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ADVERTISEMENT.

November 1846.—The present issue (ending with page 914) con-
tains the whole Works of Reid, hitherto published, with many of his
writings, printed or collected for the first time. The text has been
collated, revised, and corrected ; useful distinctions and supplements
inserted ; the leading words and propositions marked out; the allu-
sions indicated ; the quotations filled up. It contains also the Foot~
Notes of the Editor on the texts of Reid and Stewart, and a large
proportion (in length) of the Editor’s Supplementary Dissertations.
There remain the sequel of these Dissertations, the General Pre-
face, and the Indices ;—all of which are either prepared, or their
materials collected. These (Deo volente) will be comprised in a con-
cluding issue, and title-pages for two volumes then given. The
Notes and Dissertations have insensibly increased to a size and
importance far beyond what was ever anticipated; but the book
having been always destined primarily for academical use, the price
of the whole will not exceed thirty shillings. Being stereotyped,
what additions may be made to any subsequent edition, will be pub-
lished also apart.

It is proper to state :—that the Foof:notes were written, as the
texts passed through the press, W; that the Supple-
mentary Dissertations, to the end of D*, were written and stereotyped
in 1841 and 1842 the rest being added recently.

[October 1863.—In the present edition the errata have been, for
the most part, corrected on the stereotype plates; the Indices have
been added; and the sequel of the Dissertations has been, so far as
possible, completed from Sir W. Hamilton’s MSS. For an account
of what has been done in this last respect, the reader is referred to
the Postscript at the end of the Supplementary Dissertations.]
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A

MEMORANDA FOR PREFACE.

[FroM the Advertisement prefixed to this work, it appears that Sir William
Hamilton’s contributions as Editor were intended to include, in addition to the

Foot-Notes and Supplementary Dissertations, a General Preface to the whole.

This

Preface was never written, and its plan can only be conjectured from a few memo-
randa marked as intended for it, and some fragments apparently designed to be

incorporated with it.

[Of the Scottish Philosophy in General.]-

Results of Locke’s philesophy—Col-
lins, &c., see Cousin in Vacherot, [Cours
de 1819-20, partie 2, Legon 1.*] Berkeley,
Hume — adopted at first by Scottish
school; Reid’s reaction.

Hume’s scepticism proceeds in two
momenta.

1°, In shewing that the notions of
Cause and Effect, Substance and Accident,
which he wishes to make merely subjec-
tive, have no genuine necessity; (under
and after this, but not developed, that
even if the necessity be not a bastard
one—from custom—it is at best only a
legitimate subjective one, and without
objective validity.)

2°, Inshewing that the mind is not con-
scious of any real existence in perception ;
that its representations are no guarantee
for anything represented (/dealism.)

Now Kant and Reid both combated
Hume. Kant applied himself to the
causal nexus; Reid to the idealism.

Shew how both were equally intent on
shewing that causality is a real neces-
sity of mind. Though both only subjective,
Kant more articulate.

How, in regard to idealism, Kant con-
firmed Hume, giving his premises, whereas
Reid’s doctrine, though confused and
vacillating, was a real refutation.

[These memoranda have been partly
worked out in a paper printed in the
Appendix to the Lectures on Metaphysics,
vol. i,, p. 392 8q. Another aspect of the
Scottish Philosophy, in relation to that of
Germany, is indicated in the following
fragment, which is apparently related to
the reference above, p. 793.—ED.]

* See also M. Cousin’s own edition of these
Lectures, Legon 2.—ED.

The principal of these have been printed below.—ED. ]

It was Jacobi who first in Germany at-
tacked the mediatt and demonstrating
philosophy of the Leibnitians, and shewed
the necessity of immediate knowledge.
This he took from Reid.—See Francke,
p. 227 sq. Schulze, another great pro-
moter of this.—Ibid., p. 230.

[The purport of this memorandum is
explained by the following extracts,
translated from Francke’s work, Das
selbststaendige und reine Leben des
Gefuehls, als des Geistes urspruenglichen
Urtheils, u.s.w. Leipzig, 1838 : —

“The union of the English and French
empiricism with the German logical ra-
tionalism produced that maxim of the
philosophy of reflection, which maintains
that pothing can be admitted as truth
which cannot be proved, or logically de-
duced, from the perceptions of sense; a
position which leads, as a natural conse-
quence, to the scepticism of Hume. On
the other hand, Reid, Beattie, and Oswald,
advocating the hitherto obscured element
of Feeling, maintained that the human
mind possesses immediately in conscious-
ness principles of knowledge independent
of experience; and a more cautious at-
tempt was made by Richard Price to
shew that the Understanding,or Facultyof
Thought, as distinguished from the deduc-
tive faculty, is essentially different from
the faculty of sense, and is a source of
special representations distinct from those
of the senses. Yet, on the whole, all
these writers, as regards the scientific
vindication of their teaching, were com-
pelled to place the foundation of the
immediate cognition of the higher truths
of reason in a Common Sense; and the
assumption of this pretended source ne-
cessarily involved suspicion and doubt
as regards the truth of the cognitions
derived from it. And so also Jacobi, if
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we except the negative, polemical side of
his teaching, wherein he certainly accom-
plished much, has advanced little or
nothing beyond his English predecessors
in laying a firm scientific foundation for
his own view; though he was the first
among ourselves who, in the controversy
with the disciples of Wolf and other cog-
nate schools, by the employment of the
terms feeling and belief, directed attention
to the necessity of acknowledging the
importance of immediate cognition and
its consciousness. e

“Although Jacobi’s system, on account
of its vacillating language, and still more
on account of its intuitive narrowness and
subjective character, was not fitted to bene-
fit philosophy immediately, it had, not-
withstanding, a foundation of truth, which
could not long fail of producing its effect.
Many soon became clearly convinced that
the Kantian philosophy also was liable to
the charge of onesidedness, and failed to
satisfy the requirements of the entire man:
they acknowledged that Jacobi, notwith-
standing the enthusiastic vehemence of his
decisions, had seized and brought to light
a principle of our mental life hitherto
marvellously overlooked, the discovery of
which would henceforth fill up a great
void in the eulture of the age, and the
recognition of which was indispensable to
the preservation and progress of philoso-
phy. Even men who could not directly
be classed as belonging to the school of
Jacobi, the clearest and most cautious
thinkers, acknowledged the importance of
the distinction between mediate and im-
mediate knowledge, and between the
mediate and immediate consciousness of
it; and although they would not concede
to Feeling an independent significance,
and were unable to assign to it a sure
psychological position, they at least saw
clearly, and proved conclusively, that the
power and efficacy of this Feeling must
be a necessary condition of knowledge
antecedent to all determinate conceptions
and reasonings. Among these men may
be especially mentioned the so - called
sceptic, (who in his later writings is a
natural realist,) G. E. Schulze,* Bouter-
wek,+ and Gerlach.}

“Schulze,indeed, regardsthe Feelings as
the most obscure and variable phase of the

* Psych. Anthropol. ed. 2, § 151, pp. 259, 260 ;
Encycl der philos. Wissensch. §§ 39, 115; Kritik
der theor. Philos. i p. 702-720; Ueber die
menschl. Erkenntniss, § 45-50, pp. 155-174.

t Lehrb. der philos. Wissensch. Apod. p.
15-86.

$ Lehrb. der philos. Wissensch. i. § 48, p. 48.
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mental life: he holds them to be incapable
of establishing or proclaiming anything ob-
jective, and hence to be useless as princi-
ples for the demonstration of truth; but
he repeatedly asserts the existence in the
human consciousness of certain funda-
mental assumptions, of which, by the con-
stitution of our nature, we are unable arbi-
trarily to divest ourselves, and which have
a place in all natural science and in moral
and religious convictions. It is true that
Schulze did not penetrate to a complete
insight into the nature of demonstrative
knowledge and transcendental idealism j
and hence, from the position of his natural
objective realism, he is unable to discover
that our ideal convictions can attain to an
equal certainty with the natural conviction
of knowledge based on intuition. Bouter-
wek, adhering more closely to Jacobi’s
doctrine, speaks of the consciousness of
the original feeling of truth as the first
witness of certainty in all human convie-
tion ; but, like Jacobi, he seems to believe
in a perceptive power of the internal
sense, by which even demonstrative phi-
losophical cognitions may be realised in
consciousness. . Fries is the
first who, by opening a new path of
anthropologico-critical inquiry, has com-
pletely and fully succeeded in organi-
cally uniting the immediate products of
Jacobi’s philosophy with the results of the
Kantian criticism, and thus in exhibiting
in a clear and scientific light, from the
laws of the theory of man’s mental life,
the relation of Knowledge to Belief, of the
natural and ideal aspect of the world, as
well as the important relation between the
JSeeling and the conception of the truth. He
is the first philosopher in whose system
Feeling has won an independent and firmly
established position among the philoso-
phical convictions of the reason.” *—EDb.]

Merits of the Scottish School.

Their proclaiming it as a rule, 1°, That
the province of a preliminary or general
Logic (Noology)—the ultimate laws, &c.,
of the human mind —should be sought
out and established ; 2°, That once recog-
nised and given, they should be accept-
ed to govern philosophy, as all other
sciences.

With regard to the first, the Scottish
philosophers are not original. It is a
perennig philosophia, gravitated towards

* On the relation of the system of Fries to
that of Reid, see below, Note A, p. 798, No. 95;
and the references there given.—ED.
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even by those who revolted against it.
(See Note A.) The merit of the Scottish
school is one only of degree,—that it is
more consistent, more catholic, and em-
bodies this perennis philosophia more
purely. ([Its writers, however,] are them-
selves peccant in details, and have not
always followed out the spirit of their
own doctrines. :

[With regard to the second,] Dr Reid
and Mr Stewart not only denounce as
absurd the attempt to demonstrate that
the original data of Consciousness are for
us the rule of what we ought to believe,
that is, the criteria of a relative —human—
subjective truth; but interdict as unphi-
losophical all question in regard to their
validity, as the vehicles of an absolute
or objective truth.

M. Jouffroy,* of course, coincides with
the Scottish philosophers in regard to
the former; but, as to the latter, he
maintains, with Kant, that the doubt is
legitimate, and, though he admits it to be
insoluble, he thinks it ought to be enter-
tained. Nor, on the ground on which
they and he consider the question, am I
disposed to dissent from his conclusion.
But on that on which I have now placed
it, I cannot but view the inquiry as in-
competent. For what is the question in
plain terms ¢! Simply,—Whether what our
nature compels us to believe as true and
real, be true and real, or only a consistent
illusion? Now this question cannot be
philosophically entertained, for two rea-
sons. 1°, Because there exists a pre-
sumption in favour of the veracity of
our nature, which either precludes or
peremptorily repels a gratuitous supposi-
tion of its mendacity. 2°, Because we
have no mean out of Consciousness of
testing Consciousness. If its data are
found concordant, they must be presumed
trustworthy ; if repugnant, they are al-
ready proved unworthy of credit. Un-
less, therefore, the mutual collation of
the primary data of Consciousness be
held such an inquiry, it is, I think, mani-
festly incompetent. It is only in the case
of one or more of these original facts
being rejected as false, that the question
can emerge in regard to the truth of the
others. But, in reality, on this hypothesis,
the problem is already decided ; their
character for truth is gone; and all sub-
sequent canvassing of their probability is
profitless speculation.

Kant started, like the philosophers in
general, with the non-acceptance of the

* (Euvres de Reid, Préface, p. clxxxv.—ED.
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deliverance of Consciousness,— that we
are immediately cognisant of extended
objects. This first step decided the des-
tiny of his philosophy. The external
world, as known, was, therefore, only a
phenomenon of the internal; and our
knowledge in general only of self; the
objective only subjective ; and truth only
the harmony of thought with thought, not
of thought with things; reality only a
necessary illusion.

It was quite in order, that Kant should
canvass the veracity of all our primary
beliefs, having founded his philosophy on
the presumed falsehood of one ; and an in-
quiry followed out with such consistency
and talent, could not, from such a com-
mencement, terminate in a different
result.*

Fichte evolved this explicit idealism—
Nihilism. +

Following the phantom of the Absolute,
Schelling rejected the law of Contradiction,
as Hegel that of Excluded Middle; 1 with
the result that, as acknowledged by the
former, the worlds of common sense and
of philosophy are reciprocally the converse
of each other. Did the author not see
that this is a reductio ad absurdum of phi-
losophy itself? For, ex hypothes:, philo-
sophy, the detection of the illusion of our
nature, shews the absurdity of nature;
but its instruments are only those of this
illusive nature. Why, then, is it not an
illusion itself?

The philosophy which relies on the data
of Consciousness may not fulfil the condi-
tions of what men conceit that a philo-
sophy should be: it makes no pretension
to any knowledge of the absolute—the
unconditioned—but it is the only philo-
sophy which is conceded to man below;
and if we neglect it, we must either re-
nounce philosophy or pursue an ignis fa-
tuus which will only lead us into quag-
mires. §

[Defects of the Scottish School.]

Scottish school too exclusive—intoler-
ant, not in spirit and intention, for Reid

* Reprinted from Lectures on Metaphysics, vol.
i p. 399. From the reference below, p. 746 a,
n. *, it appears that this question was intended
to be discussed in the Preface.—ED.

t See below, p. 129, 1. ¥, and 796 b.—Ep.

-} See Lectures on Logic, vol. i. p. 90.—ED.

§ In the MS. follow references to the two
Scaligers, to Grotius, and to Cusa ; the last being,
through Bruno, the father of the modern Philo-
sophy of the Absolute. All these references are

given in full, Discussions, pp. 638-641.—ED.



and Stewart were liberal—but from not
taking high enough ground, and studying
opinions with sufficient accuracy, and from
a sufficiently lofty point of view.

On the nature and domain of the philo-
sophy of mind.

Reid and Stewart do not lay it out pro-
perly, though their practice is better than
their precept. They do not take notice
of the difference between mental and phy-
sical inquiry—that the latter is mereinduc-
tive classification, the former more specula-
tive, secerning necessary from contingent.
But an element of thought being found
necessary, there remains a further process
—to ascertain whether it be, 1°, by nature
or by education; 2°, ultimately or deriva-
tively necessary ; 3°, positive or negative.
. . A law of nature is only got by
general induction; a law of mind is got by
experiment—whether we can nof think it ;
e. g. cause in objective and subjective phi-
losophy. The progress of the two sciences
not parallel—error of Stewart (Essays, p.
xiii.*)

An experimental analysis, but of differ-
ent kinds, is competent to physical and
mental science, besides the observation
common to both. To mental, the trying
what parts of a concrete thought or cog-
nition can be thought away, what cannot.

[Further developments supplementary to
the philosophy of the Scottish school, as re-
presented by Reid and Stewart.)

[A. On the Principle of Common Sense.]

I would, with Leibnitz,* distinguish
truths or cognitions into those of Fact, or
of Perception, (external and internal), and
those of Reason. The truths or cognitions
of both classes rest on an ultimate and
common ground of a primary and inexpli-
cable belief. This ground may be called
by the names of Common Sense, of Fun-
damental or Transcendental Consciousness,

* Coll. Works, vol. v. p. 13. *“The order
established in the intellectual world seems to be
regulated by laws perfectly analogous to those
which we trace among the ph®nomena of the
material system; and in all our philosophical
inquiries, (to whatever subject they may relate,)
the progress of the mind is liable to be affected
by the same tendency to a premature generalisa-
tion.” On this passage, there is the following
marginal note in Sir W. Hamilton’s copy : ¢ Shew
how this analogy is vitiated by the fact that the
most general facts, being necessities of thought, are
amoug the first established. Existence, the last
in the order of induction, is the first in the order
of —.”—Ep. .

t Nouveaux Essais, L. iv. ch. 2.—Eb.
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of Feeling of Truth or Knowledge, of Na-
tural or Instinctive Belief. This, in itself,
is simply a fact, simply an experience, and
is purely subjective and purely negative.
It supports the validity of a proposition,
only on the fact that I find that it is im-
possible for me not to hold it for true, to
suppose it therefore not true— without
denying, in the one case, the veracity of
consciousness ; and, in the other, the pos-
sibility of thought; [without presuming]
that I am necessitated to hold the false
for the true, the unreal for the real, and
therefore that my intelligent nature is
radically mendacious. But this is not to
be gratuitously presumed; therefore the
proposition must be admitted. But to
apply it to the two classes of truths.

I Truths of Fact or of Perception (Ex-
ternal and Internal.)

Am I asked, for example, how I know
that the series of ph®nomena called the
external world or the non-ego exists —
I answer, that I know it by external Per-
ception. But if further asked, how I
know that this Perception is not an il-
lusion — that what I perceive as the ex-
ternal world, is not merely a particular
order of phanomena pertaining to the in-
ternal—that what I am conscious of as
something different from me, is not merely
self representing a not-self — I can only
answer, that I know this solely inasmuch !
as I find that I cannot but feel, hold, or
believe that what I perceive as not-self, is -
really presented in consciousness as not- !
self. I can, indeed, in this, as in the case
of every other truth of Fact, imagine the
possibility of the converse—imagine that
what is given as a mode of not-self, may
be in reality only a mode of self. But this
only in imagining that my primary con-
sciousness deceives me; which is not to
be supposed without a ground. Now, the
conviction here cannot in propriety be
called Reason, because the truth avouched
by it is one only of Fact, and because the
conviction avouching it is itself only ma-
nifested as a Fact. It may, however, be
well denominated Common Sense, Funda-
mental or Transcendental Consciousness.
Other examples may be taken from Me-
mory and its reality, Personal Identity, &c.

II. Truths of Reason.

Again, if I am asked, how I know that
every change must have its cause, that
every quality must have its substance,
that there is no mean between two contra-
dictories, &c., I answer, that I know it by
Reason, vous—Reason or vous being a name
for the mind considered as the source,or as
the complement, of first principles, axioms,
native notions, kowal or ¢uvoikal &vvoia.
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But if further asked, how I know that Rea-
son is not illusive—that this, or that first
principle may not be false—I can only an-
swer, that I know it to be true, solely inas-
much as I am conscious that I cannot but
feel, hold, believe it to be true, seeing that
I cannot even realise in imagination the
possibility of the converse. Now, this last
ground of conviction, in the conscious im-
potence of conceiving the converse, is not,
I think, so properly styled Reason, which
is more of a positive character, as Common
Sense, Fundamental Consciousness, &c.
This is shewn in the quotations from
Locke and Price. Note A, Testimonies,
Nos. 51, 78.

[The substance of these remarks on the
Principle of Common Sense, has been
already printed, in an abbreviated form,
in Note A, p. 754. The present fragment,
which has the appearance of being an
earlier sketch of the same note, has been
inserted in this place, as containing a
somewhat fuller statement of an import-
ant distinction, which is perhaps liable to
be overlooked in the brief form in which
it was previously published. Though not
apparently designed for this Preface, it is
sufficiently cognate in matter to the pre-
ceding fragments, to be entitled to a place
with them. The following fragment, which
is marked “ Preface,” may be regarded as a
continuation of the same subject, being a
step towards that further analysis of the
Truths of Reason, in relation to the Phi-
losophy of the Conditioned, which the
Author regarded as his peculiar addition
to the philosophy of his predecessors. This
analysis will be found further pursued
in Notes H and T, and especially in the
Phil os]ophical Appendix to the Discussions.
—Eb.

[B. Stages in the method of Mental
Science.]

Three degrees or stages in the method
of mental science.

1°, When the mind is treated as matter,
and the mere Baconian observation and
induction applied.

2°, When the quality of Necessity is in-
vestigated, and the empirical and neces-
sary elements thus discriminated. (Here
Reid is honourably distinguished even
from Stewart, not to say Brown and other
British philosophers.)

3°, When the necessity is distinguished
into two classes—the one being founded
on a power or potency, the other upon an
impotence of mind. Hence the Philosophy
of the Conditioned.

* *® * *

xix

[Testkmonies to the merits of the Scottish
Philosophy, and of Reid as its founder.]

1.—Porer.—Manuel de Philosophie par
Auguste Henri Matthie, traduit de I’Alle-
mand sur la troisidme édition, par M. H.
Poret, Professeur suppléant & la Faculté
des Lettres, et Professeur de Philosophie
au Collége Rollin. Paris, 1837.

Préface du Traducteur.—*I! suffit d’a-
voir une idée de I’état des études en France
pour reconnaitre que la philosophie écos-
saise y est aujourd’hui naturalisée. Nous
la voyons défrayer & peu prés seule l'en-
seignement de nos colléges; sa langue
et ses doctrines ont passé dans la plu-
part des ouvrages élémentaires qui se
publient sur les matiéres philosophiques;
sa méthode sévére et circonspecte a
satisfait les plus difficiles et rassuré les
plus défiants, et en méme temps son
profond respect pour les croyances mo-
rales et religieuses lui a concilié ceux
qui reconnaissent la vérité surtout i ses
fruits. Les penseurs prévoyants qui se
donnérent tant de soins pour l'introduire
parmi nous ont eu & se féliciter du succds
de leur efforts. La seule apparition de
cette philosophie si peu fastueuse suffit
pour mettre a terre le sensualisme ; une
doctrine artificielle dut §’évanouir devant
la simple exposition des faits; le sens in-
time fut rétabli dans sa prérogative ; les
éléments a priori de I'intelligence, si ridi-
culement honnis par Locke et son école,
rentrérent dans la science dont on avait
prétendu les bannir, et y reprirent leur
place légitime. Cette espéce de restaura-
tion philosophique devait avoir ses consé-
quences: des questions assoupies, mais
non pas mortes, se réveillérent ; les limites
arbitrairement posées & la connaissance
disparurent ; la philosophie retrouva son
domaine, et de nouveau les esprits s'effor-
cérent de le conquérir. En général, le
bienfait des doctrines écossaises importées
en France, ¢a été d’affranchir les intelli-
gences de tout préjugé d’école et de les
remettre en présence de la réalité. Nul
doute que ce ne fut la 'indispensable con-
dition de tout progrés ultérieur, et cette
condition indispensable, elles I'ont remplie
dans toute son étendue. Aujourd’hui
méme qu’elles ont porté ces premiers
fruits, les bons effets de ces doctrines ne
sont pas, nous le croyons, prés de g’épuiser,
et nous regarderions comme un échec & la
prospérité des études philosophiques tout
ce qui tendrait & en contrarier I'influence.’

2.—GARNIER.—Critique de la Philoso-
phie de Thomas Reid, Paris, 1840.

P. 112.—‘Demandez & ce philosophe
une distribution méthodiquedes matériaux
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“qu’il & recueillis, une adroite induction
qui des phénomenes, nous conduise 3 un
petit nombre de causes, vous ne trou-
verez ni cette classification, ni cette ana-
lyse. Ce n'était pourtant pas la tiche la
plus malaisée; et le dépit de lui voir
négliger ce facile travail est ce qui nous a
mis la plume & la main. Mais ces matéri-
aux innombrables, ces milliers de phé-
nomenes si patiemment décrits, faut-il les
oublier? N'est-ce pas Reid qui nous a
montré & ne plus confondre les percep-
tions des différents sens, et en particulier,
celles de la vue et du toucher? Malgré
quelques contradictions, n’est-ce pas chez
lui seul qu’on peut recontrer une théorie
raisonnable de la perception? O trouver
une plus savante exposition de la mémoire
et des merveilles si variées qui présente
la suite de nos conceptions? Ses essais
sur 'abstraction, le jugement, et le rai-
sonnement sont encore plus lumineux et
plus instructifs que.les mémes chapitres
dans 'admirable Logique de Port-Royal,
et les savants solitaires ont partagé la
faute de regarder ces opérations de
Vesprit comme les actes d’autant de
facultés distinctes. Enfin, avec quel pro-
fit et quel intérét ne lit-on pas les cha-
pitres sur le gofit intellectuel, sur les affec-
tions si variées qui se partagent notre 4me,
sur le sens du devoir et sur la morale?
Avec tous ses défauts, I'ouvrage de Reid
offrira longtemps encore la lecture la plus
instructive pour lesprit, la plus délicieuse
pour le ceeur, et la plus profitable pour la
philosophie.’

P. 118.—“En présence des constructions
fantastiques de I'Allemagne, j'aime mieux
les matériaux épars de 'Ecosse. Thomas
Reid est 'ouvrier laborieux, qui a péni-
blement extrait les blocs de la carritre,
qui a taillé les mats et les charpentes : vi-
enne I'architecte, il en construira des villes
et des flottes. L’Allemand est I'entrepre-
neuraudacieux qui dans la héte de batir se
contente de terre et de paille.’

3.—REMUsAT.—Essais de Philosophie,
Paris 1842, t. i. p. 250.— La philosophie
de Reid nous parait un des plus beaux ré-
sultats de la méthode psychologique. Plus
approfondie, mieux ordonnée, elle peut de-

- venir plus systématique et plus compléte ;
elle peut donner & 'observation une forme
plus rationnelle. Sans doute elle n’est pas
tout la vérité philosophique ; mais dans
son ensemble elle est vraie, et nous croyons
qu'elle doit étre considérée par les écoles
moderries comme la philosophie élémen-
taire de Pesprit humain.’
4.—THUROT.—Introduction & I'Etude
de la Philosophie, Discours Préliminaire,
t.i. p. Lx1v. Speaking of Reid’s Essays—
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¢ L’érudition choisie et variée qu’il a su y
répandre, I'amour sincdre.de la vérité qui
8’y montre partout, et la dignité calme de
I'expression en rendent la lecture extréme-
ment attachante.’

5.—CousIN.—[Cours d’Histoire de la
Philosophie Morale au dix-huitidme Siécle,
seconde partie, publiée par MM. Danton
et Vacherot, Paris, 1840], p. 241 sq.*

¢ There is a final merit in the doctrine
of the Scottish philosopher, which it is
impossible too highly to extol. He has
done better than ruin the hypotheses
which had shaken all the bases of human
belief ; in fixing with precision the limits
of science, he has destroyed for ever the
spirit itself which had inspired them. The
philosophy which Reid combated had not
understood that there were facts inexpli-
cable, facts which carry with them their
own light ; and had therefore gone, in
quest of a principle of explanation, into a
foreign sphere. It is thus that to explain
the phanomena of perception, of mem-
ory, of imagination, recourse was had to
images from the external world ; the phee-
nomena of the soul were represented as
the effects of sensible impressions, them-
selves resulting from a contact between
the mind and the body. Reid has laid
down the true eriterium, in virtue of which
we can always recognise the point at which
an attempt at explanation ought to stop,
when he says :—Facts simple and primi-
tive are inexplicable. 1t is thus that he
has cut short those hypotheses, those pre-
sumptuous theories, which history has
consigned for ever to the romances of
Metaphysic.

‘In the meanwhile, it remains for me
to consider, whether the remedy be not
excessive, and whether the philosophy of
Reid, in ruining the metaphysical hypo-
theses, has not proscribed the metaphysi-
cal spirit itself. But before entering
upon the question, it is requisite to pre- °
mise, that even if this be done by Reid,
still there is nothing in the proceeding
at which criticism ought to take offence.
His mission was to proclaim the applica-
tion of the experimental method to the
philosophy of the human mind, on the
ruins of the hypotheses which had issued
from the Cartesian school ; this mission he
has completely fulfilled, for he has purged
philosophy, one after another, of the
theory of ideas, of the desolating scepticism

* This passage is given in a translation found
among Sir W. Hamwilton’s papers. The other
testimonies have been added from his extmcts

and references.—ED. :
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of Hume, of the idealism of Berkeley, of
the demonstrations of Descartes ; he has
thus made a tabula rasa. Were it then
the fact, that the abuse of the metaphysical
spirit, and the spectacle of the aberrations
into which this spirit has betrayed the
human mind, bad carried Reid to pro-
nounce its banishment from -science, for
this we ought 1o more seriously to re-
proach him, than we should condemn
Bacon for his proscription of the Syllog-
ism, of which the Schoolmen had made so
flagrant an abuse. My intention, there-
fore, in touching on this delicate point, is,
far less to evince the too empirical char-
acter of the philosophy of Reid, than to
relieve a great and noble science from
the unjust contempt to which it has been
exposed from the philosophers both of the
school of Bacon and of the Scottish school.

‘But let us first see, how far Reid’s
neglect of Metaphysic has extended.—Ac-
cording to him, to explain a faet is to
carry it up into a fact more simple; so
that the explanatory principle is of the
same nature as the fact explained, nor, in
our explanation of facts, is it ever neces-
sary for us to transcend experience. I
admit the truth of this definition for a
certain number of the sciences which
ought not to transgress the bounds of ob-
servation : thus in Physics, in Natural His-
tory, in Psychology even, the explanation
of the fact can possess no other character,
can propose no other aim. But I believe
the human mind goes farther ; the ex-
planation which consists in the connecting
one fact to another more simple does not
suffice for it, nor does it even recognise
this as a veritable explanation. To ex-
plain, to explicate, in the strict propriety
of language, is to reduce that which s to
that which ought to be, in other words,
to connect a fact to a principle. Reid,
therefore, in the view he takes of the
explanation of facts, has banished from
science the research of principles, of the
necessary causes and reasons of things,—
that is, precisely, metaphysical speculation.

‘On the other hand, to distinguish
philosophy from the sciences which have
nature for their object, he defines it—the
science of the human mind; he thus con-
siders philosophy as a science no less
special than the others, which is only dis-
criminated from them by the nature of
its object, and which, moreover, has with
them the same method and the same end.
The same method : for, like the natural
sciences, it observes; only the facts which
it observes are immaterial. The same
end : for it proposes the discovery of laws,
like the sciences of nature; the only dif-
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: ference lying in the nature of these laws.

As to that general and synthetic science,
which applies itself to all, and to which
no matter comes amiss, which is distin-
guished from other sciences, not by the
character of its object but by the elevated
point of view from which it contemplates
the universe of things, which styles itself
philosophy of Nature, philosophy of Mind,
philosophy of History, according to the
limitation of the object which for the
moment it considers,—of such a science
Reid does not appear to have even sus-
pected the existence.

‘In fine, we ought not to forget that
Reid is a partisan of the Baconian method,

‘which he has extended from the sciences

of nature to the science of mind. Now,
as is well known, Bacon had a proud con-
tempt of Metaphysic, and names it only to
deride it, or to shew that in retaining the
word, he rejects the thing. Accordingly,
in his classification of the sciences, he
reduces Metaphysic to the mere science
of the immutable and universal forms of
nature, that is to say, to a transcendental
physics; while subsequently, in his Novum
Organum, there is no mention of it at all.
Reid, who inherited from Bacon his
method, inherited likewise from him his
contempt of Metaphysic; and, with Reid,
the whole Scottish school.

‘Once more I repeat, the reaction of
the experimental philosophy, so much and
8o long oppressed by speculation, is excus-
able in Reid as in Bacon, because on their
part it was natural and almost necessary ;
but in the present day, when this philoso-
phy has everywhere triumphed over the
obstacles which the spirit of system, the
prejudices and the authority of the past,
bad accumulated in its path,—in the pre-
sent day, when this philosophy in its turn
oppresses Metaphysic, and would, if it
could, exclude it from the domain of
science, it may not be unimportant briefly
to shew, that Metaphysic also has its
titles, and its legitimate place in the cycle
of human knowledge.

¢In the first place, it is a very ancient
science ; under definitions the most di-
verse, it has always appeared as the
science of principles. Until the eighteenth
century, it has never for a moment quit-
ted the philosophic stage, and on that
stage bas never ceased to occupy the most
distinguished part. The reason of this
preeminence was very simple; for to
Metaphysic was confided the task of re-
solving the most extensive, arduous, and
important problems : Metaphysic alone
spoke of God and his attributes, of the
universe considered in its totality and its
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laws, of the human soul and of its destiny;
Metaphysic alone shewed to each faculty
the end in view for its activity, to the im-
agination the ideal of the beautiful, to the
will the ideal of the good, to the intelli-
gence the ideal of the true. Since the
empirism of the last century, dominant
in France and England, has relegated
Metaphysic to the region of chimras,
science rarely agitates those mighty pro-
blems, and if perchance it moots them, it
does s0 with a timidity and weakness
which make us regret chat powerful im-
pulse of the metaphysical genius which
alone is competent to handle and resolve
these formidable questions. Why then
has it been repudiated by science? Is it
only proper to generate magnificent ro-
mances? Is it that Metaphysic is without
a basis?

‘To judge of it by the objections of its
adversaries and by the unreflective en-
thusiasm of its partisans, to judge of it
especially by the strange forms in which
imagination has been pleased to clothe it,
it would seem that Metaphysic is a philo-
sophy mysterious and almost superhuman,
which descends from another world, and
which has nothing in common with the
positive and natural methods of science.
There is nothing more false. Metaphysic,
like the other sciences, has'its roots in the
nature of the mind. If the sciences of
fact repose in observation, if the abstract
sciences are founded upon reasoning, Me-
taphysic has for its basis the conceptions
of reason, as well pure as in combination
with the data of experience. I say the
conceptions of reason, which I distinguish,
and which every observer of the acts of
intelligence may distinguish, from the fan-
tastic or arbitrary creations of imagination.
When on occasion of an existence finite,
contingent, relative, individuul, attested
by experience, I conceive the infinite, the
necessary, the absolute, the universal ;
when rising from the phznomena which
the universe presents to my observation,
I contemplate the great laws of this uni-
verse, those laws which constitute the
harmony of its movements, the order and
the beauty of its plan; when retiring
within the limits of my proper nature, I
connect the phanomena, so various and
80 mutable, in which it is manifested, to
a principle, simple, identical, and immut-
able in essence,—I neither imagine, nor
dream, nor fabricate; I conceive. My
conception is an act of my mind, necessary
and legitimate as the very simplest percep-
tion. No intelligent being has a right
to contest the authority of any faculty
whatever of intelligence, and it is lament-
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able to see the highest and divinest of its
functions treated with contempt.’

6.—Jourrrov.—(Euvres Complétes de
Thomas Reid, Paris, 1836.

Préface, pp. cc. cei.—* S'il est un service
et un service éminent que les Ecossais aient
rendu A la philosophie, c’est assurément
d’avoir établi une fois pour toutes dans les
esprits, et de manitre a ce qu’elle ne puisse
plus en sortir, I'idée qu'il y a une science
d’observation, une science de faits, & la
maniére dont I'entendent les physiciens,
qui a I'esprit humain pour objet et le sens
intime pour instrument, et dont le ré-
sultat doit étre la détermination des lois
de lesprit, comme celui des sciences
physiques doit étre la determination des
lois de la matidre. Les philosophes écos-
sais ont-ils eu les premiers cette idée?
Non, sans doute, si par avoir une idée
on entend simplement en émettre d’au-
tres qui la contiennent; a le prendre
ainsi plusieurs philosophes 'avaient eue
avant eux, et, pour ne citer que les
plus célebres, on la trouve dans Locke et
dans Descartes. Mais si par inventer une
idée on entend non pas seulement en
concevoir le germe, mais la saisir en elle-
méme dans toute sa vérité et son éten-
due, mais en voir la portée et les consé-
quences, mais y croire, mais la pratiquer,
mais la précher, mais la mettre dans une
telle lumiére qu’elle pénétre dans tous les
esprits et qu'elle soit désormais acquise
d’une maniére définitive & l'intelligence
humaine, on peut dire avec vérité que,
'idée dont il s’agit, les Ecossais 'ont eue
les premiers et qu'ils en sont les véritables
inventeurs.’

P. cciv.-cevi— Cest 1 en effet le vrai
titre, le titre éminent des philosophes écos-
sais & 'estime de la postérité et le principal
service qu’ils aient rendu & la philosophie.
C'est un fait qu’avant eux, ni I'idée de
cette science ainsi nettement démélée, ni
I'idée de la méthode vraie & y appliquer,
ni I'exemple d’une application rigoureuse
de cette méthode, n'existaient; c’en est
un autre que depuis eux tout cela existe
et que c'est & eux qu'on le doit. Qu'ils
soient trop restés dans les limites de cette
science, et, faute d'en étre assez sortis,
qu’ils n’en aient pas vu toute la portée, ni
Pensemble des liens qui, en y rattachant
toutes les sciences philosophiques, en
forment le point de départ et la racine de
la moitié des connaissances humaines, cela
est vrai, et nous I'avons montré; que les
vues historiques qui les ont conduits a
I'idée de cette science manquent souvent
d’étendue et de justesse, et que dans la
détermination de la méthode, des limites
et des conditions de la science méme, ils



MEMORANDA FOR PREFACE.

n’aient pas toujours ni bien vu, ni assez
vu, c’est ce qui est encore vrai et ce que
nous avons également montré; mais tou-
jours est-il que I'honneur de I'avoir créée
est & eux, et que, quand I’histoire voudra
marquer ’époque ou la science de I'esprit
humain a véritablement été congue telle
qu’elle doit I'étre, elle sera forcée d’indi-
quer celle od les philosophes écossais ont
écrit.

‘Une seconde idée qui reste gravée
dans 'esprit quand on a lu les philosophes
écossais, et dont on peut dire, comme de
la précédente, qu’ils 'ont mise au monde,
quoique plusieurs philosophes, et Locke
en dernier lieu, I'eussent indiquée, c’est
que la connaissance de I'esprit humain et
de ses lois est la condition de solution de
la plupart des questions dont la philo-
sophie g’occupe, de manidre que pour ré-
soudre ces questions il faut avant tout
acquérir cette connaissance, et qu’elles ne
peuvent étre résolues que par hypothése
tant qu’on ne la posséde pas. Nousavons
montré que cette idée n'était que le germe
d’une idée plus grande que les Ecossais
n’ont saisie qu'a moitié, & savoir que toutes
les sciences philosophiques dépendent de
la psychologie, parce que toutes les ques-
tions qu’elles agitent viennent se résoudre
dans la connaissance des phénomeénes spi-
rituels, et que c’est 1a le caractére com-
mun qui unit toutes ces sciences entre
elles, qui en constitue 'unité, et les dis-
tingue des sciences physiques. Nous
avons ajouté que si les Kcossais s’étaient
élevés jusqu'a cette idée, & la gloire d’a-
voir fondé la science de l'esprit humain
ils auraient ajouté celle d’avoir fixé I'idée
de la philosophie et d’avoir organisé cette
moitié de la connaissance humaine. Mais
si cette conception est restée imparfaite
dans leur esprit, il n’en est pas moins vrai
gu'elle s’y est suffisamment développée
pour imprimer & la philosophie écossaise
une direction originale et qui est selon
nous celle-la méme que la philosophie doit
suivre. Subordonner toute recherche phi-
losophique 3 la psychologie, sur ce fonde-
ment que toute question philosophique a
sa solution dans quelques lois de la nature
spirituelle, comme toute question physique
a la sienne dans quelques lois de la na-
ture physique, voild en réalité ce que les
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Ecossais ont fait, et le principe qui plane
sur toute leur philosophie, qui I'anime,
qui la dirige, et dont on reste pénétré
quand on l’a étudie. La méthode phi-
losophique des Ecossais n’est autre chose
qu'une conséquence de ce principe; et
non-seulement ils ont prouvé la vérité de
ce principe pour un grand nombre de
questions philosophiques et pour les plus
importantes, mais ils I'ont constamment
pratiqué.’

Pp. cevii., ceviii.—* Avant et depuis les
Ecossais aucun autre systéme n’offre cette
construction de lascience; elleleur appar-
tient en propre, et c’est 13 le second service
qu’ils ontrendu & la philosophie. Ils ont
fondé la science de ’esprit humain, c’est le
premier; aprés en avoir fixé I'idée, ils ont
fait de cette science le point de départ dela
philosophie et sont venus chercher dans ses
données la solution scientifique de toute
question, c’est 13 le second.

‘Une troisidme idée qui n’est moins
importante ni moins propre aux Kcossais
que les précédentes, c’est l'assimilation
compléte des recherches philosophiques
et des recherches physiques, fondée sur
ce principe que les unes et les autres ont
également pour objet la connaissance d'une
partie des ceuvres de Dieu, et qu'il n'y
a pas deux manitres de connaitre les
ceuvres de Dieu, mais une seule, qui s’ap-
plique a la solution des questions philo-
sophiques comme & celle des questions
physiques.’

P. ccxiii—¢En prouvant cette simili-
tude, ils dissipent la superstitieuse ob-
scurité qui entoure les recherches philoso-
phiques; ils les ramenent aux simples con-
ditions, & la simple nature, 3 la simple
méthode de toutes les recherches scientifi-
ques; ils montrent I'erreur constante des
philosophes qui ont méconnu cette vérité;
ils expliquent par cette erreur la destinée
mlaheureuse de cesrecherches; ilsrassurent
ainsi les esprits que cette destinée éloig-
nait de s’en occuper, et les rappellent & la
philosophie en la mettant dans une voie
nouvelle et cependant éprouvée, dans la
grande voie qu’indiquent les lois de l'en-
tendement, qu’ont suivie toutes les sci-
ences, et par laquelle I'esprit humain est
arrivé & toutes les vérités qui font sa puis-
sance et sa gloire.”
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SECTION I

FROM DR REID'S BIRTH TILL THE DATE OF
HIS LATEST PUBLICATION.

THe life of which I am now to present to
the Royal Society a short account, although
it fixes an era in the history of modern
philosophy, was uncommonly barren of
those incidents which furnish materials for
biography—strenuously. devoted to truth,
to virtue, and to the best interests of man-
kind, but spent in the obscurity of a learned
retirement, remote from the pursuits of
ambition, and with little solicitude about
literary fame. After the agitation, however,
of the political convulsions which Europe
has witnessed for a course of years, the
simple record of such a life may derive an
interest even from its uniformity ; and,
when contrasted with the events of the
passing scene, may lead the thoughts to
some views of human nature on which it is
not ungrateful to repose.

Thomas Reid, D.D., late Professor of
Moral Philosophy-irrthe University of Glas-
, was born, on the 26th of April 1710,
at Strachan, in Kincardineshire, a country
parish, situated about twenty miles from
Aberdeen, on the north side of the Gram-
pian mountains.

His father, the Rev. Lewis Reid, was
minister of this parish for fifty years. He
was a clergyman, according te his son’s
account of him, respected by all who knew
him, for his piety, prudence, and benevo-
lence ; inheriting from his ancestors (most
of whom, from the time of the Protestant
establishment, had been ministers of the
Church of Scotland) that purity and sim-

plicity of manners which became his station ; !

and a love of letters, which, without attraet-
ing the notice of the world, amused his
leisure and dignified his retirement.

For some generations before his time, a
propensity to literature, and to the learned
professions—a propensity which, when it
has once become characteristical of a race,
is peculiarly apt to be propagated by the
influence of early associations and habits—
may be traced in several individuals among
his kindred. One of his ancestors, James
Reid, was the first minister of Banchory-
Ternan after the Reformation, and trans-
mitted to four sons a predilection for those
studious habits which formed his own hap-
piness. He was himself a younger son of
Mr Reid of Pitfoddels, a gentleman of a very
ancient and respectable family in the county
of Aberdeen.

James Reid was succeeded as minister of
Banchory by his son Robert. Another
son, Thomas, rose to considerable distinc-
tion, both as a philosopher and a poet ; and

| seems to have wanted neither ability nor

inclination to turn his attainments to the
best advantage.  After travelling over
Europe, and maintaining, as was the cus-
tom of his age, public disputations in seve-
ral universities, he collected into a volume
the theses and dissertations which had been
the subjects of his literary contests ; and
also published some Latin poems, which
may be found in the collection entitled,
“ Delitie@ Poétarum Scotorum.” On his
return to his native country, he fixed his
residence in London, where he was ap-
pointed secretary in the Greek and Latin
tongues to King James I. of Eng'and,®
and lived in habits of intimacy with some

* Whose English werks he, ﬂnngwilh the learned
Patrick Young, transiated into Latin,—H,

B2
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of the most distinguished characters of that
period. Little more, I believe, is known
of Thomas Reid’s history, excepting that
he bequeathed to the Marischal College of
Aberdeen a curious collection of books and
manuscripts, with a fund for establishing a
salary to a librarian.

Alexander Reid, the third son, was physi-
cian to King Charles 1., and published
several books on surgery and medicine.
The fortune he acquired in the course of
his practice was considerable, and enabled
him (beside many legacies to his relations
and friends) to leave various lasting and
honourable memorials, both of his benevo-
lence and of his attachment to letters.

A fourth son, whose name was Adam,
translated into English Buchanan’s His-
tory of Scotland. Of this translation,
which was never published, there is a
manuscript copy in the possession of the
University of Glasgow.

A grandson of Robert, the eldest of these
sons, was the third minister of Banchory
after the Reformation, and was great-
grandfather of Thomas Reid, the subject of
this memoir.*

The particulars hitherto mentioned, are
stated on the authority of some short
memorandums written by Dr Reid a few
weeks before his death. In consequence
of a suggestion of his friend, Dr Gregory,
he had resolved to amuse himself with col-
lecting such facts as his papers or memory
could supply, with respect to his life, and
the progress of his studies ; but, unfortun-
ately, before he had fairly entered on the
subject, his design was interrupted by hie
last illness. If he had lived to complete
it, I might have entertained hopes of pre-
senting to the public some details with
respect to the history of his opinions and
speculations on those important subjects to
which he dedicated his talents—the most
interesting of all articles in the biography
of a philosopher, and of which it is to be
lameuted that so few authentic records are
to be found in the annals of letters. All
the information, however, which I have
derived from these notes, is exhausted in
the foregoing pages; and I must content
myself, 12 the continuation of my narrative,
with those indirect aids which tradition,
and the recollection of a few old acquaint-
ange, afford ; added to what I myself have
learned from Dr Reid’s conversation, or col-
lected from a careful perusal of his writings,

His mother, Margaret Gregory, was a
daughter of David Gregory, Esq. of Kin-
nairdie, in Banffshire, elder brother of
James Gregory, the inventor of the reflect-
ing telescope, and the antagonist of Huy-
ghens. She was oneof twenty-ninechildren;

-the most remarkable of whom was David

Gregory, Savilian Professor of Astronomy
at Oxford, and an intimate friend of Sir
Isaac Newton. Two of heryoungerbrothers
were at the same time Professors of Mathe-
matics—the one at St Andrew’s, the other
at Edinburgh—and were the first persons
who ‘taught the Newtonian philosophy in
our northern universities. The hereditary
worth and genius which have so long dis-
tinguished, and which still distinguish, the
descendants of this memorable family, are
well known to all who have turned their
attention to Scottish biography ; but it is
not known so generally, that, through the
female line, the same characteristical endow-
ments have been conspicuous in various
instances ; and that to the other monuments
which illustrate the race of the Gregories,
is to be added the Philosophy of Reid.

With respect to the earlier part of Dr
Reid’s life, all that I have been able to
learn amounts to this :—That, after two
years spent at the parish school of Kincar-
dine, he was sent to Aberdeen, where he
had the advantage of prosecuting his class-
ical studies under an able and diligent
teacher ; that, about the age of twelve or
thirteen, he was entered as a student in
Marischal College ; and that his master in
philosophy for three years was Dr George
Turnbull, who afterwards attracted some
degree of notice as an author ; particularly
by a book entitled, ¢ Principles of Moral
Philosophy ;** and by a voluminous treatise
(long ago forgotten) on ‘“ Ancient Paint-
ing.”’* The sessions of the College were,
at that time, very short, and the educa-
tion (according to Dr Reid’s own account)
slight and superficial.

1t does not appear, from the information
which I have received, that he gave any
early indications of future eminence. His
industry, however, and modesty, were con-
spicuous from his childhood ; and it was
foretold of him, by the parish schoolmaster,
who initiated him in the first principles o.
learning, “ That he would turn out to be
a man of good and well-wearing parts;” a
prediction which touched, not unhappily,
on that capacity of ‘¢ patient thought”
which so peculiarly characterised his philo-
sophical genius.

His residence at the University was pro-
longed beyond the usual term, in conse-
quence of his appointment to the office o«
librarian, which had been endowed by one
of his ancestors about a century before,
The situation was acceptable to him, as it
afforded an opportunity of indulging his
passion for study, and united the charms
of a learned society with the quiet of an
academical retreat. ’

* Note A.

* Note B.
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During this period, he formed an intimacy
with John Stewart, afterwards Professor of
Mathematics in Marischal College, and
author of “ A Commentary on Newton’s
Quadrature of Curves.” His predilection
for mathematical pursuits was confirmed
and strengthened by this connection. I have
often heard him mention it with much
pleasure, while he recollected the ardour
with which they both prosecuted these fas-
cinating studies, and the lights which they
imparted mutually to each other, in their
first perusal of the ‘ Principia,” at a time
when a knowledge of the Newtonian dis-
coveries was only to be acquired in the
writings of their illustrious author.

In 1736, Dr Reid resigned his office of
librarian, and accompanied Mr Stewart on
an excursion to England. They visited
together London, Oxford, and Cambridge,
and were introduced to the acquaintance of
many persons of the first literary eminence.
His relation to Dr David Gregory procured
him a ready access to Martin Folkes, whose
house concentrated the most interesting
objects which the metropolis had to offer to
his curiosity. At Cambridge he saw Dr
Bentley, who delighted him with his learn-
ing, and amused him with his vanity ; and
enjoyed repeatedly the conversation of the
blind mathematician, Saunderson—a pheno-
menon in the history of the human mind to
which he has referred more than once in
his philosophical speculations.

With the learned and amiable man who
was his companion in this journey, he main-
tained an uninterrupted friendship till 1766,
when Mr Stewart died of a malignant fever.
His death was accompanied with circum-
stances deeply afflicting to Dr Reid's sensi-
bility ; the same disorder proving fatal to
Lis wife and daughter, both of whom were
buried with him in one grave.

In 1737, Dr Reid was presented, by the
King's ge of Aberdeen, to the living of
New-Machar, in the same county ; but the
circumstances in which he entered on his
preferment were far from auspicious. The
intemperate zeal of one of his predecessors,
and an aversion to the law of patronage, had
g0 inflamed the minds of his parishioners
against him, that, in the first discharge of
his clerical functions, he had not only to en-
counter the most violent opposition, but was
exposed to personal danger. His unwearied
attention, however, to the duties of his
office, the mildness and forbearance of his
temper, and the active spirit of his humanity,
soon overcame all these prejudices; and,
not many years afterwards, when he was
called to a different situation, the same per-
sons who had suffered themselves to be so
far misled as to take a share in the outrages
against him, followed him, on his departure,
with their blessings and tears.

Dr Reid’s popularity at New-Machar (as
I am informed by the respectable clergy-
man® who now holds that living) increased
greatly after his marriage, in 1740, with
Elizabeth, daughter of his uncle, Dr George
Reid, physician in London. The accom-
modating manners of this excellent woman,
and her good offices among the sick and
necessitous, are still remembered with gra-
titude, and so endeared the family to the
neighbourhood, that its removal was re-
garded as a general misfortune. The simple
and affecting language in which some old
men expressed themselves on this subject,
in conversing with the present minister,
deserves to be recorded :—“ We fought
against Dr Reid when he came, and would
have fought for him when he went away."

In some notes relative to the earlier part
of his history, which have been kindly com-
municated to me by the Rev. Mr Davidson,
minister of Rayne, it is mentioned, as a
proof of his uncomimon modesty and diffi-
dence, that, long after he became minister of
New-Machar, he was accustomed, from a
distrust in his own powers, to preach the
sermons of Dr Tillotson and of Dr Evans.
I have heard, also, through other channels,
that he had neglected the practice of com-
position to a more than ordinary degree in
the earlier part of his studies. The fact is
curious, when contrasted with that ease,
perspicuity, and purity of style, which he
afterwards attained. From some informa-
tion, however, which has been lately trans-
mitted to me by one of his nearest relations,
I have reason to believe that the number
of original discourses which he wrote while
a country clergyman, was not inconsider-
able.

The satisfaction of his own mind was
probably, at this period, a more powerful
incentive to his philosophical researches,
than the hope of being able to instruct the
world as an author. But, whatever his views
were, one thing is certain, that, during his ;
residence at New-Machar, the greater part)
of his time was spent in the most intense’
study ; more particularly in a careful exami<’
nation of the laws of external perception,
and of the other principles which form the
groundwork of human knowledge. His
chief relaxations were gardening and botany,
to both of which pursuits he retained his
attachment even in old age.

A paper which he published in the Phi-
losophical Transactions of the Royal Society
of London, for the year 1748, affords some
light with respegt to the progress of his
speculations about this period. It is en-
titled, “ An Essay on Quantity, occasioned
by reading a Treatise in which Simple and
Compound Ratios are applied to Virtue and

« The Rev. Williom Stronach.
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Merit ;* and shews plainly, by its contents,
that, although he had not yet entirely re-
linquished the favourite researches of his
youth, he was beginning to direct his thoughts
to other objects.

The treatise alluded to in the title of this
paper, was manifestly the ¢ Inquiry into
the Origin of our Ideas of Beauty and Vir-
tue ;" by Dr Hutcheson of Glasgow. Ac-
cording to this very ingenious writer, the
moment of public good produced by an indi-
vidual, depending partly on his berevolence,
and partly on his abifi‘y, the relation between
these different moral ideas may be expressed
in the technical form of algebraists, by say-
ing that the first is in the compound pro-
portion of the two others. Hence, Dr
Hutcheson infers, that ¢ the benevolznce of
an agent (which in this system is synony-
mous with his mo al merit) is proportional
to a fraction, having the moment of good
for the numerator, and the ability of the
agent for the denominator.” Various other
examples of a similar nature occur in the
same work; and are stated with a gravity
not altogether worthy of the author. It is
probable that they were intended merely as
télustrations of his general reasonings, not as
media of investigation for the discovery of
new conclusions ; but they appeared to Dr
Reid to be an innovation which it was of
importance to resist, on account of the ten-
dency it might have (by confounding the
evidence of different branches of science) to
retard the progress of knowledge. The very
high reputation which Dr Hutcheson then
possessed in the universities of Scotland,
added to the recent attempts of Pitcairn and
Cheyne to apply mathematical reasoring to
medicine, would bestow, it is likely, an in-
terest on Dr Reid's Essay at the time of
its publication, whieh it ean searcely be
expected to possess at present. Many of
the observations, however, whichit containe,
are acute and original ; and all of them are
expressed with that clearness and precision
80 conspicuous in his subsequent composi-
tions. The circumstance which renders a
subject susceptible of mathematical consider-
ation, is accurately stated ; and the proper
province of that science defined in such a
manner as sufficiently to expose the absur-
dity of those abuses of its teehnical phrase-
ology which were at that time prevalent,
From some passages in it, there is, I think,
ground for concluding that the author’s
reading had not been very extensive pre-
vious to this period. The enumeration, in
particular, which he has given of the differ-
ent kinds of proper quantity, affords a proof
that he was not aequainted with the re-
fined yet sound disquisitions concerning the
nature of number and of proportion, which
had appeared, almost a century before, in
the “ Mathematical Lectures” of Dr Bar-

row ; nor with the remarks on the same
subject introduced by Dr Clarke in one of
his controversial letters addressed to
Leibnitz,

In the same paper, Dr Reid takes occa-
sion to offer some reflections on the dispute
between the Newtonians and Leibnitzians,
concerning the measure of forces. The
fundamental idea on which these reflections
proceed, is just and important ; and it
leads to the correction of an error com-
mitted very generally by the partisans of
both opinions —that of mistaking a question
concerning the comparative advantages of
two definitions for a difference of statement
with respect to a physical fact. It must, I
think, be acknowledged, at the same time,

that the whole merits of the controversy .

are not here exhausted ; and that the hon-
our of placing this very subtle and abstruse
question in a point of view calculated to
reconcile completely the contending parties,
was reserved for M. D’Alembert. To have
fallen short of the success which attended
the inquiries of that eminent man, on a
subject so congenial to his favourite habits
of study, will not reflect any discredit on the
powers of Dr Reid’s mind, in the judgment
of those who are at all acquainted with the
history of this celebrated discussion.

In 1752, the professors of King’s Col-
lege elected Dr Reid Professor of Philoso-
phy, in testimony of the high opinion they
had formed of his learning and abilities.
Of the particular plan which he followed
in his academical lectures, while he held
this office, I have not been able to obtain
any satisfactory account; but the depart-
ment of science which was assigned to him
by the general system of education in that
university, was abundantly extensive ; com-
prehending Mathematics and Physics as
well as Logic and Ethics. A similar system
was pursued formerly in the other univer-
sities of Scotland ; the same professor then
conducting his pupil through all those
branches of knowledge which are now ap-
propriated to different teachers. And where
he happened fortunately to possess those
various accomplishments which distin-
guished Dr Reid in so remarkable a degree,
it cannot be doubted that the unity and
comprehensiveness of method of which such
academical courses admitted, must neces-
Barily have possessed important advantages
over that more minute subdivision of liter-
ary labour which has since been introduced.
But, as public establishments ought to adapt
themselves to what is ordinary, rather than
to"what is possible, it is not surprising that
experience should have gradually suggested
an arrangement more suitable to the narrow
limits which commonly circumscribe human
genius. }

Soon after Dr Reid’s removal to Aber-
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deen, he projected (in conjunction with his
friend Dr John Gregory) a literary society,
which subsisted for many years, and which
seems to have had the happiest effects in
awakening and directing that spirit of philo-
sophical research which has since reflected
so much lustre on the north of Scotland.
The meetings of this society were held
weekly ; and afforded the members (beside
the advantages to be derived from a mutual
communication of their sentiments on the
common objects of their pursuit) an oppor-
tunity of subjecting their intended publica-
tions to the test of friendly criticism. The
number of valuable works which issued,
nearly about the same time, from individuals
connected with this institution—more par-
ticularly the writings of Reid, Gregory,
Campbell, Beattie, and Gerard—furnish the
best panegyric on the enlightened views of
those under whose direction it was originally
formed.

Among these works, the most original
and profound was unquestionably the “ In-
quiry into the Human Mind,” published by
Dr Reid in The plan appears to have
been conceived, and the subject deeply medi-
tated, by the author long before ; but it is
doubtful whether his modesty would have
ever permitted him to present to the world
the fruits of his solitary studies, without the
encouragement which he received from the
general acquiescence of his associates in the
most important conclusions to which he had
been led.

From a passage in the dedication, it would
seem that the speculations which termi-
nated in these conclusions, had commenced
as early as the year 1739 ; at which period
the publication of Mr Hume’s  Treatise of
Human Nature,” induced him, for the first
time, (as he himself informs us,) “to call
in question the principles commonly received
with regard to the human understanding.”
In his ‘Essays on the Intellectual Powers,”
he acknowledges that, in his youth, he had,
without examination, admitted the esta-
blished opinions on which Mr Hume's sys-
tem of scepticism was raised ; and that it
was the consequences which these opinions
seemed to involve, which roused his suspi-
cions concerning their truth. “If I may
presume,” says he, “to speak my own sen-
timents, I once believed the doctrine of Ideas
so firmly as to embrace the whole of Berke-
ley’s system along with it ; till, finding other
consequences to follow from it, which gave
me more uneasiness than the want of a ma-
terial world, it came into my mind, more
than forty years ago, to put the question,
What evidence have I for this doctrine, that
all the objects of my knowledge are ideas in
my own mind ? From that time to the pre-
sent, I have been candidly and impartiy,all

88 I think, seeking for the evidence of this-

principle ; but can find none, excepting the
authority of philosophers.”

In following the train of Dr Reid's re-
searches, this last extract merits attention,
as it contains an explicit avowal, on his
own part, that, at one period of his life, he
had been led, by Berkeley’s reasonings, to
abandon the belief of the existence of matter.
The avowal does honour to his candour,
and the fact reflects no discredit on his saga-
city. The truth is, that this article of the
Berkleian system, however contrary to the
conclusions of a sounder philosophy, was
the error of no common mind. Considered
in contrast with that theory of materialism
which the excellent author was anxious to
supplant, it possessed important advantages,
not only in its tendency, but in its scientific
consistency ; and it afforded a proof, wher-
ever it met with a favourable reception, of
an understanding superior to those casual
associations which, in the apprehensions of
most men, blend indissolubly the pheno-
mena of thought with the objects of external
perception. It is recorded as a saying of
M. Turgot, (whose philosophical opinions in
some important points approached v
nearly to those of Dr Reid,®) that “ he
who had never doubted of the existence of
matter, might be assured he had no turn for
metaphysical disquisitions.”

As the refutation of Mr Hume's sceptical
theory was the great and professed object of
Dr Reid’s “ Inquiry,” he was anxious, before
taking the field as a controversial writer, to
guard against the danger of misapprehend-
ing or misrepresenting the meaning of his
adversary, by submitting his reasonings to
Mr Hume’s private examination. With
this view, he availed himself of the
offices of Dr Blair, with whom both he and
Mr Hume had long lived in habits of friend-
ship. The communications which- he at
first transmitted, consisted only of detached
parts of the work; and appear evidently,
from a correspondence which I have per-
used, to have conveyed a very imperfect
idea of his general system. In one of Mr
Hume's letters to Dr Blair, he betrays some
want of his usual good humour, in looking
forward to his new antagonist. I wish,”

says he, “that the parsons would confine -
themselves to their old occupation of worry-

ing one another, and leave philosophers to
argue with temper, moderation, and good
manners.” After Mr Hume, however, had
read the manuscript, he addressed himself
directly to the Author, in terms so candid
and liberal, that it would be unjust to his
memory to withhold from the public so
pleasing a memorial of his character :—

“ By Dr Blair's means I bave been

* See, in particular, the article ¢ Existence” in
the ¢ Encyclopeaie.”
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favoured with the perusal of your perform-
ance, which I have read with great pleasure
and attention. It is certainly very rare

— that a piece so deeply philosophieal is wrote

with so much spirit, and affords so much
entertainment to the reader ; though I must
still regret the disadvantages under which I
read it, as I never had the whole perform-
ance at once before me, and could not be
able fully to compare one part with another.
To this reason, chiefly, I ascribe some
obscurities, which, in spite of your short
analysis or abstract, still seem to hang over
your system ; for I must do you the jus-
tice to own that, when I enter into your
ideas, no man appears to express himself
with greater perspicuity than you do—a
talent which, above all others, is requisite
in that species of literature which you have
cultivated. There are some objections
which I would willingly propose to the chap-
ter, ¢ Of Sight,” did I not suspect that they
proceed from my not sufficiently under-
standing it ; and I am the more confirmed
in this suspicion, as Dr Blair tells me that
the i‘ormer objections I made had been
derived chiefly from that cause. I shall,
therefore, forbear till the whole can be
before me, and shall not at present propose
any farther difficulties to your reasonings.
I shall only say that, if you have been able
to cléar up these abstruse and important
subjects, instead of being mortified, I shall
be so vain as to pretend to a share of the
praise ; and shall think that my errors, by
having at least some coherence, had led you
to make a more strict review of my prin-
ciples, which were the common ones, and to
perceive their futility.

“ As I was desirous to be of some use to
you, I kept a watchful eye all along over
your style ; but it is really so eorrect, and

" 80 good English, that I found not anything
worth the remarking. There is only one
passage in this chapter, where you make
use of the phrase hinder to do, instead of
hinder from doing, which is the English
one 3 but I could not find the passage when
I sought for it. You may judge how un-
exceptionable the whole appeared to me,
when I could remark so small a blemish.
4 beg my compliments to my friendly adver-
saries, Dr Campbell and Dr Gerard ; and
also to Dr Gregory, whom I suspect to be
of the same disposition, though he has not
openly declared himself such.”™

Of the particular doctrines contained in
Dr Reid's “Inquiry,” I do not think it

here to attempt any abstract ;
nor, indeed, do his speculations (conducted,
as they were, in strict conformity to the
rules of inductive philosophizing) afford a
subject for the same species of rapid out-
line which is so useful in facilitating the
siudy of a merely hypothetical theury.
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Their great object was to record and to
classify the phenomena which the operations
of the human mind present to those who
reflect carefully on the subjects of their
consciousness ; and of such a history, it is
manifest that no abridgement could be
offered with advantage. Some reflections
on the peculiar plan adopted by the author,
and on the general scope of his researches
in this department of science, will after-
wards find a more convenient place, when I
shall have finished my account of his subse-
quent publications. :

The idea of prosecuting the study of th:
human mind, on a plan analagous to that
which had been so successfully adopted in
physics by the followers of Lord Bacon, if
not first conceived by Dr Reid, was, at least,
first carried successfully into execution in
his writings. An attempt had, long before,
been announced by Mr Hume, in the title-
page of his ¢ Treatise of Human Nature,"
to introduce the experimental method of
reasoning into moral subjects ; and some
admirable remarks are made in the intro-
duction to that work, on the errors into
which his predecessors had been betrayed
by the spirit of hypothesis ; and yet it is
now very generally admitted, that the whole
of his own system rests on a principle for
which there is no evidence but 