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TO THE MENTAL CONSTITUTION. 161

the thought of the antecedent should suggest the
thought of the consequent, is one mental pheno-
menon. That the knowledge of the antecedent
having anew taken place, should induce the cer-
tainty, that the consequent must have taken place
also, 1s another mental phenomenon. We cannot
confound these two, without being involved in the
idealism of Hume or Berkeley. Were the mere
thought of the consequent all that was to be account-
ed for, we need not go farther than to the law of
association. But when to the existence of this
thought, there is superadded a belief in the reality of
its archetype, a distinct mental phenomenon comes
into view, which the law of association does not
explain ; and which, for aught that the analysts of
the mind have yet been able to trace or to discover,
is an ultimate principle of the human understanding.
This belief, then, is one thing. But ere we can
make out an adaptation, we must be able to allege
at least two things. And they are ready to our
hands—for, in addition to the belief in the subjective
mind, there is a correspondent and counterpart
reality in objective nature. If we have formerly
observed that a given antecedent is followed by a
certain consequent, then, not only does the idea of
the antecedent suggest the idea of the consequent ;
but there is a belief, that, on the actual occurrence
of the same antecedent, the same consequent will
follow over again. And the consequent does fol-
low; or, in other words, this our instinctive faith
meets with its unexpected fulfilment, in the actual
course and constancy of nature. The law of asso-
ciation does of itself, and without going further,



	LinkTextBox: http://www.geology.19thcenturyscience.org/books/1853-Chalmers-NatTheo/README.htm


