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Introduction

The writings on politics and society by James Mill (1773-1836) have been somewhat neglected by historians and political theorists. A collection of
his writings on "economics" was published by Donald Winch in 1966 and it included a couple of articles and extracts from his books:

An Essay of the Impolicy of a Bounty On the Exportation of Grain
Commerce Defended

"Smith On Money and Exchange" (Ed. Rev. 1808)

Elements of Political Economy,

"Whether Political Economy Is Useful" (London Review, 1836)
History of India

Another anthology was published in 1992 by Cambridge University Press in their "Cambridge Texts in the History of Political Thought" series. This is
a remarkably dull selection as it leaves out much of Mill's writing on social theory, the class structure of British society, religious institutions, free
trade,the strategy for achieving social and political change, charities and self-help, and the nature of public opinion. The selection is mainly his
articles from the Encyclopaedia Britannica which were republished separately during the 1820s and ignores his long-forgotten articles on class and
self help organizations for the poor. The full list is as follows:

e Encyclopaedia Britannica:
o Government
Jurisprudence
Liberty of the press
Edcuation
Prisons and Prison Discipline
The Ballot
e Appendix: Macaulay vs. Mill
o T.B. Macaulay, Mill on Government
o James Mill [Reply to Macaulay] From a Fragment on Mackintosh (1835).

[e]
[e]
[e]
o

[e]

See: James Mill: Political Writings, ed. Terence Ball (Cambridge University Press, 1992).



Since James Mill was a "political economist" the distinction between his writings on "politics" and "economics" is a mute one in any case as Winch
implies by including in his anthology of economic writings material on the Hindus in India. This anthology of his writings on "politcs" and "society"
tries to fill the gap by focusing less on his technical work on economic theory and policy and more on his essays and reviews written over a 20 year
period on various aspects of British politics and society. There is a special emphasis on his social theory of class and exploitation which seemed to
become more important to him during the struggle to reform the British system of government in the years leading up to the First Reform Act of
1832.

This anthology focuses on the period between the end of the war against Napoleon and Mill's death at the age of 63 on 23 June, 1836. His writings
can usefully be divided into two periods. The first covers the period between 1802 and 1815/1817 when he wrote for the following publications [see
the main bibliography for an incomplete list of the pieces he wrote]:

Anti-Jacobin Review and Magazine [1802]

The Literary Journal or Universal Review of Literature Domestic and Foreign [1803-1806]
The Eclectic Review [1807-14]

Annual Review and History of Literature for 1808 [1809]

The Edinburgh Review [1807-1814]

The Monthly Review [1810-1815]

The Philanthropist [1811-1817]

e 6 o o o o o

The second period, the topic of this anthology, covers his more mature writings for the following publications:

e The British Review, and London Critical Journal [1815]

e Supplement to the 4th, 5th and 6th editions of the Encyclopaedia Britannica [1815-1824]
e Parliamentary History and Review [1826]

e The Westminster Review [1824-1836]

e The London Review [1835-36]

e The London and Westminster Review [1836]

Bibliography

See the List of his works at the OLL: <http://oll.libertyfund.org/person/73>.

See the works at this site.

For more information about James Mill see the 19th century biography by Alexander Bain and the "Biographical Sketch" by Donald Winch in the
Selected Economic Writings (1966) <http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/100/30337>.

e Alexander Bain, James Mill. A Biography (London: Longmans, Green, and Co., 1882). [PDF 9.7 MB]

The bibliography in James Mill, Selected Economic Writings, ed. Donald Winch (Edinburgh: Oliver Boyd for the Scottish Economic Society, 1966).
BIBLIOGRAPHY <http:/ /oll.libertyfund.org/title/100/30518>.

THE POLITICAL WRITINGS OF JAMES MILL: ESSAYS AND
REVIEWS ON POLITICS AND SOCIETY, 1815-1836

Table of Contents
1. The British Review [1815]
The British Review, and London Critical Journal. Vol. VI. (London: Baldwin, Cradock, and Joy, 1815).

e "Dugald Stewart's “Elements of the Philosophy of Mind”," Aug. 1815, vol. VI. pp. 170-200. [PDF 5.4 MB].

2. Supplement to the 4th, 5th and 6th editions of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, Edinburgh, 1824, 6 volumes. [1815-1824]

Supplement to the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Editions of the Encyclopaedia Britannica. With Preliminary Dissertations on the History of the Science.
Illustrated by Engravings. (Edinburgh, Archibald Constable and Company, 1824). See the table of contents at the end of volume 6 [PDF 296 KB]. I
have compiled Mill's articles into one PDF file here [PDF 21 MB]. The following articles were written by Mill:

Banks for Saving, vol. 2, pp. 91-101
Beggar, vol. 2, pp. 231-48

Benefit Societies, vol. 2, pp. 263-69
Caste, vol. 2, pp. 674-54
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3. Parliamentary History and Review, London, 1826

Parliamentary History and Review, containing Reports of the Proceedings of the Two Houses of Parliament during the Session of 1826: - 7 Geo. IV.
With Critical Remarks on the Principal Measures of the Session. (London: Longman, Rees, Orme, Brown, and Green, 1826). [James Mill], "Summary
Review of the Conduct and Measures of the Seventh Imperial Parliament" pp. 772-802.

e [PDF 2.3 MB]

4. The Westminster Review [1824-1836]
The Westminster Review. (London: Baldwin, Cradock, and Joy, 1824-1836).

"Periodical Literature 1 (Edinburgh Review and Quarterly Review)," Jan. 1824, vol. I, no. I, pp. 206-68. [PDF 2.6 MB].
"Periodical Literature 2 (Quarterly Review and Edinburgh Review)," Oct. 1824, vol. II,no. 1V, pp. 463-553. [PDF 4.8 MB].
"Robert Southey's Book of the Church," Jan. 1825, vol. III, no. V, pp. 167-213. [PDF 2.6 MB].

"Ecclesiastical Establishments," Apr. 1826, vol. V, no. X, pp. 504-48. [PDF 2.2 MB].

"Formation of Opinions," Jul. 1826, vol. VI, no. XI, pp. 1-23. [PDF 1.1 MB].

"State of the Nation," Oct. 1826, vol. VI, no. XII, pp. 249-78. [PDF 1.3 MB].

"The Ballot," Jul. 1830, vol. XIII, no. XXV, pp. 1-37. [PDF 1.7 MB].
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5. The London Review [1835-36]
The London Review (London: Simpkin, Marshall, & Company, 1835). 2 vols. James Mill signed the articles "P.Q."
Volume 1: April-July 1835 [PDF 23 MB]

e "State of the Nation," Apr. 1835, vol. I, no. 1, pp. 1-24 [PDF 1.3 MB]
e "The Ballot—A Dialogue," Apr. 1835, vol. I, no. 1, pp. 201-53 [PDF 2.5 MB]
e "The Church and its Reform," Jul. 1835, vol. I, no. 2, pp. 257-95 [PDF 1.6 MB]

Volume 2: July-January, 1835-6 [not yet available on Google Books]

e "Law Reform," Oct. 1835, vol. II, pp. 1-51

"Aristocracy," Jan. 1836, vol. II, pp. 283-306. This was reprinted in a collection of pamphlets edited by John Arthur Roebuck, Pamphlets of
the People, vol. 1 (London: Charles Ely, 1835). [PDF 1.2 MB].

"Whether Political Economy is Useful?," Jan. 1836, vol. II, pp. 553-72. [This is available online in the Winch anthology
<http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/100/30490>.]

L]

James Mill died on 23 June, 1836. That year the London Review merged with its rival the Westminster Review to become the London and
Westminster Review. His last essay "Theory and Practice (signed with his usual "P.Q.") appeared in the first issue of the merged journal in the issue
of Apr. 1836, vol. XXV, pp. 223-34. [PDF 563 KB].






1. The British Review [1815]

The British Review, and London Critical Journal. Vol. VI. (London: Baldwin,
Cradock, and Joy, 1815).

e "Dugald Stewart's “Elements of the Philosophy of Mind”," Aug. 1815, vol. VI.
pp. 170-200. [PDF 5.4 MB].
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" Dr. Reid’s list of what he calls *simple, original, snd theres
fare inexplicable” cases of belief; in- other words, befief alto<
gether independent both of remson and of experience, fitst en<
the castigating hand of Dr: Priestley. He exhibits them
g: ‘a table, which certsinly swells to a formidable size; but from
which a considerable deduction nﬁght be made, by throwing out
tases' which he has inserted as distinct, though included under
other titles. Among the thirigs which we believe by an imstinctive
impulse, independently both of reason and experience, one is,
that every sensation of which we are conscious is caused by &
material object; another. is, that every thing of which we are
tonscious, call it feeling, call it act, or call it idea, inlieres in a
mind; another is, that each of us is the same person that be was
yesterday, or any other day since his birth; a fourth is, that
similar effects will always flow from similar causes; a fith is, that
every body will speak truth; to which amother instinctive pro-
&o:styhi: added by Dr: Reid, and that is, ¥ propensity to spest
truth. ' Lot
Upon this mode of philosophising, the following strictures
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‘him R \ .

* No, says Dr. Reid, it is not upon the ground of nry ipse-dixid
slone that I say you t to ‘believe; but upon the:

of my ipse dizit, slong with the general opinion of manking!
But Dr. Priestly found mo difficulty in replying,’ that if the ips.
dizit. of Dr. Reid be a very insufficient ground for the establish
et of any fundamental article of belief, the ordinary opinion
of iwd ‘IS, - if possible, still less:a criterion of truth. tely:
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178 Stewart’s Philosophy of the Hyman Misd.

inferred. ¢ Mr. Locke, aud other advocates 101 1Gens,
shat tbeywerethe immediate obiects of our th ts, éhe -
of which we are properly ious, or that we know
the first instance. From tl we think we can iafer e
real existence of other things, ﬁ'omwhwhthoseldeusredenved.”‘
If the soulbemmatem.l, Dr. Priestley affirms, we have in
mat case the reason to conclude that a material warld
has no existence. Dr. Reid had said, I take it for granted
upon the testimony ofeommon sense, that my mind is a sub-
stance, that is, a permanent subject of thougbt, and my reason
convinces me, that it is an unextended and invisible substance :
nndhlhenee I infer tht.]t thar:nchnrmtbemnany
semhles ™ Upont Priestley afirmus,
sppearance of truth imfer, that the °
oy any thing that has cxtension ; for how.
uct ypon another but means of wme
Though, therefore, the 13
create an external world, it ennbe Do
wnsations or ideas. It must be he
minds with the notices ofextemnlthms:, WANORE
trumentality of their awn; so that the external quusa &
" in the creation. If therefore, the authox of alt
meawmbaqg, and have made nothing in vain, we may
that this external world, whnhhnhuntlmmbmaf
so much controversy, can have no existence.” $
The fol’ remarkable an instance or ume
elenchi, a of weak affoi br
" had sad, that when we have a cenain senssaon, as for ex
when we hear.a certain sound, we conclude. nqmsdnm:z
reasoning, that there is some paticular obj whi
it is produced, asfor example, that a coach .
are no premises,” he adds, “bywhchthmooncluamn.ns
by any rules of logic. Itxsthee&etofa prmclpleofonl
nawreth;.‘;oumn et:“:ln with. the brn Dléthl;rie;tb
“ In very m operation ot process, k 1 see
part of a efgplete argument ; * andgrendutfwlx andrE
ness in mthepramseswtlhconclmwn,vhmhug":
the very perfection of intellect in the case: The process
properly unfolded, u?follou The: sound I now kear is, in.
All respects, such- as I have ﬁ)rmetlyheard which. appeared: ta
beoccwoned byaeoach by; ergo, this is also oc¢asioned
by a coach. Into this sy 1tap to me that the mental
nrocess that Dr. Reid men irly be.resolved.” . D

. Priut}e‘s ennina(lon of Reld, &c p- 9‘(. Ed ’.
tMpJ&



Stewart’s Ph{lbsophy .qf the Human Min. 179

Piestley is madvertent enough to forget that the question is not -
whether & man can know the second time, after he has known
the first, thdt it is ah outward object which uces the sensd«
tion within kiim: but how he can kpow this from the beginning ?
Dr. Priestley’s syllogisth resolves itself into an argument from the
past to the ptl;cseh,t, which i no rbspect whatever touches the
int in dispute, : . v
p"B t though D, Priestley is thus unsuccessful in his sttempe to
eéteéct a barrier to thie scepticism of Berkeley and Hume; his
attacks bear dangerously :})od thiat which was provided for us by
the zeal and ingennity of Dr. Reid. We have already con-. °
templated fhé reasoning by which he shews, that the first ar
mbft of tHét‘philoeapﬁer, _agninst Bishop Berkeley, namely,:
thit we beliéve in the existence of matter, by “ a principle of our -
nature comfpn to us with the brutes,” resolves itsel}) intg the'
ipse ditit of its author. He ako shuws, that all his othér ars
guments resdfve themselves info'misrepresentation. TFhey all re-;
sofve themsclves into atteinpts to turn the doctrine of Berkeley-
by sidicafe, by ascribing to it the absardities which would flow
fidin 4 resolution not to believe i the testimony of our semses.
That these absurdities do not, in the least degrec restlt from the
distrine of B‘gfkefg; is most certaim. "That they ate ostetitatioudly’
i to it by Dr, Reid is no less certain. ~ And we are sdrry
@ add, ' that after what he admits in a variety of places; i is im=

gsiblé ‘not to conclude, that hé ascribed them, undir a perfect:
e that” the impntx"tion was undeserved. This is one of
tobe . ngenuous artifices in which zeal will sometimes not:
ruple to indulge itself; but from which it is painfol to find
g&:ﬁn ‘of the intellectual and moral eminence of Dr. Reid,
viis ifot entirely exempt ~ “ [ resolve,” says he, in a strain of,
- very usual with him, * not to believe in my senses. I
,niose” against a post that comes in my way; I step into’
tennel; and after twenty such wise and rational actions,’
en up' and clapt into a niad-house.” No misrépresen-
i’ is very. cértain, can be more gross than' language of
A tiption” applied to the conclusions of Berkeley. The:
"which the feelings or ideas of the mind, some agreeable,
somec mgreeable, succeed one anothies,-said Berkeley, is known
ﬁn‘%. TEs in-6ur power to a certain’ degree, to pursue the one,:
& avbid: thé other.” IF the feeling or idea of putting my finger
€' the flameé of the candle takes place, I know that the painful
fegling . of burding will follow. [ therefore avoid whatever may
oduce- the feeling of putting my finger in the flame of the can~
e, kuibwing fhat it will be'followed by a feeling acutely painful.
In like mmgner; We'tidlp of idear ludicrously expressed by the
fernis rumning my nodd afainst a post, I know will be followed
N 2
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by a feeling of ]ix;in. I therefore do what I can to avoid thas
train of ideas. Upon the supposition that matter, that is, an
unknown cause of omr sensations, exists; it is still clear, that. it
s only the knowledge which an individual pessesses of the arder
-amopg his feelings, a knqwledie that such of them are followed by
such, that guides him in all his actions, . When a man is said
to do something, call it running his nose sgainst a post, .or an
thing else, what is the real state of the facts with regard to his
min§ ? Is it any thing. else than that there passes in it a certain
train , of feelings? With _regard to the mind, is it not this train
of feelings which really constitutes the act? But, if this train of
feelings, which you may call an act, if you please, is followed by
pain, the man will endeavour to avoid this act, or this train of
feelings. The state of the mind, therefore, and its determina~
tions, will be exactly the same, and for exactly the same reasons,
whether the material world be, or be not, supposed to exist, ., -
. We have now accomplished an, object g? no inconsiderable
importance to. the end which we have in view, a clear and suc-
cinct account of the speculations of Mr. Stewart; for we have
exhibited, we trust, a pretty complete view of the s ﬁ;ﬁ?
science, at the moment when he ﬁeﬁ:m to exert hin:ﬁfj iu
cultivation, As a pupil of Dr. Reid, he appears to have imbibed.
with fondness the doctrines of his illustrious teacher; snd, im his.
different capacities of professor and author, has employeg uncoms.
mon talents of persuasion, both as a speaker and as g Writer,. $0
clothe the ideas of his master in a seducing garb; to .oimuaz e
jections; to clear away imperfections; and to add to the weight of
cvidence by new proofs and discoveries. .- . - . - . e,
. The first volume of the work, to which our attention has now
been called by the appearance of the second, was published so
lpng ago as the year 1792, and. has passed through several edi-
tions. In that publication, after a long introductory discourse
on the nat and utility of the philosophy of the human
mind, the s of his subject under the following heads:
—the powers o1 external perception, or the operations of sense ;
attention; conception, which is only distinguished from memory,
by not having a reference to anterior time ; abstraction ; the asso=,
clation of ideas; memory; and imagination. ., .0,
. On the greater part of this elegant volume, we shalf Rave no
occasion to offer any remarks; because the greater part of it is
employed not in the disclosure of new ideas, nor in elucidati
and enforcing the peculiar principles of the philosophy of Reid;
but in training the youthfsl mind to reflect upon the different
classes of mental phenomena, by exhibiting.to view the principal
facts, by warning his pupil of the more seducing errors, and put-
ting him in posscssion ef the most useful practical rules, On the
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subjéct of the memory and the imagination, this is in a pecunar
manner the case. On the subject of abstraction, the author de-
parts from the track of his master, Dr. Reid; and illustrates in
a very happy and most instructive manner in the first place, the
doctrine that abstraction consists in nothing but the assignment
of general names,—that nothing in reality is abstract or general
but the term, conceptions as well as objects being all particular;
and in the next placé, the purposes to which the powers of” ab-
straction and generalization are subservient, the digerence in'the
intellectual character of individuals arising from their different
habits of abstraction and generalization, and the errors to which
we are liable in speculation and the conduct of affairs, in conse
quence of a rash application of general principles. In the chap-
ters on and attention, some curious mental phenomena
, ly described than by any preceding author; and

of those phenomena, a more accurate use of language
recommended and illustrated. - Nothing, however,

heads, is so connected with any of the leading doc-

system which he espouses, as in this place to require

L. remark. It is when he examines what he calls the
powers of external perception, or the phenomena of sense, that
in a more especial manner, upon the ground occupied

principles of Reid. Even on this topic,

' he adopts the principles, he waves all contro-

r aetence; and declares that his only purpose is “ to

general remarks on such of the common mistakes

this part of our constitution, as may be most likely to

and his readers in their inquiries.” For more ample

he refers to the writings of Dr. Reid. It is not a

to find him ever declaring, ¢ I have studio
consideration of those questions which have been.

resent age, between the patrons of the scepticai

. and their opponents. These controversies have, in

culiar connexion with the inquiries on which I am to

enter. It is indeed only by an examination of the principles of
"'that they can be brought to a satisfactory conclusion;

‘them to remain undecided, our sceptical doubts

concexming the certainty of human knowledge would no more
of the mind, than they would affect any of

, nor would our doubts concerning even

™ of mind affect this branch of science, any more than

bfthe Berkeleian, concerning the existence of matter,

in natural philosophy.”

Here are worthy of attention. The last is, that all

telating to the phenomena both- of sense and of

wre precisely the same, whether we believe in the
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existence or non-exist
oyy speculations, so al
to one and the same en
of observation is, that
of the questions, whet
matter or mind exists
an admission, that th
)ecause, if determine
make it appear that the
the principles of Reid
if the principles of R
cannot be entertainec
ought to receive. If
beﬁeve in the existen
instinctive propensity
propositions constitute
of philosophy, the que
is for ever c¥osed. If
stain from a controve
propositions by means
mined on a particular
«controversy, he only g
this error is ve
whom the truth of the
uniformly assumed.
ravely exemplified, t
from them.. . SR A i

It is, however, to the volume which has but recently appeared,
and to whicli our attention is more particularly summoned, that
‘he appears to have reserved the greater part of the observations
-which he had to.make, ypon the fuudamental principles of that
gystem of ghilosopby which he has espoused.

The subject of this volume is, ¢ Reason, or the Understand-
ing, properly so called; and the various faculties and operations
.more immediately connected with it.”

In a preliminary dissertation, he explains the meaning to
-which, in the course of his speculations, he proposes to restrict
the term, reason. On some occasians, he remarks, it is used in
(a very extensive signification, to denote the exercise of all those
faculties, intellectual and moral, which distinguish us from the
brutes. At other times, it is confined to a very limited accepta-
‘tion, to express no more than the power o?'ratiocination, or
reasoning. Mr. Stewart proposes to use it in a sense less exten-
sive than the former, and fe;s restricted than the latter ; to denote
. “ the power by which we distinguish truth from falsehood, and
combine means._for the attainment of our ends.” Under the
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same title of Reason, tie mnterns ns. it is also his intention to

consider ¢ whatever faculti be more

immediately and essentially of truth,

or, the attainment of the objects or our pursmit.  Au e powers,

then; by which we recognize and discover truth, and by which

we combine means for the attainment of our ends, are the appros
peiated sabject of the present volume.

For a man who on many occasions displays no oramary -

acumen, there is-here a wonderfal defect of logi-

When Mr. Stewart speaks of the power o

trath from falsehood, does he mean the power of

it immediately, or the o‘powe'r of distinguishing

nvention and application of media of proot? We

that he means the former, by his stating im-

that in addition to the power of distin-

o taves 1sves he means to consider the faculties
' which are conneeted with the dis of truth,
* more larly the power of -reasoning -or deduction.”

Bat if this really be his meaning, which may well be doubted,

not the common intelligible language, by sayin;

illustrate first;-the power of distinguishing tru

next the power of discovering it by the intervention
n, when he tells us, that he i1s to considerthe
we distinguish truth from faleehood, and com-
for the attainment of our ends; are we to understand
by which we distinguish truth from falsehood, and
we power vy which we combine means for the attainment of our
ends, is one md't:nf:ad xamn’cla1 ‘power; o, ii,n' Iotherh::(xais,' that these
are operauon s per omogeneous? It is ible to
conceive -that tEies shogid be?xs:,meaning: yet if it);aepl::t, how
.impropriety of uniting them under one title, and
pving o waere any indication of the diversities by which they
sre 30 be dissinguished? The power of combining meats for our
ends, is, we must say, after so formal an introduction, very dis-
v treated ; for not another word is said to her while

plainer language, till the volume is -

«ioseG. 1N poine, of real fact, two Karuculars exhaust the
T of the book; and the author, if he had spoken the best
simplest language, would -have said, that his object was to
in the mind when it distinguishes truth
m'i medium’; and what happens in the

wruth by means of a medium.
There is another remark, however, which- we deem it of great
rtance to make. It might have been expected, after what
ar. ‘Stewart has so instructively written about the nature of
tbstract, genemal tevms, in the chapter on abetraction in his
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former volume, that he should have understood something more
about the nature of the general term #ruth, than to imagine that
there could be any useﬁxfex::eaning in a proposition, indicative of
an intention to inquire into the nature of the faculty which dis~
tinguishes truth. We ask him what sorts of truth? - Truths of
smell ? The faculty by which they are distinguished is the sense
of smelling. Truths of light or colour ? They are distinguished"
’liy the faculty of :ifh't. Truth of what ‘happened yesterday ?
hat is distinguished by memory : and so we might proceed..
“In thus plainly expressing our criticisms on the work of an
atthor; of whom the reputation is'deservedly so high as that of Mr.:
Stewart, and toward whoin we are conscious of unfeigned respect, it
might perhaps, be a sufficient apology 'to state, that in a work pro-
duced under the spur of the occasion, it would bé unreasonable to
expect that guarded phraseology which time and frequent revisal
alone can ensure. It may, however, be proper still farther to
declare, that, in our opinion, it is calctlated to be of great benefit:
to the science, to which we are well assured that Mr. Stewart
would gladly’ sacrifice any personal feelings of his'own, and of
great benefit even to Mr. Stewart himself, that unfavourable
criticisms, if just, should be unsparinily expressed; because the
maises which Mr. Stewart has so mach been accastomed to hear-
ve led him to employ hli:great talents ruther in adorning 'the
conclusions to which he had already conducted himself, - than-
examining them with thatjealous and persevering severity, which
alone, in such difficult inquiries, can ensure the -detcction of
mistakes. ‘ : : .
On the subject of truths, if we must speak of them in the mass,’
it- is surely obvious to remark, that they may be- distingnished
into two great classes. : Of these, the one is the class of particutar
truths; truths relating to all the individual existences, corporeak
or mental, " in the universe. The second is the class of generak
truths.. Now all truths relating to particular corporeal existencesy
are made known to us by the senses. All truths relating to par-
ticular mental existences, are made known to us by consciousness,
or the interpretation of sensible signs. But particular existences
are the only real existences in the universe. General exisfences
there are none. Generalities are nothing but fictions, arbitrarily
created by the human mind. Particular truths, then, are the
only real truths. All general truths -are merely fictions, of no
use whatever, but to enable us to ¢lassify particular truths, to
remember them, and to spesk about them. .
““Fo’ recognize general -truths is neither more nor less, if the
doctrine of Mr. Stewart himself, concerning abstraction, be'true,
than to recognize the coincidence between one fiction of -the
huinaxi mind and another; or in other words, to- recognize ap
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agree'nent in meaning between one form of expression and ano-
ther. Into the illustration of this most important proposition, it
must be seen to be impossible for us here to proceed. We can-
not direct our readers to a better source of imstruction than Mr.
Stewart himself, in the chapter on abstraction, to which we have
so0 repesatedly referred. ¢ If the subjects of our reasoning,” says
Mr. Stewart, “ be general (under which description I include
all our reasonings, whether more or less comprehensive, which
do not relate merely to individuals,) words are the sole objects
about which our thoughts are employed.” It is impossible more
explicitly to admit, that all general propositions, and all general
reasonings are merely verbal; in other words, assert or deduce
the sameness in point of meaning, in some one or more respects,
between tw&geneml expressions. Even in the volume more im-
mediately before us, he expressly says, In the sciences of arith-
metic and algebra, all our investigations amount to nothing more
than to a comparison of different expressions of the same thing.
Our commoh language, indeed, frequently supposes the case to be
dtherwise; as when an equation is defined to be, ¢ A proposition
asserting the equality of two quantities.” It would, however, be
muoch more correct to define it, ¢ A proposition asserting the
equivalence of two expressions of the same quantity.” It would
Wan incapacg?' for consistent reasoning, of which we are far

ufiecting Mr. Stewart, to suppose that he places any essen-
fifll Wetiittion between arithmetical or algebraical dedugtions,
#fid othier species of general reasoning at large; only because
these sciences are possessed of more commodious sigu than ordi-
) the

: ge affords. Indeed, upon turning to the chapter on

- ,we find that Mr. Stewart himself expreaaly sa_ysé

% The analogy of the algebraical act may be of use in jllustrating
flicse observations. The difference, in fact, between the investi-
gigns‘ we carry on by its assistance, and other .processes of
ning, is more inconsiderable than is commonly imagined;
and, if I'am not mistaken, amounts only to this, that the former
are expressed in an appropriate language, with which we are not.
Accustomed to associate particular notions. Hence they exhibit
gaqy of signs as an instrument of thought, in a more distinct
-manner, than the speculations we carry on by
whick'are -centinually awakening the power of concep-
tioni” It is, indeed, not a little remarkable, that an anthor who
@Genies- the existence of abstract ideas, and so completely recog-
‘izes the nature of general terms, should lose sight of this doc-
“$xine so frequently as Mr. Stewart, in all his remaining inquiries.
“Jn truth we are led to suspect, that Mr. Stewart arrived at his
“ nt opinions: concerning abstraction, at a period pretty late
."#a life, when his conclusions on the other . parts of his subject
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were already formed, and were committed to writini; and that
the stre gof his original associations permitted him not to
discover the (,);Ech an alteration in so fundamental a
point reguired in the rest of his speculatians. '
. 'We may now, then, draw toqet.her the conclusions at which
which we seem to have arrived. If all truths are either particular
or general, the powers by which we recognize and discover truth
~about which Mr. Stewart writes with such an air of myst'elzé
and which, after many of high sounding disquisition, he
leaves unexplained—are tolerably obvious fa.msﬂiu With
regard to all individual, that is, all real existences, the faculties
" by which we discover what in this case we mean by truth, are
t{e senses and consciousness. With regard to all general pro-
itions, the w:i:f discovering what in this case is meant
g;;t:iuth is merely the faculty by which we trace the meaning of
words.
Having thus seen by what course Mr. Stewart might veﬁ
easily have arrived at the E:al at which he professedly aimed,
us next contemplate as briefly as our limits constrain us, the
course which he has actuslly pursued. i
In this first chapter, he treats of what he calls, * The funda~
mental laws of human belief; or the primary elements of human
reason.” . This seems to be intended for the account of what he
also calls, ¢ The power by which we distinguish truth from false-
hood,” mHi:E, ¢ and combine means for the attainment of our
ends.” In the second chapter, he treats of ¢ Reasoning and
Beductive evidence,” that is, ratioeination, in the eommon
acceptation of the term. The thiid chapter treats of the Aristo-
telian l‘ﬁj&, that is, a mere instrument of ratiocination ; in K:o
m arrangement, therefore, this chapter ought to have
only,a section of the former. The fourth and last chapter
treats of the inductive logic, or the method of inquiry, pursued
im the experimental philosophy. Attending to the nature of the
ject, we shall perceive, that he thus treats in the first chapter,
of what has been called the intuitive, or immediate recognition
of truth; and in the three last, of its discovery by the interven-
tion of proof, im which there are dumn% two modes, the
Tatiocinagive and inductive. I¢ is to be observed that it is general,
in other words, verbal propositions and reasonings, wﬂ.the
‘sathor has ig v;i;w t}: i almost the whole of ﬁl:k voluminous
jaquiry ; and that he endeavours to explain what takes place in
the mind, withont adverting (except .casnally, and in l~:uch 2
manuer 28 by no means to give a turny to the current of his
thoughts) to his.own doctrine, that all affirmation and all reason-
Jng, - genoral terms, are only recognizing, or tracing the con-
aection between,. different expressions of the same thing. o
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In the first chapter, be treats of two things; first, of mathema-
tical axioms; secondly, of what he calls, ¢ Certain laws of belief,
inseparably connected with the exercise of consciousness, me-
mory, perception, and reasoning.” Mathematical axioms are
here introduced, only for the purpose of stating certain opinions
which help to lay the foundation of that account of the nature of
mathematical evidence, which Mr. Stewart endeavours to esta~
blish in the second chapter. To this account, we fear, it will net
be in our power to advert, however desirous we may be to de-
velope some fundamental error which it appears to us to-involve,
‘We shall therefore postpone any remarks which we may have to
offer on what Mr. Stewart advances on the subject of axioms, till
we see whether we can find room for any of our criticisms on
the subsequent disquisition, to which his observations on axioms
more immediately refer.

In the two sections in which he treats of  certain laws of
belief,” &c. we are peculiarly interested; because, .by these
laws of belief, he means the instinctive principles of Dr. Reid.
‘We are anxious, therefore, to discover, whether he has brought
any new lights to aid in showing that they are entitled to govern
our belief; or whether he has ?eft that important point as desti-
tute of f as he received it from Reid; and hence the'sefﬂti
cism of Berkeley and Hume as little provided, even at this
wiﬁggnznnﬁdote, as it was at the time of its first publication,
. He beging with mind—belief in the existeuce of mind. He
allewa that mind is not an object of consciousness, * We are
aqn&pns," he says, ¢ of sensation, thought, desire, volition;
but we are not conscious of the existenee of mind itself.” Ke
j next, to the belief of rersonal ideality. ¢ That ‘we
ganhot, without a very blameable latitude in the use of words, be
said to be comscigus of our personal identity, is a propasition,” ke
sffirms, ¢ still more indisputable.” = - ‘ '
<o Whence then is this belief—belief in the existence of wmind,
and, belief in our personal identity, derived?  This belief,” says
Mr. Stewart, “is involved in every thought and every action of
the mind, and may be justly regarded as one of the simplest and
most essential elements of the nnderstandine.  Tndeed it 18 imnos.

aible to conceiv
Jithout it.” .

From belief i

entity, where
mly says, The veuer wuign wv men aneruay V1 WE CaBCuws
of the material world, and their expectation of the continued
sniformity of the laws of nature, belong to the same class of ulti-
ate or elemental laws of thought, with these which heve just
mnmemwn . ¢ These different truths,” he says, * all agree
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in this, that they are essentially involved in the exercise of our
rational powers.” ‘

If Mr. Stewart has adduced any evidence to establish the belief
of these truths, we may venture to affirm without dreading con~
tradiction, that it is all included, to the last item, in the ?uom—
tions which the last two p hs present. ¢ This belief,” says
he, ¢ is involved in every thou?t and every action of the mind.””
But what does he mean by this metaphorical, mysterious, and
hence, we venture to add, unphilosophical use of d‘;e word ¢ in-
volved ?” Every act of consciousness appears to us to be simple,
one, and individual. To talk of one act of consciousness as
involved, that is, wrapt up in another, having another rolled
round it, we cannot help regarding as that sort of jargon which
an ingenious man uses only when he is placed in that unhappy
situation in which he stil] clings to a favourite notion, without
having any thing plausible to .adduce in its defence. If he had
affirmed that the belief of the existence of mind and of personal
identity is conjoined with every act of consciousness, that is, im-
mediately preceded, or immediately follows it, we should at least
have conceived what he meant. And all which then would have
remained for us to do, would have been to ask him for the proof
of his assertion.

- ~We may suppose that this is the meaning of the ill-timed
metaphor ; because, as far as we are able to discover, it is the
only intelligible meaning which can be assigned to it, and we do
ask, what evidence of tq:e assertion Mr. Stewart has adduced?
‘The answer is, that he has adduced none whatsoever. He has
added his ipse dixit to that of Dr. Reid ; and upon that founda-
tion, as far as they are concerned, the matter rests. In truth

the language of Mr. Stewart is far more unguarded and excep-
tionable, than that of Dr. Reid. That philosopher only affirmed
that we had the belief, without affirming that it accompanied
every mental operation, which we apprehend is by no means the
fact. - If we interpret justly what we are conscious of in ourselves,
the operations of the mind, in their ordinary and habitual train,
have no such accompaniment; and we never think of the exis-
tence of our mind and our personal identity, but when some
particular occasion suggests it as an object of reflection.

‘He calls .it “ an essential element of the understanding;” in
another place, he gives what he calls ¢ this class of truths,” the
distinctive name of ¢ primary elements of human reason;” in a
succeeding passage he says, “ they enter as essential elcments
into the composition of reason itself.” ‘

Mr. Stewart defines reason, in the sense in which he professes
exclusively to use it, to be * the power by which we distinguish
truth fram falsechood.” - Now, not to spesk of the difficulty we

1
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find'in conceiving a compound power. of the mind, a power made
up of parts or ingredients, we may venture to assert, tha if thexe.
be such a thing as a compound power of the mind, -it must be a.
power made. up. of a union of several simple powers: into the
composition of a power, mothing can enter that.is essentially not
a power. What then shall we say of the belief in the existence
of body and mind?. Is that a power? Qr is nw thing moré
than one particular act of .power, the power of believiag? But
what kind of & proposition is that which affirms, that a particular
sct of one pover enfers into the compositipn of another power ?
.. Mr. Stewart says, * It. is impossible to. conceive either an
intellectual or an active beu? .to exist witheut.the belief of the.
gxistence of its own, mind, and the belief of its personal identity.”
When a man uses the expression,, * it is impossible to conceive,”
it never means, and never can mean, any tbinsl:lse than that he
disbelieves strongly that which is the object, of the affirmation. It
is, therefore, only one of the garbs in which ipse dixif enrobes
itself. But when we'are in the search of reasons, i{ﬁe dizit is fax
from an advantage; and the more ingenious the coloursin which
it clothes itself, the evil is still the greater. Mr. Stewart seems,
also, not to be aware, ‘that in the very terms,. ‘“an intellectual or
active being,” there is an implied petitio principii. According to
the terms of the question, the.existence of such a bem% is the.
wery point to be proved. . Whether a being, the subject o
tien and consciousness, can be, on Qﬂm‘,l:%%-;ﬁthout a belief of
its own, existenee, is more than we ¢an venture to affirm; but
surely ja train of sensations and reflections, which is Hume’s
is;. gy be conceived. to exist, into which trgin the belief
! and of mind does not enter as a part. . The curious cir~
tumstance is, that on the preceding page, Mr. Stewart himself
says, * We are conscious of sensation, thought, desire, volition;
But we are not conscious of the existence of mind itself; nor
‘would it be posaible for us to arrive at the knowledge of it, (sup-
posing us to be created in the full possession of all the intellectual
eepacities.which belang to human nature,) if no impreseion were
‘ever to be made on Sur external senses.” . O SR
‘swAnother, of his favpurite phrases is, that *the truths” .in
‘question’ « are fandamental laws of human belief.”, We nead
hardly renew the remark, that this is only another bold assertion,
m which that is assumed which ought to be proved ; & species of
eonduct in which & man exerts an act, not of reason, but of
espotism, commanding all men, on pain of his condemnation,
to believe as he does:. . The phrase however is,, on ether
highly.qbjectionable. ’Fhere is even a species of absur-
g8, truth a law of belief. A truth is an olject of
gect of belief cannot bea law. [t may be ggresable
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to s law of the hunun thind. thiat such or sk & wath should be
an object of belief. . If Mr. Stewatt rieatis that it is agreeable to
any law of the human mind that the sipposed truths in question
should be ebjects of belief, let him pomt it out; and then he
will have accomplished whint we earnestly eAll npon hirti to acéome
; for what Mr. Home: Sretends te' have demonstrated is;:
that the belief of these truths cati be referred to nédne of the ac-'
knowlediged laws of the human ‘mitid ; and Mr. Stewatt and Dr.
Reid by evading his challenge so palpably, while they have so’
ostentatiously pretended to a victory, instead of wenkening, have'
rather eontributed: to strengthen the foundations of his m.\-
cism. It does not follow that, becamse men have very generally,”
or even universally, bekieved any purticeddr proposition, that’
therefore it is agreeable to any law of the huwian mind to believe
i¢; for i is surely very incident to men “tb agree in belfevihge
errors. Yet this is: the only mhedinm of proef, te which thede’
::ilosophm have so meich as pretended to appesd. * Becaunse rhen’
ve atways believed in these propositions, it is agreéible, they
affirm; to & law of the human. niind te believe them; th
all the acknewledged laws of the Humam wiind velating to bellef;
have, one ot the other, been examined before them; and thoaplr
it has been-proved to their avowed satisfiction, that the belief In-
questioft cam be referred tonene of theny. -+ -~ .
For eme thing we miay justly blame Mr. Stewavt: Why ha¥
he not given us a list of the laws of thé human wind ? Th{r, ay'
the author of a work onthe phildsephy of -the Iwnifan mind, was-
ks approfriﬂe duty; the proper scope mnd’ aim of his utider—
taking. If the seience be net yet far enouglt advaneed to’enable
the-speculator te produce a list which he ean present ascomplete,’
it would still be of great importsmee to eﬂlg.)it all: those whicly
msy be regurded as ascertaimed ; with' respect to-thi¢ rest leaving’
the field open for future inquivy. - Had this been done; and
the belief of the propositions to wliick we altade, beett referred toy
any- partidalar item; in the list; the question weuld at any rute
kave beew put iv & clear and! tangible shape; and tlere wounld
have been no delusion practised in the cgse: = o
Upon the principles of My. Stewart, if’Me woulk® onlyrehson
feom them correetly, we think it would not be a very tedions of
difficuly o|?roeess to arrive at- a' décision. Fhere are orly two
elnsses of truths; one of phrticwlar trathe; the other of genérs®
truths. With- regard to- particulay traths, there' s tio dispute’
whatsoever. They ave all referable 16 the sensténvdddnicioust o
But matter, as both Br. Reid ‘and Mr. Sfsw#are:allow, is not #e
object of sense,. rrorie mind-an objeet of cotmiiontnéss: Batcepts’
ing eense and cotsciousness;- howeved; whieh' re:c iabbwe-
partivuler truths, we have ne intlellemd;;ﬁe‘ultki Bue whiely
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are eooupiod  ghout general truths. But we have already soen;
that the only real trutghs with which we dre acquainted are parti<
culer traths. .General truths ave.mrerely fictions of the human
mmd, contrived to assist us in remembering and spesking sbout
truths. ‘According to Mr. Stewart's chapter on abetrac-~
tion, it thereﬁswappoars, that maetter and mind bdongto cho
class of fictions..

Isshows how little Mr. Stewart is in the habit of exammmg
the foundations of any of his F‘e»concmd opinions, to find hime
mﬁe assertion of Dr. Reid, that the conelusions of

regard to the evidance of the existence of matter

“ﬂlrelyu t.huxdcaltheory,andfa]lwnh that theory to

ol the en"ioneous They do- no: rest
%m m est degree, nor upen any t

ey rest wpon nothing but the acknowledged facmat {he m
is conecious of. nothing but its own feelings, and that there is no
hegithmate inference, as he pretends, from any thing within the
mind, to theexistence of matter. - Dr. Reid most explicitly: allows
that there is ng inference, on the ground either of reason or ex-

- And we believe it, he says, only because we have ari
mstmcnve propensity to believe it. .

- Notwithstanding the importance to which the power of instines
has thus been raised, as hcﬁonnnoe which plaees it not merely
ualovdwiﬂnteqnon,w umym,butﬁrabovereeeon,
because it cannot err; an importance in short, which constitutes
it the master and deq)ot over resson, whose saggestions must
all bend to. its. magisteranl docisions, while they themselves remaint
nqueulouble, it is to be remarked as a curious circumstanee;

thie class. of philosophers bave avoided to give us any

c. and detuled accqunt of this instinet, whieh, as
sllow, in s0 many words, we have in common vmh
the. brutes. It would have been of admirable use toward the
selution of the serious difficulties, which, notvnthaeandmg their
hold sssumptions, still. crowd about: the sub ivem
uadelcmptlon,logmﬂyemct,ofdle dofacuon this
extraordinary powev, to wluch tbeyanmbo such new and wonder-
what we mean, had they
ete enuuwmbon, Iy arranged, ofits aets
int-out their most importamt relations, ‘As
st present, we-desire to knew: wherein: the
mal phenemenon to instinct reallydiﬂ'ers from
dad ucnpuoa of [l)xk phenomena te cscull
wtinchy oty a8 ebettertocalht, this law.
velompant of tlunuson,«u d(btmgmbhedb allthe.
mnﬁ au ow\lltqnalny, andfanners all thc

0% PRRNE VRIS IDON s 2l
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may, noweves‘r '"mtl:ilk’ that o%tltu and thw us to hawne
in this part is ertaking, the purpose at
aimed; which was not the highest sexvice Xemaining 1o
periormed, but only, as be himself expreeses it, * to cancen~
and to reflect back on of the mind,
"' he had been able to

same time (and he hopes not
somewhat more of precision to the technical
Baconian school, and of cerrectngss to their o=
. The study of final causes besrs a reference PATt OL D
in which the mention.of it is here introduced, only in so
88 1y may as s guide in the” 7 °
sical Jaw by several well ¢
wat the consiaerauon o1 e uses to which things may oe
vient, 1 te important discoveries. - r1e ou-
Jerves, ophers bave run-intotwo
eITOrS. in wae nrsy piace, wey -have been led
oy A3 wee o causes, by, tae
causes, in which, -after discovery of them,
s a satisfactory account of the phenomenon the
it was.their intention to explore. . In the second
smong whom particylarly Des:Cartes,
ophers, may be epumeratad,.
the first mentioned class of L

causes from the field of ™ mm

nowever, ia that all the caution wnicn on this it was Decesr
sary for any body to receive was-so very slight, and the words
necessary to convey it were s0 very few, thatit

" "of another otive to.eccount fora whole

or two parts amigned to the dootrine of final  canses, .iu s
coapter to- the ‘explanation of the experimental oy
inductive U al . P}

the autbor has tsken this oppor
tunity ot ng to us a part of his.opinions, on.the twa greay
subjects or .morality, and. the fundamental. princinle. of natusal
re

: }shose;ulqmlen into. the subject of ethics, whe have referved the
origin: of moral distinctions to the perception of. utility, have
confounded, he.says; the final with the efficiemnt cause, Becausq
all the virtues: may be aseful, it by no.means follows that: they
were orig‘;lvmlly. recammended by their wtility.. If we prooeed te
inguire, What, then, is it, by wgmh they are thus recommended.i
Mr. Stewart does not speak very explicitly ; but if his:
means any thing at all,: it means only this, that we must
ourselves, once more. to the never-failing resource of instinct.

“
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Jinreindeed: M. - Stewart does not cadl it instinot. But hie cdlls
iy the miernal-monidor;. which. completely answers to the déscrip:
tiopof imtince, and which,! if it is not regard to utility, can be

1. We - ! » Nin. Dewart never w y misrepre-
semts #n - ophﬁqumfhe*dim ;» but he so completely
misconogives; in this case; the: of 2 most importsat systeid
of opimians; ‘on: 2 subjeet" which he professes to- have profoundly
simdied; that we cannet holp seepectnvg ‘him :of an extraoedinary
degree of partiality to his own-preconceived ‘notions ; 'and-that he
hardly vegards a set of opinions; differing froul . those whieh - he
has espoused, as worthy of ‘a portion of -his.attention' sufficiént s
enable kiny to understand them. The great authors who hiave re-
presemted utility. as the principle of moral distinetions;: bave not
foanded this conclusion upon the mere ‘discovery that virtues are
usbful ; which is necessery to justify the criticism of Mr. -Stewart.
They have: ‘on & plew exsctly. conformable ‘ta: that
;:hich is pointed 'ont’mir:luac Newwon, ; aé the o:lb{.y&uem::;
ﬂia&ommcy? in-other:wondmdak’;{.laadm,f nnd~avddz painy’
is a kmown and achnowbeglﬁot.w‘ is fact, they contiriue, we:
sseent :40.-be nmplamlif cient -to: account for- 4kl the moral:
phenomane of human: life. We: classify these' phénomena, and:
we show! thatinto this fact they.all resolve thempelves, in tie most:
satisfnctory manner.' ‘Fhe: conclusion 4s, thevefore, . establishedi
upbaeniour : antagondats -shall; either show.that our principle do¢s:
net.acoeunt - for the. phemerasns,. ov that these is. sume -other
lmown sid adknewledged fact which acoounts for-them in a mere:

i ‘naanner. Lo P A TR A SO B
My Seewart :completely fails in- his ‘sttempt to show that the
fact:to whish the sppealis made doesnot secount for: the pheno~
mensty ) And instead of: ing - out axry kunown .and -acknews .
ledged fact in human nature which soeounts for them better, be
«d oocult quality, sr what is equivalent:to an occult
isy, an - instinces s> blnd, propeasity to ape
prove or disapprove) which has.me dependence either upon resson
Mo Biewans attemipts to.prove that she: prineiple ofnubty;' :
e 1 40- gRe-

will. not; sesoumt for'the moral phMmu‘:f human life, by
seserting that individuals would vt in the application of it. Can
Mp.;Beawars point ous any other principle, in the application of
whidhy they are less. Jikely to-err? :Is that instinet of his, to
which we are so fondlyp refedred, aprinciple of this description ?
It :isuthe :nmture of . an instinet to - bey in- each individual, ‘that
wehigh-it Is3;withows ‘amyi dbpendence whatsoever ‘on thas which

. [ MV IRROT ) 3 2 P . o . -
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it'may be in any-dther . individual. If instinct. be the:growsd of
soral action, 1t must ‘be so, as' much im any one mman, as
any other. . i-any man, therefore, has.amninstinot so-stealy:or
murder .(and Dr. Spurzheim affirms -that theres ummany ins
stances of both, some' very remiarkable ones: of which. he ‘pro-
duoes);‘itis in chae men-as-decidedly aroral, ‘upon: the
of - Mr. Stéwart, toisteal and:to 'murder; as it is, modwt:ma;
to abstzin'from these 'acts. : Mr. Stewart will no doubt sifirsdaimt
no:msn ealy have these dmstinots ; but this will-only beto prddice
‘what the' philosophers of . the school to whcbhahduvgs ‘appesr
tobaveafpowerﬁll tnatinct to produce; ' thut isy hmovnmem
vl P atkable thab of tho-tm "pinlmpha- whor hate
tiis rem e that © :gwrel t
to a fa:erym ‘extent, than - any other: inquirérs;: ati'aaduh
moral phenomena of huwman-lifeto th &n of utiity,” Hels
vetiuy and .o ecountryman, Mr. Ben . Stesuart, ie lnis
enumeration of the: patooms of the system;: has:. owade i’ TRED-
tion whatsoewerou, ‘Fhis-can' bardly. have : beon -igndveave; or:in-
sdvertonce which is-a kind:of ignomsnce; and ayets there.is/.no
other motive to assign;: but one oo nmvorthyr to-becdnnad for
g&moment. - i w. ST agiaga i BT TR 1
'Thes:l phﬂosc}:‘phen have verym shmb;wdnm'
cnumt, heir ﬂaqnhy, imuether mrong: {od
‘it . mmm«mﬁ*
of this article we m.- on(y esinbiting opiniens,, ndmadla),
that the very principle of human natuse m'mheh th
pursait, by each individaal; of this -wwn: )
y obviates all-the- whick M. :hold: upy ey
mvolvmg the refutation of the spstemu . . 2 nw woecoe
! As soon: us eachrindividual peroeives, : tht.- «thes pursoitoficiea
ownbappm.isnlwle to be thwerted -by other individsals ik
the . pursuit-of theirg/ ome of the-first re iwhichithas:very
conducts thew, is a.general essmproniise. : - Allow mes 0

persuit

mach: minterrapted scope in the parsuitiof my:

will alla;uqa‘n' so: mueh: uninterrupted:seope turd; .

yours. i i/ wmpmnhq.wdm 10! dsopluing
above mentioned, %‘lr be found the origin of all the more iows

W&nmthe ;mad nl:;‘of govetmnmb mmhdvt :ondy An-
stitated: puarposeof ) ensuzing By «the maone exact)

ﬁar;vau;eofma .of sitsimost m:;tin%;:ldlm» s -»qm.?':;
11 We hope it .is unnea-aryg & (for-we, are totally deprised
of spece to introducethe developement), 20 show imwhat mmnnesyi
wpon thix; foundation; they maintain. thes:a. moval voioe alvises
samong the people, every man uppm of those apte which)it if:
hxupwut &umother mww
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