brain by a sensor nerve. As the result
of this complex physiological process, we come to know
that there is something beyond our organism; we know
an object out of our organism hindering the movement
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BODY. 187

ference.®* When our visual organs are distempered, we
may seem to see a solid figure before us which touch tells
us has no reality ; but the fact is, all that we intuitively
see is a coloured surface, whether in or out of the organ-
ism, whether solid or aerial, we know not intuitively. We
hear a sound which we interpret as coming from a voice
where no living being can be, but the interpretation is
our own : all that our nature declares is, that there is an
affection of our auditory organs. The visions, the ima-
ginary sounds, touches, and smells, felt by persons whose
organs are diseased, or excited by strong mental fancy
within—just as they would be by an object without, are,
after all, inferences from what are in themselves mere or-
ganic affections. 1In the greater number of such cases,
there 1s a means of detecting the error occasioned by dis-
ease n one of the organs, by other organs not distem-
pered. At the same time I am not inclined to deny that
there may be cases in which the brain is so disorgan-
1zed, and the mind so deranged, that the person is given
up for life to hopeless delusion. We are now within the

* Aristotle had an apprehension of what Tam convinced will turn out
to be the true account of these seeming errors of the senses. (See his
Treatise on the Soul, b. iii, ¢. i., ifi., vi.) He says the perception,
by a sense, of things peculiar to that sense, is true, or involves the small-
est amount of error. But when such objects are perceived in their ac-
cidents (that is, as to things not falling peculiarly under that sense),
there is room for falsehood ; when, for instance, something is said to he
white there is no falsehood, but when the object is said to be this or
that (if the white thing is said to be Cleon), (ef. ii,, i. 7), there may be
falsehood. "H alofyois rav pev iBlov aknbijs éoriv §f 6 d\iyioror éyovaa
70 Yreidos. Belrepov 8¢ Tob oupBeByrévar ratras kal évraifa oy évdeyerar
durreiBerfar dre pév yap hevkdy, ob Yevderar, el O Toiiro 76 Aevkdy # dAho e
Yrevlerar (iii., iii.,, 12: ed, Trendelenburg). *AXNN’ dowep 7o dpav Toi iGlou
aknfés, el &' avBpamros T0 hevkdw # un, otk dhnfés alel (ib. vi. 7). Aristotle
saw that the difficulties might be cleared up, by attending to what each
sense testifies, and separating the associated imaginations and opi-
nions or judgments. The full explanation, however, could not be given
till Berkeley led men to distinguish between the original and acquired

perceptions of the senses, by showing that the knowledge of distance by
the eye, is an acquisition,
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ONTOLOGY. 363

according to the light or atmosphere i which we survey
it. Hope gladdens everything as if it were seen und_er
an Italian sky, whereas disappointment wraps 1t in mist
and cloud. Joy steeps all the landscape in its own rich
colours, whereas sorrow wraps it as in the sable dress of
mourning. Do not such facts, known to all observers of
human nature, and dwelt on by poets as being largely
their stock-in-trade, prove that in all our ideas, views, no-
tions, opinions, there is a subjective element no less po-
tent than the objective ? And if there be, what limits are
we to set it? Is our metaphysical philosophy agreed
with itself on this subject? Or, with all its refinements,
can it draw a decided line which will for ever separate the
one from the other P

1. All knowledge through the senses is accompanied
with an organic feeling, that is, a sensation. Our im-
mediate acquaintance with the external world is always
through the organism, and is therefore associated and
combined with organic affections pleasing or displeasing.
Certain sounds are felt to be harsh or grating, others are
relished as being sweet or melodious or harmonious. Some
colours, in themselves or in their associations, are felt to he
glaring or discordant, while others are enjoyed as being
agreeable or exciting. In short, every sense-perception is
accompanied with a sensation, the perception being the
knowledge, and the sensation the organic affection felt by
the conscious mind as present in the organism. He who
1s no philosopher, finds little difficulty in distinguishing
the two in practice ; and it ought not to be difficult for the
man who is a philosopher to distinguish the two in theory.
livery man can distinguish the sugar in itself from the
sweet flavour which we have in our mouth when we taste it,
or the tooth and gum from the toothache which is wrench-
ing them; and the metaphysician is only giving a philo-
sophic expression to a natural difference when he distin-
guishes between sensation and perception.
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THE PHYSICAL SCIENCES. 417

and there must always be space between. Our convie-
tion as to time assures us that there can be no break
in it, and that when we fall in with the same object at
two different times, it must have existed the whole inter-
vening time. Our intunitions as to quantity, or to num-
ber and proportion, enter more or less formally into all
natural mvestigation. Our intuition as to generalization
insists that, in division, the subelasses should make up
the class. Our conviction as to substance and property
prompts us, when we discover a new object, to look ont
for the exercise of its properties; and leads the physicist,
when he meets with such agencies as electricity and gal-
vanism, to declare that they must either be separate sub-
stances (which is very improbable), or properties or states
of substances. Finally, the fundamental law of causality
directs us to seek for a cause to every effect. The phy-
sical investigator, engrossed with external facts, and
seeking to elear them up, will seldom so much as observe
these fandamental principles, which are unconsciously
guiding him; and only on rare occasions will he find
it necessary to make a formal appeal to them. Still,
there will be times when those most prejudiced against
metaphysies will be tempted or compelled to fall back on
them, when going down to the depths of a deep subjeet,
or when hard pressed by an opponent. It often happens
that, when they do so, their expression of the principle is
sufficiently awkward and blundering ; and T think they
have reason to complain of the metaphysician that he has
been wasting his ingenuity in unprofitable and unattain-
able pursuits, and has done so little to aid physical inves-
tigation in a matter in which he might have lent it effec-
tual aid.

It has been shown by Dr. Whewell, in his great work
on the Philosophy of the Inductive Sciences, that each
kind of science has its special fundamental idea at its
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THEOLOGY. 427

sist that the truth be completely within the comprehen-
sion of the reason, or unclouded by mystery of any de-
scription.  Faith has ever the support of reason; yet
it goes far beyond reason, and embraces much which is
far beyond the conceptions of the intellect in its widest
grasp and excursions. It is because man has a natural
capacity of faith in the unseen and unknown, that he 1s
able to cherish a faith in the supernatural truths of God’s
Word. Tt is because he has the natural gift of faith,
that he is capable of rising to the supernatural grace.

Secr. 1I. Narvrar Taeorocy. Tre THEISTIC ARGUMENT.

The idea of God, the belief in God, may be justly
represented as native to man. We are led to it by the
circumstances in which we are placed calling into energy
mental principles which are natural to all. Man does not
require to go in search of it : it comes to him. He has
only to be waiting for it and disposed to receive it, and
it will be pressed on him from every quarter ; it springs
up spontanecously, as the plant or animal does from its
germ ; it will well up from the depths of his heart; or it
will shine on him from the works of nature, as light does
from the sun.

But, while the conviction is natural, this does not prove
that it is simple, original, unresolvable, unaccountable.
The knowledge of distance by the eye is undoubtedly
natural to man; there is a provision made in the orga-
nism for its aftainment, and all who have an eye acquire
1t; yet it is not original, but the result of a variety of
processes, physiological and psychological, which can be
pointed ouf. Our conviction as to God seems to me to
be of a like nature; it is not a single instinct incapable
of analysis, but is the proper issue of a number of simple
principles, all tending to one point. Such being its na-

ture, the process admits of explicit statement and satis-
factory defence.
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all the glory of wisdom and excellence and infinity that
is hung out in the firmament before the mental eye, the
question will have to be answered, How have th.c great
body of mankind come to see Him in such distorted
shapes and in such dark or hideous colours ?

I am not convinced that we are obliged to call n a
separate intuition to discover and guarantee the Divine
existence. I agree, with the majority of philosophers and
divines in all ages, that the common intelligence, com-
hined with our moral perceptions and an obvious expe-
rience, lead to a belief in God and his chief attributes.
But in the process there may be, and there commonly
is, a variety of elements conspiring.* In particular, there
are both experiential and a priori elements.

I. There are facts involved. These become known to
man in the ordinary exercise of his faculties of knowledge.
In observing them, he discovers phenomena which bear
all the marks of being effects. Everywhere are there
traces of plan and purpose ; heterogeneous elements and
diverse agencies conspire to the accomplishment of one
end. They are made, for example, in the organs of
plants and of animals, to take typical forms, which it 1s
interesting to the eye, or rather, the intellect, to contem-
plate, and which look as if they were built up by a skil-
ful and tasteful architect. Then every member of the
animal body has a purpose to serve, and is so constructed
as to promote, not merely the being, but the well-being
of the whole. Even in the soul itself there are traces of
structure and design. Man’s faculties are suited to one
another, and to the state of things in which he is placed ;
the eye seems given him to see, and the memory to re-

* The whole theistic argument is e::pq}unded with admirable judg-
ment in Buchanan's ¢ Faith in God, ete.” There is vigorous thinking
in Dove's * Logie of the Christian Faith.” It is not necessary to domore
than refer to the Burnett Prize Hssays, by Thompson, Tulloch, Orr, ete.
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THEOLOGY. 433

a construetion, as that a watch is so, or a house is so, or
a steam-engine is so, This being admitted, the pheno-
menon comes under the mental law, and we are neces-
sifated fo believe, that this, being an effect, must have a
cause.

It may be demanded of those who profess to expound
the whole argument, and who appeal to the principle of
causation, that they should specify the nature of the prin-
ciple and show wherein lies its validity. Tf they derive
1t from an extended experience, it will always be compe-
tent for the sceptic to urge that the widest experience of
human science and of history cannot justify the univer-
sality of the law. True, in this world every effect seems
to have a cause, but our experience in the cosmos does
not entitle us to go beyond it, as we must do, when we
seek a cause of the cosmos. Hence the importance, if
we would bind firmly the ligaments of the theistic argu-
ment together, of showing that the principle of causa-
tion is a primary one, prior to experience and above it.
It may be further required of those who appeal to the
principle, that they unfold its precise nature. In doing
so they will find that every joint of the reasoning is firm,
and capable of repelling all the weapons which have been
directed against it.

It is an essential part of the internal law that it re-
quires the cause to be adequate to produce the effect ; it
must be a power to produce the effect, the given effect.*
Here again an experiential element must, 1 should sup-
pose, enter. Experience must tell us what the precise
effect is. Experience, too, must tell us that there 1S 1o
power in the common agencies of nature, without an ar-
rangement made for them, to run into these typical forms
and beneficent collocations. The intuition, meanwhile,

* I have endeavoured to establish the positions here used, P. 1I.
B. TII. C. I1. &. &,
P
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THEOLOGY. 473

rigid accuracy requires to be insisted on are compara-
tively few.  Unfortunately for the theologian it so hap-
pens that among these are the very questions which fall
to be discussed in deeper divinity. The rule is that the
principle must be correctly expressed so far as it relates
to the topic to which it is applied, and if it is possible
that an expression in part may be an inaccurate one,
there is no help for it, the law must be fully and rigidly
unfolded.

But it will be urged that such a caution must often
necessitate the inappropriate discussion of a metaphysi-
cal question in the midst of a theological exposition. I
admit that this shows that the introduction of metaphy-
sics into theology has its difficulties and inconveniences.
Nothing can be more unsatisfactory than the practice by
many theologians of laying hold, without examination, of
a supposed philosophic principle which serves their end,
using 1t to help their immediate purpose, and then pass-
ing on to another topic, which is treated in the same
manner. All ingenuous minds feel this method to be
most confusing and uncomfortable ; even the professed
metaphysician will often be stirred up to oppose it, as
the metaphysics may not be his own. If metaphysics
are to venture into the theological field, let them come
in openly and not furtively, and let them conform to the
rules of the logic of intuition. And if the Investigations
thus necessitated cannot come in gracefully in the heart
of a Scriptural exposition, let them be handed over to an
appendix, or appear in a separate treatise, the merits of
which will be more readily ascertained from the circum-
stance that the philosophical stands out separate from the
religious element. This leads to another rule,

3. There must be a careful separation of the Seriptural
truth from the supposed metaphysical prineiple employed
to illustrate or defend it, The great body of practical
















































THEOLOGY. 489

definitions are like the boundings of a cloud—while he is
pointing to them they are changed ; indeed his whole
method 1s like a project fo make roads and run fences in
cloudland. In metaphysics, he represents as essences
what are in fact nothing but attenuated ghosts, created
by his own oppressed vision as it looks into darkness.
The Neo-Platonists pretended to see the One and the
Good by ecstasy ; what they saw was merely an abstract
quality separated from the concrete object. They tried
to raise up emotion by the contemplation of the skeleton
attribute, but in this they did and could not succeed ; for
it 1s not by abstraction that feeling is excited, but by the
presentation of an individual and living reality. The at-
tempt in the present age, by certain metaphysical specu-
lators, to call forth feeling by the presentation of the
True, the Beautiful, the Good, must terminate in a simi-
lar failare. Tt is not by the contemplation of truth, but
of the God of truth; not by the contemplation of loveli-
ness, but of the God of loveliness ; not by the contem-
plation of the good, but of the good God, that feelings
of adoration and love are called forth and gratified.
There are still greater perils attending the indulgence
of these inspirations in matters of religion. The intui-
tionalist is tempted to aseribe to some higher influence
the*idea which arises simply from the law of association
or organic impulse; to attribute to intuition what is mere
floating sentiment ; to pure reason what is the product
of habit or of passion ; nay, to God Himself what springs
from the fallible human heart. The height to which the
soul is carried in these clevations is apt to have a dizzying
influence ; and not a few have fallen when they seemed
to themselves to be standing most secure. Some, pre-
tending to a heavenly mission, have yielded at once to the
temptation which the trye Messenger withstood ; and,
without a promise of one to bear them up in their pre-
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only to be detected by longer and more familiar acquaint-
ance. IHence the need of cool reflection to come after,
and retain only what can be justified by the rules of logic.
As the first looks of the infant reveal features which are
subsequently lost sight of, so the last look of the dying
will call up once more likenesses which had escaped our
notice in the interval. Let there be a similar holding of all
the true analogies—caught in the first look—in those last
looks, which, after many a survey, we cherish and retain
for ever of the objects which excite our interests and claim
our regards.

IV. In order to give the intuitions in the disordered
soul of man a religious direction, there is need of a very
special OBszer to evoke, to harmonize, and centre them.
Had man’s nature been limpidly pure, I suppose he
‘would have risen at once and spontaneously to the con-
templation of God, and that his soul would have reposed
with satisfaction on Him. But man ever feels, when he
would thus mount, that there is a downward drag, when
he would draw nigh to God that there is a repulsion, and
he knows not what to do in order to reconciliation, and he
either betakes himself to various sorts of supposed paci-
fications, but is left in painful uncertainty as to whether
they can accomplish his ends, or he allows himself to
sink into a godless indifference. In order to the resto-
ration of peace, and to his heart being drawn forth to-
wards God, there is need of some Reconciler being dis-
closed to the view; and this is what is so aptly provided
in the Eternal Logos becoming flesh and working out a
salvation. But in order that this Object be recognized,
he must come before us with the authority of God ; and
in order to our being able to look to him, he must be
set before us in such a way that we can readily and
clearly see Him. Tt is thus that Jesus Christ comes be.
fore us, attested by prophecy and by miracle, thus that he
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sentiment, by all means and above all things a warm
and glowing sentiment. But still they would rise above
the inspired Word, and leave it behind, foolishly imagin-
ing that they may have a continuance of the diffused
fervour, without the body from which the heat radiates.
The issue of such an experiment is certain, and is already
beginning fo show itself. The race reared under such
influences will go a step further in the direction in which
they have been led, and will have no difficulty in dis-
carding the feelings which are left without a basis, till we
have a generation without creed, and without any se-
blance of piety, real or pretended. The evening sky, im-
mediately after the sun has sunk, may be as lovely and
gorgeous as when he wag above the horizon; but it is
only the child who will cherish the imagination, that
after the illuminating body has gone the glow will not
soon fade into gloom. '

V. A theology which looks merely to that portion of
Divine truth which is addressed to our intuitions must
be very vague, loose, and unsatisfactory. If compelled
to decide between a rationalistic and intuitional religion,
I would infinitely prefer the latter, just as T would choose
an idealistic view of nature rather than a materialistic or
sensational or mechanical. But T am not bound to make
a selection. Tt is all true that a logical divinity has ever
been felt to be harsh and crabbed, and that there has
been nothing in it to gain our deeper convictions or win
our regards. But it is as true that intuitional theology
gives mere cloudland, in which all is vapoury and hazy
at the best, and in which we are at last apt to be drenched
in rain and tempest. If the one looks so unattractive, as
dyked so rigidly into rectilinear and rectangular figures,
disregardful of all natural height and hollow, the other
is a territory in an unmeasured and unenclosed waste,

In religion, in all its beneficent forms, especially in re-
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