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‘PRE FACE.

Taere are several reasons which, have induced the
author of the fo]lowmg sheets to give the public some
account.of their origin and progress, previously: to their
coming under its.examination. They are a series of
Essays closely connected with. one another, and writ-
ten on a subject in the examination ef which he has
at intervals employed himself for-a considerable part
ofihis life. - Considered separately, each may justly be
termed a:whole, and complete in itself: taken toget'h-
er, they are constituent parts of one work. The au-
thor entered on this inquiry as ealy as the year 1750 ;
and.it was then that the first two chapters of the first
book were composed. . These he intended as a sort of
groundwork to the whole. And. the judicious reader
will perceive. that, in raising the superstructure, he has
entirely conformed;to the plan there delineated. That
first outline he showed soon after to several of his ac-
quaintance; some of whom are still living, In the year
1757 it was read to a private literary society, of which
the author had the honour. to he a member. It was a
difference in his situation at that time, and his connex-
ion with the gentlemen of that society, some of whom
hayve since honourably. distinguished themselves in the
republic of letters, that induced him to resume a sub-
Ject.which; he, had so long laid aside. The three fol-
lowing years, all the other chapters of that book, ex-
cept the third, the sixth, and the tenth, which have
been but lately added (rather as illustrations and con-
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firmations of some parts of the work, than as essential
to it), were composed, and submitted to. the judgment
of the same ingenuous friends.  All that follows on the
subject of Elocution hath also undergone the same re-
view. Nor has there been any material alteration
made on these, or any addition to them, except in a
few instances of notes, examples, and verbal correc-
tions, since they were composed

It is also proper to observe here, that since trans-
cribing the present work for the press, a manuscript
was put into his hands by Doctor Beattie, at the very"
time that, in order to be favoured with the doctor’s
opinion of this performance, the author gave him the
first book for his perusal. Doctor Beattie’s tract ig
called An Essay on Laughter and Ludicrous Writing.
‘While the author carefully perused that Essay, it gave
him a very agreeable surprise to discover that, on a
question sonice and’ curious, there should, without any
previous communication, be so remarkable a coinci-
dence of sentiments in everything wherein their sub-
Jects coincide. A man must have an uncommon con-
fidence in his own faculties (I might have said in his
own infallibility) who is not sensibly more satisfied of
the justness of their procedure, especially in abstréct
matters, when he discovers such a concurrence with
the ideas and reasoning of writers of discernment.
The subject of that piece is, indeed, Laughter in gen-
eral, with an inquiry into those' qualities inthe object
by which it is excited. = The investigation is conducted
with the greatest accuracy, and the theory confirmed
and illustrated by such a variety of pertinent examples,
as enable us to scrutinize his doctrine on every side,
and view it in almost every possible light. He does
not enter into the specific characters whereby wit and
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humour are diseriminated, which are the chief consid-
erations here. - His designleads him to consider rather
those particulars wherein they all agree, than those
wherein they differ. He treats of ludicrous objects
and ludicrous writing, with a view to account for the
superior copiousness and refinement of modern ridicule.
When philosophical acuteness is happily united with so
great richness of fancy and mastery in language, the
obscurity in which a subject was formerly involved
vanishes entirely, and a reader unacquainted with all
other theories and hypotheses, can hardly be persua-
ded that there was ever any difficulty in the question.
But there is reason to think that the world will soon be
fayoured with an opportunity of judging for itself in re-
gard to the merits of that performance.

One reason,; though not the only one which the au-
thor has for mentioning the manner wherein the com-
position of this work has been conducted, and the time
it hag talten, is not to enhance its value with the pub-
lic, but to apologize in some measure for that inequal-
ity in the execution and the style, with which he is
afraid it will be thought chargeable. Itis his purpese
in this work, on the one hand, to exhibit, he does not
say a correct map, but a tolerable sketch of the human
mind ; and, aided by thelights which the poet and the
orator so amply furnish, to disclose its secret move-
ments, tracing its principal channels of perception and
action, as near as possible, to their source: and, on the
other hand, from the science of human nature, to as-
certainy with greater precision, the radical principles
of that art, whose object it is, by the use of language,
to operate on the. soul of the hearer, in the way of in-
forming, convincing, pleasing, moving, or persuading.
In the prosecution of a design so extensive there are
A2
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“two extreémes to be shunned. Ofie is, 160 ‘nitich ‘ab-
straction in investigating causes’; the other, too much
‘minuteness in specifying effécts. By the first, the pet-
‘spicuity of a performance may be' ‘enidangered’; by the
second, its dignity may’be sacrificéd. The author does
mot flatter himself o far as to imagine that e hath
succeeded perfectly in his-endeavours to avoid either
extreme. Ina work of this kind, it is impossible that
everything should be ‘alike perspictons‘to ‘every read-
er, or that.all the parts ‘should be ‘equally elevated.
Variety in this respect,'as well‘as in others, is perhaps,
‘on the whole, more pleasing and ‘more instructive than
too serupulous a uniformity. To'‘the ‘eye ‘the inter-
“change of hill and dale beautifies the prospect; and to
the ear there is mo music in monotony. The author
can ftruly say, that he has endeavoured, as much as he
could, in the most abstruse questions, to avoid obscu-
rity ; and in regard to such of his remarks as may ‘be
thought too minute and particular, if just, they will
not, he hopes, ‘on a re-éxamination, be ‘déemed of no
consequence. Those may serve to illustrate a gener-

“al ‘observation, which are scarcely worth nofice as
subjects either of censure ‘or ‘of praise. Nor is there
anything in this book which, in his opinion, will cre-

“ate even the smallest difficulty to perSors accustomed

_to inquire into the faculties ‘of the mind. Indeed, the
much greater part of it will, he is persuaded, be level
to the capacity of all those readers (not, perhaps, the
most numerous class) who ‘think refléétion of some use
in reading, and who do not read merely with the inten-
tion of killing time.

~_He begs leave to add, that though his subjéct be

"Eloguence, yet, as the nature of his work is didactical,

“wherein the understanding only is addressed, the ‘style
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in general admits no higher qualities than purity and
perspicuity. These were, therefore, his highest aim.
The best ornaments out of place are not only unbe-
coming, but offensive. Nor can anything be farther
from his thoughts'than to pretend to an exemption from
such positive faults in expression, as, on the article of
elocution, he hath so freely criticised in the best Eng-
lish authors. He is‘entirely sensible that an impropri-
ety or other negligence in style will escape the notice
of the writer, which hardly escapes that of anybody
else. Next to the purpose of illustrating the prineiples
and canons which he here submits to the judgment of
the publie, the two following motives weighed most
with the author in inducing him to use so much free-
dom in regard to the writings of those for-whom he
has the highest veneration. One is, to show that we
ought in writing, as in other things, carefully fo beware
of implicit attachment and servile imitation, even when
they seem to be claimed by the most celebrated names.
The other is, to evince that we are in danger of doing
great injustice to a work by deciding hastily on its
merit from a collection of such oversights. Ifthe eritic
be rigorous in marking whatever is amiss in this way,
what author may abide the trial 7 But though such
slips are not to be regarded as the sole or even princi-
pal test of demerit in literary productions, they ought
not to be altogether overlooked. Whatever is faulty
in any degree it were better to avoid. And there are
consequences regarding the language in general, as
well as the success of particular works, which should
preserve verbal criticism from being considered as be-
neath the attention of any author. An author, so far
from having reason to be offended, is doubtless obliged
to the man who, free from captious petulance, candidly
points out his errors, of what kind soever they be.
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INTRODUCTION.

Ary art is founded in seience, and the science is of little
value which does not serve as a foundation_to some benefi-
cial art. On the most sublime of all sciences, theology and
ethics, is built the most important of all arts, the art of Living.
The abstract mathematical sciences serve as a groundwork
to the arts of the land-measurer and the accountant; and in
¢onjunction with-natural philosophy, including geography and
astronomy, to those of the architect, the navigator, the dial-
ist, and many others. Of what consequence anatomy is to
surgery, and that part of physiology which teaches the laws
of gravitation and of motion,is to the artificer, is a matter
too obvious to need illustration. The general remark might,
if necessary, be exemplified throughout the whole circle of
arts, both useful and elegant. Valuable knowledge, there-
fore, always leads to some practical skill, and is perfected
in it. Onthe other hand, the practical skill loses much of
its beauty and extensive utility which does not originate in
knowledge. There is, by consequence, a natural relation be-
tween the sciences and the arts, like that which subsists be-
tween the parent and the offspring. {

I acknowledge, indeed, that these are sometimes unnatu-
rally separated; and that by the mere influence of example
on the one hand, and imitation on the other, some progress
may be made in an art, without the knowledge of the prinei-
ples from which it sprang. By the help of a few rules, which
men are taught to use mechanically, a good practical arith-
metician may be formed, who neither knows the reasons on
which the rules he works by were first established, nor ever
thinks it of any moment to inquire into them. In like man-
ner, we frequently meet with expert artisans, who are igno-
rant of the six mechanical powers, which, though in the ex-
ercise of their profession they daily employ, they do not un-
derstand the principles whereby, in any instance, the result
of their application is ascertained. The propagation of the
arts may therefore be compared more justly to that variety
which takes place in the vegetable kingdom, than to the uni-
Jormity which obtains universally in the animal world ; for,
as to the anomalous race of zoophytes, I do not comprehend
themiin' the number. Tt is not always necessary that the
plant spring from the seed, a slip from another plant will oft-
en answer the purpose. :
“There is, however, a very E,onsiderable difference in the
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expectations that may justly be raised from the different
methods followed' in the ‘acquisition of ‘the ' art. Improve-
ments, unless in extraordinary instances of genius and sa-
gacity, are not to be ‘expected from those who have acquired
all their dexterity from imitation and thabit. One who has
Had an ‘education no better than that of an ordinary mechan-
ic, may prove an excellent manual operator; butit is only
in the ‘well-instructed /mechanician that you would expect to
find a good machinist.  The analogy. to vegetation ahove
suggested holds here also, The offset is commonly no
more than a mere copy of the parent plant, /It is from the
seed only you can expect, with the aid of ‘proper eulture; to
praduce new varieties, and even to make improvements on
the species, . « Expert men,” says.Lord Bacon,  can execute
and judge of particulars, ‘one by one; but the general coun-
eils, and the plots and marshalling of afiairs, come best from
those that are learned,” i (5 51 &

Indeed, in almost every art, even as used by mere practi-
tioners, there are certain rules, as hath been already hinted,
which must carefully be followed, and which serve the artist
instead of principles. An dcquaintance with. these is one
step, and but one step, towards science. Thus, in the com-
mon books of arithmetie; intended solely for practice, the

Tules laid down for the ordinary operations, as for numera.
tion, or numerical notation, addition, subtraction; multi plica-
tion, division, and'a few others, which are sufficient for all
the purposes of the aceountant, serve instead of principles;;
and, to'a S'u}nerﬁci_al observer, may be thought to supersede

the study o anything farther. But their utilit reaches a
very little way, compared with that which results from the
knowledge of the foundations of the art, and of what has been,:
not unfitly, styled arithmetis universal. It may be Jjustly said
that, without ‘some portion of this knowledge, the practieal
_ rules had never been invented. ‘Besides, if by these the par-
1 1] wvhi within the deseription
: F 1e other such general rules
€ as serve for the solution of endless particulars, .
may be discovered, P i
. The case, I own, is somewhat different with those arts
which are entirely: ounded on experiment and observation,

and are not derived, like pure mathematics, fromabstract and
‘universal axioms, But even in these, when we rise from the
individual to the Species, from the species to the genus, and
thence to the most extensive orders and classes, we arrive,
- though in a different way, at the knowledge of general truths,
which, in a certain sense, are also scientific, and. answer a
similar purpose. Our acquaintance with nature and its laws
is 50 much extended, that we shall be enabled, in numberless

cases, not only to apply to the most profitable purposes the
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knowledge we have thus acquired, but to determine before-
thand, ‘with sufficient certainty, the success of every new ap-
plication. In this progress we are like people who, from a
low and narrow bottom, where the view is confined to a few
acres, gradually ascend a lofty peak or promontory. The
prospect is perpetually enlarging as we mount; and when
we redch the sumit, the boundless horizon, comprehending
all the variety of sea and Iand, hill' and valley, town and'coun-
try, arable and desert, lies under the eye at once.

Those who in medicine have scarcely risen to the discern-
ment of any general principles, and have no other directory
but the ‘experiences gained in the first and lowest stage, of,
as it were, at the foot of the mountain, are commonly distin-
guished by the name of empirics. Something similar may be
said to obtain in the other liberal arts; for in all of them
more enlargement of mind is necessary than is réquired for
the exercise of those called mechanical. . The character di-
rectly apposite to the empiric is the wisionary; for it is not in
theology only that there are visionaries. ' Of the two ex-
tremes, T'acknowledge that the latter'is the worse. The first
founds mpon facts, but the facts are few, and commonly in his
reasonings, through'his imperfect knowledge of the subject,
misapplied. 'he second often argues very consequentially

“from'prineiples, whieh, having no foundation in nature, may

justly be denominated the illegitimate issue of his own ima-
gination. He in this resembles the man of science, that he
acts systematieally, for there are false as well as trne theo-
rists, and is influenced by certain general propositions, real
or imaginary. But the difference lies here, that in the one
they ‘are real, in the other imaginary. The system of the
one is reared on the firm basis of experience, the theory of
the other is no better than a castle in the air. I mention
characters only in the extreme, because in this manner they
aré best discriminated. Tn real life, however, any two of
these, sometimes all the thrée, in various proportions, may
be found blended in the same person. A
The ‘arts are frequently divided into the useful, and the po-
lite, fine, or elegant : for these words are, in this application,
used synonymously. ‘This division is not coincident with
thatinto the meehanicaland the liberal. = Physic, nayvigation,
and the art of war, though properly liberal arts, fall entirely
under the denomination of the useful’; whereas painting and
sculpture, though requiring a good deal of manual labour, and
in that respect more hearly related to'the mechanical, belong
to'the class denominated ‘elegant, The first division arises
purely from the consideration of the end to be attained, the
second from the consideration of the means to be employed.
In respect of the end, an art is either useful or elegant ; in
Tespect of the means, it1s' either mechanical or liberal. The
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true foundation of the former distribution is,that certain arts
are manifestly and ultimately. calculated for Profit or use ;
whilelothers, on the contrary, seem to terminate in, leasing,
The one supplies a real want, the other only g'_fatiﬁl':as' ‘some
mental taste. Yet in strictness, in the execution of the use-
ful arts, there is often 'scope for elegance, and the arts called
elegant are by no means destitute of use. . The principal dif-
ference is, that use is the direct and avowed purpose of the
former, whereas it is more latently and indirectly effected by
the latter. "Under this class are commonly included,.not;"onlyj
the arts of the painter and the statuary, but those also of the
musician and the poet. " Eloquence and architecture, by which
last term is always understood more than building “merely
for accommodation, are to be considered as' of a mixed na-
ture, wherein utility and beauty have almost equal influence.
The elegant arts, as well as the useful, are founded in ex-
perience; but from the difference of their nature, there arises
4 considerable difference both in their origin and in their
growth. Necessity, the mother of Invention, drives men;, in
the earliest state of. society, to the study and cultivation of
the useful arts ; it is always leisure and abundance which lead
men to seek gratifications no way conducive to the preserva-
tion either of the individual or of the species. The elegant
arts, therefore, are doubtless to be considered as the younger
sisters. The progress of the former towards perfection is,
however, much slower than that of the latter, . Indeed, with
regard to the first, it is im{mssible to say, as to several arts,
what is the perfection of the art ; since we are incapable ‘of
conceiving how far the united discernment and ‘industry of
men, properly applied, may yet carry them. For some cen-
turies 'backward, the men of every age have made great and
unexpected improvements on the labours of their predeces-
Sors. And it is very probable that the subsequent age will
produce discoveries and ‘acquisitions, which we of this a
are as little capable of foreseeing, as those who preceded us
in'the last century were capable of conjecturing the progress
that would be made in the present, ' The case Is not entirely
similar in the fine arts. These, though later in their appear-
ing; are more rapid in their advancement. ‘There may, in-
deed, be in these a degree of perfection beyond what we have
~experienced ; but we have some conception of the very ut-
most to which it can proceed. Tor instance,, where resem-
blanee is the object, as'in a picture or a statue, a perfect con-
formity to its archetype is a thing at least conceivable.  In
like manner, the utmost pleasure of which the imagination is
- Susceptible by a poetical narrative or exhibition is a thing, in
my judgment, not inconceivable, . We Britons, for example,
do, by immense degrees, excel the ancient Greeks in the arts
of mavigation and ship-building ; and how much farther we
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may still excel them in these, by means of discoveries and
improvements yet to be 'made, it would be the greatest pre-
sumption in any man to say. Butias it requires not a pro-
phetic spirit to discover, it implies no presumption to affirm,
that we shall never excel them so far in poetry and eloquence,
if eyer'in these respects we come to equal them. The same
thing might probably be affirmed in regard to painting, sculp-
ture, and musie, if we had here as ample a fund of materials
forforming a comparison. :

But let.it be observed, that the remarks now made regard
only the advancement of the arts themselves; for though the
uselul are of slower growth than the other, and their utmost
perfection cannot always be so easily ascertained, yet the
aequisition of any one of them by a learner, in the perfection
which it has reached at the time,is a muech easiér matter
than the acquisition of any of the ‘elegant arts; besides
that the latter require much more of a certain happy combi-
nation in the original frame of spirit, commonly called genius,
than is necessary in the other.

Let it be observed farther, that as the gratification of taste
is the immediate object of the fine arts, their effect is in a
manner instantaneous, and the-quality of any new production
in these is immediately judged by everybody; for all have
in'them some rudiments of taste, though in some they are
improved by a good, in others corrupted by a bad education,
and'in others almost suppressed by a total want of education.
In the useful arts, on the contrary, as more time and expe-
rience are requisite for discovering the means by which our
aecommodation is effected, so it generally requires examina-
tion, time, and trial, that we may be satisfied of the fitness of
the work for the end proposed. ~ In these we are not so near
apt to consider ourselves as judges, unless we be either
artists, or accustomed to employ and examine the works of
artists in that particular profession.

I mentioned some arts that have their fundamental prinei-
ples in the abstract sciences of geometry and arithmetie, and
some in the doctrine of gravitation and motion.  There are
others, as the medical and chirurgical arts, which require a
still broader foundation .of science in anatomy, the animal
economy, natural history, diseases and remedies. Those
arts, which, like poetry, are purely to be ranked among the
elegant, as their end is attained by ‘an accommodation to
some internal taste, so the springs by which ‘alone they can
be regulated must be sought forin the nature of the human
mind, and more especially in the prineiples of the imagina-
tion. Itis also in the human mind that we must investigate
the source of some of the useful arts. Logic, whose end is
the discovery of truth, is founded in the doctrine of the un-
derstanding ; and ethics, under which may be comprehended

B2
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of the will, ;
'This, was the idea of Tiord Verulam,* perhaps the' most
comprehensive genius in Pphilosophy that has ap eared in
modern times.  But these are not {he only arts which have
_their foundation in the scierce of human nature. Grammar,
oo, inits general principles, has

economics, politics, ‘and jurisprdence, are founded in that

a ‘close connexion with the
understanding; and the theory of the association of ideas.
. But there is no art whatever that Has so close a connexion
withall the faculties and powers of the mind as eloguence,
or the art of speaking, in the extensive sense in which I em.
ploy the term. For, in the first place, that it oupht to be
ranked among the polite or fine arts, is manifest from this,
~that in'all its exertions, with little Or 1o exception (as will
appear afterward), it requires ‘the aid of the imagination.
Thereby it not only pleases. but by pleasing' commands atten-
- tion, rouses the passions, and often at last subdues the most
stubborn resolution. Tt is ‘also useful art. 'This is cer
tainly the case, if the power of speech be ‘a ‘useful faculty, as
it professedly teaches us How to"employ that faculty with
the greatest probabiility ‘of 'sticcess. Farther, if the logical
art and the ‘ethical be useful, eloquence is useful, as'it in-
structs us how these arts must be applied for the convietion o
‘and persuasion of others, It is, indeed, the grand art of com- |
| mumnieation, not. of ideas onl , but of sentiments, passions, Ti
dispositions, and purposes. Nay, withont this, the greatest
talents, even wisdom itself, lose much of thejr lustre, and
still'more of their usefulness. The'wise in heart, saith-Solo-
mon, shall be called prudent, but the sweelness of the lips in-
creaseth learning.t | B?-lt_‘h'e former, a man’s'own conduct may
be well regulated, but the latter is ‘absolutely necessary for
diffusing’ valuable knowledge, ‘and enforeing right rules'of
action 'upon others. ; i
‘Poetry, indeed, is properly no other than a particular mode
or ‘form of ‘certain’ branches of oratory.  But of 'this more
afterward. Suffice it'only to remark at present, that ‘the di- :
Tectend of the'former, whether to delight the fancy asin epie, |
or to move the passions as in tragedy, is avowedly in part the
aim, and sometimes the immediate and proposed ‘aim, of the
‘orator. The same medium, language, is made use of, the same
‘general rules of composition, in narration, description, argu-
<% Doctrina circa intellectua, atque illa altera cirea wolwitatem hominis, in
natalibus snis tanquam gemellm sunt. Bt enim illuminationis ipuritas. et
‘arbitri libertas simul Inceperunt, simul corruerunt. Neque dator in_ uni-
‘versitate rerum tam intima sympathia guam illa Veri et Bon;. Venimps
Jam ad doctrinam circa usum et objecta facultatem anime humana; 1ila
duas habet partes easque notissimas, et consensu rece]int_as; Logicam et
Ethicam, L&:ég_';cn de intellectn et ratione ; Ethica de yo untate, sBper.:tu, o
et affectibus disserit, Altera decreta, altera actiones progignit.—De Aug, S
Sei, Lv, e i, T Provi, xvi., 21.- gt
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mentation, are observed; and the same tropes and figures,
either for beautifying or for invigorating the diction, are em-
ployed by both.  In'regard to versification, it is more to be
considered as an appendage than 'as a constituent of poetry,
In this lies what may be called the more mechanical part of
the poet’s wotk, being at most but a sort of garnishing, and
by far too unessential to give a designation to the kind.  This
particularity in form, to adopt an expression of the naturalists,
constitutes only 4 variety, and not a different species.

Now, though a considerable proficiency in Lhe practice of
the oratorical art may be easily and almost naturally attained,
by one in whom clearness of apprehension is happily united
with sensibility of taste, fertility of imagination, and a eertain
veadiness in language, a more thorough investigation of the
latent energies, if 1 may thus express myself, whereby the
instruments employed by eloguence produce their efiect
upon the hearers, will serve considerably both to improve
their taste, and to enrich the fancy. By the former effect
we learn to amend and avoid faults in composing and speak-
ing, against which the best natural, but uncultivated parts,
give no security ; and by the latter, the proper mediums are
suggested, whereby the-necessary aids of topics, arguments,
illustrations, and motives may be proctired. Besides, this
study, properly conducted, leads directly o an acquaintance
with ourselves; it not only traces the operations of the intel-
lect and imagination, but discloses the lurking springs of
action in the heart. 1In this view, it is perhaps the surest
and the shortest, as well as the pleasantest way of arriving
at the science of the human mind. Itisasan humble attempt
to lead the mind of the studious inquirer into this track that
the following sheets are now submitted to the examination of
the public. :

When we consider the manner in which the rhetorical art
hath arisen, and been treated in the schools, we must be
sensible that in this, as in the imitative arts, the first handle
has been .given to criticism by actual performances in' the
art. The ‘principles of our nature will, without: the aid of
any previous and formal instruction, sufficiently account for
the first atiempts.. As speakers existed before grammarians,
and reasoners before logicians; so, doubtless, there were ora-
tors before there were, rhetoricians, and poets before critics.
The first impulse towards the attainment of every art is from
nature., The earliest ‘assistance and direction that can be
obtained in the rhetorical art, by which men operate on the
minds of others, avises from the consciousness a man has of
what ‘operates on his own mind, aided by the sympathetic
feelings, and by that practical experience of mankind. which
individuals, even in the rudest state of society, are capable of
acquiring. The next step'is to observe and discriminate, by




20 - INTRODUGTION,

proper‘appellations, the different attempts, whether modes of

“arguing or forms, of speech, that have been employed for

the purposes of explaining, convincing, pleasing, moving, and
persuading. Here we have the beginnings of the ecritical
science. The third step is to compare, with diligence, the
various effects, favourable or unfavourable, of those attempts,
carefully taking into consideration every attendant circum-
‘stance by which the snccess appears to have been influenced,
and by which one may be enabled to discover to what partic-
ular purpose each attempt is adapted, and in what circum-
stances only to be used. The fourth and last is to canvass

_those principles in our nature to which the various attempts

are adapted, and by which, in any instance, their success, or
want of success, may be accounted for. By the first step
the critic is supplied with materials. - By the second, the
materials are distributed and classed, the forms of argument,
the tropes and figures of-speech, with.their divisions and sub-
divisions, are explained. By the third, the rules of composi-
tion are discovered, or the method of combining and disposing
the several materials, so as'that they may be perfecily adapted

‘to the end in view. By the fourth, we arrive at that knowl-

edge of human nature which, besides its other advantages,
adds both weight and evidence to' all precedent discoveries
and rules.

The second of the steps ‘above mentioned, which, by-the-
way, is the first of the rhetorical art, for all that precedes is

roperly supplied by Nature, appeared to the author of Hudi-

ras the ntmost pitch that had even to his time been attained :
; ! For all a rhetorician's rules r

Teach nothing but to name his tools.”*

In this, however, the matter hath been exaggerated by the
satirist. Considerable progress had been made by the an-
cient Greeks and Romans in devising the proper rules of

‘composition, not ‘only in the two sorts of poesy, epic and

dramatie, but also in the three sorts of orations which were
in most frequent use among them, the deliberative, the judi-
ciary, and the demonstrative. And I must acknowledge that,
as far as I have been able to discover, there has been little
or ‘no improvement in this respect made by the moderns.
The observations and rules transmitted to us from these dis-
tinguished names in the learned world, Aristotle, Cicero, and
Quintilian, have been for the most part only translated by
later eritics, or put into a modish dress and new arrange-
ment. And as to the fourth and last step, it may be said to
bring us into a new country, of which, though there have
been some suceessful incursions: occasionally made upon its
frontiers, we are not yet in full possession. :

* Part 1, canto 1,
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The performance.which, of all' those I happen to.be ac-
quainted with, seems to have advanced farthest in this way,
is the Elements of Crilicism. But the subject of the learned
and ingenious author of that work is rather too multifarious
Yo admit 'so narrow a scrutiny as would be necessary for a
perfect knowledge of the several parts. Everything that is
an object of taste, sculpture, painting, music; arcfutea{urg._ and
gardening, as well as poelry and eloquence, come within his
plan. On the other hand, though his subject be more multi-
form, it is, in respect of its ‘connexion with the _mmd, less
extensive than that here proposed. All-those particular arts
are examined only on that side wherein there is found a pret-
ty considerable coincidence with one another; namely, as
abjects of taste, which, by exciting sentiments of grandeur,
beauty, novelty, and the like, are calculated Lo delight the'im-
agination. In this view, eloguence comes no farther under
consideration than' as a fine art, and adapted, like“the other
above mentioned, to please the fancy and to move the pas-
sions. But to treat it also as a useful art, and closely con-
nected with the understanding and the will, would haye led
to a discussion foreign to his purpose.

I am aware that, from the deduction given above, it may
be urged that the fact, as here represented, seems to subvert
the principle formerly laid down, and that as practice in the
art has given the first scope for criticism, the former cannot
justly be considered as deriving light and direction from the
latter ; that, on the contrary, the latter ought to be regarded
as merely affording a sort of intellectual entertainment to
speculative men. It may be said that this science, however
entertaining, as it must derive all its light and information
from the actual examples in the art, ean never, in return, be
subservient to the art, from which alone it has received
whatever it has to bestow. This objection, however spe-
cious, will not bear a near examination; for let it be obsery-
ed, that though in'all the arts the first rough draughts or im-
perfect attempts that are made precede everything that can
be termed criticism, they do not precede everything that can
be termed knowledge, which every human creature that is
not an idiot is every day, from his birth, acquiring by expe-
rience and observation. This knowledge must of necessity
precede even those rudest and earliest essays; and if in the
imperfect and indigested state in which knowledge must al-
ways be found in the mind that is rather self-taught than to-
tally untaught, it deserves not to be dignified with the title
of Science, neither does the first awkward attempt in prac-
tice merit to be honoured with the name of Axt: “As is the
one, such is the other. It is enough for my purpose that
something must be known, before anything in this way, with
a view to an end, can be undertaken to be done



22 INm ﬁgpﬁﬂmﬁﬁr;

At the same;time it is acknowledged that, as. man is much
mmore an active than a contemplative being, and as generally.
there is'some view:to action, especiallyin uncultivated minds,
in;all their observations and inquiries, it.cannot be. doubted.
that, in composition, the first attempts would be in the art,
and that afterward, from the comparison of different attempts
with one another, and the cpnsidl::;i.on.of the success with
which they had been severally attended, would arise. gradu-
ally.the rules of eriticism. - Nor can'it, on the other hand, be
pleaded with any appearance of truth, that observations. de-
rived from the productions of an art, can be of no service for
the improvement of that art, and, consequently, of no benefit
to/future artists. On the contrary, it is:thus that every art,
liberal or mechanical, elegant or useful, except those founded
in.pure: mathematics, advances towards perfection. From
observing, similar, but different attempts and experiments, .
andfrom comparing their effects, general remarks are made,.
whieh serve as so many rules for directing future practice;
and from comparing;such general remarks together, others
still more general are deduced, A few individual instances
serve as a foundation to those observations, which, when
once sufficiently established; extend their influence to instan-
ces innumerable: . It is in this: way that, on experiments
comparatively few, alli the physiological sciences have been:
reared; it is in this way that those comprehensive truths:
were first discovered which have had such an unlimited influ-
ence on the most important arts, and given man so. vast a
dominion: over the elements, and even: the most refractory
powers of nature. It is evident, therefore, that the artist and
the critic are reciprocally subservient, and the particular prov-
iuﬁa of each is greatly improved by the assistance, of, the,

other. i : ) i
' Butiit is not necessary hera to enter farther into this sub-
jeet; what T shall have occasion afterward to advance on
the acquisition' of experience, and the manner of using ‘it
will be a sufficient illustration.
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PHILOSOPHY OF RHETORIC.

BOOK L

THE NATURE AND FOUNDATIONS OF. ELOQUENCE.

E€HAPTER 1.

Eloquence in the largest acceptation defined, its more general forms exhib-
ited, with their different objects, ends, and characters.

In.speaking, there is always some end proposed; or some
effect.-which the speaker intends to produce in the hearer.
The word eloguence, in its greatest latitude, denotes ** that art
or talent by which the discourse is adapted to its end.”*

Allthe ends of speaking are reducible to four ; every speech
being intended to enlighten the understanding, to please the
imagination, to move the passions, or to influence the will.

Any one discourse admits only one of these ends as the
principal. Neyertheless, in discoursing on a subject, many
things may be, introduced: which are more immediately and
apparently directed to some of the othier ends of ;speaking,
and not to that which is the chief intent of the whole. But
then these other and immediate ends are in effect;but means,
and must be rendered conducive to that which isithe primary
intention. . Accordingly, the propriety or-the impropriety of
the introduction of such secondary ends will always be in-
ferred from their subseryiency or want of subserviency to
that end which is, in respect of them, the ultimate. . For ex-
ample, a discourse addressed to the understanding, and cal-
culated to illustrate or evince some point purely speculative;
may borrow aid from the imagination, and admit metaphor
and comparison, but not the bolder and; more striking fig-
ures, as that called vision or fiction,t prosopopeeia, and the

* ¢ Dicere secundum  virtutem orationis. Scientia bene. dicendi.’—
Quintitian. The Word eloguence, in common conversation, is seldom used
in such a comprehensive, sense. [ have, however, made choice of this
definifion on a double account: 1st. It exactly corresponds to Tully’s idea
of a perfect orator: “ Optimus est orator qui dicendo animos audientium et
docet, et delectat, et permovet.”  2dly. It is best adapted.to the subject. of
these papers.  See the note on page 26, - i
.1 By vision or‘fiction is understood. that rhetorical figure of which Quins
tilian says, * Quas pavragias Greci vocant, nos sand visiones appellamus;
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like, which are not so much intended to elucidate a subject
as to excite admiration. - Still less will it admit an address
to the passions, which, as it never fails to disturb the opera-
tion of the intellectual faculty, must be regarded by every
intelligent hearer as foreign at least, if not insidious. It is
“obvious! that, either of these, far from being subservient to
the main design, would distract the atlention fromit.
There is, indeed, one kind of address to the understanding,
and only one, which, it-may not-be improper to observe, dis.
dains all assistance whatever from the faney. The address
I mean is mathematical demonstration. - As this doth not,
like moral reasoning, admit degrees of evidence, its perfec-
tion in'point of eloquence, if so-uncommon an application of
the term may be allowed, consists in perspicuity. Perspi-
cuity here results entirely; from propriety and simplicity of
diction, and from accuracy of method, where the mind is reg-
ularly, step by step, conducted forward in the same track,
the attention no way: diverted, nothing left to be supplied, no
one unnecessary word or idea introduced.®* On'the contrary,
an harangue framed for affecting the hearts or influencing the
resolves of an assembly, needs greatly the assistance both of
intellect and of imagination.. ;
Ingeneral, it may be asserted that each preceding species,
in the/order above exhibited, is preparatoryto the subsequent ;
that each subsequent species is founded on the preceding;
and that thus they ascend in a regular progression. ' Knowl-
edge, the object of the intellect, lurnisheth materials for the
fancy ;' the fancy culls, compounds, and, by her mimic art,
disposes: these materials so as to affect the passions; the
passions are the natural spurs to volition or action, and so
need only to be rightly directed. This connexion and de-
pendancy will better féppear from the following observations,
When' a speaker addresses himself to the understanding,
he proposes the instruction of. his hearers, and that, either by
explaining some doctrine unknown, ornot distinetly compre-
hended by them, or by proving some position disbelieved or
doubted by them. In other ‘words, he'proposes either to-dis-
Pel ignorancelor to vanguish error. In the one, his aim is
their information ; in the other, their conviction. Accordingly,
the predominant’quality of the former is persvicuity ; of the

Per quas imagines reram absentium ita Tepresentantur animo, ut eas cer-
nere aculis ac presentes habere vid ol !

* Of this kind Euclid hath £iven us the most perfect models, which have
not, I' think, been sufficiently imitated by later mathematicians. In him
you find' the exactest arrangement invio{ab!y observed, the properest and

implest, and, b quence, the plainest expressions: constantly used,
nothing deficient, nothing superfiuous; in brief; nothing ‘which in more, or
fewer,':)el;l other words, or words otherwise disposed, could have beenbetter
expressed. - g
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latter, argument. By that we are made to know, by this to
believe.

The imagination is addressed by exhibiting to it a lively
and beautiful representation of a suitable object.  Asin this
exhibition the task of the orator may, in some sort, be said,
like that of the painter, to consist in imitation, the merit of
the work results entirely from these two sources: dignity,
as well in the subject or thing imitated as in the manner of
imitation, and resemblance in the portrait or performance.
Now the principal scope for this class being in narration and
description, poetry, which is one mode of oratory, especially
epic poetry, must be ranked under it. The effect of the
dramatie, at least of tragedy, being upon' the passions, the
drama'falls under another species, to be explained afterward.
But that kind of address of which I am now treating attains
the summit of perfection in the sublime, or those great and
noble images whieh, when in suitable colouring presented to
the mind, do, as it were, distend the imagination with some
vast conception, and quite ravish the soul.

The sublime, it may be urged, as it raiseth admiration,
should be considered as one species of address to the pas-
sions.  But this objection, when examined, will appear su-
perficial. There are few words in any language (particularl
such as relate tothe operations and feelings of the mint?)’
which“are strictly univoeal, Thus, admiration, when per-
sons are the object, isicommonly used for a high degree of
esteem ; but, when otherwise applied, it denotes solely an
internal taste. It is that pleasurable sensation which in-
stantly arises on the perception of magnitude, or of what-
ever 15 great and stupendous in its kind ; for there is a
greatness in the degrees of quality in spiritual subjects
analogous to that which subsists in the degrees of quantity
in  material things. Accordingly, in all tongues, perhaps
without exception, the ordinary terms which: are considered
as literally expressive of' the latter, are also used promiscu-
ously to denote the former. Now admiration, when thus
applied, doth not require to its production, as the passions
generally do, any reflex view of motives or tendencies, or
of any relation either to Private interest or to the good of

-others; and ought, therefore, to be numbered among those

original feelings of the mind, which are denominated by
somie the reflex senses, being of the same class with a taste
of ‘beauty, an ear for music, or eur moral sentiments. Now
the immediate view of whatever is directed to the imagina-
tion (whether the subject be things inanimate or animal
forms, whether characters, actions, incidents, or manners)
terminates in the gratification of some internal taste; as a
taste for the wonderful, the fair, the good; for elegance, for
noyelty, or for grandeur.
Cc
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- But it is evident that this creative faculty, the. fancy, fre-
quently lends her aid in promoting still nobler ends. From
her exuberant stores mostiof those tropes and figures are ex-
tracted which, when properly employed, have such a mar-
vellous efficacy in rousing the passions, and by some secret,
sudden, and inexplicable association, awakening all the ten-
derest emotions of the heart: In this case, the address: of
the orator is not ultimately intended to astonish by the lofti-
ness of his images, or to delight by the beauteous resemblance
which his painting bears! to nature ; nay, it will not permit
the hearers even a moment's leisure for making the compar-
ison, but, as it were, by some magieal spell, hurries them, ere
they are aware, into lave, pity, grief, terror, desire, aversion,
fury, or hatred.. It therefore assumes the denomination of
pathetios* which is the characteristic of ‘the third species of
discourse, that addressed to the passions.

Finally, as that kind, the most complex of all, which is
calculated to influence the will, and persuade to a certain
conduct, is in reality an artful mixture of that which proposes
to convince the judgment, and that which interests the pas-
sions, its distinguishing excellence results from these iwo,
the argumentative: and the pathetic incorporated together.
These, acting with united force, and, if [ may so express my-
self; in concert, constitute that passionate eviction, that vehe-
mence of contention, which is admirably. fitted for persuasion,
and hath always been regarded, as the supreme qualification
1 an orator.f It is this which bears down every obstacle,

* I am sensible’ that this word is commonly used in a more limited sense,
Tor that only which excites commiseration. ' Perhiaps the word impassioned
would answer hetter. . b

1 This aniniated reasoning the Greel rhetoricians termed Servorng, which,
from signifying the principal excellence in an orator, came at length to de-
note oratory itself.  And as vel 2@ an quence b synonymous,
the latter, suitably to this way of thinking, was sometimes defined. the art
of persuasion. But that this definition is defective, appears even from their
own wn'tinfs. since, in a consistency with it, their rhetorics conld have
comprehended those orations called demonstrative, the design of which was
not topersuade, but to please. Yet it'is easy to discover the origin of this
defect, and that both from tlhie nature of the thing and: from the customs
which' obtained among both Greeks and Romans; * First, from (the' nature
of the thing, for to persnade rresnpposes in: some degree, and therefore
may be understood to imply, all the other talents of an orator, to enlighten,
to evince, to paint, to astonish, toinflame: but this doth not hold inversely ;
one may explain with. clearness, and ];lrove with energy, who'is incapable
of the sublime, the pathélic, and the vehement ; besides, this power of per-
suasion, or, as Cicero calls.il, ““posse voluntates hominum impellere quo

18

velis, unde velis, ded e,” as it makes a man of his h

the most considerable in respect of conseq Secondly, from ancient
customs. All their public orations were ranked under three' classes, the
demonstrative, the judiciary, and' the' deliberative. In the last'two it was
1mpossible to rise to eminence without that important talent, the power of
persuasion. These were in much more frequent use than the first, and,
withal, the surest means of advancing both the fortune and the fame of the
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and procures the speaker an irresistible power over I_.he
thoughts and. purposes of his audience. It is this which
hath been so justly celebrated as giving one man an ascend-
ant over others, superior even to what despotism itself can
bestow ; since by the latter the more ignoble patts only, the
body and its members, are enslaved ; whereas from the do-
minion of the former nothing is exempted, neither judgment
nor affection, not even the inmost recesses, the most latent
movements of the soul. What opposition is he not pr_egal‘ed
to conquer on whose arms reason hath conferred solidity and
weight, and passion such a sharpness as enables them, in
defiance of every obstruction, to open a speedy passage to the
heart1-

It is not, however, every kind of pathos which will give
the orator so great an ascendency over the minds of his
hearers. All passions are not alike capable of producing
this effect. - Some are naturally inert and torpid ; they deject
the mind, and' indispose it for enterprise. Of this kind are
sorrow, fear, shame, humility. Others, on the contrary, ele-
vate the- soul, and stimulate to action. Such are hope,
patriotism, ambition, emulation, anper. These, with the -
greatest facility, are made to concur in direction with argu-
ments’ exeiting to reselution and activity; and are, conse-
quently, the fittest for producing what, for want of a better
term in ourlanguage, I shall henceforth denominate the vele-
ment. 'There is, besides, an intermediate kind of passions,
which do not so congenially and directly either restrain us
from acting or incite us to act; but, by the art of the
speaker, can, in an oblique manner, be made conducive to

“either. ‘Such are joy, love, esteem, compassion. Never-
‘theless, all these kinds may find a place in suasory discourses,

or such as are intended to operate on the will. - The first is

properest for dissuading; the second, as hath been already

Llin}ted, for persuading; the third is equally accommodated to
oth.

Guided'by the above reflections, we may easily trace that
connexion in the'various forms of eloquence which was re-
marked on distingnishing them by their several objects. The
imagination is eharmed by a finished picture, wherein even
drapery and'ornament are not neglected; for here the end is
pleasure. Would we penetrate farther, and agitate the soul,
we must exhibit only some vivid strokes, some expressive
features, not decorated as for show (all ostentation being

orator; for as onthe judiciary the lives and estates of private persons de-
pended, on the deliberative hung the resolves of senates, the fate of king-
doms, nay, of thc_ most renowned republics the world ever knew. Conse-
quently, to excel in these must have been the direct road to riches; lionours,
and preferment.  No wonder, then, that persuasion should almost wholly
engross the rhetorician's notice.

A
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Thus much shall suffice for explaining the spirit, the intent,
and the distinguishing qualities of each of the forementioned
sorts of address; all which agree in this, an accommodation
to affairs of a serious and important nature.

CHAPTER II. ;
OF WIT; HUMOUR; AND RIDICULE.

T article, concerning eloquence in‘its largest accepta-
tion, I cannot properly dismiss without making some obser-
vations on another genus of oratory, in many things similar
to the former, but wiich is naturally suited to light and trivial
matters. : 1

‘This, also, may be branched into three sorts, corresponding
ta those already discussed, directed to the fancy, the passions,
and the will ; for that which illuminates the understanding
serves as a common foundation to both, and has here nothing
peculiar. . This may be styled the eloquence of conversation,
as the other is more strictly the eloguenee of declamation.*
Not, indeed, but that wit, humour, ridicule, which are the es-

- sentials of the former, may often be successfully admitted
mnto public hdrangues. And, on the other hand, sublimity,
pathos, yehemence, may sometimes enter the precincts of
familiar converse. To justify the use of such distinctive
appellations, it is enough that'they refer to those particulars
which are predominant in each, though fiot peculiar to either.

SECTION I
 oF wit.

To consider the matter more nearly, it is the design of wit
to excite in the mind an agreeable surprise, and that arising,
not from anything marvellous in the subject, but solely from
the imagery she employs; or the strange assemblage of re-
lated ideas presented to the mind. T%is end is effected in
one or other of these three ways; first, in debasing things
pompous or seemingly grave; I say seemingly grave, because

e %o illos credo qui aderant, nec sensisse quid facerent, nec sponte judicioque
plavsisse; sed velut mente captos, et quo essent in loco ignaros, erupisse
1 hune voluntatis affectum,” lib. viii., cap. 3. Without doubt a consider-
able share of the effect ought to beascribed o the immense advantage which
the action and pronunciation of the orator would give to his expression. iy

* In the latter of these the ancients excel; in the former, the moderns,
Demosthenes and Cicero, not to say Homer and Virgil, Lo this day remain
unrivalled, and in all antiquity, Lucian himself not excepted, we cannot
find a match for Swift and Cervantes,
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to vilify what is Zruly grave, has something sliocking in it,
which rarely fails to counteract the end: secondly, in ap-
grandizing things little and frivolous': thirdly, in setting ordi-
nary objects, by means not only remote, but apparently con-
frary, in a particular and uncommon pomt of view.* . This
will be better understood from the following observations and
examples. i bt

The materials employed by wit in the grotesque pieces
she exhibits are partly derived from those common fountains
of whatever is directed to the imaginatiyve powers, the orna-
ments of elocution, and the oratorical figures, simile, apos-
trophe, antithesis, metaphor; partly from those she,'in a
madnner, appropriates to herself, irony, hyperbole, allusion,
parody, and (if the reader will pardon' my descending so low)
paronomasia,t and pun. The limning of wit differs from the
rhetorical painting above described in two respects: One is,
that in the latter there is not only a resemblance requisite
in that particular on which the comparison is founded, but
there must also be a general similitude in the nature and
quality of that which 1s the basis of the imagery, to that
which is the theme of discourse. In respect of dignity, or
the impression they make upon the mind, they»must be things
homogeneous. What has magnificence must invariably be
portrayed by what is magnificent ; objects of importance, by
objects important; such as have grace, by things graceful ;
whereas the witty, though requiring an exact likeness in the
first particular; demands, in the second, a contrariety rather,

* I know no language which affords a name for this species of imagery
but the English. The French esprit, or bel esprit, though on some occasions
rightly lated wit, hath a signification more extensive and
generical. It must ba owned, indceé, that in conformity to the style of
French critics, the term wit, in English writings, hath been sometimes used
with eqtial latitude,  But thisis cerlainly a perversion of the word from its
ordinary, sense, through an excessive deférence to the manner and idiom of:
our ingenious neighbours. Indeed, when 'an author varies the meaning in
the same work, he not only occasions perplexity to his reader, but falls him-
self into an apparent inconsistency. An error of this kind in Mr. Pope has
been lately pomted ont by a very ingenious and judicious critic. * “In the
essay on criticism it is said,

¢ True wit isnature to advantage dress'd.’
But immediately after this the poet adds,
] ¢ For works may have more wit than does’em good.’

‘“Now let us substitute the definition in place of the thing, and it will stand
thus: A work may have more of nature dress'd to advantage than will do it
good. This is impossible ; and it is evident that the confusion arises from
the poet's having annexed two different ideas to the same word."— Webb's
Remarks on the ﬁm}xtfes aof Poetry, Dinlogue ii. ;

+ Paronomasin is properly, that fignre which the French call ijew de_mots.
Such as ‘ Inceptio est amentium, haud amantium."—Ter. Andr. ‘ Which
templed our attempt."—Mile., b, 1. * To begird the Almighty’'s throne, ba-
seeching or besieging.”—B. v.
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or remoteness. This enchantress exults in reconciling con-
Jtradictions, and' in hitting on that special light and attitude
Wherein you can discover anunexpected similarity in objects
‘Which, at first sight, appear the most dissimilar and hetero-
geneous. Thus %ligh.z_md low are coupled, humble and su-
perb, momentous and trivial, common and extraordinary.
Addison, indeed, observes,* that wit is often produced, not by
the resemblance; but by the opposition of ideas. But this,
of which, howeyer, he hath not given us an instance, doth
not constitute a different species, as the repugnance in that
case will always be found between objects in other respects
resembling ; for it is to the contrast of dissimilitude and like-

ness, remoteness and relation in the same objects, that its,

peculiar effect is imputable.  Hence we hear of the flashes
and the sallies of wit, phrases which imply suddenness, sur-
prise, and contrariety. These are illustrated, in the first, by
4 term which implies an instantaneous emerpgence of light
in darkness ; in the second, by a word which denotes an ab-
rupt transition to things distant: for we may remark, in
passing, that, though language be older than criticism, those
expressions adopted by the former to elucidate matters’ of
taste, will be found to have a pretty close cenformity to the
purest discoveries of the latter. ; :

Nay, of so much consequence here are surprise and novel-
ty, that nothing is more tasteless, and sometimes disgusting,
than 4 joke that has become stale by frequent repetition.
For the same resson, even a pun or happy allusion will ap-
pear excellent when thrown out extempore in conversation,
which would be deemed execrable in print. In like mannor,
a witty repartee is infinitely more pleasing than a witty at-
tack; for, though in both cases the thing may be equally
new to the reader or hearer, the effect on him is greatly in-
Jjured when there is: ground to suppose that it may be the slow
production of study and premeditation. "This, however, holds
most with regard to the inférior tribes of Witticisms; of which
their readiness is the best recommendation.

The other respect in which wit differs from the illustra-
tions of the graver orator is the way wherein it affects the
hearer. Sublimity elevates, beauty charms, wit diverts.
The first, as has been already observed, enraptures, and, as
it were, dilates the soul; the Second diffuseth over it a serene
delight ; the third tickles the fancy, and throws the spirits
into an agreeable vibration,

To these reflections I shall subjoin examples in each of the
three sorts of wit above explained.

1t will, however, be Proper to premise that, if the reader
should not at first be sensible of the Justness of the solutions
and explications to be given, he ought not hastily to form an

* Spectator,
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unfavourable conelusion. Wherever there is taste, the witty
and the humorous make themselves perceived, and produce
their effect instantaneously:; butthey are of so'subtle anature
that they will hardly'endure to be touchied, much less to un-

.dergo a strict analysis.and scrutiny. ‘They are like those

volatile essences which, being too.delicate to bear the open
air, evaporate almost as soon as they are exposed to iti Ac-
cordingly, the wittiest things will sometimes be made to ap-
pear insipid, and the most ingenious frigid, by scrutinizing
them too narrowly. Besides, the very frame of spirit proper
for being diverted with the laughable in objects is so different
from that which is necessary for philosophizing on them, that
there is a risk that, when we- are most disposed to inquire
into the cause, we are least capable of feeling the effect; as
it is certain that, when the effect hath its full influence on us,
we have little inclination for investigating the cause. For
these reasons I have resolved to be brief in. my illustrations,
having often observed that, in such nice and abstract in-
quiries, if a proper hint do not suggest the matter to the
reader, he will be but more perplexed by long and elaborate
discussions. -

Of the first sort, which consists in the debasement of things
great and eminent, Butler, among a thousand other instances,
hath: given us those which follow: :

# And now had Phoebus, in the lap
Of Thetis, taken out his map:
And, like a lobster boil’d, the morn
1 From black to red began to turn.”*
Here the low allegorical style of the first couplet, and the
simile used in the second, afford us a just notion'of this low-
est species, which is distinguished by the name of he hudi-
crous. Amnother specimen from the same author you have in:
these lines : z
“Great on the bench, great in the saddle,
That could as well bind o'er as swaddle,
Mighty he was at both of these,
And styled of war as well as peace:
So some rats of amphibious nature
Are either for the land or water.''+
In this coarse kind of drolléry those laughable translations
or paraphrases of Heroic and othier serious poems, wherein
the authors are said to be travestied, chiefly abound.

To the same class: those instances must be referred in
which, though there is no direct comparison made, qualities
of real dignity and importance are degraded hy being coupled
with' things mean and frivolous, as in some respect standing
in the same predicament. An example of this I shall give
from the same hand.

* Hudibras, part ii., canto'2 + Ibid., part i., canto 1.
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“For when the restless Greeks sat down
So many years before Troy town, ;
And were renown’d, as Homer writes,
For well-soal'd boots* no less than fights. "t - 2
I shall only observe farther, that! this sort, whose aim is to
debase, delights in the most homely expressions, proyineial
idioms, and cant phrases: _ ,

The second kind, consisting in the aggrandizement of little
things, which is bg far the most splendid, and displays a soar-
ing 1magination, these lifies of Pope will serve to illustrate :

“As Berecynthia, while her offspring vie
In homage to'the mother of the sky,
Surveys around her in the bless'd abode
A hundred sons, and every son a god : 1
Not with less‘glory mighty Dulness crown'd, Z
Shall take through Grub-street her triumphant roond’;
And her Parnassus glancing oer at once,

i Behold a hundred sons, and each a dunce.” e .
This whole similitude is spirited, The parent of the celes.
tials is contrasted by-the daughter of night and chaos; heaven
by Grub-street ; gods by dunces:  ‘Besides; the parody it con-
tains on a beautiful passage in Virgil adds a particular lustre’
toit.§y 'Fhis species'we muy term the thrasonical, or the mock-
majestic, It affects the most pompous language and sonorous
phraseology ‘as much as the other affects the reverse, the
vilest and'most grovelling dialect. -

I shall produce another example from the same writer,
which is, indeed, inimitably fine. It represents a lady em-
ployed at her toilet, attended by her maid, under the allegory
of the celebration of some solemn and religious ceremony.
‘Fhe passage is rather long for a quotation, but as the omis-
sion of any part would be a real mutilation, I shall give it

entire.

“And now unveil'd, the toilet stands display’d,
Each silver vase in mystic order laid,
First, robed in white, the nymph intent adores,
With head uncover'd, the cosmotic powers,
A heavenly image in the glass appears,
To Lhat she bends, to that'her eyes'she rears ;
The inferior priestess at her altar's side;
Trembling, begins the sacred rites of pride ;
Unnumber'd {reasures opes at once, and here
“The yarious offerings of the world appear ;
From each she nicely culls with ¢urious toil;
And decks the goddeéss with the glittering spoil,

* In allusion to the Evrvjudes Ayator, an expression which frequently
oceurs hoth in the Tliad and in the Odyssey. F
~ T Hudibras, part i, canto 2. . 1 Dunciad, B,
& The passage is this : 3
* Felix prole viram, qualis' Berecynthia mater
Invenitur curru Phrygias turrita per ubes,
Lamta defim partu, centum complexa nepotes,
Omnes ceelicolas, omnes supera alta tenentes.—/ENEIS,
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This casket India’s glowing gems unlocks,
And all Arabia breathes from yonder box.
The tortoise here and elephant unite :
Transform'd to combs, the speckled and the white,
Her filés of pins extend their shining rows,
Puffs, powders, patches, Bibles, billet donx.
Now awful beauty puts on all its arms,
‘The fair each moment rises in her charms,
Repairs her smiles, awakens eve?r grace,
And calls forth all the wonders of her face;
Sees by degrees 4 purer blush arise;
And keener lightnings quicken'in her. eyes.!*
To this class also we must refer the applications or grave
 reflections to mere trifles ;. for that ereat and Seérious are nat-
i urally associated by the mind, and 1i ewise little and trifling,
i§ sufliciently evinced by the common modes of expression
on these subjects used in every tongue. = An apposite instance
& of such an application we have from Philips:
“ My galligaskins, that have long withstood
The winter’s fury and encroaching frosts,
| By time subdu &x_.u.ﬁac will not time subdus /),
14 An horrid chasm disclose.”+
Like to this, but not equal, is that of Young:
“One day-his wife (for who can wives reclaim n,
1 Levell'd her barbarous needls at his fame.
" To both the preceding kinds the term burlesque is applied,
" but especially to the first.
i Of the third species of wit, which is by far the most multi-
" farious, ‘and which results from what 1 may call the queer-
o8 ness or singularity of the imagery, I shall give a few speci-
" mens that will serve to' mark some of'its principal varieties.
" ‘'Toillustrate all would be impossible: :
i The. first I shall exemplify is where there is an apparent
o contrariety in the thing she exhibits us connected. This kind
b of contrast we have in these lines of Garth :
“Then Hydrops next a pears among the throng ;
Bloated and Eig sha 5ﬁ)w!y sails along :
But like a miser in excess she's poor,
And pines for thirst amid her watery store.?
» The wit in these lines doth not so much arise from the comi-
 parison they contain of the dropsy to'a miser (which falls
. under the description that immediately succeeds), as'from the
union of contraries they present to the imagination, Poverty
B in the! midst' of opulénce, and thirst in one who is already
¢ drenched in water:

A second sort is where the things compared.are what with
dialecticians should come under.the denomination of dispara-
tes, being such as can be ranked under no COMINON genus.
Of this I shall subjoin an example from Young :

* Rape of the Locl, canto 1. 1 Splendid Shilling.
¥ Universal Passion, § Dispensary.
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“Health chiefly keeps an Atheist in the dark ;
A fever argues better than a Clarke;
Lel but the logic in his pulse dwnﬁ =Lyl i)
. Then Grecian he'll renounce, and learn to pray.”+

Here, by implication, health is compared to a sophister, or
darkener of the nnderstanding, a fever to a metaphysical dis-
putant, a regular pulse to false logie, for the word'logic in the
third line is used'ironically. In other words, we have here
modes and substances, the affections of the body, and the ex-
ercise of reason strangely, hut not insignificantly, linked to-
gether; strangely, else the sentiment, however just, could
not be denominated witty ; significantly, beeause an unmean-
ingjumble of things incongruous would not be ‘wit, but'non-
sense. (i ;

A third variety in this species springs from confounding
artfully the proper and the metaphorical sénse of an expres-
sion. In this way, one will assign as a motive what is dis-
covered to be perfectly absurd when but ever so little attend-
ed to; and yet, from the ordinary meaning of the words, hath
a specious appearance on a single glance. Of this kind you
have an instance in the subsequent lines : :

“ While thus they tall’d, the knight
Turn'd th? outside of his eyes to white,
As men of inward light are wont
To turn their optics in upon’t.'+ 3
Forlw}l?t{wr can they turn their eyes more properly than to
the light 2

A fgm‘th variety, much resembling the former, is when the
argument of comparison (for‘all argument is a kind of com-
parison) is founded on. the supposal of corporeal or personal
attributes in what is strictly not susceptible of them, as in this :

*“But Hudibras gave him & Lwitch . ]
As quick as lig%lming in the breech,
Just injthe place where honour’s lodged,
As wise philosophers have judg’d ;
Because a kick in that place more
Hurts honour than deep wounds before.”}

Is demonstration itself more satisfactory? - Cananything be
hurt but where it is? However, the mention of this as the
sage deduction of philosophers is no inconsiderable addition
to the wit. Indeed, this particular circumstance belongs
roperly to the first species mentioned, in which high and
ow, great and little, are coupled. Another example, not un-
like the preceding, you have in these words :
15 “* What makes morality a crime =
The most notorious of the time ;
Morality, which both the saints
And wicked too cry out against?

* Universal Passion, Hudik to 1.
1 Ibid, part iL, canto 3, 5 iy ilaonto )
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!(Jause grace and virtue are within
Prohibited deprees of kin :

And therefore no true saint allows
They shall be suffer’d to espouse.”*

When the two foregoing instances are compared together,
we should say of the first, that it has more of simplicity and
nature, and is, therefore, more pleasing ; of the second, that
it has more of ingenuity and conceit, and is, consequently,
more surprising.

The fifth, and only other variety I shall observe, is that
which ariseth from a relation, not in the things signified, but in
the signs of all relations, no doubt the shghtest. . Identity
here gives rise to puns and clinches. Resemblance to quib-
bles, cranks, and rhymes: of these, I imagine, it is quite
unnecessary to exhibit'specimens. The wit here is so de-
pendant on' the sound, that it is commonly incapable of being
transfused into another language, and as, among persons of
taste and discernment, it is in less request than the other

-sorts above enumerated, those who abound in this, and never

rise 'to anything superior, 4re distinguished by the diminutive
appellation of witlings. :

Let it be remarked in general, that from one or more of
the three last-mentioned varieties, those plebeian tribes of
witticism, the conundrums, the rebuses, the riddles, and some
others; are lineally, though, perhaps, not all legitimately de-
scended. T shall only add, that I'have not produced the fore-
named varieties as an exact enumeration of all the subdivis-
ions of which the third species of wit is susceptible. It is
capable, I'acknowledge, of being almost infinitely diversified ;
and it is principally to-its various exhibitions that we apply
the - epithets| sportive, sprightly, ingenious, according as they
recede more or less from those of the declaimer.

SECTION II. -
OF HUMOUR.

As wit is the painting, humour is the pathelic, in this infe-
rior sphere of eloguence.  The nature and efficacy of hu-
mour may be thus unravelled:; A just exhibition of any ar-
dent or durable passion, excited by some adequate cause, in-
stantly attacheth sympathy, the common'tie of human souls,
and thereby communicates tHe passion to the breast of the
hearer. But when the emotion is either not violent or not
durable, and the motive not anything real, but imaginary, or,
at least, quite disproportionate to the effect: or when the pas-
sion displays: itself preposterously, so as rather to obstruct
than to promote its aim—in these cases a natural Tepresenta-

* Hudibras, part iii., canto. 1.
D
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tion, instead of fellow-feeling, creates amusement, and uni-

versally awakens contempt. ‘The portrait, in the former case,
we call pathetic ; in thelatter, htmorotes. * 1t was said that the
emotion must be either not violent, or not durable, This
limitation is necessary, because a passion, extreme in its de-
gree, as well as lasting, cannot yield diversion to a well-dis-
posed mind, but generally affects it with pity, not seldom with
a mixttire of horror and indignation. The sense of the ri-
diculous, though inyariably the same, is, in this case, totally
surmounted by a grinci_‘ple of our nature much more powerful.
. The passion which humour addresseth as its objects is, as
hath been signified. above, contempt. But if ought carefully
io be noted, that every address, even every pertinent address
to; contempt, is not humorous. This passion is not less ca-
pable of being excited by the severe and tragic than by the
merry and comic manner. The subject of humour is always
eharacter, but not everything in character ; its foibles, pener-
ally, such as caprices, little exiravagances, weak anxieties,
Jjealousies, childish fondness, pertness, vanity, and self-con-
ceit. One finds the greatest scope for exercising this talent
‘in telling familiar stories, orin acting any whimsical part in an
-assumed eharacter. Such a one, we say, has the talent of
humonring a tale, orany queer manner which he chooseth to
exhibit. Thus, we speak of the passions in tragedy, but of
the humours in comedy; and even to EXpress passion as ap-
pearing.in the;more trivial occurrences of life, we commonly
use this term, as when we talk of good-humour, ill-humour,
peevish or pleasant humour; hence it is that a capricious
temper we call humorsome, the person possessed of it a hy-

* It ouglit to be observed, that this term'is also used to express any lively
strictures of such specialities in temper and conduct as to have neither
moment enough to interest sympathy, nor incongruity enough to excite
contempt. In'this case, humour not being addressed to Ppassion, but to fan-
cy, must be considered as a [kind of moral painting, and differs from wit
only in these two things ; first, in that character alone is the subject of the
former, whereas all things whatever fall within the province of the latter;
secondly, humour paints more simply by direct imitation, wit more various]
by illustration ant imagery. Of this kind of humour, merely graphical,
Addison hath’ ;‘s‘ven us numberless examples in many of the characters he
“hath o finely drawn, and litt]e incidents he hath sg pleasantly related in
Lis Tattlers and Spectators, [ might remark of the word humour, as I did
of the term wit, that we scarcely find in other languages a word exactly
‘corresponding.  The Latin focetio seems to come the nearest. Thus Qice.

* 10, * Huoic generi orationis aspergentur etinm sales, qui in dicendo miram
nantum valent: quortm duo genera sunt, unum' facetiarom, alterum
icacitatis ; utetur ntro ue, sed altero in narrando aliquid venusté alterp in

Jaciendo,mittendoque ridiculo: cujus genera ];Iura Sunt."—Orator, 48, Here
one wonld think that the philosopher must have had in his eye the differ-
‘ent provinces of Wit and humour, calling’ the former dicacitas, the latter
Jacetie. Tt i5 plain, however, that hoth by him and other' Latin authors,
these two words are often confounded. There g pears, indeed, to be more
uniformity in the use that'is made of the second term than in the applica.
tion of the first, 2 .
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morist, and such facts or events as afford subject for the hu-
morous, we denominate comical. § i

Indeed, comedy is the proper province of humour. Wit is
called in solely as an auxiliary ; humour predominates. The
comic poet hears the same analogy to the author of the mock-
heroic that the tragic poet bears fo the author of the epic.
The epos recites, and advancing with a step majestic and se-
date, engageth all the nobler powers of imagination, a sense
of grandeur, of beauty, and of order ; tragedy personates, and
thus employing a more rapid and animated diction, seizeth
directly upon the heart. The little epic, a narrative intended
for amusement, and addressed to all the lighter powers of
fancy, delights in the excursions of wit: the production of
the comic muse, being a representation, is circumscribed by
narrower bounds, and is all' life and activity throughout.
Thus Buckingham says, with the greatest justness, of comedy,

f ‘ Humour is all. Wit should be only brought
To turn agreeably some proper thought.”’*

The pathetic and the facetious: differ not only in subject
and effect, as will appear upon the most superficial review of
what hath been said, but also in the manner of imitation. In
this the man of humour descends. to .a minuteness which the
orator disdains. . The former will often successfully run into
downright, mimicry, and exhibit peculiarities in voice, ges-
ture; and pronunciation, which in the other wonld be intoler-
able. The reason of the difference is this: That we may di-
vert, by exciting scorn and contempt, the individual must be
exposed ; that we may move, by interesting the more gener-
ous principles of humanity, the language and sentiments, not
s0 much of the individual as of human nature, must be dis-
played. So very different, or, rather, opposite, are these fwo
1n this respect, that there could not be a more effectual expe-
dient for undoing the charm of the most affecting representa-
tion, than an attempt in the speaker to mimic the personal
singularities of the man for whom. he desires to interest us.
On the other hand, in the humorous, where the end is diver-
sion, even over-deting, if moderate, is not improper.

It was ebserved already, that though contempt be the only
passion addréssed by humour, yet this passion may with pro-
priety and success' be assailed by the severer eloguence,
where there is not the smallest fincture of humotir: This it
will' not be beside our purpose to specify, in order the more
effectually to show the difference. Lord Bolingbroke, speak-
g of the state of these kingdoms from the time of the Res-
toration, lias these words: ** The fwo brothers, Charles and
James, when in exile, became infected with popery to stich
degrees as their different characters admitted of.  Charles

* Essay on Poelry.
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had'parts, and his good understanding served as an antidote
to Tepel the poison. James, the simplest man of his time,
drank off the whole chalice. The poison met, in his compo-
sition, with all ‘the fear, all the credulity, and all the ob-
stinacy of temper proper to ilcrease its virulence, and to
strengthen its effect. Drunk with superstitions, and even
enthusiastic zeal, he ran headlong into his'own ruin, while he
endeavoured to precipitate ours. His Parliament and his
people did all they could to save themselves by winning him.
But all was vain.  He had no principle on which they could
take hold. Even his' good qualities worked against them;
and his love of his country went halves with his bigotry.
How he succeeded we have heard from our fathers. The
Revolution of one thousand six hundred and eighty-eight
saved the nation and ruined’ the king.'* Nothing can be
more contemptuous, and, at the same time, less derisive, than
this representation. We should readily say of it that it is
strongly animated, and happily expressed ; but no man who
understands English-would say it is humorous. I shall add
one example from Dr. Swift : ““Tshould be exceedingly sorry
to find the Legislature make any new laws against the prac-
tice of duelling, because the methods are easy and many for
a wise man to avoid a quarrel with honour, or engage in it
with innocence. And I can discover no political evil in suf-
fering bullies, sharpers, and rakes'to rid the world of each
other by a method of their own, where the law hath not been
able to find an expedient.”t -
For'a specimen of the humorous; take, as a contrast to the
last'two'examples, the following delineation of'a fop: -
“Sir Plume (of amber snuff-box justly vain,

And the nice conduct of a clnu:‘}(ed cane),

With' earnest eyes, and round, unthinking face,

He first the snuff:box open'd; then the case,

And thos broke out : * My lord ! why, what the devil?

Z—ds! damn the lock ! "fore Gad, you must be civil!

Plagie on't! ’lis past a jest: nay, prithee—pox! °

Give her the hair.” He spoke and rapped his box.

“It grieves me much,’ replied the peer again,

£Who speaks so well should ever speak in vain :

But—' 't
This, both in the descriptive and the dramatic part, particu-
larly in the draught it contains of the baronet’s mind, aspect,
manner, and eloquence (if we except the sarcastic term
Justly, the double sense of the word open’d, and the fine irony,
couched in the reply), is purely facetions. An instince of
wit and humour combined, where they reciprocally set off
and enliven each other, Pope hath also furnished us with in
another part of the:same exquisite performance. .

* A Letter to Sir William Windham. 1 Swift on Good Manners,
1 Rape of the Lock, canto 4, k .
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« Whether thenymph shall'break Diana's law,
Or some frail c{inn jar receives a flaw ;
Or stain her honour; or her new brocade ;
Forget her prayers, or miss a masquerade,
Or lose her heart, or necklace, av a ball ;
Or whether Heaven has doom'd that Shock must fall.***

" This is humorous, in that it is a lively sketch of the female

estimate of mischances, as our poet’s commentator rightly
' terms it, marked out by a few striking lineaments.. It is like-

wise witty, for, not'to mention the play on words, like that
remarked in the former example, a trope! familiar to this au-
thor, you have here a comparison of a woman’s chastity to
a piece of porcelain ; herhonour toa gaudy robe; herprayers
to a fantastical disguise ; her heart to a trinket ; and all't ese
together to her lapdog, and that founded on one lucky: eir-
cumstance (a malicious critic would perhaps discern or ima-
gine more), by which these things, how unlike soever in'other
respects, may be compared, the impression they make onthe
mind of a fine lady.

Hudibras, so often above quoted, abounds in wit in almost
all its varieties, to which the author’s various erndition hath
not a little contributed. And this, it must be owned, is more
suitable to the nature of his poem. = At the same time it is by
no means destitute of humour, as appears-particularly in the
" different exhibitions of character given by the knight and his
" squire. Butin no part of the story is this talent displayed
& to greater advantage than in the consultation of the lawyer,f
to which I shall refer the reader, as the passage is too long
0 for my transcribing. 'There is, perhaps, no book in any lan-
guage wherein the humorous is carried to a higher pitch' of
perfection, than in the adventures of the eelebrated knight of
La Mancha. As to our English dramatists, who does not
acknowledge the transcendent excellence of Shakspeare in
this province, as well as in the pathetic? Of the latter comic
writers, Congreve has an exuberance of wit, but Farquhar
has more humour. It may, however, with too much truth,
be affirmed of English comedy in general (for there are some
exceptions), that, to the discreditof our stage, as well as of
the national delicacy and discernment, obscenity is'made too
often to supply the place of wit, and ribaldry the place of
humour. : :

Wit and humour, as above explained, commonly concur in
a tendency to provoke laughter, by exhibiting a curious and
unexpected affinity ; the first, generally by comparison, either
direct or implied; the second, by connecting in some other
relation, such as causality or vicinity, objects apparently the
most dissimilar and heterogeneous; which incongruous affin-

* Rape of the Lock, canto 2. 1 Part jii., canto 3.
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ity, we may remark by the way, gives the true meaning cf
the word oddity, and is the proper object of langhter.

The difference belween these ‘and that grander kind of elo-
quence treated in the first part of this chapter, I shall, if pos-
sible, still farther illustrate by a few similitudes borrowed
from the optical science. The;latter may be canceived as a
plain mirror, which faithfully reflects the object, in colour,
size, and posture. Wit on the contrary, Proteuns-like, .trans-
forms itself into a variety of shapes. It is now a convex
speculum, which gives a just representation in form' and
colour, but withal reduces the greatest objects to the most
despicable littleness ; now a concave speculum, which swells
the smallest trifles to an enormous magnitude ; now, again, a
speculumiofi a cylindrical, a conical, or an irre ular make,
which; though in colour, and eyen in attitude, it reflects a
pretty: strong: resemblance, widely varies the proportions.
Humour, when we consider the contrariety of its effects,
contempt and laughter (which constitute what in one word
is termed derision), to that sympathy and love often produced
by theipathetic, may, in respect of these, be aptly compared to
a concave mirror, when the object is placed beyond the focus ;
in whichicase it appears, by reflection, both diminished and
inverted, circumstances which happily adumbrate the con-
temptible and the ridiculous.

SECTION IIL.
oF RII?IGBL-'E- -

The intention of raising a laugh:is either merely to divert
by that grateful titillation which it excites, or to influence the
opinions and purposes of ‘the hearers, In this, also, the ris-
ible faculty, when suitably directeds hath often proved.a Very
potent engine. When this is the view of the speaker, as
there is always an air of reasoning conveyed under that spe-
cies of imagery, narration, or description, which stimulaies
laughter; these, thus blended, obtain the appellation of 7idi-
cule, the poignancy of which hath 'a similar effect, in futile
subjects; to that produced by what is called zhe vehement in
solemn and important matters. T

Nor doth all the difference between these lie in the dignity
of the subject. Ridicule is not only confined to questions of
less moment, but is fitter for refuting exrror than for su port-
ing trath; for restraining from wrong conduct, than fgr in-
citing to the practice of what is right, | Nor are these the
sole restrictions ; it is not properly levelled at the false, but
at the absurd in tenets; nor can the edge of ridicule strike
with equal force every species of misconduct: it is not the
criminal part which it attacks, but that which we denominate
silly or foolish, With regard to doctrine, it is evident that
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it is not falsity or mistake, but palpable error or abstrdity
(a thing hardly confutable by mere argument), which is the
object of contempt; and, consequently, those dogmas are
beyond the reach of cooi' reasoning which are within the
rightful confines of ridicule. That they are generally con-
ceived to be so, appears from the sense universally assigied
to expressions like these,  Such a position is ridiculous. It
doth not deserve a serious answer.” LEverybody knows that
they import more than “It is false.” being, in other words,
% his is such an extravagance as is not so much a subject of
argument as of langhter.” And that we may discover what

.it s, with regard to conduct, to which ridicule is applicable,

we need only consider the different departments of tragedy
and of comedy. In the last it is of mighty influence ; into
the first it never legally obtains admittance. ' Those things
which principally come under itslash are awkwardness, rus-
ticity, ignorance, cowardice, levity, foppery, pedantry, and
affectation of every kind. But against murder, cruelty, par-
ricide, ingratitude, perfidy,* to attempt to raise a laugh, would
show such an unnatural insensibility in the speaker, as would
be excessively disgustful to any audience. To punish such
enormities; the tragic poet must take a very different route.

Now from this distinction of vices or faults into two classes,
there hath sprung a parallel division in all the kinds of poesy
which relate to manners. The epopee, a picturesque or
graphical poem,is either heroie, or what is called mock-he-
roic, and: by Aristotle iambic,f from the measure in which
poems of this kind were at first composed. The drama, an
animated poem, is either in the buskin or in the sock; for
farce deser'ves not a place in, the subdivision, being at most
but a kind of dramatical apologue, whereof the characters
are monstrous, the intrigue unnatural, the incidents oftenim-
possible, and which, instead of humour, has adopted a spu-
rious bantling, called fun. ‘To satisfy us that satire, whose
end is persuasion, admits also the like distribution, we necd
only recur to the different methods pursued by the two famons
Latin satirists, Juvenal and Horace. 'The one declaims, the
other derides. Accordingly, as Dryden justly observes.} vice
is the quarry of the former, folly of the latter.§ 'Thus, of

* To thisblack catalogue an ancient pagan of Athens or of Rome wonld
have added adultery, but the modern refinements of us Christians (if with-
oul profanation we can so apply the name) absolutely forbid il, as nothing
in our theatre'isa more common subject of laughter than this.  Nor is the
lnugh raised agninst the adulterer; else we might have some plea for our
morals; if none for our {aste; but, to the indelible reproach of the taste, the
sense, and the virlue of the nation, in his favour., How much degenerated
from onr worthier, though unpolished, ancestors, of whom Tacitus affirms,
 Nemo illic vitia ridet; nec corrampere et corrumpi seculum vocatur.”"—
De Mor. Germ., c. 19, t Poet. 4. 1 Origin and Progress of Satire,
¢ The differences and relations to be found in the several forms of poetry
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the three graver forms, the aim, whether avowed or latent,
always is, orought to be, the improvement of morals; of the
three lighter, the refinement of manners.* But though the
latter have for their peculiar object manners, in_the limited
and distinctive sense of 'that word, they may, with propriety,
admit many things which directly conduce to the advance-
- ment of morals, and ought never to admit anything-which
hath a contrary tendency. Virtue is of primary importance,
both for the happiness of individuals, and for the well-being
of society ; an external polish is at best but a secondary ac-
complishment, ornamental, indeed, when it adds a lustre to
virtue, pernicious when it serves only to embellish profligacy,
and in itself comparatively 'of but little consequence, either
to private or to public felicity.t :

mentioned, may be more concisely marked by the following slchame,-whjuh
brings them: under the view at once:: : }

Serious, Facetious,
= )
Fancy—Great Epic. | ¥—Littlo Epic.
a
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Insinuation. Narrator,
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Persunsion. B Reasoner.

Passion—Tragedy. E‘—Cumelly.

The object. _
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Will—High Satire. g-L..w Satire.
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* These observations will enable us to understand that of the poet:

: “Ridiculum acri
Fortius et melius magnas plerumque secat res,”—Hog.
Great and signal, it must be owned, are the effects of ridicule; but the sub-
ject must always appear to the ridiculer, and to those:affected by his pleas-
antry, under the notion of littleness and futility, two essential requisites in
the %]ect of contempt and risibility.

T Whether this altention has been always given to morals, particularly in
comedy, must be left to the determination of those who are moat conversant
in that species of scenic representations.  One ma{y, however, venture to
prognosticate that, if in any period it shall become fashionable to show no
regard to yirtue in such entertainments; if the hero of the piece, a fine gen-
tleman, to be sure, adorned, as usual, with all the supetficial and exterior
graces which the poet can confer, and' crowned with sucesss in the end,
shall bé an unprincipled libertine, a man of mora spirit, forsooth, than to be
checked in his pursuits by the restraints of religion;, bya regard to the com-
mon rights of mankind, or by the laws of hospitality and private friendship,
which were acconnted sacred among pugans and those whom we denomi-
nate barbarians; then, indeed, the stage will become merely the school of
gallantry and intrigue; thither the youth of both sexes will resort, and will
not resort in vain, in order to get rid of that troublesome companion;, mod-
esty, intended by Providence as a f\:ard to virtue, and a chec against li-
centiousness; there vice will soon learn to provide herselfin a proper flock
of effrontery, and'a suitable address for effecting her designs, and: triumph-
ing over innocence; then, in fine, if religion, virtue, principle, equity, grati-
tude, and good faith, are not empty sonnds, the stage will prove the great-
est of nuisances, and deserve to be styled the principal corrupter of the age:
‘Whether such an era hath ever ha pened in the history of the theatre, in
:{hﬁ&r any other country, or is likely to happen, I do not take upon me to

ocide,
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Another remarkable difference, the only one which re-
mnains to be observed, between the vehement or‘contentious
and the derisive, consists in the manner of condueting them.
As in each there is a mixture of argument, this in the former
ought, in appearance at least, to have the ascendant, but not
in the latter. The attack of the declaimeris direct and open ;
argument, therefore, is hisavowed aim.  On the contrary, the
passions which he excites ought never to appear to the audi-
tors as the effects of his intention and address, but both in

- him and them, as the native, the unayoidable consequences

of the subject treated, and of that conviction which his rea-
soning produces in the understanding. Although, in fact, he
intends to move his auditory, he only declares his purpose to
convince them. To reverse this method, and profess an in-
tention to work upon their passions,; would be, in effect, to tell
them that he meant to impose upon their understandings, and
to bias them by his art, and, consequently, would be to warn
them to be on their guard against him. Nothing is better
founded than the famous, aphorism of rhetoricians; that the
perfection of art consists in concealing the art.®* On the
other hand, the assault of him who' ridicules is from its very
nature covert and cblique, - What we profess to contemn,
we scorn to confute. It is on this account that the reason-
ing in ridicule, if at all delicate, is always conveyed under a
species of disguise. Nay, sometimes, which is more aston-
ishing, the contempt itself seems to be dissembled, and the
railer assumes an air of arguing gravély in defence of that
which he actually exposeth as ridiculous. Hence, undoubt-
edly, it proceeds, that a serious manner commonly adds en-
ergy to a joke. The fact, however, is, that in this case the
very dissimulation is dissembled. . He would not have you
think -him'in earnest, though he affects the appearance of it,
knowing that otherwise his end would be frustrated. He
wants that you should perceive that he is dissembling, which
no real dissembler ever wanted. It is, indeed, this circum-
stance alone which distinguishes an ironical expression from
a lie. Accordingly, through the thinness of the veil employ-
ed, he takes care that the sneer shall be discovered. You
are quickly made: to. perceive his aim, by means of the
strange arguments he produces, the absurd consequences he
draws, the odd embarrassments which in his personated
character he ‘is involved in, and the still odder methods
he takes to disentangle himself. In this manner doctrines
and practices are treated, when exposed by a continued run
of irony;.a way of refutation which bears a strong analogy
Lo that species of demonstration termed by mathematicians
apagogical, as redueing the adversary to what is contradic-

* ‘Arlis est celare artem.
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tory or impracticable. This, method seems to have been
first introduced into moral subjects, and employed with stuc-
cess, by the father of ancient wisdom, Socrates. As the at-
tack of ridicule, whatever form it adopts, is always indirect,
that of irony may be said to be reverted. It resembles the

manner of fighting ascribed to the ancient Parthians, who

were, ever more formidable in flight than in onset; who
looked towards one guarter, and fought towards the opposite :
whose bodies moved in one direetion, and their arrows in the
contrary.* ;

It remains now to confirm and illustrate this branch of the
theory by suitable examples. And, not to encumber the
reader with a needless multiplicity of excerptions, I shall

first recur to those already produced. The first, second, and '

fifth. passages from Butler, the first from Pope, the first from
- Young, and the quolation from the Dispensary, though witty,
have no ridicule in them. Their whole aim is to divert by
the oddness of the imagery. This merits a careful and par-
ticular attention, as on the accuracy of our conceptions here
depends, in a great measure, our forming a just notion of the
relation which ridicule bears to wit, and of the distinction that
subsists between them. = Let this, therefore, be carefully re-
membered, that where nothing reprehensible, or supposed to
be reprehensible, either in conduct or in sentiment, is struck
at, there is properly no satire (or, as it is sometimes termed
err}phaticn]]y enough, pointed wit), and, consequently, no ridi-
cule. %
The example that first claims a particular notice here is
one from Young’s Satires:
*Health chiefly keeps an Atheist in the dark,” &e.
The witnesses of this passage was already illustrated; I shall
now endeavour to show the argument couched under it, both
which together constitute the ridicule. “ Atheism is'unrea-
sonable.” Why? “The Atheist neither founds his unbelief
on reason, nor will attend to it. Was ever an infidel in health
convinced by reasoning? or did he ever.in sickness need to
be reasoned with on this subject?  The truth, then; is, that
the daring principles of the libertine are solely supported by
the vigour and healthiness-of his constitution; which incline
him to pl re, thoughtl and presumption ; accord-

ingly; you find, that when this'foundation is subverted, the *

whole fabric of infidelity falls to pieces.”’ There is rarely,
however, so much'of ‘argument in ridicule as may be discov-
-ered in this passage. Generally, as was observed already,
it is but hinted in a single word or phrase, or appears to be

¥ Miles sagittas et celerem fugam
Parthi- ——perhorrescit.—Hor.

Fidentemque fuga Parthum versisque sagittis—Vira,
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glanced at occasionally, without any direct intention. Thus,
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1n the third quotation from Butler, there s an oblique thrust
at Homer for his manner of recurring so often, in poems of .
so great dignity, to such mean' and trifling epithets. = The
fourth and the sixth satirize the particular fanatical practice,

' and fanatical opinion, to which they refer. To assign a pre-

posterous motive to an'action, or to produce an absurd argu-
ment for an opinion, is an innuendq that no good motive or
argument can be given:* The citations from the Rape of the
Lock are no otherwise to be considered as ridicule, than as
a lively exhibition of some follies, either in disposition or in
behaviour, is the strongest dissuasive from imitating them.
In this 'way humour rarely fails to have some raillery in it,
in like manner as the pathetic often persuades without argu-
ment, which, when obvious, is supplied by the judgment of
the hearer.t 'The second example seems intended to dis-
grace the petty quaintness of a fop’s manner, and the empti-
ness of his conversation, as being a huddle of oaths and non-
sense. The third finely satirizes the walue which the ladies
too often put upon the merest trifles. To these I shall add
one instance more from Hudibras, where it is said of priests
and exorcists,
“ Supplied with spiritual provision,

And magazines of ammunition;

‘With crusses, relics, crucifixes,

Beads, piclures; rosaries, and pixes,

The tools of working out salvation,

By mere mechanic operation’}

The reasoning here is sufficiently insinuated by the happy
application of a few words, such as mechanic tools to the
work of salvation ; .crosses, relics, beads, pictures, and other
such trumpery, to spiritual provision. The justness of the
representation of their practice, together with the manifest
incongruity of the things, supply us at once with the wit and
the argument. There is in this poem a great deal of ridicule :
but the author’s quarry is the frantic excesses of enthusiasm
and the base artifices of hypocrisy ; he very rarely, asin the
above passage, points to the idiot-gewgaws of superstition.
I shall only add one instance from Pope, which has some-
thing peculiar in it :

*Then sighing thus, *And am 1 now threescore ?
Ah! why, ye gods ! should two and two make four? "§

* We have an excellent specimen of this sort of ridicule in Montesqnieu’s
Spirit of Laws, b, xv., c. v., where the practice of Europeansin enslaving
the negroes is ironically justified, in a manner which does honour to the
author’s humanity and'love of Justice, at the same time that it displays a
ha‘pp{ talent in ridicule. : :

T Ridicule, resulting from a simple but hamorous narration, is finelyillus-
trated in the first ten or Lwelve Provincial Letters, ]
 Partiii,, canto 1. ° § Dunciad,
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This, though not in the narrative, but in the dramatic style,
I8 more witty than humorous. The absurdity of the excla-
mation in the second line is too gross to be natural to any but
a madman, and, therefore, hath not humour. Neverthéless,
‘its Tesemblance to the common complaint of old age, con-
tained in the first, of which it may be called the analysis, ren-
‘ders it at once both an ingenious exhibition of such complaint
inits real import; and an argument of its folly.  But, notwith-
standing this example, it holds in general, that when any-
thing nonsensical in principle is to be assailed by ridicule, the
natural ally of reason is wit; when any extravagance or im-
propriety in conduct, humour seldom fails to be of the con-
federacy. It may be farthér observed, that the words banter
and raillery ave also used to si%nify ridicule of a certain form,
applied; indeed, more commonly to practices than to opinions,
and oftener to the little peculiatities of individuals than to the
distinguishing customs or'usages of sects and parties. The
only difference in meaning, as far as I have remarked, be-
tween the two terms, is, that the first generally denotes a
coarser, the second a finer'sort of ridicule ; the former pre-
vails most among the lower classes of the people, the latter
only among persons of breeding,

I shalll conclude this chapter with! observing, that though
the gayer and more familiar eloquence, now explained, may
often properly, as was remarked before, be admitted into
public orations on subjects of consequence, such, for instance,
as are delivered in the senate or at the bar, and even some-
times, though more sparingly, on the bench, it is seldom or
never of service in those which come from the pulpit. It is
true that an air of ridicule in disproving or dissuading, by ren-
dering opinions or practices contemptible, hath occasionally
been attempted, with approbation, by preachers of great name.
I can only say, that when this airy manner is employed, it re-

uires to be managed with the greatest care and delicacy,
that it may not degenerate into a strain but ill adapted to so
serious an occupation: for the reverence of the place, the
gravity of the function, the solemnity of worship, the severi-
Ly of the precepts, and the importance of the motives of re-
ligion ; above all, the awful presence of God, with a sense of
which the mind, when occupied'in religious exercises, ought
eminently to be impressed—all these seem utterly incompati-
ble with the levity of ridicule. They render jesting imperti-
nence, and langhter madness. Therefore, anything in preach-
ing which might provoke this emotion, would justly be deem-
ed an'unpardonable offence against both piety and decorum.

In the two preceding chapters I have considered the nature
of oratory in general, its various forms, whether arising from
difference in the object, understanding, imagination, passion,
willl; or in the subject, eminent and severe, light and frivo-
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lous, with their respective ends and characters. Underthese
are included all the primary and' characteristical qualities of
whatever can pertinently find a place either in writing ok in
discourse, or can truly be termed fine in the one, or eloquent
in the other. :

CHAPTER III.
THE DOCTRINE OF THE PRECEDING CHAPTER DEFENDED.

Berore I'proceed'to another topic, it will perhaps Lie thought
proper to inquire how far the theory now laid down and ex-
plained coincides with the doctrines’on this article to be founa
i the writings of philosophers and critics. Not that T think
such inquiries and discussions always necessary ; on the con-
trary, I'imagine they often tend but to embarrass the reader,
by distracting his attention to a multiplicity of objects, and
S0 to darken and perplex a plain question. This is particu-
larly the case on those pointson which there hath been i va-
riety of jarring sentiments. ' The simplest way and the most
perspicuous; and generally. that-which best promotes the dis-
covery of truth, is to give as distinct and methodical a de-
lineation as possible of one’s own ideas, together with the
grounds on which they are founded,‘and to leave it to the
doubtful reader (who thinks it worth the trouble) to compare
the theory with the systems of other writers, and then to judge
for himself. " I'am not, however, so tenacious of this method
as not to'allow that it may sometimes, with advantage, be de-
parted from." This holds especially when the sentiments of
an author are opposed by inveterate prejudices in the reader,
arising from contrary opinions -early imbibed, or from an ex-
cessive deference to venerable names and ancient authorities, -

SECTION T.
ARISTOTLE'S ACCOUNT oF The Ridiculous eXPLAINED

SonE, on a superficial view,; may imagine that the doctrina
above expounded is opposed. by no less authority than that of
Aristotle. II'it were, [ should not think tHat equivalent to a
demonstration of its falsity.  But let us hear: Aristotle hath
observed, that * the ridiculous implies something deformed,
and consists in‘those smaller faults which are neither painful
nor pernicious, but unbeseeming : thus, a face excites laugh-
ter wherein there is deformity and distortion without pain.”
'OL my part, nothing can appear more coincident than this,
as‘far as'it goes, with the pri:éciples which I'have endeavour-
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edito establish.. ‘The Stagyrite here speaks: of ridicule; not
of laughter in general; and not of every sort of ridicule, but
solely of the ridiculous in manners, of which he hath in few
words given a very-apﬂusite description. To take notice of
any other laughable object would have been foreign to his
purpose. Laughter is not hisitheme, but comedy, and laugh-
ter only so far as comedy is concerned with it. Now the
concern of comedy reaches no farther than that kind of ridi-
culewhich, as I said, relates to manners.  The very words

. with which the above quotation is introduced'evince the truth

“of this: “Comedy,” says he, “is, as we remarked, an imita-
tion of things that are amiss; yet it does not level at every
vice.”®  He had remarked in‘the preceding chapter, that its
means of.correction are “ not reproach, but ridicule.”f Nor
does the clause in the end of the sentence, concerning a coun-
tenanice which raises laughter, in the least invalidate what T
haye now aflirmed ; for it is plain‘that this is suggested in a
way of similitude, to illustrate what he had advanced, and

~not as a particular instance of the position he had laid down.

* For we can never suppose that he would have called distort-
ed features **a certain fault or slip,”f and still less that he
would have specified this, as what might be corrected by the
art of the comedian. As an instance, therefore, it would
have confuted' his definition, and shown that his account of
the ebjectof laughter must be erroneous, since this emotion
may he excited, as appears from the, example produced by
himself; where there is nothing faulty or vicious in any kind
or degree. As an illustration it was extremely pertinent. It
showed: that the ridiculous in manners (which was all that his
definition regarded) was, as far as the different nature of the
things would permit, analogous to the laughable in other sub-
jects, and that it supposed an incongruous combination, where
there is nothing either calamitous or destructive. . But that
in other objects unconnected with eitlier character or con-
duet, with either the body or the soul, there might not be
images or exhibitions presented to the mind which would
naturally provoke lauglter, the philosopher hath nowhere, as
far as I know, so much as insinuated.

SECTION II.
HOBBES'S ACCOUNT oF Laughier EXAMINED,

Fron the founder of: the peripatetic school, Tet us descend
to the philosopher of Malmesbury, who hath defined laugh-

* The whole passage rins thus: ‘H de kopwdia cores, darep emopey, -
finats davAoTepwy ey, b pevTor Kara =acay Kakiay a\\a on aLaypou £6TET0 YeAoLoy
Jopioy 7o yap yeowoy coriv dpapropa 7L kat atryos avieduvor xat ov glapricoy*
dtoy evllus To yEAoioy TGOV ALTY POV T Kat SLEOTPOIEYOY avEy Muvm‘.—leoel..‘i.

+ Ou Yoyov adla rayshatoy dpaparo otnans. T




Rttt b e el LA brol AR B Laar YT A el

b

TR PHILOSOPHY  OF RHETORIC 51

tér “a sudden glory, arising from a sudden conception of
some eminency in ourselves, by comparison with the infirm-
ity of others, or with our own formerly.”* This account is,
1 acknowledge, incompatible with {hat given in the prece-
ding pages, and, in' my julgment, Tesults entirely from a view
of the subject which is in some respect partial, and in seme
respect false. It is in some respeet partial. When laughter
is produced by ridicule, it is, doubtless, accompanied with
some depree of contempt. - Ridicule as hath been observed
already, has a double operation: fir. ~ on the faney, by pre-
senting to it such a group as constil. ¢s a laughable object;
secondly; on the passion mentioned, by exhibiting absurdity
in human character, in prineiples, or in conduct: and con-
tempt alway implies a sense of superiority. No wender,
then, that one likes not tu be ridiculed or laughed at.  Now

it is this union which is the great sowrece: of this author's er- .

ror, and of his attributing to one of the associated principles,
from an imperfect view of the subject, what is purely the'ef-
fect of the other. :

For, that the emotion called laughter doth not, result: from
the contempt, but solely from the perception of eddity with
which the passion is occasionally, not necessarily, combined,
is manifest from the following considerations. Ficst, con-
tempt may be raised in a very high dvgree, both suddenly and
unexpectedly, withont producing the least tendeney to laugh.
Of this instances have been given already from Bolingbroke
and Swift, and innumerable others will occur to those who
are conversant in the writings of those authors. Secondly,
laughter may be, and is daily produced by the perception of
incongruous; association, when therc is no contempt. And

this shows that Hobbes’s view of‘the matter is fal=e as well:

as partial.  *“Men,” says he, ‘laugl at jests,they = where-
of.always consistethiin the elegant discovering anu convey-
ing to our minds some. absurdity of another.”# I maintain
that men also laugh at jests, the witawhereof doth not consist
in discovering any absurdity of another; for all jests do not
come within his-description.. On a careful perusal of the
foregoing sheets, the reader will find that there have been
several instances of this kind: produced already, in which it
hath been observed that {here is wit, but no ridicule. I shall
bring but one other insiance. Many have laughed at the
queerness of the comparison in thest lines,
“For rhyme the1adder is of verses,
! ‘With swhich, like ships, they steer their courses"T

who never dreamed that ihere was any person or pirty, prac-
tice or opinion, derided in: them.  But as people are often

* Human Nature, chap. ix., §:13; 1 Ibid,
I Hudibras, part i, canto 1 3 i
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Very ingenious in their manner of defending a favourite hy-
pothesis, if any admirer of the Hobbesian philosophy should
pretend to discover some class of men whom the poet here
meant to ridicule, he ought to consider, that if any one hath
been tickled with the passage to whom the same thought
never occurred, that single instance would be sufficient to
subvert the doctrine, as it would show that there may be
laughter where there is no triumphi or glorying dver anybody,
and, consequently; no conceit of one’s own superiority. 8o
that there may be, and often is, both contempt without laugh-
ter, and laughter without contempt.

Besides, where witis really pointec'l, ‘which constitutes ridi-
cule, that it is not from what' gives the conceit of our own
eminence by comparison, but purely from the odd assemblage
of ideas, that the laughter springs, is evident from this, that
if you make but a trifling alteration on the expression, so as
to destroy the wit (which often turns on a very little circum-

- stance), without altering the real import of the sentence (a
thing not only possible, but easy), you will produce the same
opinion and the same contempt, and, consequently, will give
the same subject of triumph, yet without the least tendency
to laugh; and conversely, in reading a well-written satire, a
man may be muchdiverted by the wit, whose judgment is not
convinced by the ridicule or insinuated argument, and whose
former‘esteem of the object is not in'the least impaired. In-
deed, men'’s telling their own blunders; even blunders recént-
ly committed, and laughing at them, a thing not uncommon
invery risible dispositions, is utterly inexplicable on Hobbes’s
system: for, to_consider the thing only with regard to the
laugher: himself, there is to him no subject of glorying that
1s not counterbalanced by an equal subject of humiliation (he
being both' the person laughing, and the person laughed at),
and these two subjects must destroy one another. With:re-
gard to others, he appears solely under the notion of inferi-
ority, as the person triumphed over. ' Indeed, as in ridicule,
agreeably to the doctrine here propounded, there is always
some degree, often but a very slight degree, of contem pt; it
isnot every character, I acknowledge, that is fond of present-
ing to others such subjects of mirth. Wherever one shows a
proneness to it, it'is demonstrable that on that person sociality
and ‘the love of laughter have much greater influence than
vanity or self-coneeit: since; for the sake of shaving with
others in the joyous entertainment, he can submit-to the mor-
tifying eircumstance of being the snbject.  This, however, is
in effect no more than enjoying the sweet which predomi-
nates, notwithstanding a little of the bitter with which it is
mingled. Thelaugh in this case.s so far from being expres-
sive of the passion; that it is produced in spite of the passion,
whichoperates against it, and, if strong enough, would effectu..
ally restrain it.
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But it is impossible that there could be any enjoyment to
him, en the other hypothesis, which makes the laughter
merely the expression of a triumph, occasioned by the ‘sud-
den display of one's own comparative: excellence, a triumph
in which the person derided could not partake. In this case,
on the contrary, he must undoubtedly sustain the part of the
weeper (according to: the account which the same author
hathtgiven of that opposite passion,* as he ealls it), and
*suddenly fall out with himself, on the sudden conception of
defect.” "T'o suppose that a person, in laughing, enjoys: the
contempt of himself as a matter of exultation over his own
infirmity, is of a piece with Cowley’s description of envy ex-
aggerated to absurdity, wherein she is said

“T'o envy at the praise herself had won.”
In the same way, a miser may be said to grudge the money
that himself "hath got, or a glutton the repasts: for the lust
of praise as much terminates in self as avarice or gluttony.
It is a strange sort of theory which makes the frustration of
a passion, and the gratification, the same thing.

As to the remark that wit is not the only cause of this
emotion, that men laugh at indecencies and mischances, no-
thing is more certain. * A well-dressed man falling into the
kennel, will raise, in the spectators, a peal of laughter. But
this confirms, instead of weakening, the doctrine here laid
down. * The genuine object is always things grouped together
in which there is some striking unsuitableness. The effect
is much the same, whether the things themselyes are pre-
sented to the senses by external accident, or the ideas of them
are presented 1o the imagination by wit and humour ; though
it is.only with the latter that the subject of eloquence is con-
cerned, ;

In regard to Hobbes’s system, I shall only remark farther,
that according to it, a yery risible man, and a very self-con-
ceited, supercilious man, should imply the same character,
yet, in fact, perhaps no two characters more rarely meet in
the same person. Pride, and contempt, its usual attendant,
considered in themselves, are unpleasant passions, and tend
to make men fastidious, always finding ground to be dissatis-
fied with their situation and’their company. Accordingly,
those who are most addicted to these passions, are not, gen-
erally, the happiest of mortals, It is only when the last of
these hath gotten for an alloy a considerable share of sensi-
bility in regard to wit and humour, which serves both to mod-
erate and to sweeten the passion, that'it can be termed in
any degree sociable or agreeable. It hath been often re-
marked of very proud persons that they disdain to laugh, as
thinking that it derogates from their dignity, and levels them

* Hobbes's Hum. Nat., ch. ix.; § 14.
E2

t+ Davideis, book i.
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ich with the cominon herd, The merriest people; on-
the eontrary, are the least suspected of being “haughty and
contempiuous people. The compiny of the former is gen-
erally as miuch courted as that of the latter is shunned.: To
refer ourselves to such universal ol'servations is to appeal to
the common sense of munkind. ‘How admirably is the height
of pride and arrogance touched'in the character which Gmsar
gives of Cassius! - e B LSRN
“He loves1 o plays

As thou dost, Autony ; he lieais no music,

Seldom he smiles, and smiles in such a sort,

Asif he mock’d himself, and seorn’d his spirit,

That could be maved;to smile at anything.'*
I should not have been so particularin the refutation of. the
Tinglish philosopher’s system in regard to laughter, had I not
considered a careful discussion of this question as one of the
best means of developilg some of the radical principles of
this inquiry. :

CIIAPTER IV.

OF THE RELATION WHICH ELOQUENCE BEARS TO LOGIC AND: TO
1 GRAMMAR, | !

Ix contemplating a human creature, the most natural (di-
vision of the subject is the common division into soul and
body, or into the living principle of perception and of action,
and that system of material organs by which the other re-
ceives information from without, and is enabled to exert its
powers, both for its own benefit and for that of the species.
Analogous to this there are two things in every discourse
which principally claim vur attention, the sense and the ex-
pression; or, 1n other words, the thought, and' the'symbol by
which it is communicated. Theso may be said to constitute
the soul and the body of an oration, or, indeed, of whatever
is signified to another by language. For as, in man, each of
these constituent partsthath its distinctive attributes, and as
tho perfection of the latter consisteth in its fitness for serving
the purposes of the former, so'it is precisely with those two
essential parts of every speech, the sense and the expression
Nuw it is by the sense that rhetoric holds' of logic, and by
the expression that sheliolds of grammar,

The sole and ultimate end of logic is tlhe eviction of truth;
one important end of eloquence, though; as appears from the
first chapter, neither the sole, nor always the ultimate, is the

* Bhakspeare's Julius Camsar. -
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conviction of the hearers. Pure logic regards only the sub-
/ ject, which is examined solely for the sake of information.
“I'ruth, as suchy is the proper aim of the examiner. Eloguence

" ot only considers the subject, but also the speaker and the
hearers; and both the subject and the speaker for the sake of

the hearers, or, rather, for the sake of the effect intended to

be produced in them. Now to convince the hearers is always
either proposed by the orator as his end in addressing them,

{ or supposed to accompany the accomplishment of his end.

~ = Of the five sorts of discourses above mentioned, there are

only two wherein conviction is the avowed purpose. Oneis

b that addressed to the understanding, in which the speaker
8 proposeth to prove Some position disbelieved or doubted by
' the hearers; the other is that which is calculated to influence
the will, and persuade to a certain conduct; for it is by con-

" vincing the judgment that he proposeth to interest the pas-
 sions and fix the resolution. ' As to the three other kinds of
discourses enumerated, which address the understanding, the
imagination, and the passions, conviction, though not the end,
ought ever to accompany the accomplishment of the'end. It
is mever formally proposed as an end where there are not
supposed to be previous doubts or errors to conquer. But
when due attention is not paid to it by a proper management
of the subject, doubts, disbelief, and mistake will be raised
by the discourse itself, where there were none before, and

| these will not fail to obstruct the speaker’s end, whatever it

be. In explanatory discourses, which are of all kinds the
simplest, there is a certain precision of manner which ought

“‘to pervade the whole, and which, though not in the form' of

. argument, is not the less satisfactory, since it carries internal

" cvidence along with it. In haranguespathetic or panegyrical,
% in order that the hearers may be moved or pleased, it is of
| great consequence.to’ impress them with the belief of the
¢ reality of the subject. Nay, even in those performances
where truth, in regard to the individual facts related, is nei-
ther sought nor expected, as in some sorts of poetry and in
romance, truth still is an object to the mind, the general

] truths regarding character, manners, and incidents. When
these are preserved, the piece may justly be denominated

i true, considered as a picture of life, thongh false, considered
8 as a narrative of particular events. And even these untrue
events must be counterfeits of truth, and bear its image ; for

i in cases wherein the proposed end canbe rendered consistent

with unbelief, it cannot be rendered compatible with incredi-
bility. Thus, in order to satisfy the mind, in most cases, truth,
] and, in every case, what bears the semblance of truth, must
be presented to it.. This holds equally whatever be the de=
clared‘aim of the speaker. I need scarcely add, that to prove
a pgrt:cular point is often occasionally necessary in every
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sort of discourse, as‘a subordinate end conducive to:the ad-
vancement of the principal. If, then, it is the business of
logic to evince the tith, to convince an auditory, which is
the! province of- eloquence, is but a particular  application of
the logician’s art. As logic, therefore, forges the arms which
eloquence teacheth us to wield, we must first have recourse
tothe former, that, being made acquainted with the materials
- of which her weapons and' armour are severally made, we
may know their respective strength and temper, and when
and how each is to be used. )
! Now, if it be by the sense or soul of the discourse that
rhetoric holds of logic, or the art of thinking and reasoning,
it is'by the expression or body of the discourse that she holds
offgrammar, or the art of conveying our thoughts in the words
of ‘a particular Janguage. The observation of one analogy
naturally suggests another. As the soul is of heavenly ex-
traction and the body of earthly, so the sense of the discourse
olight to have its source in the invariable nature of: truth and
xight; whereas the expression can derive its energy only from
the arbitrary conventions of’ men, sources as unlike, or, rather,
as widely different, as the breath of the Almighty and the dust
of the earth, In every region of the globe we may soon dis-
cover that people feel and argue in'much the same manner,
but'the speech of one nation is quite unintelligible to another.
The art of the logician is, accordingly, in some sense, uni-
versal ; the art of the grammarian is always particular and
loeal.  The rules of aigumentation laid down by Aristotle,
in‘his Analytics, are of as much use for the discovery of truth
in Britain or in China as they were in Greece; but Priscian’s
rules of inflection and construction can assist. us'in learning
no language but Latin. In propriety, there could not be such
a thing as a universal grammar, unless there were such a
thing as a univerg:il language. The term hath sometimes,
indeed, been applied to a collection of observations on the
similar analogies that have been'discovered in all tongues,
ancient and modern, known to the' authors of such collec-
tions. I do not mention this liberty in the use of the term
- Wwith a view to censure it. In the application of technical or
learned words, an author hath greater scope than in tlie appli-
- cation of those which are in more frequent’ use, and is onl
then thought censurable, when he exposeth himself to be
nisunderstoed. ‘But it is to my purpose to observe, that as
“such collections convey the knowledge of no tongue what-
- ever, the name grammar, when applied to them, is used in a
~ sense quite different from that which it has in the common
‘aeceptation ; perhaps as different, though the subject be lan-
guage, as when it is applied to a system of. geography. |
~ Now the grammatical art hath its complexion in syntax;
the oratorical, as far as the body or expression is concerned,
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m style, ~ Syntax regards only the compgsition of many
words into one sentence ; style, at the same time that it at-
tends to this, regards, farther, the composition of many sen-
tences into one: discourse. Nor is this the only difference :
the grammarian, with respect to what the two arts have in
common, the structure of sentences, requires only purity; that
is, that the words employed belong to the language, and that
they be construed in the manner, and usedin the signification,
which custom hath: rendered necessary for conveying the
sense. 'The orator requires also beauty and strength. = The
highest’ aim of the former is the lowest aim of the latter ;
where grammar ends, eloguence begins.

Thus, the grammarian's department bears much the same
relation to the orator’s which the art of the mason bears to
that of the architect. | There is, however, one difference, that
well deserves our notice. As in architecture it is not neces-
sary that he who designs should exeeute his own plans, he
may be an excellent artist in this way who would handle
very awkwardly the hammer and the trowel.  But it is alike
incumbenton the orator to design and to execute. He must,
therefore; be master of the language he speaks or writes, and
must be capable of adding to grammatic purity those higher
qualities of elocution, which will render his discourse graceful
and energetic. ; .

So much for the connexion that subsists between rhetoric
and these parent arts, logic and grammar. !

CHAPTER V.
OF THE DIFFERENT SOURCES OF EVIDENCE, A:NB THE DIFFERENT
SUBJECTS TO WHICH THEY ARE RESPECTIVELY ADAPTED.

Losican truth consisteth in the conformity of our eoncep-
tions to their archetypes in the nature of things. ‘This con-
formity is perceived by the mind, either immediately on a
bare attention to the ideas under review, or mediately by a
comparison of these with other related ideas. « Eyvidence of
the former kind'is called intuitive ; of the latter, deductive,

SECTION L
OF INTUITIVE EVIDENCE.
Pant L. Mathematical Awioms

Or intuitive evidence there are different sorts. ' Oneisthat

which results purely from intellection.® Of this kind is the . i

* [ have here adopted the termintellection, rather than perception, because,
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evidence of these propositions: *“One and four make five.
Things equal to the same thing are equal to one another.
The whole is greater than a part ;” and, in brief; all axioms
in arithmetic and geometry. These are, in effect; but so
inany different expositions of our own general notions, taken
in different views. Some of thein are no other than defini-
tions, or equivalent to definitions. ' To say * One:and four
make five,” is precisely the same as to say, “ We give the
name five to one added to four.” * In fact, they are all,in some
respect, reducible to this.axiom, ** Whatever'is, is.” I donot
say they are deduced from it, for they have in like manner
that original and intrinsic evidence, which makes them, as
soon as the terms are understood, to be perceived intuitively.
And if they are not thus perceived, no dedyction of reason
will ‘ever confer on them any additional evidence. Nay, in
point of time, the discovery of the less general truths has the
priority, not from their superior evidence, but solely from
this consideration, that tlie less general are sooner ohjects
of perception to us, the natural jrogress of the mind in the
acquisition of its' ideas being from particular things to uni-
versal notions, and not inversely. But I affirm that, though
not deduced from' that' axiom, they may be considered as
partienlar exemplifications of it, and coincident with it, inas-
much as they are all implied in this, that the properties of our
clear and adequate ideas can be no other than what the mind
clearly perceives them to be. : g
But, in order to prevent mistakes, it will be necessary far-
ther to illustrate this sulject. It might be thought, that if
axioms were propositions perfecily identieal, it would be im-
possible to advance a step, by their means, beyond the simple
1deas first perceived by the mind. And.it must be owned, if
the predicate of the proposition were nothing but a repetition
of the subject, under the same aspect, and in the same or
synonymous terms, no conceivahle advantage could be made
ofit for the furtherance of knowledge. Of such propositions
as these, for instance; “Seven aie seven,” “ eight are eight,”
and “ten added to eleven are equal to ten added to eleven,”
it is manifest that - we could never avail ourselves for the im-
provement of science. Nor does the change of the name
make any alteration in jeint of utility. The propositions,
though not so usual, it is both niore appuosite and less equivocal.  Perception
is employed alike to denote every imme: liate object of_l.hcught, or whatever
is apprehended by the mind, our sensatiuns themselves, and those qualities
in' body, suggested by our sensalions, the ideas of these upon reflection,
~ whether remembered or imagiled, together with those called general no-
" tions, or abstract ideas. It 15 only the last of these kinds which are con-
~sidered as peculiarly the object of the understanding, and which, thorefore,
veguire to be distingnished by a peculiai name. Obscurity arising from an
uncommon word'is easily sur ted, whereas ambiguity, by mislead
s, ere we are aware; confounds our notion of the sublect altogether.
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#Twelve are a dozen,” “twenty are a score,” unless con-
sidered as explications of the words dozen and score, are
equally insignificant with the former. But when the thing,
though in effect coinciding, is considered under 2 different as-
pect; when what is single in the subject is divided in the
predicate, and conversely; or when what is a whole in the
one, is regarded as a part of something else in the other;
such propositions lead to the discovery of innumerable, and
apparently remote relations. One added to four may be ac-
counted no other than a definition of the word five, as was re-
marked above.. But when I say, * Two added to three are
equal to five,” I advance g truth, which, though equally clear,
is quite distinct from the preceding. 'Thus, if one should af-
firm, “twice fifteen make thirty,” and again, “ thirteen added
. to seventeen make' thirty,” nobody would pretend that he
had repeated the same proposition in other words. The
cases are entirely similar. In both, the same thing is predi-
cated of ideas which, taken severally, are different. From
these, again, result other equations, as, * One added to four
are equal to two added to three,” and © twice fifteen are equal
to thirteen added to seventeen.” 3
Now it is by the aid of such simple and elementary prin-
ciples that the arithmetician and the algebraist proceed to
the most astonishing discoveries. Nor are the operations of
the geometrician essentially different. By a very few steps
you are made to perceive the equality, or, rather, the coinci-
dence of the sum of the two angles, formed by one straight
line falling on another; with two right angles. = By a process
equally plain, you are brought to discover, first, that if one
side of a triangle be produced, the external angle will be
equal to both the internal and opposite angles ; and then, that
all' the angles of a triangle are equal to two right angles. So
much' for the nature and use of the first kind of intuitive evi:
dence, resulting from pure intellection.

Part II. Consciousness.

.The next kind is that which ariseth from consciousness.
Hence every man derives the perfect assurance that he hath
of his own existence. Nor is he only in this way assured
that he exists; but that he thinks, that he feels, that he sees,

» that he hears, and the like. Hence his absolute' certainty
in regard to the reality of his sensations and passions, and of
everything whose essence consists'in being perceived. Nor
does this kind of intuition regard only the truth of the origi-
nal feelings or impressions, but also many of the judgments
that are formed by the mind, on comparing these one with
another. Thus, the judgments we daily and hourly form
conecerning: resemblances or disparities in visible objects, or
size in things tangible; where the odds is eonsiderable, darker
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or lighter tints in colours, stronger or weaker tastes or.smells,

are all self-evident, and discoverable at once. Tt is from the

same principle that, in regard to ourselves, we judge infallibly:

concerning the feelings, whether pleasant or painful, which

we derive {rom what are called the internal senses, and pro-

nounce concerning beauty or deformity, harmony or discord,

the elegant or the ridiculous. The difference between this

kind of intuition and the former will appear on the slightest
reflection. = The former concerns only abstract motions or
ideas, particularly in regard to number and extension, the ob-
jects purely of the understanding ; the latter concerns only
the existence of the mind itself, and its actual feelings, im-
pressions, or affections, pleasures or pains, the immediate

subjects of sense, taking that word in the largest acceptation.

The: former gives rise to those universal truths, first princi-
ples; or axioms, which serve as the foundation of abstract
science; whereas the latter, though absolutely: essential to.
the individual, yet, as it only regards particular perceptions,
which represent no distinet genus or species of objeets, the

judgments resulting thence cannot form any general positions,
to which a chain of reasoning may be fastened, and, conse-

quently, are not of the nature of axioms, though both similar
and equal in respect of evidence.

Partr: IIL.  Common Sense.

The third sort is that which ariseth from what hath been
termed, properly enough, common sense,* as being an'original

* The first among the moderns who took notice of this, principle, as one
of the genuine springs of our knowledge, was Buffier, a French philosopher
of the'present century, in a'book entitled Traité des' Premitres Viéritez ; one
who, to an uncommon degree of acuteness in matters of abstraction, added
that solidity of judgment which hath prevented in him, what had proved
the wreek of many great names in philosophy, his understanding becoming
the dupe of his'ingenuity. ‘This' doctrine hath'lately, in"our own conntry,
been setin the clearest light, and supported by:invincible force of arg L
by two very able writers in the science of. man, Dr. Reid, in his Inquiry
info the Human Mind, and Dr. Beattie, in'his Essay on the Inmutability of
Trath, 1 beg leave to remark in this. place, that though, for distinction’s
sake, [ use the term common sense in'amore limited signification than either
of the authors last mentioned, there appears to be no real difference in our
sentiments ofithe thing itself. I am notignorant thatthis doctrine’has been
Intely attacked! by, Dr. Priestley in a most extraordinary manner, a manner
which no man who has any regard to the name of Englishman or of phi-
losopher will ever desire to see imitated in this or any other country. I
have read the performance, but have not been able to discover the author's
sentiments in relation to the principal pointin dispute. - He says, expressly,

Examination of Dr. Reid's Inquiry, &c., p. 119]; *Had 'these writers,”

essieurs. Reid, Bealtie, and Gswﬂd, i« 1, as the el ts of their
coimmon sense, cerlain truths which'are so plain that no man could donbt
of them (without entering into the ground of our assent to them), their
conduct would have been liable to very little objection.” And is not this
the very thing which these writers have done? "What he means to signify
by the parenthesis (““without entering into the ground of our assent to
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source of knowledge common to all mankind. I own, indeed,

that in different persons it preyails in different degrees of

them”) it is not easy to guess. "Bya ground of assent to any pmgnaitiun
is commonly understood a‘reason or argument in support of it. Now, by
his own hypothesis, there are truths so plai, that no man can doubt of
them. If o, what ground of assent beyond their own plainness ought we
to seek 7 what besides this can we ever hope to find, or what better reason
need be given for denominating such truths the dictates'of common sense?
If something plainer could be found to serve as evidence of any of them,
then thisiplainer truth would be admitted as the first principle, and the other
would be considered as deduced by reasoning. ' But notwithstanding the
mistake in the instance, the general doctrine of primary truths would re-
main unhurt, ' It seems, however, that thoogh their conduct would have
been liable to very little} it would have been liable to some objection. **All
that . could have been said would have been, that, without any necessity,
they had made an innovation in the received use of a term” 1 have a bet-
ter opinion of these gentlemen than toimagine, that if the thing which they
contend for be admitted, they will enter into a dispute with' any person
about the name ; though'in my judgment, even as to. this, it is not they, but
he, who is the innovator. He proceeds, ““ For no person ever denied that
there are self-evident truths, and that these must be assumed, as the found-
alion of all our reasoping. I never met with any person who did mot ae-
knowledge this, or heard of any argumentative treatise that did not goupon
the supposition of it.? Now if this be;the case, Lwould gladly know what
is the great pointhe controverts. It is, whether such self-evident truths
shall be denominated principles of common sense, or be distinguished by
some other appellation. Was it worthy any man’s while to write an octayo
of near 400 pages for, the discussion of such a question as this?: And if,
as he assures us, they have said more than is necessary in proof of a truth
which he himself thinks indisputable,-was it no more than necessary in Dr.
Priestley to compose so, large a volume, in order to convince the world that
too much had been snid already on the'subject? " I do notenter info the
examination of his objections to/some.of: the particular principles addoced
as primary truths.  Anattempt of this kind would be foreignto my purpose :
besides that the authors he has attacked are better qualified for defending
their-own doctrine, and, no doubt, will do i, if they think there is occasion,
1 shall only subjoin two remarks on this book.  The first is, that the author,
through: the whole, confounds two things totally distinct—certain associa-
tions of ideas, and' certain judgments implying belief, which, though in
some, are fiot in all cases, and, therefore, not necessarily connected'with
association.: And if'so, merely to account for the association, is in no case
to.aceount for the belief with whichitis attended. Nay, admitting his plea,
[page 861, that, by the principle of association, not only the ideas, but the
concomitant belief may be accounted for, even this does not invalidate the
doctrine he impagns. For, let it be observed, that it is one thing to assign
a cause which, from: the mechanism of our nature, has given rise lo a,par-
ticnlar tenet or belief, and another thiug to produce a reason by which the
understandifg has been convinced. Now, unless this be done as to the
principles in question, they must be considered as primary truths in respect
of the understanding, which never- deduced them from other truths, and
which is under a necessity, in all her moral reasonings, of founding upon
them. In fact, to give any other account of our conviction of them, is to
confirm, instead of ‘confuting the doctrine, that in all argumentation the

must be regarded as primary traths, or traths which reason never inferred,
through any medium, from other truths previously perceived. My second
remark is, that though this éxaminer has, from Dr. Reid, given us a cala-
Togue of first principles, which he deems mmworthy of the honourable place
assigned them, he I;J,}:ls nowhere thooght proper to give us a list of those
selfevident traths which, by his own E‘cconnt, and in‘his own express words,

iy
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strength; but no human creature hath been found originally
and totally destitute of it, who is not accounted a monster in
His kind : for such, doubtless, are all idiots'and changelings.
By madness, a disease which makes terrible havoec on the
faculties of the mind, it may be in a great measure, but is
never entirely lost. : g

It is purely hence that we derive our assurance of such
truths as these: * Whatever has a beginning has a cause.”
 When there is, in the effect, a manifest adjustment of the
several\parts to a eertain end, there is intelligence in the
cause.” ‘“The course of nature will be the sanie to-morrow.
that it is to-day; or, the fature will resemble the past.”
¢ T'here is such a thing as body ; or, there are material ‘sub-
stances independent of the mind’s concéptions.”  There are
other intelligent beings in the universe besides me.” “The
clear representations of my memory, in regard to past events,
are indubitably true.” These, and’a great many more of the
same kind, it is impossible for any man by reasoning to evince,
asmight easily be:shown, were this a proper place for the dis-
cussion. And it is equally impossible, without a full convie-
tion of them, to advance a single step in the ‘acquisition’ of
knowledge, especially in all that regards mankind, life, and
conduct.

I am sensible that some of these, to men not accustomed
1o inquiries of this-kind, will appear, at first, not to be primary
principles, but conclusions from other principles; and some
of them will be thought to coincide with the other kinds of
intuition above mentioned. = Thus the first, Whatever hath
a beginning hath a cause,” may be thougnt to stand on the
same footing with mathematical axioms. T acknowledge that,
in point of evidence, they are equal, and it is alike impossible,
in either case, for a rational creature to withhold his assent.
Nevertheless, there is a difference in kind, = All the axioms
In mathematics are'but the enunciations of certain properties
in our abstract notions, distinctly perceived by the mind, but
have no relation to anything without themselves, and can
never be made the foundation of any conclusion concerning
actual existence'; whereas, in the axiom last specified; from
the existence of one thing we intuitively conclude the exist-
f‘must be d as the fc ion of all our ing.”. How much
light might have been thrown upon the subject by {he contrast? Perhaps
we should have been enabled, on the comparison, to discover some distinct-
ayve characters in his genuine axioms, which would have preserved us from
the danger of confounding them with their spurious ones, Nothing is more
evident than that, in whatever regards matter of fact; the mathematical ax-
ioms will not answer.. These are urely fitted for evolving the abstract re-
lations of quantity. This he in effect owns himself [page 39]. It would
have been 0b|igil}g, then, and would have greatly contributed to shorten
the controversy;if he had given us, at least, a specimen of those selfevi-

«dent principles, which, in' his' estimation, are the non plis ultra of moral
reasoning.
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ence of another. This proposition, however, so far differs;
in my apprehension, from others of the same: oxder, that I
‘eannot avoid considering the opposite assertion as not only
false, but contradictory ; but I do not pretend to explain the
ground of this difference. =

The faith we give to memory may be thought, on a super-
ficial view, to be resolvable into consciousness, asiwell as
that we give to the immediate impressions of sense. Buton
a little attention one may easily perceive the difference. To

. believe the report of our senses doth, indeed, commonly 1m-

ply, to believe the existence of certain external and corporeal
abjects, which give rise to our particular sensations.. This,
I acknowledge, is a principle which doth not spring from con-
sciousness (for consciousness cannot extend beyond sensa-
tion), but from common sense, as well as the assurance we
have in the report of memory. But this was not intended to
be included under the second branch of intuitive evidence.
By that firm belief in sense; which I there resolved into con-
sciousness, I meant no more than to say, I am certain that I
see, and feel, and think, what I actually see, and feel, and
think.  As in this I pronounce only concerning my 0w pres-
ent feelings, whose essence consists in being felt, and of
which I am at present conscious, my conviction is reducible
to this axiom, or coincident with'it, It is impossible for a

thing to be and not to be at the same time.” Now when I

say, I trust entirely to the clear report of my memory, I mean
a good deal more than, * I am certain that my memory gives
such a report, or represents things in such a manner,” for
this conviction I have, indeed, from consciousness, but I
mean, “T-am certain that things happened heretofore at such
4 time, in the precise manner in'which I now remember that
they then happened.” Thus there is a reference in the ideas
of memory to former sensible impressions, to which thereis
nothing analogous in sensation. At the same time, it is evi-
dent that remembrance is not always accompanied with this
full conviction. To deseribe,in words, the difference bétween
those lively signatures of memory which command an unlim-
_ited assent, and those fainter traces which raise opinion only,
or even doubt, is perhaps impracticable; but no man stands
in need of such assistance to enable him,in fact, todistinguish
them for the direction of his own judgment and conduct.
Some may imagine that it is {from experience we come to
know what faith in every case is due to memory. But it
will appear more fully afterward that, unléss:we had impli-
citly relied on the distinct and vivid informations of that fac-
ulty, we could not have moved a step towards the acquisition
of experience. 1t must, however, be admitted, that expe-
rience is of use in assisting us to judge concerning the more
languid and confused suggestions of memory; or; to speak
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more properly, concerning the reality of those things of which
Wweourselves are doubtful whether we remember them or not.

In regard to the primary truths of this order it may be
urged, that.it cannot be affirmed of them all, at least, as it
may of the axioms in mathematies, or the assurances we have
from consciousness that the denial of them implies.a mani-
fest contradiction. It is, perhaps, physically possible that
the course of nature will be inverted the very next moment;
that my memory is no better than a delirium, and my life a
dream; that all'is mere allusion; that I am the only being
in the universe, and that there is no such thing as body. No-
thing can be juster than the reply given by Buffier : * It must
be owned,” says he,* “that to maintain propositions the re-
verse of the primary. truths of common sense, doth not imply
a contradiction, it only implies insanity.” . But if any person,
on account of this difference in the nature of these two elasses
of axioms, should not think the term intuitive so properly ap-
plied to the evidence of the last mentioned; let him denomi-
nate it, if he please, instinctive: I have no objection to the
term ; nor.do I'think itiderogates in the least from the digni
ty, the certainty, or the importance of the truths themselves.
[?_uch instinets are no other than the oracles of eternal wis-

om.

For, let it be observed farther, that axioms of this last kind
are as essential to moral reasoning, to all deductions con-
cerning life and existence, as those of the first kind are to
the scienices of arithmetic and geometry. Perhaps it will
appear afterward, that, without the aid of some of them, these
sciences themselveswould be utterly inaccessible tous. Be-
sides, the mathematical axioms can never extend their influ-
ence beyond the precincts of abstract knowledge, in regard
to number and extension, or assist us in the discovery of any
matter of fact: whereas, with knowledge of the latter kind,
the whole conduct and business'of human life is principally
aud intimately connected. ~All reasoning necessarily sup-
poses that there are certain principlesin which we must ac-
gui_esce. and beyond which we cannot go ;. principles clearly

iscernible by their own light, which can derive no additional
evidence from anything besides,. On the contrary supposi-
tion, the investigation of truth would be an endless and a
fruitless task; we should be eternally proving, while nothing
could ever be‘proved; because, by the hypothesis, we could
never ascend to premises which require no proof. “1f there
be no' first truths,” says the author lotely quoted,t *there can
beino second truths, nor third, nor, indeed; any truth at all.”

So much for intuitive evidence; in the extensive meaning
which hath here been given to that term, as including every-

* Premitres V éritez, part i, chap.xi. =t Ib,, Dessein de l'onvrage,
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thing whose evidence results from the simple contemplation
of ithe ideas or perceptions which form the proposition under
consideration,.and requires not the intervention of any third
idea: as @ medium of proof. This, for order’s sake, I have
distributed into three classes—the traths of pure intellection,
of consciousness, and of common sense. "The first may be
denominated metaphysical, the second physical, the third
moral; all of them natural, eriginal, and unaccountable.

SECTION I,
OF DEDUCTIVE EVIDENCE.

Parr 1. Division of the Subject into Scientific and Moral, with
the principal Distinclions letween them.

Arnnrational or deductive evidence is derived from one or
other of these two sources: from the invariable properties
or relations of generalideas; or from the actual, though per-
haps variable connexions, subsisting among things. The for-
mer we call demonstrative ; the latter, moral. Demonstra-
tion is built on pure intellection, and consisteth in an unin-
terrupted-series of axioms. That propositions formerly de-
monstrated are taken into the series, doth not in the least in-
validate this account; inasmuch as these propositions are all
resolvable into axioms; and are admitted as links in the chain,
not because necessary, but merely to avoid the useless pro-
lixity which frequent and tedious repetitions of proofs for-
merly given would occasion. Moral evidence is founded on
the principles we have from consciousness and common
sense improved by experience; and as it proceeds: on this
general presumption or moral axiom, that the course of na-
ture in time to come will be similar to-what it hath been hith-
erto, it decides, in regard to particulars, concerning the future
from the past, and concerning things unknown from things
familiar to us. ‘T'he first is solely conversant about number
and extension, and about those other qualities which are meas-
urable by these. Such are duration, velocity, and weight.
‘With regard to such gualities as pleasure and pain, virtue and
vice, wisdom and folly, beauty and deformity, though they
admit degrees, yet, as thete is no standard or common meas-
ure by which their differences and proportions can be ascer-
tained and expressed in numbers, they ean never become the
subject of demonstrative reasoning. Here rheloric, it must
be acknowledged, hath little to do.- Simplicity of diction,
and precision in arrangement, whence results perspicuity,
are, as was observed already,* all the requisites. . The prop-
er province of rhetoric is the second or moral eyidence ; for
to the second belong all decisions concerning fact, and things
without us,

*+ Chap. i.
F2
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‘But, that the nature of moral evidénce may be betterunder-

stood, it will not be amiss to remark a few of the most em-
inent differences between this and the demonstrative.
* The first difference that occurs is in their subjects. The
subject of the one is, as hath been observed, abstract, inde-
pendent triuth, or the unchangeable and necessary relations
of ideas; that of the other, the real, but often changeable and
contingent connexions that subsist among things actually ex-
isting.. Abstract truths, as the propertiés of quantity, have
no respect to time or to place, no dependance on the volition
ofi any being, or on any cause whatever, but are eternally anc'
immutably the same. The very roverse of all this generally
obtains with regardto fact. Inconsequence of what has been
now advanced, assertions opposite to truths of the former
kind are not only false, but absurd. They are not onl y not
true, but it is impossible they should be true, while the mean-
ings of the words (and, consequently, the ideas compared) Te-
main the satme. 'This doth not hold commonly in any other
kind of evidence. Take, for instance, of the first kind, the
following affirmations : “ The cube of two is the half of six-
teen.” The square of the hypothenuse is equal’to the sum
of the squares of the sides.” ““If equal things be taken from
equal things, the remainders will be equal.” Contrary prop-
ositions, as, “ The cube of two is more than the half of six-
teen ;" “The sgrcve of the hypothenuse is less than the sum
of the squares of the sides ;” “If equal things be taken from
equal'things, the remainders will be unequal,” are chargeable,
not only with falsity, but with absurdity, being inconceivable
and'contradictory. Whereas, to these truths, which' we fc-
quire by moral evidence, “ Cisar overcame Pompey :” “The
sun will rise to-morrow ;" “All men will die,” the opposite
assertions, tho'u%h untrue, are easily concéivable, without
changing'in the least:the import of the words, and therefore
do not imply a contradiction. ;

The second difference I shall remark is, that moral evi-
dence admits degrees, demonstration doth not. This is a
plain consequence of the preceding difference, Essential or
necessary truth, the sole object of the latter, is incompatible
with degree. And though actual truth, or matter of fact, be
the ultimate aim of the former, likelihood alone, which is sus-
ceptible of degree, is usually the utmost attainment, What-
ever is exhibited as demonstration is either mere illusion; and
50 no evidence at all, or absolutely perfect. There'is no me-
dium. In moral reasoning, we ascend from possibility, by an
insensible graduation, to probability, and thence, in the same
manner, to the summit of moral certainty, On this summit,
or on any of the steps leading to it, the conclusion of the ar.
gument may rest. Hence the result of that is, by way of
eminence, denominated’science; and the evidence itself is
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termed scientific ; the result of this is frequently (not always)
entitled to no higher denomination than opinion. Now,in -
the mathematical sciences, no mention is ever made of opin-
ions. : feige §
The third difference is, that in the one there never can be
any conlrariety of proofs ; in the other, theresnot only may,
but almost always-is. If one demonstration were ever ca-
pable of being refuted, it could be solely by another demon-
stration, this being the only sort of evidence adapted to the
subject, and the only sort by which the former could be
matched. DBut, to suppose that contraries are demonstrable,
is to suppose that the same proposition is both true and false,
which is a manifest contradiction. Consequently, if there
should ever be the appearance of demonstration on opposite
sides, that on one side must be fallacious and sophistical. 1t
is not so with moral evidence, for, unless in a'few singular
instances, there is always real, not apparent evidence on both
sides. There are contrary experiences, contrary presump-
_tions, contrary testimonies, to balance against one another.
In this case, the probability, upon the whole, is in the propor-
tion which the evidence on the side that preponderatesbears
to itsiopposite.” We usually say, indeed, that the evidence
lies on such a side of the question, and not on the reverse;
but by this expression is only meant the overplus of evidence
on comparing both sides. 'In like manner, when we affirm
of an event, that it is probable, we say the contrary is only
possible, although, when they are severally considered, we
do not scruple to say, this is more probable than that; or,
the probabilities on one side outweigh those on the other.
The fourth and last difference I shall observe is, that sci-
entific evidence is simple, consisting of only one: coherent
series, every part of which depends on the preceding, and,
as it were, suspends the following : moral evidence is gen-
erally complicated, being, in reality, a'bundle of independent
vroofs. The longest demonstration‘is but one uniform chain,
the links whereof, taken severally, are not to be regarded as
S0 many arguments, and consequently, when thus taken, they
conclude nothing ; but taken together, and in their proper or-
der, they form one argument which is perfectly conclusive.
1t is true, the same theorem may be demonstrable in different
ways, and by different mediums’; but'as a single demonstra-
tion clearlyunderstood commands the-fullest conviction, ev-
ery other-is superfluous. ~After one demonstrative proof, a
man may try a second, purel{ as an exercise of ingenuily,
or the better to assure himself that he hath not committed
_.an oversight'in the first. - Thus it may serye to warrant the
regular procedure of his faculties, but not.to make an addi-
tion to the former proof;or supply any deficiency perceived
init. So faris it fromanswering this end, that he is no soon-
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er sensible of a defect in an attempt of this nature; than the
whole is rejected as good for nothing; and carrying. with it
no degree of evidence whatever. In moral reasoning, on the
contrary, there is often a combination of many distinet top-
ics of argument, no way dependant on one another. _Each
hath a eertain portion of evidence belonging to itself, each
bestows on the conclusion a particular degree of likelihood,
of all which accumulated the credibility of the fact is com.
pounded. | The former may be compared to an arch, no part
oftwhich can subsist independently of the rest. If youmake
any breach in it, you destroy-the whole. The latter may be
compared to a tower, the height whereof is but the aggregate
of the heights of the several parts reated above one another,
and so may be gradually diminished, asit was gradually raised.
So much for the respective natures of scientific and of mor-
al evidence, and those characteristical qualities which dis-
criminate them from each other. On a survey of the whole,
it seems indubitable that, if the former is infinitely superior
1n point of authority, the latter no less excels in point of im-
portance.  Abstract truth, as far as it is the object of our
faculues, is almost entirely: confined to quantity, concrete or
discrete. 'The sphere of Demonstration is narrow, but with-
in her sphere she is a.despotic sovereign, her sway is uncon-
trollable. . Her rival, on the contrary, hath less power, but
wider empire., Her forces, indeed, are not always irresisti-.
ble, but'the whole world'is comprised in her dominions, Re-
ality or fact comprehends the laws and the works of nature,
as well as the arts and the institutions of men; in brief, all
the beings which fall under the cognizance of the human
mind, with all their modifications, operations, and effects. By
the first, we must acknowledge, when applied to things, and
combined with the discoveries of the second, our researches
into nature in a certain line are facilitated, the understanding
is enlightened, and many of the ants, both elegant and usef ul,
are improved and perfected. - Without the aid of the second,
society must not only suffer, but perish.  Human nature it
self could not subsist. This organ of knowledge, which ex-
tendsitsinfluence to every precinctof philosophy, and governs
in most, serves also to regulate all the ordinary, but indispen-
sable concernments of life.  To these it is ad mirably adapted,
notwithstanding its inferiority in respect of dignity, accura-
cy, and perspicuity ; for it is principally to the acquisitions
procured by. experience that we owe ihe use of language,
and the knowledge of almost. everything that makes the soul
of a man differ from that of 2 new-born infant. On the oth-
er hand, there is no despot so absolute as not to be liable to
a check on some side or other, and that the prerogatives of
demonstration are not so yvery considerable as on a.cursory
yiew oneis apt to imagine ; that this, as well as every other
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operation of the intellect, must partake in the weakness in-
cident to all our mental faculties, and inseparable from our
nature, I shall afterward take an'opportunity particularly to
evince. %

Panr I1. The Nature and Origin of- Experience.

I should now consider the principal tribes comprehended
under the general name of moral evidence; but, that every
difficulty may be removed which might retard .our progress
. in the proposed discussion, it will be necessary, in the first
place, to explore more accurately those sources in our nature
which give being to experience, and, consequently, to all those
attainments, moral and intellectual, that are derived from it.
These sources are two, sense and memory. The senses,
both external and internal, are the original inlets of percep-
tion. . They inform the mind of the facts which, in the pres-
ent instant, are sitnated within the spheré of their activity,
and no sooner discharge their office in any particularinstance,
than the articles of information exhibited by them are devolv-
ed on the memory. Remembrance instantly succeeds sen-
sation, insomuch that the memory becomes the sole repos-
itory of the knowledge received from sense; knowledge
which, without this repository, would be as instantaneously
lost as it 1s gotten, and could be of no service to the mind.
Our sensation would be no better than the fleeting pictures
of a moving object on a camera obseura, which leave not
the least vestige behind them. Memory, therefore, is the
only original voucher extant of those past realities for which
we had once the evidence of sense. - Her ideas are, as it
were, the prints that have been left by sensible impressions.
But from these two faculties, considered in themselves, there
results to us the knowledge only of individual facts, and only
of such faels as eithen heretofore have come; or at present
do come under the notice of our senses.

Now, in order to render this knowledge useful to us in dis-
covering the nature of things, and in regulating our conduct,
a farther process of the mind is necessary, which deserves
to be carefully attended to, and may be thus illustrated. I
have observed a stone fall to the ground, when nothing in-
tervened to impedeits motion. This single fact produces lit-
tle or no effect on the mind bevond a bare remembrance.
At another time, I observe the fall of a tile, at another of an
apple, and so of almost every kind of body in the like situa-
tion. Thus, my senses first, and then my memory, furnish
me with numerous examples, which, though different in every
other particular, are similar in this, that they present a body
moving downward, till obstructed either by the ground or by
some intervenient object. Hence my first notion of gravita-
tion. For, with regard to the similar circumstances of differ-
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ent facts, as by the repetition such circumstances are more
deeply imprinted, the mind acquires a‘habit of retaining theni,
omitting those circumstances peculiar to each, wherein their
difference consists. Hence, if objecis of any kind, in a par-
ticular manner circumstanced, are remembered to have been
usnally, and still more if uniformly. succeeded by certain
particular consequences, the idea of the former, in the sup-
posed circumstance introduced into the mind, immediately
associates the idea of the latter; and if the objeet itself, so
circumstanced, be presented to the senses, the mind instant-
‘ly anticipates the appearance of the customary eonsequence.
This holds also inversely. The retention and association,
above explained, are called experience. ‘I'he anticipation is,
in effect, no other than a particular conclusion from that ex-
perience.. Here we may remark, by-the-way, that though
memory-gives birth to experience, which results from the
comparison of facts remembered, the experience or habitual
association remains, when the individual facts on which it is
founded are all forgotten. Iknow from an experience, which
excludes all doubt, the power of fire in melting silver, and
yet may not be able at present to recolect a particular in-
stance in which I have seen this effect produced; or even in
which I have had the fact attested by a credible witness.
Some will perhaps object, that the account now given
makes our experimental reasoning look like a sort of mech-
anism, necessarily resulting from the very constitution of the
mind. I acknowledge the justness of the remark, but do not
think that it ought to be regarded as an objection. It is plain
that our reasoning in this way, if you please to call it so; is
very early, and precedes all reflection on our faculties, and
the manner of applying them. ‘Those who attend to the
progress of human nature through its different stages, and
through childhood in particular, will observe that children
malke great acquisitions in knowledge from experience, long
before they attain the use of speech. ‘The beasts, also,in their
sphere, improve by experience, which hath in them just the
same foundations of sense and memory as in us, and hath,
besides, a similar influence on their actions. It is precisely
in the same manner, and with the same success, that you
might train a dog, or accustom a child, to expect food on your
calling to him in one tone of voice, and to dread your resent-
ment when you use another. The brutes have evidently the
rudiments of this species of rationality, which extends as far
in them as the immediate purposes of self-preservation re-
quire, and which, whether you call it reason or instinct, they
both acquire and use in the same manner as we do. Thatit
reaches no farther in them, seems to arise from an original
ineapacity of classing and (if I may use the expression) gen-
eralizing. their perceptions; an exercise which to us very




i it — g

TR PHILOSOPHY OF RHETORIC. 71

quickly becomes familiar, and is what chiefly fits us for the
use of language. Indeed, in the extent of this capacity, as
much, perhaps, as in anything, lies also the principal natural
superiority of one man over another.

- But, thatiwe may be satisfied that to this kind of reason-
ing, in'its earliest and simplest form, little or no reflection is
necessary, let it be observed, that it is now: universally ad-
mitted by opticians, thatit is not purely from sight, but from
sight aided by experience; that we derive our notions of the
distance of visible objects from the eye. The sensation, say
they, is instantaneously followed by a conclusion or judgment
founded.on experience. The poing is determined from the
different phases of the object, found; in former trials, to be
connected with different distances, or from the effort that ac-
companies the different conformations we are obliged ta give
the organs of sight, in order to obtain a distinct vision of the
object. Now if this be the case, as 1 think hath been suffi-
ciently evinced of late, it is manifest that this judgment is so
truly mstantaneous, and so perfectly the result of feeling and
association, that the forming of it totally eseapes our notice.
Perhaps in noperiod of life will you find a person that, on the
first mention of it, can be easily persuaded that he derives
this knowledge from experience. Every man will be ready
to tell you that he needs no other witnesses than his eyes to
satisfy him that objects are not in contact with his body, but
are at different distances from him, as well as from one an-
other. So passive is the mind in this matter, and so rapid
are the transitions which, by this ideal attraction, she is im-
pelled to malke, that she is, in a manner, unconscious of her
own operations.  There is some ground to, think, from the
exact analogy which their organs bear to ours, that the dis-
covery of distance from the eye is attained by brutes in the
same manner as by us. As to this, however, I will not be
positive. But though, in this way, the mind acquires an early
perception of the most obvious and necessary truths, without
which the bodily organs would be of little use, in matters less
important, her procedure is much slower, and more the re-
sult of voluntary application ; and as the exertion is more de-
liberate, she is more conscious of her own activity, or, at
least, remembers it longer. It is, then, only thatin common
style we honour her operation with the name of reasoning;
though there is no essential difference between the two
cases. It is true, indeed, that the conclusions in the first
way, by which also' in infaney we learn language, are com-
monly more to be regarded as infallible, than those effected
in the second. :

Pant III. The Subdivisions of Moral Reasoning.
But to return to the provosed distribution of moral evi-
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dence. Under it T include these three tribes, experience,
analogy, and testimony. To these I &hall subjoin the con-
sideration of a fourth, totally distinct from them all, but which
appears to be a mixture of the demonstrative and the moral,
or, rather, a particular applitation of the former, for ascer-
taining the precise force of the latter, The evidence I mean
is that resulting ftom calculations concerning chances.

T. Ewperience.

The first of these T have named peculiarly the evidence of
experience, not with philosophical propriety, but in compli-
ance with common language, and for distinction’s sake.
Analogical reasoning is surely reasoning from a more indi-
rect experience, Now as to this first kind, our experience is
.either uniform or yarious. In the one case, provided the
facts on ‘which it is founded be sufficiently numerous, the
conclusion is said to be morally certain. In the other, the
conclusion built on the greater number of instances is said to
be probable, and more orless so, according to the proportion
which the instances on that side bear to those on the oppo-
site. Thus, we are perfectly assured that iron thrown into
the river will sink, that deal will float, because these conclu:
sions are built on a full and uniform experience. That in
the last week of December next it will snow in any part of _
Britain'specified, is perhaps probable; that is, if, on inquiry
or récollection, we are satisfied that this hath more frequent-
ly happened than the contrary; thatsome time in that month
it will snow is more probable, but not certain, because, though
this conclusion be founded on experience, that experience is
not uniform'; lastly, that it will snow some time during winter,
will, I'belieye, on the same principles, be pronounced certain.

It was affirmed that experience, or the tendency of the
mind to associate ideas under the notion of causes, effects,
or adjuncts, is never contradicted by one example only. This
assertion, it may be thought, is contradicted by the principle
on which physiologists commonly proceed, who consider one
accurate experiment in support of a particular doctrine as
sufficient evidence. The better to explain this phenomenon,
and the farther to illustrate the nature of experience, I shall
make the following observations: First, whereas sense and
memory are conversant only about individuals, our earliest
experiences imply, or perhaps generate, the notion of a spe-
cies, including all those individuals which have the most ob-
~vious and universal resemblance, - From Charles, Thomas,
‘William, we ascend to the idea of man ; from Britain, France,
“Spain, to the idea of kingdom. As our acquaintance with
nature enlarges, we discover resemblances of a striking and
important nature, between one species and another, which
naturally begets the notion of a genus. From comparing




'HE PHILOSOPHY .OF RHETORIC. 3

men with beasts, birds, fishes; and reptiles; we perceive that
they are all alike possessed of life, or a principle of sensa-
tion and action, and of an organized body;and hence acquire
the idea of animal; in like manner, from comparing King-
doms with republics and aristocracies, we obtain the idea of
nation, and thence; again, risein the same track to ideas still
more comprehensive. Farther, let it' be remembered, that
by experience we not only decide concerning the future from
the past, but concerning things uncommon from things famil-
iar, which resemble them. = 3

Now to apply this: observation: A botanist, in traversing
the fields, lights on a particular plant, which appears to be of
a specieshe is not acquainted with. The flower, he observes,
is monopetalous, and the number of flowers it calries is sev-
en. | Here are two facts that occur to his observation : 'lét us
consider inawhat way he will be disposed to argue from them.
From the first he does not hesitate to conclude, not only as
probable, but as certain, that this individual, and all of the
same species, invariably :produce -monopetalous: flowers.
From the second, he by no means conclu es, as either cer-
tain or even probable, that the flowers which either this plant,
or others of the same species, earry at once, will always be
seven.  This difference, to'a superficial inquirer, might seem
capricious, since:there appears to be one example, and but
one in either case, on which the conelusion can be founded.
The truth is, that it is not from this example only that he de-
duces theseinferences. Had he never heretofore taken the
smallest notice of any plant, he could not-have reasoned at
‘all from these remarks,  The mind recurs instantly from the
unknown to all the other known species of the same genus;
and thence to:all the known genera of the same order or
tribe; and having experienced in the one instance a regulari-
ty in every species, genus, and tribe;which admits no excep-
tion; in the other, a variety as boundless as is that of. sea-
son, soily and culture, it learns hence to mark the difference.

Again, we may observe that, ona closer acquaintance with
those objects wherewith we are surrounded, we come to dis-
cover: that they are mostly of a compound nature, and that
not only as.containing a complication of those qualities called
accidents, as gravity, mobility, colour, extension, figure, so-
lidity, which are common almost to all matter, not only as
consisting of different members, but as comprehending a mix-
ture of bodies, often very different in their nature and prop-
erties; as air, fire; water, earth, salt, oil, spirir, and the like.
These, perhaps, on deeper researches, will be found to con-
sist of materials still simpler. Moreover, as we advance in
the study of nature, we daily find more reason.to be convin-
ced of her constancy in all her operations, that like causes.in
like circumstances always produce like effects, and inverse-

G
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ly, like effects always flow fronr like causes. The incon-
stancy which appears at first in some of Naturels works, a
‘more improved experience teacheth us'to account for in this
manner. As most of the objécts we know are of a complex
nature, on a narrow scrutiny we find that the effects aseribed
to them ought often solely to be ascribed to one or more of
the component parts; that the other parts no way: contribute
to the production; that, on the contrary, they sometimesitend
to hinder it. If the parts in the composition of similar ob-
jects were always in equal quantity, their being compounded
would make no odds; if the parts, though not equal, bore al-
ways the same. proportion to the whole, this would make a
diﬂ}c;rence, but such as in many cases might be computed.
In both® respects, however, there is an 1mmense variety.
Perhaps every individual differs from every other individual
of the same species, both in the quantities and in the propor--
tions of its constituent members and component parts. »This
diversity is also founded in other things, which, though hard-
ly reducible to species, are generally known by the same
name. The atmospherein the same place at different times,
or at the same time in different places, differs in density,
heat, humidity, and the number, quality, and proportion of the
vapours or particles with which it is loaden. The more, then,
we become acquainted with elementary natures, the more we
are ascertained by a general experience of the uniformity of
their operations. And though; perhaps, it be impossible for
us to attain the knowledge of the simplest elements of any
body, yet, when anything appears' so simple, or, rather, so
exactly uniform, as that we 'have observed it invariably to
produce similar effects, on discovering any new effect, though
but by one experiment, we conclude, from the general ex-
perience of the efficient, 2 like constancy in this energy as
in the rest. [Fire consumes wood, melts copper, and hardens
clay. In these instances it acts uniformly, but not in these
only. I have always experienced hitherto, that whatever of
any species is consumed by it at once, all of the same spe-
cies it will consume upon trial at any time.  The like may
be said of what is melted, or hardened, or otherwise: altered
by it. If; then, for the first time; I try the influence of fire
on any fossil, or other substance, whatever be the effect; I
readily conclude that fire will always produce a similar effect
on similar bodies. This conelusion is not founded on this
single instance, but on this instance compared with a gener-
al experience of the regularity of this'element in allits oper--
ations.

' So much for the first tribe, the'evidence of experience, on
which I have enlarged the more; as'it is; if not the founda-
‘tion, at least the eriterion, of"all moral reasoning whatever.
1t is, besides, the prineipal organ of truth in all the branches
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of physiology (I-use the word inits largest acceptation), in-
cluding’ natural history, astronomy, geography, mechanics,-
opties, hydrostatics, meteorology, medicine, chemistry.. Un-
der the general term I also comprehend natural theology and
psychology, which; in my. opinion; have been most unnatu-
rally disjoined by philosophers. Spirit, which here compri-
ses only the Supreme Being and the human soul, is surely as
much included under the notion of matural object as a hody
18, and' is knowable to the philosopher purely in the same
way, by observation and experience. :

II. Analogy.

The eviaence of analogy, as was hinted above, is but a
more indirect experience, founded onsome remote similitude.
As things, however, are often more easily comprehended by
the aid of example than by definition, I shall in that manner
illustrate the difference between experimental evidence and
analogieal. «The circulation of the blood in one human body
is, I shall suppose, experimentally discovered. Nobody will
doubt of this being a sufficient proof, from experience, that
the blood cireulates in every human bedy. , Nay, farther,
when we consider the great similarity which other animal
bodies bear tothe human body, and that both in the structure
and in the destination of the several organs and limbs; par-
ticularly when we consider the resemblance in the blood it-
self, and bloodvessels, and in the fabric and pulsation of the
heart and arteries; it will appear sufficient experimental evi-
dence of the circulation of the blood in brutes, especially in
quadrupeds. Yet, in this application, it is manifest that the
evidence is weaker than in the former. But should I from
the same experiment infer the circulation of the sapin vege-
tables, this would be called an argument only from analogy.
Now 'all reasonings from experience are obviously weakened
in proportion to the remoteness of the resemblance subsist-
ing between that on which the argument is founded, and.that
concerning which we form the conclusion. :

The same’ thing 'may be: considered in a different way. T
have learned from experience that like effects somelimes pro

* ‘ceed from- objects which faintly resemble, but not near so

frequently-as from objects which have a more perfect like-
ness. By this experience, I am enabled to determing the de-

‘grees of probability from the degrees of similarity, in the dif-

ferent cases. It is presumable that the formerof these ways
has the earliest influence, when the mind, unaceustomed to
reflection, forms bhut a weak assoeiation, and, consequently,
but a weak expeectation of a similar event from a weak re-
semblance. The latter seems more the result of thought,
and is better adapted to the ordinary forms of reasoning.

It is allowed that analogical evidence is at best buta feeble
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support, and is hardly ever honoured with the name of proof:
Nevertheless, when the analogies are numerous, and thesub-
ject admits not evidence of another kind, it doth not want its
efficacy. It must be owned, however, that it is generally
more successful in silencing objections than in evineing truth;
and on this account may more properly be styled the defen- .
sive arms of the orator than the offensive.. Though it rarely
refutes, it frequently repels refutation, like those -weapons
;vihich,'though they cannot’ kill the enemy. will ward his
oWS. ‘ .

: 3 III. Testimony. -

The third tribe is the evidence of testimony, which is ei-
ther oral or written. This, also, hath beenthought by some,
but unjustly, to be solely and originally derived from the same
source, experience.f The utmostin regard to 'this that can
be affirmed with truth is, that the evidence of testimonyisto
be considered as strictly logical, ne farther than human ve-
racity in general, or the veracity of witnesses of such a char-
acter, and in such circumstances in particular, is supported ;
or, perhaps, more properly, hath not been refuted by'experi-
ence. But that testimony, antecedently to experience, hath
a natural-influence on belief, is undeniable. ' Inthisit resem-
bles memory ; for though the defects and misrepresentations
of memory are corrected by experience, yet that this faculty
hath an innate evidence of its own, we know from this, thatif
we had not previously given an implicit faith to‘memory, we
had never been able to acquire experience. -This will appear
from a revisal of its nature, as explained above. Nay; it
must be owned, that in what regards single facts, testimony
is more adequate evidence than any coneclusion from expe-
rience. The immediate conclusions’ from experience are
general, and run thus: “'This is the ordinary course of na-
ture.” ‘“Such an event may reasonably be expected, when
all the attendant circumstances are similar.”’ When we de-
scend to particulars, the conclusion necessarily becomes
weaker, being more indirect; for, though all the Fnown cir-
cumstances be similar, all the aciual circumstances may not
be similar ; nor is it possible, in any case, to be ‘assured that
all the actual circumstances are known'to us. Accordingly,
experience is the foundation of philosophy, which consists
in a collection of general truths, systematically digested. On

* Dr. Butler, in his' excellent treatise called” e Analogy of Religion,
WNatiral and Revealed, to the Constitution and: Course of Nature, hath shown
us how useful this mode of reasoning may be rendered, by the application
he hath o successfully made of it, for refuting the cavils of infidelity.

+ I had occasion to male some reflections on this subject fgrmerly. See
Dissertation on Miracles, part 1., sect. i. There are several ingenious ob-
servations on the same subject in Reid’s Inquiry, ¢h. vi., sect. xxiii.
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the contrary, the direct conclusion from testimony is par!icl
ular, and runs thus: “This is the fact in the instance speci-
fied.”, Testimony, therefore, is the foundation of ‘history,
which is occupied about individuals. - Hence we derive o
acquaintance with past ages, as from experience we derivo
all that we can discover of the future. But the former is
dignified with the name of knowledge, whereas the latter is
regarded as matter of conjecture only.  When experience is
applied to the discovery of the truth'in a particular incident,
we callithe evidence presumptive; ample testimony is ac-
counted @' positive proof of the facts. Nay, the strongest”
conviction built'merely on the formeris sometimes overturn-
ed by the slightest attack of the latter. Testimony is capa-
ble of giving us absolute certainty (Mr. Hume himself: being
Jjudge*) even of the most miraculous fact, or of what is con.
trary to uniform experience; for, perhaps, in no other in-
stance can experience be applied toindividual events with so
much certainty as in what relates to the reyolutions of the
heavenly bodies. Yet, even this evidence, he admits, may
not only be counterbalanced, but destroyed, by testimony.
But to return. - Testimony is a serious intimation from an-
other of any: fact or observation, as being whathe remembers
to have seen, or heard, or experienced. 'Fo this, when™ we
have no positive reasons of; mistrust or doubt, we are, by an
original prineiple of our nature (analogous to that which com-
pels our faith in memory), led'to give an unlimited assent,
As on memory alone is founded the merely personal experi-
ence of the individual, so on testimony, in concurrence with
memory, is founded the much more extensive, experience,
which is not originally our own, but derived from others.t
By the first, I question not,a man might acquire all the knowl-
edge necessary for mere animal support, in that rudest state
of human: nature (if ever such a state existed) which was
without speech, and without society; to the last, in con-
Junction with the other, we are indebted for everything which
distinguishes: the:man from the brute, for language, arts, and
civilization. It hath been observed; that from experience
we learn to confine our beliefin human testimony within the
proper bounds. . Hence we are taught to consider many at-
tendant circumstances, which serve either to corroborate or
to invalidate its evidence. The reputation of the attester,
his manner of address, the nature of the fact attested, the oc-
casion of giving the testimony, the possible or probable de-
sign in giving it, the disposition of the hearers to whom it
was given, and several other circumstances, have all consid-
erable influence in fixing the degree of credibility. But of
these I shall have occasion to take notice afterward. It de-

£ Eésay on Miracles; p. 2. i GDisssrtnu'on on Miracles, part i., sec. ii.
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setves, likewise, to be attended to on this subject, that in a
number of' concurrent testimonies' (in'cases wherein there
could have been no previous coneert), there is a probability
distinct from that which may be termed the sum of the prob-
abilities resulting from! the testimonies of the witnesses, a
probability which would ‘remain even though the witnesses
were of such a character as'to merit no faith at all. This
probability ariseth purely from the concurrence itself. That
such a concurrence should spring from chance, is as one t6
infinite ; that is, in other words;  morally impossible.  If,
therefore, concert be excluded, there remains no other cause
but the reality of the fact. ] i

Now to this species of evidence, testimony, we are first
immediately indebted for all the branches of philology; such
as history, civil, ecclesiastic, and literary; ‘grammar, lan-
guages, jurisprudence, and eriticism ; to which I'may add re-
vealed religion, as far as it is'to be considered as a subject
of historieal and eritical inquiry, and so discoverable by nat-
ural means: and, secondly, to the' same source we owe;'as
was hinted above, a great part of that light which is com-
monly known under the name of experience, but which is, in
fact, not founded on' our own' personal ohservations; or:the
notices originally given by our own, senses, but on the at-
tested experiences and observations of others. - So that as
hence we derive entirely our knowledge of the actions and
productions of men, especially in other regions, and in for-
mer ages ; hence also we derive, in a much greater measure
than is commonly imagined, our dacquaintance with Nature
and her works. = Logic, Thetoric, ethics; economics, and pol-
itics, are: properly branches of pneumatology, though very
closely connected with ‘the philological studies above emi-
merated. gt

1V. Calcul&z!im_s of -Chances.

‘I'he last kind of evidence I proposed to consider was that
resulting from calculations of‘chances. Charice is not.com-
monly understoad, either in philosophic or in vulgar language,
to imply the exclusion' of @ cause, but our ignorance-of the
cause. Itisoften employed to denote a bare possibility of
an event, when nothing is known either:to produce or to hin-

" der it. But in this meaning it can never be made the subject
of calculation; Tt then only affords scope to the caleunlator,
when a cause is known for the production of an effect; and
when that effect must necessarily, be attended with this, or
that, or the other circumstance'; but no: cause is known to
determine us to regard one particular circumstance, in pref-
erence to the rest, as that which shall' accompany. the sup-
posed effect. The effect is then considered as necessary, but
the cifcumstance as only casual or contingent. . When a die
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is thrown out of the hand, we know that its gravity will make
it fall; we know, also,that this; together with its cubical fig-
ure, will make it lie so, when infercepted by, the table, as to
haye one side facing upward. Thus far we proceed on the
certain prineiples of a uniform experience; but there is no
principle which can lead me to conclude that one side rather
than another will be turned up. I know that this circum-
stance is not without a cause; but is, on the contrary, as
really effected by the previous tossing which it receives in
the hand or in the box, as its fall and the manner of its lying
are by its gravity and figure. But the various'turns or mo-
tions given it, in'thisimanner, do inevitably escape my notice,
and so are held for nothing. . I say, therefore, that the chance
18 equal for every one of the six sides. Now if five of these
were marked with the same figure, suppose a dagger (), and
only one with an asterislc (*), 1 should, in that case, say, there
were five chances that the die would turn up the dagger, for.
one. that it would turn up the asterisk ; for the turning up
each of the six sides being equally possible, there are five
cases in which the dagger, and only one in which the aster-
isk, would be uppermost.

. 'This differs from experience, inasmuch as I reckon the prob-
ability here, not from numbering and comparing the events
after repeated trials, but without any trial, from balancing
the possibilities on both sides. But, though different from
experience, it is so similar, that we cannot wonder that it
should produce a similar effect upon the mind. These dif-
ferent positions being considered as equal, if-any of five shall
produce one effect, and but the sixth another; the mind weigh-
ing the different events, resteth in an expectation of that in
which the greater number of chances concur; but still ac-
companied with a degree of hesitancy, which appears propor-
tioned to the number of chances on the opposite side. It is
much after the same manner that the mind, on comparing its
own experiences, when five instances favour one side, to'one
that favours the contrary, determines the greater credibility
of the former. Hence, in all complicated cases, the very de-
gree of probability may be arithmetically ascertained. That
two dice marked in the common way will turn up seven, is
thrice as probable as that they will turn up eleven, and six
times: as probable as that they will turn up twelve.®* The

* Call one die'A, the other B. The chances'for 7'are,

Al B6 ' Ad. B3
A 2B 5, A5 B2
A3 B4 AG BL,
The chances for eleven are,
A6 Bb.
A5, B6.

Theonly, chance for 12 is A 6, B.6. - The st is to the 2d, as 610 2 tothe
3d,as6to 1.
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degree of probability is Here determined demonstratively.
It 1s ihde_eé) true, that such mathematical calculations may
be founded on experience, as well as upon chances. Exam-
ples of this we have in the computations that'have been made
of the value of annuities, ensurances, and several other com- -
mercial articles. In such cases; a great number of instances
I8 necessary, the greatest exactness in collecting them on
each side, and due care that there be no discoverable pecu-
liarity‘in any of them, which would render them unfit for
supparting a general conclusion.

Part IVL The Supériority of Seientific Bvid re ined.-
After the enumeration made in the first part of this sec-
tion of the principal differences between scientific evidence
and moral, I signified my intention of resuming the subject
afterward, as far, at léast, as might be necessary to show that-
the prerogatives of demonstration are not o' considerable
48, o' 4 CUrsory view, one is apt to imagine, It will be prop-
er now to execute this intention. I could not attempt ‘it
sooner, as the right apprehension of what is to be advanced
will depend on a just conception of those things which have
lately'been explained. In the comparison referred to, I'con- .
trasted the two sorts of evidence, as they are in themselves,
without considering the influence which the necessary appli-
cation of our faculties in using both has, and ought fo have,
on the effect. The observations then made in that abstracted
view of the subject appear to be well founded. But that view,
I acknowledge, doth not comprehend the whole with which
we are concerned. e
It was observed of Amemory, that as it instantly succeeds
sensation, it is the repository of all the stores from which our
“experience is' collected, and that without an implicit faith'in
the ‘clear' representations of that faculty, we' could not ad-
yance a step:in the acquisition of ‘experimental knowledge.
Yet we know that'memory is not infallible ; TOF can we pre-
tend that in any case there is not a physical possibility of her
making a false report. - Here, it may be said, is'an irremedi-
able 1mbecility in the very foundation of moral reasoning.
But is it Iess’ so in demonstrative reasoning? This' point
deserves a careful examination. 3
It was remarked concerning the latter, that it is a proof
consisting of an uninterrupted series of axioms, The truth
of each is intuitively perceived as we proceed. ‘But this pro-
cess is of necessity gradual, and these axioms are all brought
in suceession. It must, then, be solely by the aid of memory
that they are capable of producing conviction in the mind,
Nor by this do I mean to affirm that we can remember the
preceding steps, with their connexions, so as to have them
all present to our view at one instant; for then we should, in
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that instant, perceive the whole intuitively. '‘Our remem-
brance, on the contrary, amounts. to no more: than this, that
the perception of the truth of the axiom to which we have ad-
vanced in the proof, is accompanied with a strong impression
on the memory of the satisfaction that the mind received
from the justness and regularity of what preceded. And in
this we are under a necessity of acquieseing; for the under-
_standing is no more capable of contemplating and perceiving,
at once, the truth of all the propositions in the series, than
the ‘tongue is capable of uttering them at once. Before we
make great progress in geometry, we come to demonstrations
wherein' there/is a reference’ to preceding, demonstrations ;
and in these, perhaps, to others that preceded them. The
bare reflection that as to these we once were satisfied, is
accounted by every learner, and teacher too, as sufficient.
‘And, if it were not so, no advancement at all could be made
in this science. Yet here, again, the whole evidence' is re-
duced to the testimony of memory. It may be said that,
along with the remembrance now mentioned, there is often
in the mind a conscious power of recollecting the several
steps, whenever it pleases; but the power of recollecting
them' severally and successively, and the actual instantane-
ous. recollection of the whole, are widely different. Now
what is the consequence of this induction? It is plainly this,
that in spite of the pride of mathesis, no demonstration what-
ever can produce, or reasonably ought to produce, a higher
degree of certainty than that which resulls from the vivid
representations’ of memory, on-which the other is obliged to
Jean. - Such is here the natural subordination, - however ra-
tional and purely intellectual the formermay be accounted,
however mysterious and'inexplicable the latter; for itis man-
ifest that, without a perfect acquiéscence in such represent-
ations, the mathematician could not advance a single step
beyond his' definitions and axioms. Nothing, therefore; is
more certain, however inconceivable it appeared to Dr. Priest-
ley, than what was affirmed by Dr: Oswald, that the possibility
of error attends the most complete demonsiration. J :
If from theory we reeur to fact, we shall quickly find that
those most deeply versed in this sort of reasening are con-
‘scious of the justness of the'remark now made. A geom-
etrician, I shall suppose, discovers a new theorem, which,
having made a diagram for the purpose, he'attempts to de-
monstrate, and succeeds in the attempt. The figure he hath
constructed is' very complex, and the demonstration long.
Allow me now to ask, Will he be so perfectly satisfied-on
‘the first trial as not to think it of importance to make a sec-
ond, perhaps a third, and a fourth? “Whence arises this dif-
fidence? Purely from the consciousness of the fallibility of
his own faculties. Bul to what purpose, it may be said, the
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reiterations of the attempt, since it is impossible for ‘him, by
any efforts, to shake off ‘his dependance:on the accuracy of
his attention, and fidelity of: his memory? Or, what can he
have more than reiterated testimonies of his memory, in sup-
pott of the truth of its former testimony? T acknowledge
that, after. a hundred attempts, he can have no more. But
even this is a great deal. We learn from experience, that
the ‘mistakes or oversights committed by the: mind in one
operation are sometimes, on a review, corrected in a second,
or, perhaps, in a third. . Besides, the repetition, when no error
is discovered, enlivens the remenbrance, and so strengthens
the conviction. But for this'conviction it is plain that we are,
in a great.measure, indebted to memory, and, in some meas-
ure, even to-experience. ; =
. Arithmetical operations; as well as geometrical, are in their
nature seientific ; yet the most accurate accountants are Very .
sensible of the possibility of commitling a blunder, and, there-
fore, rarely fail, for securing the matter, when it is of impor-
tance, to prove what they have done, by trying 1o effect the
same thing another way. You have employed yourself, T
Suppose, in: resolving some difficult problem by algebra, and
are convinced that your selution is just. One whom you
know to be an expert algebraist carefully peruses the whole
operation,and acquaints you that he hath discovered.an error
In your procedure. - You are that instant sensible that your
conviction was not of such an impregnable nature but that
his single testimony, in consequence of the confidence you
repose n his experienced yeracity and skill, makes a consid-
erable abatement in it.

Many cases might be supposed of belief, founded only on
moral evidence, which it would be’ impossible thus to shake.
A man of known probity.and good sense, and (if you think it
makes an addition of any moment in this case) an astrono-
merand philosopher, bids you look at the sun as it goes down,
and tells you, with a serious countenance, that the sun which
sets to-day will never rise again upon the earth. What would
be the effect of this declaration? Would it create in you any
doubts? T believe it might, as to the soundness of the man’s
intellect, but not as to 513 truth of what he said. Thus, if
we regard only the effect, demonstration itself doth not al-
ways produce such immovable certainty as. is sometimes
consequent on merely moral evidence. And if there are, on
the other hand, some well-known demonstrations, of so great
authority that it would equally look like' lunacy to impugn, it
may deserve the attention of the curious' to inquire how far,
with respect to the bulk of mankind, these circumstances,
their haying stood the test of ages, their hayving obtained the
universal suffrage of those who are qualified to examine them,
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things purely of the nature of moral evidence, have contrib-
uted to that unshaken faith with which they are received.
The principal difference, then, in respect of the result of
both kinds, is reduced to this narrow point. - In mathemati-
cal reasoning, provided you are ascertained of the regular
procedure of the mind, to affirm that the conclusion is false
implies'a eontradiction ; in moral reasoning, though the pro-
cedure of the mind were quite unexceptionable, there still re-
mains a physical possibility of the falsity.of the conclusion.
But how small this difference is in reality, any judicious per-
son who but attends a little may easily discover. : The geom-
etrician, for instance, can no more doubt whether the book
called Euclid’s Elements is a human composition, whether its
contents were discovered and digested into the order in which
they are there disposed by human genius and art, than he
can doubt the truth of the propoesitions therein demonstrated.
Is he in the smallest degree surer of any of the properties of
the’circle, than that if he take away his hand from the com-
passes, with which he is describing it on the wall, they will
iminediately fall to the ground? These things affect his
mind, and influence his practice, precisely in the same man-
ner. | i
So much for the various kinds of evidence, whether intui-
tive or deductive ; intnitive evidence, as divided into that of
pure' intellection, of consciousness, and of common sense,
under the last of which that of memary is included ; deduc-
tive evidence, ‘as divided into scientific and moral, with the
subdivisions of the latter into experience, analogy; and testi-
mony, to which hath been added; the consideration of a mix-
ed species concerning chances. So much for the various
subjects of discourse, and the sorts of eviction of which they
are respectively susceptible. This,though-peculiarly the lo-
gician’s province, is the foundation of all conviction, and,
consequently, of persuasion too. -To attain either of these
ends, the speaker must always assume the character of the
close ‘and candid reasoner: for though he may be an acute
logician who' is no -orator; he will never be a consummate
orator who is no logician: :

= i
'

. CHAPTER VI.

OF THE NATURE AND USE OF THE SCHOLASTIC ART OF SYLLO-
= GIZING. \

Having in the preceding chapter endeavoured to trace the.
outlines of natural logic; perhaps with more minuteness than

P
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in sueh an inquiry as this was strictly necessary, it might ap-
pear strange to pass over in silence the dialectic of the
schools; an art which, though now fallen into -disrepute,
maintained, for a tract of ages, the highest reputation among
the learned. .\ What was se long regarded as teaching the only..
legitimate use and application of our rational powers-in the -
acquisition of knowledge, ought not, surely, when we are
employed in investigating the nature and the different sorts
of evidence, to be' altogether overlooked. ;

- Itiis long since I was convinced, by what Mr..Locke hath
said on the subject; that the syllogistic art, with. its figures
and moods, serves more: to display: the ingenuity of the in-
ventor,and to exercise the address\and fluency of the learn-
er, than to assist the diligent inguirer in his researches after
truth. The method of ‘proving by 'syllogism appears; even.
on a superficial review, both unnatural and prolix. The rules
laid down for distinguishing the coneclusive from the incon-
clusive forms of argument, the true syllogism from the vari-
ous kinds of sophism; are at.once cumbersome-to.the memo-
1y, and unnecessary in practice. - No person, one may ven-
ture to pronounce, will ever be made a reasoner who stands
in need of them. In a word, the whole bears the manifest
indications of ‘an’ artful and ostentations parade of learning,
calculated for giving the-appearance of great profundity to
what, in fact, is very shallow. Such, I acknowledge, have
been, of a long time, my: sentiments on the subject. On a
nearer inspection, I cannot say I haye found reason to alter:
them, though I think T have seen a little farther into the na-
ture of the disputative seience, and, consequently, into the
grounds of its futility. « T shall, therefore, as briefly as possi-
ble, lay before the reader a few observations.on tﬁe subject,
and so dismiss this article. -

. Permit me only to premise in general,:that I proceed all
along on the supposition that the ‘reader hath some previous
acquaintance with school logic. It would: be extremely su-.
perfluous; in a work /like this, to give even: the shortest
abridgment that could be made of an art S0 well known,
and which is still to be found in many thousand volumes.
On' the other hand, it is not necessary. that he be an adept in.
it; a mere smattering will sufficiently serve the present pur-
pose. - :

My first observation is, that this method of arguing has not
the least affinity to moral reasoning, the procedure in the one
being the very reverse of that employed in the other. In
moral reasoning we proceed by analysis, and: ascend from
particulars to universals; ‘in syllogizing we proceed by syn-
thesis, and descend from universals to particulars. The an-
alytic is the only method which e can follow in the acquisi-
tion'of natural knowledge, or ofiwhatever regards actual eX-,
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istences; the synthetfic is more properly the method that
ought to/be pursued in the application of knowledge already
acquired.- - It is for this reason it has been called the didac-
tic methad, as being the shortest way of communicating the
prineciples of a sciences But even in teaching, as often as
we ditemipt, not barely to inform, but to convince, there is a
necessity of recurring to the tract in which the knowledge
we would convey was first attained. Now: the method of
reasoning by syllogism more resembles mathematical dem-
onstration, wherein, from universal principles, called ax-
ioms, we deduce many truths, which, tEough general.in their
nature, may, when compared with those first principles; be
Justly styled particular. Whereas, in all kinds of knowledge
wherein experience is our only guide, we can proceed to gen-
eral truths selely by an induction of particulars. y

-Agreeably to this remark, if a syllogism be regular in mood
and figure, and if the premises be true, the conclusion is in-
fallible. = The whole foundation of the syllogistic art lies in
these two axioms: * Things which coincide with the same
thing, coincide with one another;" and ¥ Two things, where-
of one does, and one does not coincide with the same thing,
do not coincide with one another.” On the former rest all
the affirmative syllogisms, on the latter all the-negative. Ac-
cordingly, there is no more mention here of probability and
of degrees of evidence, than in the operations of geometry
and a%gebra. Itis true, indeed, that the term probable may be
admitted into a syllogism, and make an essential part of the
eonclusion, and so it may also in-an arithmetical computa~
tion ; but this does not in the least affect what was advanced
just now; for, in all such cases, the probability itself is as-
sumed in ene of the premises: whereas, in the inductive
method of reasoning, it often happens that from certain facts
we can:deduce only probable consequences. :

I observe, secondly, that though this manner of arguing has:
more of the nature of scientific reasoning than of moral, it
has, nevertheless, not ‘been thought worthy of being adopted
by‘mathematicians as a proper method of demonstrating their
theorems. I am satisfied that mathematical demonstration
is  capable of being moulded into the syllogistic/form, having
made the trial with success on some propositions. But that
this form is a very incommodious ofie, and has many disad-
vantages, but not one advantage of that commonly practised, -
will be manifest to every one who makes the experiment.
It is at once more indirect, more tedious, and more obscure.
I may add, that if into those abstract sciences one were to in-
troduce some specious fallacies, such fallacies could be much
more easily sheltered under the awkward verbosity of this ar-
tificial method, thanunder the elegant simplieity of that which
has hitherto been used. . r
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- My third remark, which, by-the-way, is directly consequent-
on the two former, shall'be, that in the ordinary application
of this art to matters with which we can be made acquainted
only by experience, it can be of little or no utility. = So far
from leading ‘the mind, agreeably to the design of all argu-
ment and investigation, from things known to things un-
known, and by things evident toithings obscure, its usual prog-
ress is, on the contrary, from things less known 'to things
-better known, and by things obscure to things evident. But,
that it may not be thought that T do injustice to the art by this
representation, I must entreat that the following considera=
tions may be attended to. il ;

‘When, in the way of induction,ithe mind proceeds from in-
dividual instances to the discovery of such truths asregard a
species, and from these; again, to such as comprehend a ge-
nus, we may say, with reason, that as we advance, there
may be in every succeeding step, and commonly is, Iess cer-
tainty than in the preceding ; but in no instance whatever
can there be more. Besides, as the judgment formed con-
cerning the less)general was anterior to that formed concern-
ing the more general, so the conviction is more vivid arising
from both circumstances ; that being less general, it is more
distinetly conceived,‘and being earlier, it is more deeply im-
printed. " Now the customary procedure in the syllogistic
science is, as was remarked, the natural method reversed, be-
ing from general to special, and, consequently, from less to
more obvious. Inscientific reasoning the case is/very differ-
ent, as the axioms or universal truths from which the mathe-
matician argues are so far from being the slow result of in-
duction and experience, that they are self-evident. They are
1o sooner apprehended than necessarily assented to.

' But, to'illustrate the matter by examples, take the follow-
ing specimen in Barbara, the first mood of the first figure :

g 4t All animals feel ;

All' horses are animals;
_ Therefore all horses feel.”! :
It is impossible that any reasonable man, who really doubts
whether a horse has feeling or is a mere automaton, should
be convinced by this argument; fox, supposing he nises the
names horse and enimal as standing in the same relation of
species and genus which they bear in the common accepta-
tion'of the words, the argument you employ is, in effect, but
an affirmation of the point which he denies, couched in such
terms: as include a multitude of other similar affirmations,
which, whether' true or false, are nothing to the purpose.

Thus, all .amimals feel, is only a compendious expression for
all horses feel; all:dogs feel, all camels feel, all eagles JSeel, and
soithrough the whole animal creation,  Laffirm, besides, that
the procedure here is from things less known to things- bet-
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ter known. It is possible that one may believe the coneclu-
sion who denies the major; but the reverse is not possible;
for, to express myself in the langnage of the art, that may be
predicated of the species which is not predicable of the ge-
nus ; but that can never be predicated of the genus which'is
not predicable of the species. If one, therefore, were under
such an error in regard to the brutes, true logic, which is al-
ways coincident with good sense, would lead our reflections
to the indications of perception and feeling given by these
animals, and the remarkable conformity which in this respect,
and in respect of their bodily organs, they bear:to our own
species. f ;

It may be said, that if the subject of the question were a-
creature much more ignoble than the horse, there would be
no scope forthis ohjection to the argument. Substitute, then,
the word oysters for horses in the minor, and it will stand thus :

§ “ All animals feel ;

All oysters are animals ;
Therefore all oysters feel.”

“Tn order to igive the greater advantage to the advocate for.

this scholastic art, let us suppose the antagonist does not
maintain the opposite side from any favour to Des Cartesls
theory concerning brutes; but from some notion: entertained
of that par icular order of beings which is the subject of dis-
pute. Itis evident; that.though he should admit the truth of

the major, heiwould regard the minor as merely anotherman-,

ner of expressing, the conelusion ; for he would conceiye an
animal no otherwise than as a body endowed with sensation
or feeling. H s v s )

Sometimes, indeed, there is not in the premises any- posi-
tion more generic, under which the conclusion can be com-
prised. In this case, you always find that the same proposi-
tion is.exhibited in different words, insomueh that the stress
of the argument lies in a mere synonyma, or something equiv-
alent. The following is an example : 4 )

" The Almighty ought to be worshipped ;
God is the Almighty; =
Therefore God ought to be worshipped.”

It would be superfluous to illustrate that this argument could:
have no greater influence on the Epicurean tham the first-
mentioned one would have-on the Cartesian. To'suppose
the contrary is to-suppose the conviction effected by the
charm of a sound, aid not by the sense of what is advanced.
Thus, also, the middle term and the subject frequently cor-
respond to each other; as the definition, description, or eir-
cumlocution, and the name. Of this I shall give an example
in Disamis, as, in the technical dialect, the third mood of the
third figure is denominated : £
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 Some men are rapacious;
All men are rational animals ; ;
Therefore some rational animals are rapacious.” :
Who does. not perceive that rational animals is but a peri-
phrasis for men? i ; 5

It may be proper to subjoin one example, at least, in neg-
ative syllogisms. “The subsequent is.one in' Celarent, the
second mood of the first figure : He :

g “Nothing violent is lasting;
But tyranny is violent;

. . Therefore tyranny is not lasting.”.

Here a thing violent serves for the genus of which tyranny is
a species; and nothing, can be clearer than that it requires
much less experience to discover whether shortness of du-
ration be justly attribnted to tyranny; the species, than wheth-
er it be justly predicated of every violent thing, The appli-
cation of what was said on the first example to that now giv-
en is so obvious, that it would'be losing time to attempt far-
ther to illustrate it.. :

Logicians have been at pains to discriminate the regular
and consequential combinations of ‘the. three terms, as they
are called, from the irrepular and inconsequent. A combina-
tion of the latter.kind,’if the defect be in the form, is called
a paralogism ; if in the sense, a sophism ;. though sometimes
these two appellations are confounded. Of the latter, one
kind is denominated petitio principii, which is commonly ren-
dered in English a beginming of tlie question; and 'is' defined,
the proving 'of a thing by itself, whether expressed in the
same’or in'different words; or, which amounts. to the same
thing, assuming in the proof the very opinion o principle
Eroposed to be'proved. It issurprising that'this should ever

ave ‘béen by those artists styled a sophism, since ‘it is, in
fact, 5o éssential to the art, that there is always some radical
defect in a syllogism which is not'chargeable with this. The
truth ‘of what I now affirm will appear tq any ome, on the
slightest review of what has been evinced in the preceding
part of the chapter.®

The fourth and last observation'I shall make on this topic
is, that the proper province of the syllogistical science is
rather-the adjustment of our language,- in expressing. our-
selves/on subjects previously known, than the acquisition of
knowledge in' things  themselves. According to M. du Mar-
sais, ** Reasoning consists in deducing, inferring,.or drawing
ajudgment from other judgments already known ; or, rather,
in showing that the judgment in question has been already
formed implicitly, insomuch that the only: point.is to develop
it, and. show. its identity ‘with some anterior judgment.”*

* “Leraisonnement consiste & déduire, & inférer, A tirer un jugement d'au-
‘tres jugemens déja connus; ou plutot & faire voir que le jugément dontil
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Now I affirm that the former part of this definition suits all
deductive reasoning, whether scientifical or moral, in which
the principle deduced is distinet from, however closely rela-
ted to, the principles from which the deduction is made.. The
latter-part of the definition, which begins with the words or
rather, does not answer as an explication of the former, as
the anthor seems to have intended, but exactly hits the char-
acter of syllogistic reasoning, and, indeed, of all sorts of con-
troversy merely verbal. = If you regard only the thing signi-
fied, the argument conveys no instruction, nor. does it for-
ward us in the knowledge of things a single step. But if
you regard principally the signs,‘it may serveto correct mis-
application of them, through inadvertency. or otherwise.

In evincing the truth of this doctrine, I shall begin with a
simple illustration from what may happen to any one in study-
ing a foreign tongue. I learn from an Ttalian and French dic-
tionary that the Italian word pecora corresponds to the French
word érebis, and from a French and English dictionary, that
the French brelis corresponds to the English sheep. Hence
I form this argument, e e NGY

“ Pecora is the same with brebis,”

Brebis ia the same with sheep); N

Therefore pecora is the same with sheep.”
This, though not in mood and figure, is evidently conclusive.
Nay, more, if the words pecora, brebis, and sheep, under the
notion of signs, be regarded as the terms, it has three dis-
tinct terms, and contains .a direct and scientifical deduction
from this axiom, “ Things coincident with the same thing are
coincident with one another.”” On the other haund, let the
things signified be solely regarded, and there is but one term
in the whole, namely, the species of quadruped, denoted by
three names above mentioned. Nor is there, in this view
of the matter, another judgment in all the three propositions
but this identical one, ** A sheep is a sheep.” ;

Nor let it be imagined that the' only right application can
be in the acquisition of strange languages. Every tongue
whatever gives scope for it, inasmuch as in every tonguethe
speaker labours under great inconveniences, especially on
abstract questions, both from the paucity, obscurity, and am-
biguity of the words on the one hand, and from his own mis-
apprehensions and imperfect acquaintance with themon the
other. As a man may, therefore, by an artful and sophisti-
cal use of them, be brought to admit, in certain terms, what
he would deny in others, this disputatious discipline may,
under proper management, by setting in a stronger light the
inconsistencies oceasioned by such improprieties, be render-
s'agit, a déja 6té porté d'une manitre implicite ; des sorte quil n'est plus
question que de le déveloper, et d’en faire voire I'identité avec quelque juge
ment anterieur.”-—Logique, Art, 7. 1o .




90 THE PHILOSOPHY OF RHETORIC.

edinstrumentalin correcting them. Tt was remarked above,*
that such propositions as these “ Twelve are a dozen’——
‘*“Twenty are a score,” unless considered as explications of
the words dozen and score, are quite insignificant; This lim-
itation, however, it was necessary to add; for those posi-
tions which are'identical when considered purely as relating
to the things signified, are nowise identical when regarded
purely as explanatory of the names. Suppose that through
the imperfection of a man’s knowledgé in the language, aided
by another’s'sophistry, and perhaps his own inattention, he
is brought to admit of the ‘one term what he would refuse
of the other, such an argument as, this ‘might be employed,
“‘Twelve, you allow, are equal to the'fifth part of-sixty;
Now a dozen are equal to twelve; ;
Therefore a dozen are equal to the fifth part of sixty.”
I mark thel case rather strongly, for the sake of illustrations;
for 1 am sensible, that in what regards/things so definite as
all names of number are, it is/ impossible for any who are not
quite! ignorant of the tongue to be misled. © But the intelli:
gent reader will easily conceive; that in abtruse:and meta:
physical subjects, wherein the terms ‘are often both exten-
sive and indefinite in their signification, and sometimes even
equivocal, the most acute'and' wary maybe entangled in them.
- In farther confirmation of my fourih remark, I shall pro-
duce an example in Camestres, the second mood of the sec-
-ond figure : Vo :
: “All animals are mortal ;
But angels are not mortal ;
Therefore angels are not animals.”

When the antagonist calls an angel an animal, it must pro-
ceed from one or other of these two causes, either from an
error in regard to the nature of the angelic order, or from a
mistake as'to the import of the English word animal. If the
first be the case—namely, some erroneous opinion‘about an-
gels; as that they are imbodied spirits, generated and corrupt-
1ble like ourselvés—it is evident that the forementioned syl-
logism labours under the common defect of all syllogisms:
It'assumes the very point in'question. But if the difference
between the disputants be, as it frequently happens, merely
verbal, and' the ‘opponent uses the word animal as another
name for living ‘creature, and as exactly corresponding to
the Greek term,t arguments of this sort may be of service
for setting the impropriety of such a misapplication of' the
English name in a clearer light.  Forlet it be “observed, that
though Nature hath strongly marked’ the principal differen-
ces to be found in different orders of beings, a procedure
which hath suggested to men the manner of classing things

% Chap. v,, sect, i, part. i t o,
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into genera and species, this"does not hold equally in eve
case. Hence it is that the general terms in different lan-
guages do not always exactly correspond. Some nations,
irom particular circumstances, are more affected by one prop-
erty in objects, others by another. This leads to a different
distribution of things under their several names. Now, though
it 18 not of importance that the words in one tongue exactly
correspond to those in another, it is of importance thatin the
same tongue uniformity in this respect be, as much as possi-
ble, observed. Krrors in regard to the signs tend not only to
retard the progress of knowledge, but to introduce errors in
regard to the things signified. Now, by suggesting the dif-
ferent attributes comprised in the definition of the term as
so many mediums in the proof, an appeal is made to the ad-
versary’s practice in the language. *In this way such medi-
ums may be presented as will satisfy a candid adversary that
the application he makes of the term in guestion is not con-
formable to the usage of the tongue. i

" On the other hand, it is certain that, in matters of an ab-
stract and complex nature, where the terms are comprehen- .
sive, indefinite, not in frequent use, and, consequently, not
well ascertained, men may argue together eternally without
making the smallest impression on each other, not sensible
all the while that there is not at bottom any difference be-
tween them; except as to the import of words and phrases.
I do not say, however, that this is a consequence peculiar to
this manner of debating, though perhaps oftener resulting
from it, on account of its many nice distinctions, unmeaning
subleties, and mazy windings, than from any other manner.
For it must'be owned, that the syllogistic art has at least as
often been employed for imposing fallacies on the understand-
ing as for detecting those imposed.  And though verbal con-
troversy seems.to. be its natural provinee, it 1s neither the
only method adapted to such discussions, nor the most ex-
peditious. ’ :

To conclude, then, what shall we denominate the artificial
system, or organ of truth, as it has been called, of which we
have been treating? Shall we style it the art of reasoning?
So honourable an appellation it by no means merits, since, as
hath been shown, it is ill adapted to scientific matters, and
for that reason never employed by the mathematician, and is
utterly incapable of assisting us in our researches into na-
ture, Shall we then pronounce it .the: science of logomachy,
or, in;plain English, the art of fighting with words and about
words? And in this wordy warfare, shall we say that the
ules of syllogizing are the tactics ! This would certainly hit
the matter more nearly ; but I know not how it happens, that
to-call anything logomachy or altercation would be considered
as giving bad names; and when a good use may be made of

o




THE PHILOSOPHY OF RHETORIC.

an inyention, it seems. unreasonable to fix an odious name
upon it, which ought only to discriminate the abuse. I shall
therefore only title it the scholastic art of disputation.* It
is the schoolmen’s'science of defence.

When all erudition consisted more in an acquaintance with
words, and an address in using them, than in the knowledge
of things, dexterity in this exercitation conferred as much:
lustre on the scholar as agility in the tilts and tournaments
added glory to the knight. In proportion as the attention of
mankind has been drawn off to the study of Nature, the hon-
ours of this contentious art have faded, and it is now almost
forgotten. - There is no reason to ywish its revival, as elo-
quence seems to have been very little benefited by it, and phi-
losophy still less.

Nay, there is but too good reason to affirm that there are
two evils'at least which it has gendered. 'Thesé are, first, an
itch of disputing on every subject, however uncontrovertible ;
the other, a sort of philosophic pride, which: will not permit
us to think that we believe anything, even a self-evident prin-
ciple, without a previous reason or argument. In order to
gratify this passion, we invariably recur to words, and-are at
immense pains to 1ose ourselves in clouds of our own rais-
ing. We imagine we are advancing and making wonderful
progress, while the mist of words in which we have involy-
ed our intellects hinders us from discerning that we are ‘mo-
ving in a circle all the time.{ :

* Tt answers to that branch of lnfv: which Lord Verulam styles Doctrina
de elenchis hermeniee ; concerning which he affirms, “ Dedimus ei nomenex
usu, quia verus ejus usns est plané redargutio, et cautio circa usnm verbo-
rum. - Quinimo partem illam de predicamentis, si recté instituatur, circa
cautiones de non confundendis aut t T lis definitionum et divisionum
terminis, precipuum usum sortiri existimamus, et hucetiam referri malu-
amus.”—De Aug. Sci,, L. v., c. iv.

1 Howridiculousiare the efforls which some very-learned and judicions
men have made, in order to evince that whatever begins to exist must have
a canse.  One argues, “There must have been a cause to determine the
time and place;” as though it were more evident that the accidents could
not be determined without a cause, than that the existence of the thing
could not be so determined. Another insists, very curiously, that if a thing
had no cause, it must have been the cause of itself; a third, with equal con-
sistency, that nothing must have been:the cause. Thus, by always assu-
ming the absolute necessity of a cause, they demonstrate the absolute necessity
of acause. For a fullillustration of the futility of such pretended Teason-
1ngs, see the Treatise of Human Nature, b. i., part iii., section 3. 1do not
think they have succeeded better who have attempted to assign a reason for
the faith we have in this principle, that the futire will resemble the past. A
late author imagines that he solves the difficulty. at once by saying that
“what is now time past was once future; and'that, thoughno man has had
experience of what is future, every man has had experience of what was fu-
ture.” Would it, then, be more’ perspicuous to state the question thus,
“How come we to believe that what is_fiture, not what was Sfuture, will re-
semble the past?” OFf the first he says'expressly, that no man has had ex-
perience, though almost in'the same breath he tells us, not very consistent-
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CHAPTER VIIL
OF THE CONSIDERATION WHICH THE SPEAKER OUGHT ~TO fl.ﬂ'ﬂ
\OF THE HEARERS; AS MEN IN GENERAL.

‘RueTonic, as was observed already, not only considers the
subject, but also the hearers and the speaker.®* The hearers
must be considered in a twofold view, as men in general, and
as such men in particular. ik g

As men in general, it must be allowed there are certain
principles in our nature which, when properly addressed and
managed, give no inconsiderable aid to reasen in promoting
belief. Nor is it just to conclude from this concession, as
some have-hastily done, that oratory may be defined ‘The
art of deception.” 'The use of such helps will be found, on
a stricter examination, ta be in most cases’quite legitimate,
and even necessary, if we would give reason herself that in-

ly, “The answer is sufficient : have we not always found it to be so 1 an
answer which appears Lo me nol more illogical than ungrammatical.. But
admitling with him thal to consider time as past or fature (though no dis-
tinction can be more R]recise) is only puzzling:the question, let us inguire
whether a reason can be assigned for flnﬂging that the unknown time will
resemble the known. Supﬁnse our whole time divided into equal portions.
Call these portions'A, B, G, D; B, F,G. Of these the first three have been ex-
perienced, the remaining four are not. The first three I found to resemble
one another, but how must ['argue with regard to the rest? Shall I say B
was like A, therefore D will be like C; or, if you think it strengthens the
argument, shall [ say C resembled A and B, therefore D will resemble A, B,
and C7. I'would gladly know what sort of reasoning, scientifical or moral,
this could be denominated, or what is the medium by which the conclusion
ismadeout? Suppose, farther, I get uc(E.lninted with D, formerly unknown,
and find that it acmulﬁr resembles A, B, and C, how can this furnish me
with any knowledge of E, F, and G, things totally distinet? T'he resem-
blance I have discovered in D to A, B, and C, can never be extended to any-
thing that is not D, nor any part of D, namely, to B, F, and G, nnless you
assume this as the mediom, that the unknown will resemble the known,
ar, which is-equivalent, that the future will resemble the past. . So far is
this principle, therefore, from heing deduced from particular experiences,
that it is fundamental to all particular deductions from experience, in which
we could not advance a single step without it. We are often misled in ca-
ses of this nature by o vague and popular nse of words, not attending to the
nicer differences in their import in different situations. I one were to ask
e, “Have you, then, no reason to believe that the future will resemble
the past 1" I'should certainly answer, ““1 have the greatest reason to be-
lieve it.! And if the question had been concerning a geometrical axiom, I
shounld have returned the same answer. By reason we often mean, not an
argument or medium of proving, but a gronnd in human nature on which'a
particular judgment is founded.  Nay, farther, as no progress in reasoning
can be made where there is 1o foundation (and first principles are here the
sole foundation), I should readily admit, that the man who does not believe
such propositions, if it were possible to find such a man, is perfectly irra-
tional, and, consequently, not to be argued with. £ Chdp. iv,
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fluence which is certainly her due. In order to evince the
truth considered by itself, conclusive arguments alone are re-
quisite; but in order to convince me by these arguments, it
is moreover requisite that they be understood, that they be
attended to, that they be remembered by me; and, in order
to persuade me by them to any particular action or conduct,
it is farther requisite that, by. interesting me in the subjeat,
they may, as it were, be felt. It is not, therefore, the under-
standing alone that is here concerned. If the orator would
prove successful, it is necessary that he engage in his ser-
vice all these different powers of the mind, the imagination,
the memory, and the passions. These are not the supplant-
ers of reason, or evenrivals in her sway; they are her hand-
maids, by whose ministry she+is enabled to usher truth into
the heart, and procure it there a favourable reception. As
handmaids, they are liable to be seduced by sephistry in the
garb of reason, and sometimes are made ignorantly to lend
their aid'in the introduction of falsehood. But their service
is not on this account to be dispensed with; there is even a
necessity of employing it founded in our nature. ' Our eyes,
and hands, and feet will give us the same assistance in doing
mischief as in doing good; but it would not, therefore, be
better for the world that all mankind were blind and lame.
Arms are not to be laid aside by honest men because carried
by assassins and ruffians; they are to be used the rather for
this very reason. Nor are those mental powers, of which
eloguence so much avails herself, like the art of war or other
human arts, perfectly indifferent-to good and evil, and only
beneficial as they are rightly employed. + On the contrary,
they are by nature, as will perhaps appear afterward, more
friendly to truth ‘thante falsehoed, and more easily retained
in the cause of virtue than in that of vice.*

# ‘Notandum est enim, affectus ipsos ad bonum apparens semper ferri,
atque hac ex parte aliquid habere cum ratione commune : verum illud inter-

est; quod affectus intuentiir precipue bonum in p ia ; ratio prospi in
langum, ettam, futurim, et in summa. - Ideogue cum qua in presentia obver- -
sentur, impl hant fortius, suc bit plerumgue ratio et subju-

gator.  Sed postquam eloquentid, et'suasionuin vi effectum sit, ut futura et
remota constituantur et conspiciantur tanquam presentia, tum demum abe-
unte in partes ratioms phantasia, ratio fit superior. - Concludamus igitur,
non deberi mag‘s wvitio verti Rhetoricer, quod deteriorem partem cohonestare
sciat’; quam Dialectice, quod sophi innare doceat.  Quis enim
neseit, contrariorum eandem rationer esse, licit usu opponantur 1"—D.
Aug, Sci,, Lvi, c. i, Taizoxepcra wpdypara oty bpolws Exet, dAN ald rahnli
xal it Bekriw i) diwer, ehouddoyiordrepa kal mibavibrepa, de dxhds dlreiv. * % * El
02, birt peydha Miicuv dw b ypdpevos ddikus 7 roratmy duvduce 7@y Adywy, TudrdTe
Kotydy fart kard wavrwy tay dyaliBy, =My dperils, kal pd\tora kard TV x proipwrd-
7wy, oloy loxpos, Gyielag, =hoviron, orparnydas - Totolirots yap dv Tis Gdehiotie Ta
pfyiera, xpapcvos dikalws, kal Bldlﬁau.zz':w;.‘—ﬂms‘r., het., 11, €. 1.
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SECTION L
MEN CONSIDERED AS ENDOWED WITH UNDERSTANDING.

Bur to descend to particulars: the first thing to be studied
by the speaker is, that his arguments may be understood. 1If
they be unintelligible, the cause must be either in the sense
or in the expression., It lies in the sense if the mediums of
proof be such as the hearers are unacquainted with ; that is, if
the ideas, introduced be: either without the sphere of their
knowledge, or too abstract for their apprehension and habits
of thinking. It lies in the sense likewise, if the train of rea-
soning (though no unusual ideas should be introduced) be
longer, or more complex, or more intricate, than they are
accustomed to. But as the fitness of the arguments in these
respects depends on the capacity, education, and attainments
of the hearers, which in different orders of men are different,
this properly belongs to the consideration which the speaker
ought to have of his audience, not as men in general, but as
such men in particular. The obscurity which ariseth from
the expression will come in course to be considered in the
sequel. : : :

SECTION IL.
MEN CONSIDERED AS ENDOWED WITH IMAGINATION.

Tre second thing requisite is that his reasoning be attend-
ed to; for this purpose the imagination must be engaged.
Attention is prerequisite to every effect of speaking, and
without some gratification in hearing, there will be no atten-
tion, at least, of any continuance. Those gualities in ideas
which principally gratify the fancy are vivacity, beauty, sub-
limity, novelty. Nothing contributes more to vivacity thac
striking resemblances in the imagery, which convey, besides,
an additional pleasure of their own. ; 4 y

But there is still a farther end to be served by pleasingthe
imagination than that of awakening and preserving the at-
tention, however important this purpose alone ought to be
accounted. I will not say with a late subtile metaphysician,®
that © Belief consisteth in the liveliness of ourideas.” < That
this doctrine is erroneous, it would be quite foreign to my
purpose to attempt here to evince.f Thus much, however,
is indubitable; that belief commonly enlivens our ideas, and
that lively ideas have a stronger influence than faint ideas to
induce belief. But so far are these two from being coinci-
dent; that even this connexion between them, though' com-

#* The author of “ A Treatise of Human Nature,” in 3 vols.
+ If one is desirous to see a refutation of this principle, let him consalt
Reid’s Inquiry, ch: ii., sect. v. s

.
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mon, is not necessary. Vivacity of ideas is not always ac-
companied with faith, nor is faith' always able to produce
vivacity. The ideas raised in my mind. by the (Edipus Ty-
rannus of Sophocles, or the Lear of Shakspeare, are incom-
arably, more lively than those excited by a cold but faithful
istoriographer.  ¥et I may give full credit to the languid
narrative of the latter, though I believe not a single sentence
in those tragedies. If a proof were asked of the greater vi-
vacity in the one case than in'the other (which, by-the-way,
must be finally determined by conscionsness), let these ef-
fects serve for arguments,  The ideas of the poet give greater
pleasure, command closer attention, operate more strongly
on the passions, and are longer remembered. = If these be not
sufficient evidences of ‘greater vivacity, I own I have no ap-
prehension of the meaning which that author affixes to the
‘term. The connexion, however, that generally subsisteth -
between yivaeity and belief will appear less marvellous, if
we reflect that thete is not so great a difference between ar-
gument and illustration as is usually imagined. The same
Ingenious writer says, concerning moral reasoning, that. it is
but a kind of comparison. The truth of this assertion any
one will easily be convinced of who considers the preceding
observations on that subject.

Where, then, lies the difference between addressing the
Judgment and' addressing the fancy? and what hath given
rise to the distinction between ratiocination and imagery ?
The following observations will serve for an answer to this
query. — Itis eyident that, though the mind receives'a con-
siderable pleasure from the discovery of resemblance, no
pleasure is received when the resemblance is of such a na-
ture as is familiar to everybody. Such are those resem-
blances which result from the specific. and generic qualitics
of ordinary objects, What gives the principal delight to the
imagination is the exhibiiion of a strong likeness, which es-
capes the notice of the generality of people. The similitude
of man to man, eagle to eagle, sea fo sea, or, in.brief, of one °
indiyidual to another individual of the same species, affects
not the fancy in the least. What poet would ever think of
comparing a combat between two of his heroes to a combat
between other two'? Vet nowhere else will he find so strong
a resemblance. Indeed, to the faculty of imagination this
resemblance appears rather under the notion of identity, al-
though it be the foundation of the strongest reasoning from
experience. Again, the similarity of one species to another
of the same genus, as of the lion to the tiger, of the alder to
the oak, though this, too, be a considerable fund of argu-
mentation, hardly sirikes the fancy more than the preceding,
masmuch as the generical properties, whereof every species
participates, are also ‘obvious. = But if from the experimental
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reasoning we descend to- the analogical, we may be said ‘to
come upon a common to which reason and fancy have an
equal claim. ‘“A comparison,” says Quintilian,* “hath al-
most the effect of an.example.” But what are rhetorical
comparisons, when brought to illustrate any point inculcated .
on the hearers'(what'are they, I say), but arguments from
analogy * In proof of this, let us borrew an instance from
the forementioned rhetorician : “ Would you be convinced of
the necessity of education for the mind, consider of what
importance cultire'is to the ground': the field which, culti-
vated, produceth a plentiful crop of useful fruits, if neglected,
will be overrun with briers, and brambles, and other useless
or noxious weeds:”’t It would be no better. than trifling to
point out the argument couched ‘in this passage. Now if
comparison, which is the chief, hath so great an influence
upon conviction, it is no' wonder that all those other oratori-
cal tropes and figures addressed to the imagination, which
are'more or less nearly related to comparison, should derive
hence both light and efficacy.f Even antithesis implies com-
parison. Simile is a comparison in epitome,§ Metaphor is
an allegory in miniature.  Allegory and Pprosopeia are com-

*parisons conveyed under a particular form, -

SECTION III. :
MEN CONSIDERED -AB ENDO\V!_D WITH MEMORY.

FArtTHER, vivid ideas are not only more powerful than lan-
guid ideas in eommanding and preserving attention, they are
not only ‘more: efficacious in producing conviction, but they
are ‘also more easily retained. Thése several POWers, un-
derstanding, imagination, memory, and passion, are mutually
subservient. That it is necessany for the orator to engage
the help of memory, will'appear from Imany reasons, partic-
ularly from what was remarked above, on' the fourth differ-
ence between moral reasoning and demonstrative, Il It was
there observed, that in the former the credibility of the fact
is the sum of the evidence of all the arguments, often inde-
pendent of one another, brought to supportif.  And though
it was shown that demonstration itself, withoutithe assistance
of this faculty, could never produce conviction; yet here it

* Instit., lib. v,, cap, xi. " “ Proximas exempli vires habet similitudo.”

1 Instit., lib. v., cap. xi. " UL si ani dicas excolend similitudine
ularis terre, qum neglecta sentes atque dumos, exculta frucmq creat.”

§ “Praterea, nescio quomodoetiam credit faciliiis, guz audienti jucunda
sunt, et voluptate ad fidem ducitur.”—Quint,, 1. iv., c. ii.

¢ Simileand =:aparison are in common language fi quently i
The difference is (lus’: Simile ismomore thdn a comparison suggested in o
word o two ; as, He fought like a'lion s His face shone as the sun.' Com-
parison,is a: simile circumstantiated and’incInded in one or more separate
sentences. I II' Chap. v., sect. ii., pt. 1,

AR 1.3
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must be owned that the natural connexion of the several
links in the chain renders the remembrance easier. Now,
as nothing can operate on the mind which is not in some
respect present to it, care must be taken by the orator that,
in introducing new topics, the vestiges left by the former on
the minds of the hearers may not be effaced. It is the sense
of this necessity which hath given rise to the rules of com-
position. : . ;

Some will perhaps consider it as irregular that I speak
here of addressing the memory, of which no mention at all
was made in the first chapter, wherein I considered the dif-
ferent forms of eloguence, classing them by the different fac-
ulties of the mind addressed. But this apparent irregularity’
will vanish whe it is observed that, with regard to the fac-
1lties there mentioned, each of them may not only be the di-
rect, but even the ultimate object of what is spoken. The
whole scope may be at one'time to'inform or convince the
understanding, at another to delight the imagination, at.a
third to agitate the passions, and at a fourth to determine the
will. But it is never the-ultimate end of speaking to be re-
membered when what is spoken tends neither to mstruct, to
please, to move, nor to persuade. This, therefore, is of ne-
cessily o more on any oceasion than a subordinate end, or,
which is precisely the same thing, the means to some farther
end ; and' as such, it is more or less necessary ol every occa-
sion. The speaker’s attention to this subserviency of mem-
ory. is always so much'the more requisite, the greater the
difficulty of remembrance is, and the more important the be-
ing remembered is to the attainment of the ultimate end.
On both accounts, it is of more consequence in,those dis-
courses whose aim is either instruction or persuasion, than
in those whose design is solely to please the fancy or to
move the passions. And if there are any which answer none
of those ends, it were better to learn to forget them than to
teach the method of making them be retained.

The, author of the treatise above quoted hath divided the
principles of association in ideas into resemblance, contigu-
ity, and causation. T do not here inquire into all the defects
of this enumeration; but only observe; that even on his own
system, order both in space and time ought to have been in-
cluded. It appears at least to have an equal title with cans-
ation, which, according to him, is but a particular modification
and combination of the other two. - Causation, considered as
an associating prineiple, is, in his theory, no more than the
contiguous succession of ‘two ideas, which is more deeply im-
printed on the mind by its experience of a similar contiguily
and succession of the impressions from which they are cop-
ied.  This, therefore, is the result of resemblance and vicin-
ity united. Order in place is likewise a‘ mode:of vicinity,
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where this last tie is strengthened by the regulanty and sim-
plicity of figure, which:qualities arise solely from the resem-
blance of the corresponding parts of the figure, or the parts
similarly situated. Regular figures, besides the advantages
which they derive from simplicity and uniformity, have this
also, that they are more familiar to the mind than irregular
fipures, and are therefore more easily conceived. Hence the
influence which order in place hath upon the memory. If
any person question this influence, let him but reflect how
much easier it is to remember a considerable number of: per-
sons whom one hath seen ranged on'benches or chairs round
a hall, than the same number seen'standing promiscuously in
a crowd ; and how natural it is for assisting the memory in
-recollecting the persons, to recur to the order wherein they
were placed. :

As to order inf time, which in composition is properly styled
Method, it consisteth principally in connecting the parts in
such a manner as to give vicinity to things in the discourse
which have an -affinity; that is, resemblance, causality, or
other relation in nature ; and thus making their customary
association and resemblance, as in the former case, co-oper-
ate with their- contiguity in duration, or immediate succes-
sion in the delivery. The utility of method for aiding the
memory all the world knows. But besides this, there are
some parts of the discourse, as well as figures of speech; pé-
culiarly adapted to this end. Such are the division of the
subject, the rhetorical repetitions of every kind, the different
modes of transition and recapitulation. :

j r

SECTION IV. § :
MEN CONSIDERED AS ENDOWED WITH PASSIONS.

To conclude : when persuasion is the end, passion also
must be engaged. * If it is faney which bestows brilliancy on
our ideas, if it 13 memory which gives them stability, pas-
sion doth more : it animates them. Hence they derive spirit
and energy. To say that it is possible to persnade: without
speaking to the passions, is but, at best, a kind of specious
nonsense. 'The coolest reasoner always, in persuading, ad-
dresseth himself to the passions some way or other. This
he cannot avoid doing if he speak to the purpose. To make
me believe, it is enough to show me that things are.so; to
make me act, it is necessary to show me that the action will
answer some end. That can never be an end to me which
gratifies no passion or affection in my nature. ¥You assure
me, “It is for my honour.” Now you solicit my pride, with-
out which I had never been able to understand the word.
You say, “It is for my interest.” Now you bespeak my
self-love. “1It is for the public good.” Now you rouse my
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patriotism. It will relieve the miserable.” Now you touch
my pity. So far, therefore, is it from being an unfair method
of persuasion to moye the passions, that there is no persua-
sion without moving them. i)

But if. so much depend on passion, where is the scope for
argument? Before I answer:this question, letit be observed,
that, in order to persuade, there are two things. which must
be carefully studied by the orator. - The first is, to. excite
some desire or passion in the hearers; the second 1s, to sdt-
isfy their judgment that there is;a connexion between the ac-
tion to which he would persuade them, and the gratification
of the desire or passion which he excifes. = Thisis the anal-
ysis of persuasion. The former is effected by communica-
ting lively and glowing ideas of the object ; the latter, unless
S0 evident of itself as to supersede the necessity,by present-
ing the best and most forcible arguments which the nature of
the subject admits.  In the onelies the pathetic, in the other
the argumentalive. 'These; incorporated together (as was ob-
served in the first chapter), constitute thatyehemence of con-
tention to swhich the greatest exploits of ‘eloquence ought
doubtless to be ascribed. Here, then, is the principal scope,
for argument, but not: the only scope, as will appear:in the
sequel. When the first ‘end alone is attained, the pathetic
without the rational, the passions are indeed roused {rom
disagreeable langour by the help of the imagination, and the
ming is thrown into a state which, though accompanied with
some painful emotions, rarely fails, upon the whole; to affect -
it with pleasure. But ifithe hearers, are judicious, no practi-
cal effect is produced. They cannot, by such declamation,
be influenced to a particular action, because not convinced
that that action will condute to the gratifying of the passion
raised. Your cloquence hath fired my ambition, and makes
me burn with public zeal. The consequence is, there is no-
thing which at present I would not attempt for the sake of
fame, and the interest of my country. You advise me to
such a conduct, but you have not shown me how that can
contribute to gratify either passion. Satisfy me in this, and
1 am instantly at your command. Indeed, when the hearers
are rude and ignorant, nothing more is necessary: in the speak
er than to inflame their passions. They will not require that
the connexionbetween.the conduct he urges and the end pro-
posed be evinced to them. His word will'satisfy. And there-
fore bold affirmations are made to supply the place of rea-
sons. Henceiit isithat the rabble are ever the prey of quacks
and impudent pretenders of every denomination.

On the contrary, when the other end alone is attained, the
rational without the pathetic, the speaker is as far from his
purpose as before.. You have proved beyond contradiction
that acting thus is the sure way to procure such an object,
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I perceive that your-réasoning is conclusive; but I am not af-
fected by it. Why:? 1 have no passion for the object. I
am indifferent whether 1 procure it or not. You have de-
monstrated that such a step will mortify my enemy. I be-
lieve it; but I have no resentment, and will not trouble my-
sell to give pain to another. Your arguments evince. that it
would gratily my vanity. But1 prefer my ease. Thus pas-
sion is the mover to action, reason is the guide. Good is the
object of the will, truth'is the object of the understanding.*

* Several causes have contributed to involve this subject in confusion,
One is the ambiguity and’ imperfection of language. Motives are often
called arguments, and both motives and ar ts are promi ly sty-
led reasons: Another is, the idle disputes that have arisen among philoso-
phers concerning the nature of good, both physical and moral. *“‘I'ruth
and' gaod are one,” says the author of the Pleasures of Imagination, an au-
thor whose poetical merit will not'be questioned by persons of taste. The
expression might have been passed in the poet, whose right to'the use of
calachresis, one of the many ?rivilegus_ comprehended under the name poetic
license, prescription hath fully established. But by philosophizing on this
passage in his motes, he warrants us to canvass his reasoning, for no such
privilege hath as yet been conceded to philosophets. Indeed, in attempting
to illustrate, he has, I think, confuted'it, or, to:speak more properly, shown
it-to have no meaning. He mentions two opinions concerning the connex-
ion of truth and beauty, which is one species of good. “ Some philoso-
phers;” says he, ““assert an independent and invariable law in Nature, in
consequence of which all rational beings must alike perceive beauty, in some
ceriam. proportions, and deformity in the contrary.” %ﬁlw. thoogh L do not
conceive what is meant either l?y independent law or by contrary proportions,
this, if it proves anything, proves as clearly that deformity 1111:;7 truth are-
one, as that beauty and trath are one; for those contrary, proportions are
surely as much proportions, or, if yon will, as true roportions, as some cer-
tain proportions are. Accordingly, if; in the conclusion deduced, you put
the word' deformity instead of beauty, and the word beauty instead of defor-
mity, the sense will be equally complete. *Others,” he adds, “there are,
who believe beauty to be merely a relative and arbitrary thing ; and Lhat it
is not impossible, In a physical sense, that two beings of equal capacities
for truth should perceive, one of them beauty, and the other deformity, in
the same relations. And upon this supposition, by that truth which is al-
ways connected with beauty, nothing more can be meant than the conform-
ity of any object to those proportions, upon which, after careful examina-
tion, the beauty of that species is found to depend.” This opinion, if I am
able to comprehend it, dillij’ers only'in one point from the preceding. It sup-

oses the standard or law of beauty not invariable and universal. It is lia-
Ele to the same objection, and that rather more glaringly ; for if the same
relations must be always equally true relations, deformity is as really one
with trath;as beauty is, since the very same relations can. exhibit both ap-
pearances. In short, no hypothesis hitherto invented hath shown that by
means of the discursive faculty, without the aid of any other mental power,
we could ever oblain a notion of either the beautiful'or the good; and till
this be shown, nothing is shown to the purpose. . The author aforesaid, far
from attempling this, proceeds on the supposition that we first perceive
beaulty, he says not how; and then, having by a_careful examination dis-
covered the proportions which gave rise to the perception, denominate them
frue ; 80 that n.l]p Lthose elaborale disquisitions with which we are amused
amount only toa few insignificant idenlical propositions very improperly
expressed. For out of a vast profusion of learned phrases, this is all the
inj%rmatim we can-pick, that "Bealuty is—truly beautv,” and that “Good

2
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1t may be thought that when the motive is the equity, tho
generosity, or the intrinsic merit of the aclion recommended,
argument may be emplc?l'ed to evince the reasonableness of
the end, as well as the fitness of the means., But this way-
of speaking suits better the popular dialect than the philo-
sophical. The term reasonableness, when used in this man-
ner, means nothing but the goodness, the amiableness, or
moral excellence. If, therefore, the hearer hath no love of
justice, no benevolence, no regard to right, although he were
endowed with the perspicacity of a cherub, your harangue
could never have any influence on his mind. The reason is,
when you speak of the fitness of the means, you address
yourself only to the head; when you speak of the goodness
of the end, you address yourself to the heart, of which we
supposed him destitute. Are we, then, to class the virtues
among the passions? By no means. But without entering
into a discussion of the difference, which would be foreign to
our purpose, let it suffice to observe, that they have this in
common with passion. They necessarily imply an habitual
propensity to a certain species of conduet, an habitual aver-
sion to the contrary; a veneration for such a character, an
‘abhorrence of such another. They are; therefore, though

is—truly pood.” * Moral good,” says a celebrated writer, ' consisteth in
Jitness." Wrom this account, any person would at first really conclude that
morals, according to him, are not concerned’in the ends which we pursue,
but solely in the choice of means for attaining our ends; that if this choice
e judicious, the conduct is moral ; if injudicious, the contrary. But this
truly pious author is far from admitting such an interpretation of his words.
Fitness, in_his sense, hath no'relation to'a farther end. Itis an absolute
fitness, o fitness in’ itself. We are cbliged to ask, What, then, is that fit-
ness which you call absolute 7 For the application of the word in every other
case invariably 1mp1fvl|ng the proper direction of means to an end, far from
affording light to the meaning it has here, tends directly to mislead us.
The only answer, as'far as T can leam, that hath ever been given {o this
question, is neither more' nor less than this, “ That alone is absolutely fit
which is morally good';” so that in saying moral good consisteth in filness,
1o more is meant than that it consisteth in moral good. Another moralist
appears who hath made a most wonderful discovery. It is, that thereis
nota vice in the world but lying, and that acting virluously in any situs-
tion is but one way or other of telling truth. hen this curions theory
comes to be explained, we find the practical lie results solely from acting
contrary to what those moral sentiments dictate, which, instead of dedu-
cing, he everywhers p:csu{apqsath to be known and acknowledged by us.
Thus he reasons' perpetually in a circle, and without advancing a single
step beyond it, makes the same things both causes and effects reciprocally.
Conduct appears to be false for no other reason but because it is immoral,
and immoral for no other reason byt because it is false. Such philosophy
would not have been unworthy those (?mfound ontologists who have blessed
the world with the discovery that “ One being is but one being,” that ““A
being is fruly a being,” and that  Every being has all the properties that it
has,” and who, to the unspeakable increase of useful knowledge, have de-
nominated these the general attributes of being, and distinguished them by
the titles unify, truth, and goodness. This, if it be anything, is the very sub-
limate of science. .
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not passions; so closely related to them, that they are prop-
erly considered as-motives to action, being equally capable
of giving'an impulse to the will. The difference is akin to
that, if not the same, which rhetoricians observe between
pathos and ethos, passion and disposition:* Aeccordingly, what
is addressed solely to the moral powers of the mind, is not
so properly denominated the pathetic as the sentimental. The
term, I own, is rather modern, but is nevertheless convenient,
as it fills a vacant room, and doth not, like most of our new-
fangled words, justle out older and wortheir occupants, to the
no small detriment of the language. Tt occupies, so to speak,
the middle place between the pathetic and that which is ad-
dressed: to the imagination, and partakes of both, adding to
ihe ‘warmth of the former the grace and attractions of the
atter. -

Now the principal questions on this subject-are these two :
How is a passion or disposition: that is favourable to the de-
sign of the orator to be excited in the hearers? How is an
unfavourable passion or disposition to be calmed? As to the
first, it was said already in general, that passion must be
awakened by communicating lively ideas of the object. The
reason will be obvious from the following remarks: A pas-
sion is most strongly excited by sensation. The sight of
danger, immediate or near, instantly rouseth fear; the feel-
ing of an injury, and the presence of the injurer,in a moment
kindle anger. Next to the influence of sense is that of mem-
ory, the'effect of which upon passion, if the fact be Tecent,
and remembered distinctly and circumstantially, is almost
equal. - Next to the influence of memory is that of imagina-
tion, by which is here solely meant the faculty of apprehend-
ing what is'neither perceived by the senses nor remembered.
Now, as.it is this power of ‘which the orator must chiefly
avail himself, itis proper to‘inquire what these circumstances
are which will make the ideas he summons up in'the imagi-
nations of his hearers resemble, in lustre and steadiness,
those of sensation and remembrance ; for the same eircum-
stances will infallibly make them' resemble also in their ef-
fects ; that is, in the influence they will have upon the pas-
sions and affections of the heart. : B

SECTION V.

THE CIRCUMSTANCES THAT ARE CHIEFLY INSTRUMENTAL IN OPERATING
ON THE PASSIONS.

Taese are perhaps all reducible to the seven following:

* This seems to have been the sense which Quintilian had of the differ-
ence between walos and yos, when he gave amor for an example of the
first, and charitas of the second.  The word nfos is also sometimes used for
moral sentiment.—Inst., 1. vi,, ¢, il.
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probability, plausibility, importance, proximity of time, con-
nexion of place, relation of the actors or sufferers to the hear-
ers or speaker, interest of the hearers or speaker in the con-
sequences.® 1

Panr 1. Probability:

The first is probahility, which is now considered only as an
expedient for enlivening passion. . Here again there is com-
monly scope for argument.t Probability results from evi-
dence, and begets belief. Belief invigorates our ideas. Be-
lief raised to the highest becomes certainty. Certainty flows
either from the force of the evidence, real or apparent, that
18 produced ; or without any evidence produced by the speak-
er, from the previous notoriety of the fact. If the factbe
notorious, it will not only be superfluous in the speaker to at-
tempt to prove it, but it will be pernicipus to his design.
The reason is plain. By proving, he supposeth it question-
able, and by supposing, actually renders it so to his audience :
he brings them from viewing it in the stronger light of cer-
tainty, to view it in the weaker light of probability: in lieu
of sunshine he gives them twilight. , Of the different means
and kinds of probation I have spoken already.

Parr II. Plausibility.

The second circumstance is plausibility; a thing totally, dis-
tinct from the former, as having an effect upon the mind quite
independent of faith or probability. It ariseth chiefly from
the consistency of the narration, from its being what is.com-
monly called natural and feasible., This the French erit-
ics; have aptly enough denominated in their language vrai-
semblance, the English critics more improperly in theirs prob-
ability. In order to avoid the manifest ambiguity there is in
this application of the word, it had been better to retain-the
word verssimilitude, now almost obsolete. = That there is a re-
lation'between those two qualities must, notwithstanding, be
admitted. This, however, is an additional reason for assign-
ing them different names. An homenymous: term, whose
d‘LE‘ering significations have no affinity to one another, is very
seldom liable to be misunderstood. - i

* I'am not rlluite positive as to the accuracy of this enumeration, and shall
therefore freely permit my learned and ingenious friend, Dr. Reid, to'annex
the et catera he proposes in such cases; in order to supply all defects.. Sea
Sketches of the History of Man. b, iii., sk. i., Appendix, c. ii., sect. i.

't In the judiciary orations of the ancjents, this was the principal scope
for argument, . That to.condemn the guilty and acquit the mnocent would
gratify their indignation against the injurious, and their love of right was
too manifest 1o require a proof. " The fact that there was guilt in the! pris-
oner, or thut there was innocence, did requireit, It was otherwise in de-
liberative orations, as the conduct recommended was more remotely con-
nected with the emotions raised.
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But as to the nature and extent of- this relation, let it be
observed, that the want of plausibility implies an internal im-
probability, which it will require the stronger external evi-
dence to surmount. - Nevertheless, the implausibility may be
surmounted by such evidence, and we may be fully ascer-
tained of what is in itself exceedingly implausible. Implau-
sibility is, in a certain degree, positive evidence against a
narrative, whereas plausibility implies no positive evidence
for-it. We know that fiction may be as plausible as truth.
A narration may be possessed of this qualitg i the highest
degree, which we not only regard as improbable, but know
tobe false. Probability is a light darted on the object from
the proofs, which for this reason are pertinently enough styled
evidence.  Plausibility is a native lusfre issuing directly from
the object. The former is the aim of the historian, the latter
of the poet. That every one may be satisfied that the sec-
ond is generally not inferior to the first in its influence on the
mind, we need but appeal to the effects of tragedy, of epic,
and even of romance, which, in its principal characters, par-
ticipates of the nature of poesy, though written in prose:

It deserves, however, to be remarked, that though plausi-
bility alone hath often greater efficacy in rousing the passions
than probability oreven certainty, yet in any species of com-
position wherein truth, or at least probability, is expected,
the mind quickly nauseates the: most plausible tale which is
‘unsupported by proper arguments. For this reason, it is the
business of the orator, as much as his subject will permit, to
avail himself of both qualities.. There is one case, and but
one, in which plausibility itself may be dispensed with; that
is, when the fact is so incontestable that it is impossible to
entertain a doubt of it + for when implausibility is incapable
of impairing belief, it hath sometimes, especially in forensic
causes; evena good effect. By presenting us with something
monstrous in its kind, it raises astonishment, and thereby
heightens every passion which the narrative'is fitted to excite.

But to return to the explication. of this quality. When I
explained the nature of experience, I showed that it consist-
eth of all the general truths collected from particular facts
remembered ; the mind forming to itself often insensibly, and,
as it were, mechanically, certain maxims, from comparing,
‘or, rather, associating the similar circumstances of different
incidents.®* Hence it is that when a number of ideas relatin|
to any fact or event are successfully introduced into my minﬁ
by a speaker, if the train lie deduceth coinecide with the gen-
eral current of my experience, if in nothing it thwart those
conclusions and anticipations which are become habitual to
me, my mind accompanies him with Tacility, glides along

# Chap. v., sect. ii., part i,
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from one idea to another, and admits the whole with pleas-
ure. If, on the contrary, the train he introduceth run coun-
ter to the current of my experience, if in many things it
shock those conclusions and anticipations which are become
habitual to me, my mind attends him with difficulty, suffers
a sort of violence in passing from one idea to another, and
rejects the whole with disdain: : F
 For while upon such monstrous scenes we gaze,
They shock our faith, our indignation raise.”t—FrAncis.

In the former case I pronounce the narrative natural and
credible ; in the latter I say it i1s unnatural and incredible, if
not impossible ; and which is particularly expressive of the
different appearances in respect of connexion made by the
ideas in my mind, the one tale I call coherent, the other inco-
herent. When, therefore, the orator can obtain no direct aid
from the memory of his hearers, which is rarely to be obtain-
ed, he must, for the sake of brightening, and strengthening,
and, if I may be permitted to use so bold a metaphor, cement-
ing his ideas, bespeak the assistance of experience. This, if
properly employed, will prove a potent ally, by adding the
grace of verisinilitude to the whole. It is, therefore, first of
all requisite that the circumstances of the narration, and the
order 1n which they are exhibited, be what is commonly call-
ed natural, that is, congruous to general experience.

Where passion is' the end, 1t is not a sufficient reason for
introducing any circumstance that it is natural, it must also
be pertinent. It is pertinent when either necessary for giv-
ing a distinct and consistent apprehension of the object, at
least for obyviating some objection that may be started, or
doubt that may be entertained concerning it, or when such as
in its particular tendency promotes the general aim. All cir-
cumstances, however plausible, which serve merely for dec-
oration, never fail to divert the attention, and so become prej-
udicial to the proposed influence on passion.

But I am aware that, from the explication I have given of
this quality, it will'be said that T have run into the error, if it
be an error, which I intended to avoid, and have confounded
it with probability, by deriving it solely from the same origin,
experience. In answer to this, let it be observed, that in
every plausible tale which is unsupported by external evi-
dence, there will be found throughout the whole, when duly
canvassed, a mixture of possibilities and probabilities, and
that not in such a manner as to make one part or incident
probable, another barely possible, but so blended as equally
to affect the whole, and every member. Take the Iliad for

: i That a haughty, choleric, and vindictive hero,
chilles is represented to have been, should, upon

 “Quodcunque ostendis mihi si¢, incredulsu odi."—Hor., De Arte Poet.
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the public afiront and injury he received from Agamemnon,
treat that general with mdignity, and form a resolution of
withdrawing his troops, remaining thenceforth an unconcern-
ed spectator of the calamities of his countrymen, our experi-
ence of the baleful influences of pride and anger renders in
some degree probable: again; that one of such a character
as Agamemmnon, rapacious, jealous of his pre-eminence as .
commander-in-chief; who envied the superior merit of Achil-
les, and harboured resentment against him—that such a one,
I say, on such an occurrence as is related’by the poet, should
have given the provocation, will be acknowledged also to
have some probability. But that there were such person-
ages, of such characters, in such circumstances, is merely
possible.  Here there is a ‘total want of evidence. Experi-
ence is silent. Properly, indeed, the case comes not within
the yerge of its jurisdiction. Its general conclusions may
serve in confutation, but can never serve in proof of particu-
lar or historical facts. Sufficient testimony, and that only,
will answer here. ‘The testimony of the poet in this case
goes for nothing. " His object, we know, is not truth, but like-
lihood.  Experience, however, advances nothing against those
allegations of the poet, therefore we call them possible; it
can ‘say nothing for them, therefore we do not call them

‘probable.” The' whole. at most, amounts to this: If such

causes existed, such effects probably followed. Butwe have
no evidence of the existence of the cduses, therefore wehave
no evidence of the existence of the effects. Consequently;all
the probability implied in this quality is @ hypothetical prob-
ability, which'is, in effect, none at‘all. " Itis anaxiom among
dialecticians in relation to the syllogistic art, _that the‘cut_lt;l_ll-
sion alwaysifollows the weaker of the premises. To apply
this to the present purpose,‘an application ‘not 11].}(:1t, -thougl:.
unusual: if one of the premises, suppose the major, contain
an affirmation that is barely possible, the minor one that is
probable, possibility only ¢an be deduced in the conclusion.
~These two qualities, therefore, PropapiniTy and Prausi-
piurry (if I may be indulged a little'in the allegoric style), I
shall eall Sister-graces, daughters of the same father, E.‘r.‘pe_z-
rience, who 1s the progeny of Memory, the first-born and heir
of Sense. ~These daughters-Experience had by different moth-
ers. - The eldet is theioffspring of Reason, the younger is the
child of Fancy. The elder, regular in her features, and ma-
jestic both in shape and mien, is admiraby fitted for com-
manding esteem, and even a religious veneration; the'ygung_
er, careless, blooming, sprightly, is entirely formed for'cap-
tivating the heart and engaging love. ‘Phe conversation of
each is entertaining and instructive, ‘but in different ways.
Sages seem to think that there is more instruction to be got='
ten from the just observations of the' elder; almost all are
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ed that there is more entertainment in thedlively sallies

4,
of the younger. The principal companion and favourite of

the first is Truth, but whether Truth or Fiction share mostiin
the favonr of the second, it were often difficult to say. Both
are naturally well disposed, and even friendly to Viriue, but
the elder is hy much the more steady of the two ; the young-
er, though perhaps mot less capable. of doing good, is more
easily corrupted, and hath sometimes basely turned procu-

ress to Vice. Though rivals, they have a sisterlyaffection to -

each other, and love to be together. The elder, sensible that
there are but a few who can for any time relish her society
alone, is generally anxious that her sister be of the party; the.
younger, conscious of her own superior talents in this re-
spect, can more easily dispense with the other's company.
Nevertheless, when she is discoursing on great and serious
subjects, in order to'add weight to her words, she often quotes
her sister’s' testimony, which she knows is better credited
than her own, a compliment that is but sparingly returned by
the elder. Ilach sister hath her admirers.  Those of the
younger are more numerous, those of the elder more con-
stant.. ' In the retinue of the former, you will find the young,
the gay, the dissipated; but these are not heronly.attendants.
The m1ddle-age£ however, and the thoughtful, more com-
monly attach themselves to the latter. To conclude: as.
something may be Tearned of characters from the mvectives
of enemies as well as from the encomiums of friends; those
-who have not judgment to discern the good qualities of the
first-born accuse her of dulness, pedantry,; and. stiffness ;
those who have not taste to relish the charms of the second,
charge her with folly, levity, and falseness. = Meantimey, it
appears to be the universal opinion of the impartial, and such
as have been best acquainted with both, that though the at-
tractives of the younger be more irresistible at sight, the vir-
tues of the elder will be longer remembered, =

So much for the two qualities probabilily and plausibility, on
which I have expatiated the more, as they are the principal,
and, in some respect, indispensable. 'The others are not
compatible-with every subject; but as they are of real mo-
ment, it.1s necessary to attend'to them, that so they may not
be overlooked in cases wherein the subject requires that they
be urged. 3

. Part III. Importance.

The third; circumstance I' took- notice of was importance, -

the appearance of which always tends, by fixing attention
more closely, to add brightness and strength to the ideas.
The importance in moral subjects is analogous to the quan-
tity of matter in physical subjects, as on quantity the mo-
ment of moving bodies in a,great measure depends. . An ac-
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tion may deriveiimportance from its own nature, from those
concerned in it as acting or suffering, or from its consequen-
ces. It derives importance, from its own nature if it be stu-
pendous in its kind, if the result of what is uncommonly
* great, whether good or' bad, passion or invention, virtue or
vice, or what in respect of generosity is godlike, what in

respect of atrocity 1s diabolical; it derives importance from

those concerned in it when the actors or the sufferers are
considerable, on account either of their dignity or of their
number, or of both; it derives importance from its conse-
quences when these are remarkable in regard to their great-
ness, their multitude, their extent, and that either as to the
many-and distant places affected by them, or as to the future
and remote periods to which they may reach, or asito both.

All the four remaining circumstances derive their efficacy
purely from one and the same cause, the connexion of the
subject with those occupied, as speakers or hearers, in the
discourse.  Self is the centre here, which hath a similar
power in' the ideal world to thatof the sun in the material
world, in communicating both light and heat to whatever is
within the sphere of its activity, and in a greater orless de-
gree, according to the nearnessior remoteness. y

Parr IV. Proximity of Time.

First, as.to prozimily of lime, every one knows that any
melancholy incident is the more affecting that it is recent.
Hence it is hecome common with story-tellers, that theymay
make a deeper impression on their hearers; to introduce re-
marks like these: that the tale which they relate is not old,
that it happened but lately, or in their own time, or. that they
are. yet living who had' a part in it or were witnesses of it.
Proximity of time' regards not only the past, but the future.
An event that will probably soon happen hath greater influ-
ence upon us than what will probably happen a long time
hence. I have hitlierto proceeded on the hypothesisthat the
orator rouses the passions of his hearers by exhibiting some
past transaction ; but we must acknowledge'that passion may
be as strongly excited by his reasonings concerning an event
yet to come. In the judiciary orations there is greater scope
for the former, in the deliberative for the latier, though in
each kind there may occasionally be scope for both. All the
seyen circumstances enumerated are applicable, and have
equal weight, whether they relate to the future or tol the
past. The only exception that T know of is, that probability
and plausibility are scarcely distinguishable, when used in
reference to events in futurity. As in these there is no ac-
cess for testimony, what constitutes the principal distinction

_is quite excluded. In comparing the influence of the past
upon our minds with that of i%e future, it appears, in general,
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objects be equal, the latter will be greater than the former
The reason, [ imagine, is, we are conscious, that as every
imoment, the future, which seems placed béfore us, is ap
proaching, and the past, which lies, as it were, behind, is re-
tiring, our nearness or relation to the one constantly increas-
eth as the other decreaseth. There is something like attrac-
tion in the first case, and repulsion in the second. This tends
to interest us more in the future than in the past, and conse-
« quently to'the present view aggrandizes the one and dimin-

ishes the other. ;

What, nevertheless, gives the pastia very considerable ad-
vantage, is its being generally susceptible of much stronger
evidence than the future. 'The lights of the mind are, if 1
may 50 express mysellf; in an opposite situation to the lights
of the body.” These discover clearly: the prospect lying
before us, but not the ground ‘we have already passed. - By
the memory, on the contrary, that great luminary of the mind,
things past are exhibited in retrospect: we have no corre-
spondent faculty to irradiate the fi uture; and even in matters
which fall not within the reach of our memory, past events
are often clearly discoverable by testimony, and by effects at
present existing, whereas we have nothing' equivalent to
found our arguments upon in reasoning about things to come.
It is for this reason that the future is considered as the proy-
ince of conjecture and uncertainty. ;

‘Local' connewion, the fifth in the above enumeration, hath a
more powerful effect than proximity of time. Duration and
space are two things (call them entities, or attributes, or what
you please), in'some respects the most like, and in some re-

most unlike to ‘one. another. They resemble in
divisibility, infinity, in' their being deemed essen-
tial to the existence of other things, ‘and in' the doubts that
have been raised as'to theirhaving a real or independerit ex-
istence of their own, They differ in that the latter is per-
manent, whereas the very essence of the former consisteth
in transitoriness; the paris of the one are all suecessive, of
the other all coexistent.. The greater portions of time are
all distinguished by the memorable things which have ‘been
Aransacted in them, the smaller portions by the revolutions
‘of the heavenly hodies': the portions of place, great and small
(for we do not here consider the regions of the fixed stars
‘and planets), are’ distinguished by the various tracts of land
and water into which' the earth’is divided and subdivided';
the ‘one distinction intelligible, the other sensible ; the one
chiefly known o' the inquisitive, the other, in a great meas-
ure; obvious to all. ; N

Part V. Connexion of Plage.
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Hence perhaps it arises that the latter is considered as'a
firmer ground of relation than the:former. 'Who isnot more
curious to know the notable transactions which have happen-
ed in his own country from the earliest antiquity, than to be
acquainted with those which have happened in the remotest
regions' of the globe, during the centuryswhereinhe lives?
It must be owned, however, that the former circumstance is
more frequently aided'by that of personal relation than'the
Jatter. Connexion of place not only in¢ludes: vicinage, but
every other local relation, such as being in a provinee under
the same government with us, in a state that is in alliance
with us, in a country well known to us, and the like. Of the

“influence of this connexion in operating on our passions, we
have daily proofs. With how much indifference, at least
with how slight and transient emotion, do we read in news-
papers the aecounts: of the most deplorable accidents in
countries distant and unknown?® How much, on the' con-

trary, are we alarmed and agitated on being informed that '

any such accident hath happened in our neighbourhood, and

that even though we be totally unacquainted with the per-

sons concerned -
Pant VI. Relation to the Persons concerned.

Still greater is the power of relation to the persons con-
cerned, which was the sixth circumstance mentioned, as this
tie is more direct than that which attacheth us to the scene
of action. It is the persons, not the place, that, are the im-
mediate objects of the passions loye or hatred, pity or anger,
envy or contempt. = Relation to the actors eommonly produ-
ces an effect contrary to that produced by relation tolthe
sufferers, the first in extenuation, the second in aggravation
of the crime alleged.. The first makes for the apologist, the
second for the accuser. This, I say, is commonly the case,
not always. A remote relation to the actors, when the of-
fence is heinous, especially if the sufferers be more nearly
related, will sometimes rather aggravate than extenuate the
guilt in our estimation, - Bubit is impossible, withany precis-
ion, to reduce these effects to rules,.so much depending on
the different tempers and sentiments of different audiences.
Personal relations are of various kinds.  Some haye gener-
ally greater influence than others; some,again, hayve greater
influence with one person,others with another. They are
consanguinity, affinity, friendship, acquaintance, being fellow-
citizens, countrymen, of the same surname, language, reli-
gion, occupation, and innumerable others. aciabdnt o

Panr VII. Interest in the Consequences.

But of all the connexise circumstances, the most powerful
is interest, which is the last.  Of all relations, personal rela-
tion, by bringing the object very near, most enlivensthat sym-
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yathy-which attacheth us to the concerns of others ;. interest
in the effeets brings the object, if I may say o, into contact
with us; and makes the mind cling to it as a concern of its
own. Sympathy is but a reflected feeling, and therefore, in
ordinary cases,/mustbe weaker than the original. Though
the mirror be ever so true, a lover will not. be obliged to it
for presenting him with the figure of his mistress when he
hath:an opportunity of gazing on her person ; nor will the.
orator place his chief confidence in the assistance of the so-
cial'and sympathetic affections, when he hath it in his POWEr .
to arm the selfish. 1

. Men universally, from a just conception of the difference,
have, when self is concerned, given a different name o what
seems originally the same passion in a higher degree.. Inju-
1y, to-whomseever offered, is to every man that observes it,
and whose sense of rightiis not debauched by vicious prac-
tice, the matural object of indignation. Indignation always
implies zesentment, or.a desire of retaliating on the injurious
person, so far; at least, as to make him repent the wrong he
hath committed. This. indignation in the person injured is,
from our knowledge of mankind, supposed to'be, not, indeed,
universally, but generally,so much stronger, thatit ought to be
distinguished by another appellation, and is accordingly de-
nominated revenge.  In like manner, beneﬁcegce, on whom-
soever exercised, is thenatural'object of our/ove - love always
implies‘benevolence, or a desire of promoting the happiness of
the beneficent person ; ‘but this'passion in the person benefited
is'conceived to be s0'much greater, and to infer so strong an
obligation to'a return'of good offices to his benefactor, thatit
merits to'be distinguished by the title gratitude. Now, by
this circumstance of interest in the effects, the speaker, from
engaging pity in his favour, can proceed to operate on a more
powerful principle, self-preservation. 'The benevolence of his
hearers he can work up'inito gratitude, their indignation into
revenge.

‘The two last-mentioned circumstances, personal relation
and interest, are not withont influence, as was hinted in the
enumeration, though: they regard the speaker only, and not
thie hearers, 'The reason-is, a person present with us, whom
we see and heat, and"who, by words, and looks, and gestures,
givesthe liveliest signs of his. feelings, has the surest and
most immediate claim upon our sympathy. We become in-
fected withhis passions. We are hurried along by them, and
not allowed leisure to distinguish betweenhis relaion and our
relation, his interest and our interest. J

SECTION VI.
OTHER PABSIONS, AS WELL AS MORAL SENTIMENTS, USEFUL AUXILIARIES,
8o much for those eircumstances in the object-presented
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by the speaker which serve to awaken and inflame the pas-
sions of the hearers.* = But when a passion is once raised,

# o illustrate most of the preceding circumstances, and show the man-
ner of ‘applying them, I shall take an example from Cicerols last oration
against Yerres, where, after relating the crucifixion of Gavius, a Homan
citizen, he exclaims, 1. “ O nomen dulce libertatis! 6 jus eximium nostra
civitatis! 6 lex Porcia legesque Sempronim! o graviter desiderata et ali-
quantlo reddita plebi Romanz tribunitia potestas. 2. Huccine tandem om-
nia reciderunt, ut civis Romanus in proyincia populi’ Romani, in oppido
feedératorum, ab eo qui beneficio populi Romani fasceis et secureis, haberet,
deligatus in foro virgis cederetur 17—3, Sed quid ego plura de Gavio?
quasi tu Gavio tom fueris infestus, ac non nomini, getieri, juri civiom hos-
tis, mon illi inquam homini, sed’ causs cc i libertatis inimi {uisti,
4. Quid enim attinuit, cum Mamertini more atque instituto suo, crucem
fixissent post urbem, in via Pompeia ; te juberein ea parte figere, qua ad
fretum spectat; et hoc addere, quod negare nullo moda potes, qu omni-
bus audientibus dixisti palam, teidcircoillum locum deligere; ut elle qni se
civem Romanum esse diceret, ex cruce Italiam' cernere, ac domum suam
prospicere posset? 5. Itague illa crux sola, judices, post conditam Mes-
sanam, illoin loco fixa est. 6. Italim conspectus ad eam rem ab isto delec-
tus est, ut ille in dolore cruciatugue moriens, perangusto freto divisa servi-
tatis ac libertatis jura cognosceret ; Italia aulem alumnum snum, servitutis
extremo; summogque supplicio, affectum videret. 7. Facinus est vincire
civem Romanum, scelus verberare, prope parricidium necare, quid dicam,
in cracem tollere? verbo satis digno tam nefaria res appellari nullo modo
potest. 8. Non fuit his omnibus 1ste : Spectet, inquit, patriam,
in conspectu legum libertatisque moriatur. 9. Non tu hoe loco ‘Gavinm,
non unam hominem, nescio quem, givem Romanum, sed communem liber-
tatis et civitatis in illum cruciatum et ericem egisti. 10, Jam vero
videte hominis audaciam; Nonne enim graviter tulisse arbitramini, quod
illam civibus Romanis crucem non posset in foro, non in comitio, non in
rostris defigere.  11. Quod enem his locis in proyincia sua celebritale si-
millimumn, regione proximum potuit, elegit. 12. Monumentom sceleris—
andacimque su® voluit esse in conspectu Italiss, pratervictione omnium qui
ultro citroque navigarent.”— 13. Paulo ante, judices, lacrymas in morte
misera atque indignissima navarchorum non tenebamus : et rectd ac merito
sociorum tinri miserifi commoveb r. 14, Quid nunc in nostro
sanguine tandem facere deb 7 _nam civium R upi sanguis con-
junctus existimandus est:”—' 15. Omnes hoc loco cives Romani, et qui_ ad-
sant et qui-ubicungue sunt, vestram severitatem desiderant, vestram fidem
implorant, vestrum auxiliom requirant. 16, Omuia sua jara, commoda,
auxilia, totam denique libertatem in vestris sententiis yersari arbitrantur.”
1 shall point out the ﬁathelic circumstances e.wrngliﬁed in this passage, 0b-
serving the order wherein they were énur I have bered the
sentences in the quotation to prevent repetilion in referring to.them. It must
be remarlked, first of all, that in judiciary orations, such as this, the proper
place for plausibility 1s the narration ; for probability, the confirmation or
proof : the other five, though generally admissible into-either of those pla-
ces, shine principally in the peroration. I shall show how the orator hath
availed himself of these in tge passage now.cited, First, importance ; and
that first in respect of the enormyty of the action, No, 7; of the disposition
of the actor, No. 3, 9, 10 ; ard to render probable what might ot erwise
appear merely conjectural, N'b. 4, 5, 8,11, 12 in respect of conseqhences,
their greatness, No. 1, 2 ; whnere the crime is most arlfu]l{; though impli-
citly, represented as subversive of all that was dear to them, liberty, the right
of citizens, their most valuable laws, and that idol of the people, the tribu-
nitian power; theirextent, No. 15, 16. Secondly, prazimity of time ; thers
isbut an insi ion of this cir it in the word: tandem, No. 2. Thers
are two reasons which probably induced the orator in this particular to be

K2
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there are also othex means by which it may be kept alive, and
even augmented. ' Other passions or dispositions may be
called in as auxiliaries. Nothing is more eflicacious in this
respect than a sense of justice, a sense of public utility, a
sense of glory; and nothing conduceth more to operate on
these than the sentiments of sages whose wisdom we vener-
ate, the example of heroes whose exploits we-admire. Ishall
conelude what relates to the exciting of passion when'I have
remarked that pleading the importance and the other pathetic
circumstances, or pleading the authority of opinions or pre-
zedents, is usually considered, and aptly enough, as being

likewise a species of reasoning. :
This concession, however, doth not imply, that by any
reasoning we are ever taught that such an object ought to

awaken such a passion. ' This we must learn originally from

£0 sparing,  One is, the recency of the crime, as of the criminal’s pretor-
shillj:ul. was notorious ; the other and the weighter is, that of all relations this
is the weakest ; and even what influence it hath, reflection serves rather
to correct than to confirm. In tﬂpenﬁng to lay stress on so elight a cir-
cimstance aspeaker displays rather penury of matter than'abundance. ' It
1s better, therefore, in most cases, to suggestit, as it were by accident, than
Lo insist on it as of design. -It deserves also to be remarked, that the word
here employed is very emphatical, as it conveys, at the same time, a tacit
comparison of their so recent degeneracy with the freedom, security, and
glory which they had'long enj ﬁ'e The same word is again introduced,
No. 14, to the same intent. Thirdly, local ion ; in'respect.of vicinage,
how affectingly, though indirectly, is it touched, No. 4, 6, 8, 11, 127 Indi-
rectly, for reasons similar to those mentioned on the circumstance of time ;
as to other local connexions, No. 2, “in provincia populi Romani, in oppido
federatorum.”  Fourthly, personal relation ; first of the perpetrator, Dgo. 2
f£ab eo qui beneficio,” &c. : his crime, therefore, more attrocious and ungrate-
ful, the most sacred rights violated by one who ought to have protected
them; next of the sufferer, No. 2,  civis Romanus.” This is most pathet-
ically urged, and by a comparison introduced, greatly heightened, No. 13,
14, Fifthly, the nférest ; which not the hearers only, but all ' who bear the
Roman name, have in theconsequences, No. 15, 16, "We see in the above
exame)le with what uncommon address and delicacy those circamstances
ought to be sometimes' blended, sometimes but insinuated, sometimes, on
the contrary, warmly urged, sometimes shaded a little, that'the art may be
concealed ;" and, in brief, the whole conducted so as that nothing material
mez? be omitted, that every sentiment may easily follow that which pre-
cedes, and usher that which follows it, and that everything said may'ap-
pear to be the language of pure nature, The art of the rhetorician, like
that of the philosopher, is analytical; the art of the oratoris synthetical.
‘The former acts the pars of the skilful anatomist, who, by removing the
teguments, and nicely separating the parts, presents us with views at once
naked, distinct, and hideous, iow of the structure of the bones, now of the
muscles and tendons, now of the arteries and veins, now of the bowels,
now of the brain and nervous system. The latter imitates Nature in the
constructing of her work, who with wonderful symmetry unites the vari-
ous organs, adapts them to their respective uses, and covers all with:a de-
cent veil, the skin. 'Thus, though she hide entirely the more minute and
the, interior Farta, and show not to equal advantage even the articula-
tions of the limbs and' the adjustment of the larger members, adds inex-
pressible’beauty, and strength; and-energy to the'whole, *
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feeling, not from argument. No speaker atlempts to prove
it, though he sometimes introduceth moral considerations in
order to justify the passion when raised, and to prevent the
hearers from attempting to suppress it. Even when he is
enforcing their regard to the pathetic circumstances above
mentioned, it is not so much his aim to show that these cir-
cumstances ought to augment the passion, as that these cir-
cumstances are in the object. The effect upon their minds
he commonly leaves to nature, and is not afraid of the con-
clusion if he can make every aggravating circumstance be,
as it were, both perceived and felt by them.: In the enthy-
meme (the syllogism of orators, as Quintilian* terms it) em-
ployed in such cases, the sentiment that such a quality or
circumstance ought to rouse such a passion, though the found-
ation of all; is generally assumed without proof, or even with-
out mention. This forms the major proposition, wrich is
suppressed as obyious. His whole art is exerted in evincing
the minor, which is the antecedent in his argument, and
which maintains the reality of those attendant circumstances
in the case in hand. A careful attention to the examples of
vehemence in the first chapter, and the quotation in the fore-
going note; will sufficiently illustrate this remark.

SECTION VIL
HOW AN: UNFAVOURABLE PASSION MUST BE CALMED:

" I come now to the second question on the subject of pas-
sion. How is ai unfavourable passion or disposition to be
calmed? 'The answer. is, either, first; by annihilating, or at

least diminishing, the object which raised it; or, secondly, by -

exciting some other passion which may counterwork it.

By proving the falsity of the narration, or the utter incred-
ibility of the future event, on the supposed truth of which'the
passion was founded, the object is annihilated. It is dimin-
ished by all such circumstances as are contrary to those' by
which it is increased. These are, improbability, implausi-
bility, insignificance, distance of time, remoteness of place,
the persons concerned such as we have no connexion with,
the consequences such as we have no interest in. The meth-
od recommended by Gorgias and approved by Aristotle, though
peculiar in its manner, is, in those cases wherein it may prop-
erly be attempted, coincident in' effect with that now ‘men-
tioned. “It was a just opinion of Gorgias, that the serions
argument of an adversary should be confounded by ridicule,
and his ridicule by serious argument.”f For this is only en-
deavouring, by the aid of laughter and contempt, to diminish,

* Instit,; L., ii, c. 9. .
+ Acty ey Topyeds iy pev. oovd oy Stadfecpery, uv. evavriwy yehurdy Tov, Je
y_tlwm awoudn u;?:a; Aeywv.—Rhet., 1. iii;, €. xviil.
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or even quite undo, the unfriendly emotions that have been
raised in the .minds of the hearers; or, on the contrary, by
satisfying them of the seriousness of the subject, and ofthe
importance of its consequences, to extinguish the contempt,
ang make the laughter which the antagonist wanted to excite,
appear, when examined, no better than madness.

The second way of silencing. an unfavourable passion or
disposition is by conjuring up some other passion or disposi-
tion whieh may overcome it. With regard to conduct, when-
ever theimind deliberates, it is conscious of contrary mo-
tives impelling it in opposite directions ; .in other words, it
finds that acting thus; would gratify one passion; not acting,
or acting otherwise, would gratify another. To take such a
step, I perceive, would . promote my interest, but derogate
from my honour. Such another will gratify my resentment,
but hurt my interest. When this is the case, as the speaker
can be at no loss to discover the conflicting passions, he must
be sensible that whatever force he adds to the disposition
that favours his design is, in fact, so much subtracted from
the disposition that opposeth it, and conversely; as in the
two scales of a balance, it is equal in regard (o the effect,
whether you add so much weight to one scale, or take it
from the other. ;

Thus we have seen in ‘what manner passion to an absent
object may be excited by eloquence, which, by enlivening
and invigorating the ideas of imagination, makes them re-
semble the impressions of sensejand the traces of memory,
and in this respect hath an effect on the mind similar to that
produced by a telescope on the sight; things remote are
brought near, things obscure rendered conspicueus. We
have seen, also, in what manner a passion already excited
may be calmed; how, by the oratorical magic, as by invert-
ing the ielescope, the object may be again removed and di-
minished. At . :

1t were endless to enumerate all the rhetorical figures that
are adapted to the pathetic. " Let it suffice to say, that mos!.
of those already named may be successfully employed here.
Of others, the principal are these : correction, elimax; vision,
exclamation, apostrophe, and interrogation. - The first three,
correction, elimax, and vision, tend greatly to enliven the
aideas, by the implicit, but animated comparison and opposi-
tion conyeyed in them. Implicit and indirect comparison is
more suitable to the disturbed state of mind required by the
pathetic than that which s explicit and direct. The latter
implies leisure and tranquillity, the former rapidity and fire.
Exclamation and apostrophe aperate chiefly by sympathy, as
they are the most ardent expressions of perturbation in the
speaker. It at first sight appears more difficult to account
for the effect of interrogation, which, being an appeal to the
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hearers, though it might awaken a closer attention, yet could
not, one would imagine, excite in their minds any neyw emo-
tion that was not there before. This, neyertheless, it doth’
excite, through an oblique operation of the same principle.
Such ‘an appeal implies in the orator the strongest confidence
in the rectitude of his sentiments, and in the concurrence of
every reasonable being. The auditors, by sympathizing with
this frame of spirit, find it impracticable to withhold an assent
which is so confidently depended on. But there will be oc-
ceasion afterward for discussing more particularly the rhetor-
ical tropes and figures, when we come 0 treat of elocution.

Thus I have finished the consideration which ‘the speaker
ought to have of his hearers as:men in general ; that is, as
thinking beings endowed with understanding, imagination,
memory, and passions, such as we are conscious of in our-
selves, and learn from the experience of their effects to be
in others. I have pointed out the arts to be employed by
him in engaging all those faculties in his service, that what
he advanceth may not only be understood, 1ot only command
attention, not only be re.nembered, but, which. is the chief
point of all, may interest the heart

CHAPTER VIIL

OF THE CDNSIDER.&TIUH WHICH THE SPEAKER OUGHT TO HAVE
OF THE HEARERS, AS SUCH MEN IN PARTICULAR.

Ir was remarked in the beginning of the preceding chap-
ter, that the hearers ought to be considered in' a twofold view,
as men in general, and as such men in particular. The first
consideration I have despatched ; Inow enter on the second.

When it is affirmed that the hearers are to be considered
as such men in particular, no more is meant thanithat regard
ought to be had by the speaker to the special character of
the andience, as composed of such individuals, that he may
suit himself to them both in his style and in his arguments.*
Now the difference between one audience and anotheris very
great, not only in intellectual, but in‘moral attainments. 1t
may be clearly intelligible to a House of Commons, which
would' appear as if spoken in an unknown tongue to 2 con-
venticle of enthusiasts. It may kindle fury in'the latter,
which would create no emotion in the former but laughter
and contempt. The most obyious difference that appears in
different auditories results' from' the different cultivation of

* He must be “ Orpheus in sylvis, inter delphinas Arion,"—Vira.
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the understanding ; and the influence which this and theif
manner of"life haye, both upon the imagination and upon the
memory., 2

But even in cases wherein the difference in education and
moral culture hath nel been considerable, different habits
afterward contracted, and different accupations in life, give
different propensities; and make one incline more to one pas-
sion, another to another. - They consequently afford the in-
telligent speaker an easier passage to the heart, through the
channel of the favourite passion. Thus liberty and independ-
ence will ever.be prevalent motives witli Republicans, pomp
and splendour with those attached to monarchy. Inmercan-
tile states, such as Carthage among thé ancients, or Holland
among the moderns, interest will'always prove the most co-
gent argument ; in states solely or chiefly conmposed of sol-
diers, such as Sparta and ancient Rome, no inducement will
be found a counterpoise to glory. Similar differences are
also to be made in addressing different classes of men. With
men of genius, the most successful topic will be fame ; with
men of industry, riches ; with men of fortune, pleasure.

But as the characters of audiences may be infinitely diver
sified, and as the influence they ought to have respectively
upon the speaker must be obvious to a person of discernment,
itis sufficient here to have observed thus much in the general
concerning them.

CHAPTER IX.

OF 'THE'CONSIDERATION WHICH THE SPEAKER JUGHT TO HAVE
OF HIMSELF. ¥

Tuelast consideration I mentioned is that which the speaker
ought to have of himself. By this we are to understand, not
that estimate of himself which is derived directly from con-
sciousness or self-acquaintance, but that which is obtained
reflexively from the opinion entértained of him by the hear-
ers, or the character which he bears with them. Sympathy
is‘one main engine by which the orator operates on the pas-
sions.

*“With them who langh our social Joy appears;
With them who mourn we sympathize in tears ;
1f you would have me weep, begin the strain,
Then I shall feel your sorrows, feel your pain.”*

Fraxcis.

“ Ut ridentibus arrident, ita flentibus adfAuent
Humani vultus: Si'vis me flere, dolendiim est
Frimum ipsi tibi: tanc tua me infortunia lmdent.”
Howr., De Arte Poet.
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Whatever, therefore, weakens that principle of sympathy,
must do the speaker unutterable prejudice in respect of his
power over the passions of his audience, but. not in this re-
spect only. One source, at least, of the primary influence of
testimony on faith, is doubtless to be attributéd to the same
communicative principle. At the same time it is certain, as
was remarked above, that eyery testimony doth not equally
attach this prineiple ; that in this particular the reputation of
the attestor hath a considerable power. Now the speaker’s
apparent conviction of .the truth of what he advanceth adds
to all his other arguments an evidence, though not precisely
the same, yet near akin to that of his own testimony.* ‘Ihis
hath some weight even with the wisest hearers, but'is every-
thing with the vulgar. Whatever, therefore, lessens sympa-
thy, must also impair belief. : 3

Sympathy in the hearers to the speaker may be lessened
several ways, chiefly by these two: by a low opinion of: his
intellectual abilities, and by a bad opinion of hisimerals. The
latter is the more prejudicial of the twu.  Men generally will
think themselves in less danger of being seduced by a man
of weak understanding but of distinguished probity, than by
a man of the best understanding,who is of a profligate life.
So much more powerfully do the qualities of the heart attach

us than those of the head. This preference, though it may-

be justly called untaught and instinctive, arising purely: from
the original frame of the mind, reason; or the knowledge of
mankindacquired by experience, instead of weakening, seems
afterward to corroborate. Hence it hath become a common
topie with rhetoricians, that in order to be a successful ora-
tor, one must be a good man ; for to be good is the only sure
way of being long esteemed good, and to be esteemed good
is previously necessary to one's being heard with due attens
tion and regard. Consequently; the topic hath a foundation
in human nature. There are, indeed, other things in the char-
acter of the speaker, which in a less degree will hurt his in-
fluence : youth, inexperience of affairs, former want of sue-
~ess, and the like,

But of all the prepossessions in the minds of the hearers

- which tend to impede or counteract the design of the speak-

er, party spirit, where it happens to prevail, is the most per-
nicious, being at once the most inflexible, and the most un-
just. This prejudice I mention by itself, as those above ire-
cited may have place at any time, and in any national cir-
cumstances. This hath place only when a people is so un-
fortunate as to be torn by faction. In that case,if the speak-
er and the hearers, or the bulk of the hearers, be of contrary

* «Neg illod ql.-ﬁdern preteribo, quam.:p_x'x afferat fidem’ expositioni, nar-
rantis auctoritas,”—QUINT., lib. ivi, cap. ii.
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. parties, their minds will be more prepossessed against him,
though 'his life were ever soblameless, than if he were.a man
of the most flagitious manners; but of the same party. Thi
holds but too much alike of all parties, religious and politi-
cal. Violent party men notonly lose all sympathy with those
of the opposite side, but contract an antipathy to them. This,
on some occasions, even the divinest eloquence will not sur-
mount. ;

- As'to personal prejudicesin general, I shall conclude witt
two remarks.  The first is, the 'more gross the hearers are.
80 much: the more susceptible they are of siich prejudices
Nothing exposes the mind' more to all their baneful influen-
ces than ignorance and rudeness ; the rabble chiefly consider

_who speaﬁs, men of sense and education what is spoken.

. Nor are the multitude, to do them justice, less excessive in
their leve than in their hatred, in their attachments than in
their aversions.  From a consciousness, it would seem, of
their own incapacity to guide themselves, they are ever prone

THE PHILOSOPHY OF RHETORIC.

blindly to submit to the.guidance of some popular orator,,

who hath had the address, first, either to gain'their approba-
tion' by his real'or pretended virtues, or,"which is the easier
Way, to recommend himself to their esteem by a flaming
zeal for their favourite distinctions, and afterward by his elo-
quence to work upon their passions. At the same time, it
must be ackinowledged, on the ' other hand, that even men of
the mostimproved intellects and most refined sentiments are
not-altogether beyond the reach of preconceived opinion, ei-
ther in the speaker’s favour or to his prejudice. ;
The second remark is, that when the opinion of the audi-
ence is unfavourable, the speaker hath need to be much more
cautious in every step he takes, to show more modesty, and
greater deference to the judgment of his hearers ; perhaps, in

order to win them, he may #ind it necessary to make some -

concessions in relation to his former principles or conduct,
and:to entreat their attention from pure regard to the subject,
that, like men of judgment and candour, they would impar-
tially consider what is said, and give a welcome reception to
truth; from what quarter soever it proceed. 'Thus he must
attempt, if possible, to mollify them, gradually to insinuate
himself into their favour, and thereby impereeptibly to trans-
fuse his'sentiments and passions into their minds,

Thie man who enjoys' the advantage of popularity needs
not this caution. - 'The minds of his auditers are perfectly at-
tuned'to'his. They are prepared for adopting implicitly his
opinions, and accompanying him in all his most passionate
excursions. - When the people are willing to run’with you,
you may runas fast as you can, especially when the case re.
quires impetuosity and despateh. But if you find in/them no
sneh ardour, if it 18 not even:without reluctance that they are

e
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induced to walk with you, you must slacken your pace and
keep them company, lest they either stand still or turn back.,
Different rules are' given by rhetoricians as adapted to differ-
ent circumstances.  Differences in this respect are number-
less. It is enough here to have observed those principles in
the mind on which the rules are founded. i

CHAPTER X.

THE DIFFERENT KINDS OF PUBLIC SPEAKING IN USE AMONG THE
MODERNS, COMPARED, WITH A VIEW TO THEIR DIFFERENT AlJ-
"VANTAGES IN RESPECT TO ELOQUENCE.

Tre principal sorts of discourses which here demand our
notice, and on which I intend to make some observations, are
the three following : the orations delivered at the bar, those.
pronounced in'the senate; and those spoken from the pulpit. -
I do not make a separate article of the speeches delivered
by judges to their colleagues on the bench, because, though
there be something peculiar here, arising from the difference
in character that subsists between the judge and the pleader,
in all the other material eircumstances, the persons addressed,
the subject, the occasion, and the purpose in speaking, there
is in these two sortsia perfect coincidence.  In like manner,
I forbear to mention the theatre, because so entirely dissim-
ilar, both in form and in kind, as hardly to be capable of a
place in the comparison. Besides, it is‘only a cursory view
of the chief differences, and not a critical examination of
them all that is here proposed, my design being solely to
assist the mind both in apprehending rightly, and in applying
properly, the principles above laid down. In this respect,
the present discussion will setve to exemplify and illusirate
those principles. - Under these five particulars, therefore, the
speaker, the hearers or persons addressed, the subjeet; the
occasion, and the end' in view, or the effect intended to be
preduced by the discourse, 1 shall range, for order's sake, the
remarks I intend to lay hefore the reader.

SECTION T.
IN REGARD TO ‘THE SPEAKER.

Tue first, consideration is that of the character to be sus-
tained by the speaker:: It was remarked in general, in the
preceding chapter, that for promoting the success of the ora-
tor (whatever be the kind of public speaking in which he. is
concerned), it is a matter of Lsome consequence, that in the
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opinion of those whom he addresseth, he is both a wise and
a good man. But, though this in some measure holds uni-
versally, nothing is more certain than that the degree of con-
sequence which lies in their opinion. is exceedingly different
in the different kinds. In each it depends chiefly on two cir-
cumstances, the nature of his profession as a public speaker,
and the character of those to whom his discourses are ad-

_dressed.

As to the first, arising from the nature of the profession, it
will not admit of ‘a question that the preacher hath in this
respect the most difficult task, inasmuch as he hath a charac-
ter to support which is ‘much more ‘easily injured than that
either of the senator or of the speaker at the bar. No doubt
the reputation of capacity, experience in affairs, and as much
integrity as'is thought attainable by‘those called men of the
world, will add weight to the words of the senator; that of
skill in his profession, and fidelity in his representations, will
serve'to recommend what is spoken by the lawyer at the bar:
but if these charagters in general remain unimpeached, the
public will be sufficiently indulgent to both in every other re-
spect.  On the contrary, there is little or no indulgence; in
regard to his own failings, to be expected by the man who is
professedly a sort of authorized censor, who hath it in charge
to mark and reprehend the faults of others ; and even in the
execution of this so ticklish a part of his office, the least ex-
cess: on either hand exposeth him to censure and dislike:
Too much lenity is enough to stigmatize him as lukewarm
in the cause of virtue, and too much severity as a stranger
to the spirit of the Gospel, :

But let us eonsider more directly what is implied in the
character, that we may better Jjudge of the effect it have
on the expectations and demands.of- the people; and, conse-
quently, on his publie teaching. Tirst, then, 1t is a character
of.some authority, as it is of one educated for a plrpose so
important as that of a teacher of religion. This authority,
however, from the nature of the function, must be tempered
With moderation, candour, and benevolence. The preacher
of the Gospel,-as the very terms import, is the minister of
grace, the herald of Divine mercy to ignorant, sinful, and
erring men. The magistrate, on: the contrary (under which
term may be included secular judges and counsellors of every
denomination), is the minisier of Divine justice and of wratl.
He beareth not the sword in vain.* He is, on the part of Heav-
en, the avenger of the society with whose ‘protection he is

‘intrusted, against all who invade itg rights. The first oper-

ates chiefly on our love, the second on our fear. Minister of

religion, like angel of God, is a name that ought to canvey

.the idea of something endearing and attractive: whereas the

* Rom, xiii,, 4,
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title minister of justiceinvariably suggests the notion of some-
thing awlul and unrelenting.  In the former, even his indig-
nation against sin ought to be surmounted by his pity of the
condition, and concern for the recovery of the sinner. Though
firm in deelaring the will of God, though steady in maintain-
ing the cause of truth, yet mild in his addresses to the peo-
ple, condeseending to' the weak, using rather entreaty than
command, beseeching them by the lowliness and gentleness
of Christ, knowing that {he servant of the Lord must not strive,
but be gentle to all men,apt to teach; patient,in meefness inslruct-
ing those that oppose themselves.® “He must be. grave without
moroseness, cheerful without levity. And even in setting,
before his people the terrors of the Lord, affection ought
manifestly to: predominate in the warning which he is com-
pelled to give.. From these few hints, it plainly appears that
there is a certain delicacy in the character of a preacher
which he is never at liberty totally to everlook, and to which,
if there appear anything incongruous; either inhis condiet
or in his public: performances, it will never fail to injure their
effect. On the contrary, it is well known that as, in the
other professions, the_speaker’s private, life is but very little
minded, so there are many things which, though they would
be accounted nowise unsuitable from the bar or in the senate,
would be deemed altogether unbefitting the pulpit. :

It ought not to be overlooked, on the other hand, that there
is one peculiarity in the lawyer’s professional character
which is unfavourable to conviction, and consequently gives
him some disadvantage both of the senator and the preacher.
‘We know that he must defend his client, and argue on the
side on which he is retained. We know, also, that a tri-
fling and accidental circumstance, which nowise affects the
merits of the cause, such as a prior application from the ad-
verse party, would probably’ have made him employ the
same acuteness and display the same fervour on the oppo-
site side of the question. ~This circumstance; thongh' not
considered as a fault in the character of the man, but as a
natural, because an ordinary, consequent of the office, cannot
fail, when reflected on; to make us shyer of yielding our as-
sent. It removes entirely what was obseryed in the prece-
ding chapter to be of great moment, our belief of the speaker’s
sineerity. This belief can hardly be rendered compatible
with the knewledge that both truth and right are so common-
ly and avewedly sacrificed to interest. 1 acknowledge that
an uncommon share of eloquence will earry off the minds of
most people from'attending to this circumstance, or, at least,
from paying any regard toit. Yet Antony is represented by
Cicerof as thinking the advocate’s reputation so delicate,

%2 Tim;, i, 24, 25.

 De Orat,, lib. i, Ergo ista studia non improbo, moderata mod6, sint.
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tations with his friends is sufficient to hut it, and, conse-
quently, to affect the credibility of his pleadings.  Surely the
barefaced prostitution of his talents (and in spite of its com-
monness, what else can we call it?) in supporting indiffer-
ently, as pecuniary considerations determine him, truth or
falsehood, justice or injustice, must have a still worse .effect
on the opinion of his hearers.

It was affirmed that the consequence of the speaker’s own
character in furthering or hindering his success, depends in
some measure on the character of those whom he address-
eth. Here, indeed, it will be found, on inquiry, that the
preacher labours under a manifest disddvantage. = Most con-
gregations are of that kind, as will appear from the article
immediately succeeding, which, agreeably to an ebservation
made in the former chapter, very much considers sho
speaks ; those addressed from the bar orfin the senate con-
sider more what is spoken. :

. SECTION II.
IN REGARD TO THE PERSONS ADDRESSED.

-Tre second particular mentioned as a ground of compari-
son is the consideration of the character of the hearers, or,
more properly, the persons addressed. The necessity which
a speaker is.under of ‘suiting himself to his audience, both
that he may be understood by them, and that his words may
haye influence upon them, is a maxim so evident as to need
neither proof ner illustration. : g

Now the first remark that claims our attention here is, that
the more mixed the auditory is, the greater is the diffieulty
of speaking to them with effect. The reason is obvious:
what will tend to favour your success with one, may tend to
obstruct it with another. The more various, therefore, the
individuals are in'respect of age, rank, fortune, edueation,
prejudices, the more delicate must be the art of preserving

that the practice of amusing himself in ,Ehilﬁsbphical dispi:

‘propriety in an address to the whole. The pleader has, in

this respect, the simplest and the easiest task of all; the
judges to whom his oration is addressed being commonly
men of the same rank, of similar education, and not differing
greatly in respect of studies or attainments. The difference
in these respects:is much more considerable when he ad-

_ dresses the jury. A speaker in the Honse of Peers hath not

80 mixed an auditory as one who harangues in the House of
Commons. And even here, as all the members may be sup-
posed to have been educated as gentlemen, the audience is

Opinionem istorum studiotorum, et suspicionem omnibum artificii apud'eos
quires judicent, oratori adversariam esse arbitror. Imminnit enim et orato-
Tis anctoritatem, et orationis fidem. ;
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not nearly so promiscuous as were the popular assemblies
of Athens and of Rome, to which their'demagogues declaim-
ed with so much veliemence and so wonderful success. Yet
even of these, women, minors, and servanis made no part.
We may, therefore, justly reckon a Christian congregation
3 in a populous and flourishing city, where there is a great va-
] riety in rank and education, to be of all audiences the most
i promiscuous. And though it is impossible that, in so mixed
; a multitude, .everything that is advanced by the speaker
should, both in sentiment and in expression,; be adapted to the
apprehension of every individual hearer, and fall in with his
particular prepossessions, yet it may-be expected that what-
ever is advanced shall be within the reach of every class of
hearers, and shall not unnecessarily shock the innocent prej-
udices of any. This is still, however, to be understood with
the exception of mere children, fools, and a few others, who,
through the total neglect of parents or guardians in their ed-
ucation, are grossly ignorant. Such, though in the audience,
are not to be considered as constituting a part of it. But
i how great is the attention requisite in-the speaker in such
i an assembly, that while, on the one hand, he avoids, either
in style or in 8entiment, soaring above: the capacity of the
B lower class, he may not, on the other, sink below the regard
| of the higher. To attain simplicity withont flatness, delicacy:
g without refinement; perspicuity without recurring to low idi-
1 oms and similitudes, will require his utmost care.
3 _Another remark on this article that.deserves our notice is,
[ that. the less improved in knowledge and discernment the
hearers are, the easier it is for the speaker to work upon
their passions, and; by working on their passions, to obtain
| _ his end. This, it must be owned, appears, on the other hand,
i to give a considerable advantage to the preacher, as in no
I congregation can the bulk of the people be regarded as on a
I footing, in point of improvement, with either house of Parlia-
ment, or with the judges in.a court of judicature. It s cer-
tain, that the more. gross the hearers are, the more avowedly |
may you address yourself to their passions, and