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than Succeﬂ?ﬂﬂ of Ideas.

Duratton is mfnﬁfméafe without the atlual
Exiftence of the things them(elves, by
whofe  Motions it is meafured.

Hence it may be concluded, all Knowledge
15 not dertved from Senfation i Three

Irzﬁmzce:.

CHAP XV

Of Duration and Expanfion confi-
dered together.

N what they agree : Enumerated nd
Explained.
In what they difagree Enumerated and
Explained. .
Extenfun of Spirits is as conceivable as
of Motion.

CHAZP XVI
Of Number.

Umber what 2 Not an Idea.
Why Demonstratian - tn Nums-
ber more exaét than in Figure.
Why diftintt Names or Figures necefJary
i Numbering,
D:ftinfé Names for great round Num~
bers very ufeful,
Number meafures all things, explain’d.

CHAP XVIL
Of Infinity.

Hat the Words Finite and In-
V finice fignify Originally ;

theugh that s ng very material En-
qm‘fy.

Infinity may be as properly attributed to
God’s Wifdom: and Power, as 1o bis
Duration and Ubiquity.

The way we gain the Notion of Infinity.

The Power cjg forming that Netion not de-
rived from the Senfes.

Wiy we dor't attribute Tofinity 1o fingle
RQualities, as we do to Space, Du-
ration and Number,

Infinity of Space and Space Infinite,
a very nice difpméion and needlefs ;
becaufe Infinity is no Idea, bm 4
Rational Deduttion,

Though we can have no Pofitive Idea of
Infinity, yet we may have-a pofitive rea-
Jon ta believe a thing 45 infinite,

No negative Ideas.

CHAP XVIIL
Of other Simple Modes.
Slmpfe Modes only fingle Qualities -

ried, but not Simple Ideas ; par=
ticularly explamed. |

CHAP XIX

Of the Modes of Thinking.

MOde: of ﬁiﬂfii?zg are ngt Simplc
{deas.

What Senfation i,

What R emembrance.

Recollection what, and how diftinguiflyd
from R emembrance. >

Contemplacion, whar.

Refvery, a French Word, Expluned,

Attention, what,

Intention, what.

Ercam}ng,fwbar.
lone of thefe Modes of Thyy ms zain’
ty Reflexion, f Thirkig gai'd

Think.



The

CONTENT..

Thinking may be the Effence of the Soul,
though it be an Athom. W hether
Self-activity, as tncluding both T bk
ing and Notom, be not the Elfential
Property of a Spirity deferves to be
confider’d.

CHAP XX
Of Modes of Pleafure and Pain.

‘W YLeafure and Pan wit Ideas, only

. Modes of Sepfatian fo named,

Good and Evil defi'd by this Author,
but lable 1o Exception, and why;
Explain'd.

CHAP. XXI. Mifprinted XIX.
Of Power.

HE Signification of the word Power
explain’d,

Liberty and Neceflity what, Bxplain’'d.

The way we come to know the Powers of
Subbances.

Powers nothing really but the Properties tn
Subftances, whether Active or Paffive,

Attrve Power properly only in Spirits.

The Will, what. |

The Undetftanding, what.

This Author’s Defintion of Liberty ex-
ceptionable,

Liberty not a Power, but only the Ab-
[encey Defelt or Sufpenfim of a Power
in any Agenty diftint} from that Agent
which bhas Power.

Liberty of the Will not dergatory to the
Omuipotency of God.

The occafson of the miftake, that the Will
2 not ﬁ'ee.

The plain frate of the Queftion about the
Liberty of the Will,

The Lfber{y of the Will vindicated from
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2. Knowledge of Coexiftence.

No Kuowledge of Subffances in this duthor’s
daccennt,

His meaning therein explained ?

Every ones Knowledge of Subflances extends as
far s his Experience, and fo far is ascer-
tain as Iatuitive and Demonftrative.

3. Relative Knowledse.

Knowledge of Relation veryimproveable indeed,
but not in 1deal Relations only.

Demonfiration in Morality of little or nowfe,
and why.

This Anthor owns Demonflration in Morality not
to be boped fory and why,

4. Knowledge of Exutence.

The Caufes of Ignorance.

1. want of ldeas.

The truc reafon of Ignorance well explained by
this Author in two particulars.

2d. Reafon of Igmorance want of difcoverable
Connexion.

Knowledge inMathematical AMarters either no
better than Verbal, or Mutable,

3d. Canfe of Ignorance, want of tracing Ideass
explained.

Abftract Mathematicks zor [0 wfefwl 2 genc-
rally efieemed.

CHAP IV.

Of the Reality of our Knowledge.
His Author’s own Objeitions againft the
Realsty of Knowledge according to his
Principles.
His own Anfwer to thofe Objeltions examined.
The Conformity between \deas, and the things
:Z' which they are the Ideas, not difcoverable
y his Principles.
No Ideas real, on my dwthor’s Principles.
As to Simple Ideas, there are none fuch.
As toComplexIdeas of mixed Modes,none fuch.
The Author’s Evafion, retorted.
This farther urged by the Author and anfwer'd.
Another Objeftion anfwered.
An Evafion of the Authors not confiffent.
why no real Knowledge of Subftances, according
%o his Principles.
All Knowledge whatever is of Subflances, Modes
and their Relations.
The Mifunderflanding in this whole Matter
cleared.
All the Confufion is from his new Senfe of Words.
The Inflance of Changelings confider’a.
The Inflance of Monfixous Births confider’d ¢
Recapitulation.

CHAP V.

Of Trath in Geperal.

Hat Truth s in the Author’s Accownt.
The common Definition of Truth.

The differences between the two Dzﬁm’ﬁu: of
Truth, at large explain'd,

why it's hard to trear of Mental Prafaﬁrim.r
explained.

Mental Propofitions explaincd by an inflance of
the Author’s.

(C)

Demona
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Demonflration can never be meerly by ldeas.

An Objectionof the Author’s anfwered. by hims-
felf, but ot fully, ‘

The 1dea of s Centaut is as capable of Exiflence
as of Man (that is) neither of thent are at
all capable,

Conclufion,

CHAP VL

Of Univerfal Propofitions, their Truth and
Certainty.

Hat Univer(al Propofitions are.
Univer(al Propofitions may be formed
witheus words 5 explained,
Certainty either of Truth or Knowledge.
General Propofitions may be as certasnly known
20 be true, sbowt Swbflamces, as Mathema-
tical Propofisions. _
The word Triangle és a common Name, juft as
Gold #. ’ .
Two good Reafons of this Anthor’s why we ¢an’
know all the Propgriies of swbftances 5 ex-
plained.

E—

CHAP. VIL

Of Maxims.
Hat ss commonly meant by Maxims.
The Certainty of them, or anyother
Propofitions, cannot be known by this Authoy’s

way of Idcas. _
AlObjeitions againft them and their ufe clear'd,

——

CHAP. VIL

Of Tufling Propofitions.
Hat this Awthor calls fuch, proved nos
fich ; but ave the molt ufeful sexplain.
ek pargicularly,

pam—

CHAP IX

of our Knowledge of Exiftence.
Sfences of things don’t concern Exiftence s
E

txpiu'ne'd.
ences are not Ideass explained inall par-
ticwlars,
Effences in Nitural things not made by ue.
E[fences do comcern Exiltence g tho not owzed fo
by this Author.

General propofitions concern real Exiftence.

Particular Propofitions [uppofe Exiitence,

Exiltence of things is known, but mot meerzy by
Ideas,

The Exiftence of GOD, kwown, but not by
the way of 1deas.

CHAP X

Of our Knowledge of the Exiftence of GoD.
TH E Author’s Argument %0 prove the
Exiflence of GOD.,

That Argwment wonld have all its force without
going ¥o the Notion of Eternity.

St. Paul's Argument the bef?,

Two Arguments againft it anfwered ¢

This Author’s Argument to prove that Master
¢amnot Think, or produce T houghe,  ex-
plain’d and unanfwerable.

The whole force of the author's Argument to
prove the Exiftence of GOD, put into the
Jorm of a syllogifm, and wnan[werable, upon
Suppofition of the Truth of our Senfes and
other Facwlties s but mot elfe.

The Effets of Wifdomn and Power in 4} partsof
the world confirm the belief of GOD’s
Exiﬂ'EnCE-

The Powers of our own Minds confirm ‘st

The force of every one of this Author’s Pra:poﬁ-
sions enervatedy by yefolving all Ceppyir.

¢y meerly into Ideas s parricular/ :
The Conclufion, 44 1y explained,

_—

CHAP Xx

OfourKnowledge ofExiftence of other things,

T 75 impolfible to come to the Knowledge of ouy
ownyor GODsExiftence or the Truz), of any

Propofitions whatever, withous Suppofing or
Proving the realExiftence of things witheut 4

Al the Arguments afed by thie Author n;
prove the Exiffence of things without 44
and Truth of our Senfes, [uppofe the wr_;
Queflion 5 explained diftinitly,

His way of convincing the Sceptick fsppo fes the
Queflion,

The Certainty of owrSenles the Foundatisy of all
Knowledge,

The Teffimony of owr Senfes, not always limited
#o aitualSenfation for the Proving Truth,

Conclufion.  Two [fort of Propofitions knswable
but neither of them, but upon [sppifition of
the trath of our Senfes, andreal Exiflence
of things withous wus. Chap,
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CHAP XIL

Of the Improvement of our Knowledge.

HE #fe of Maxims #ot fairly reprefented
bythu Author.

The Ufe of them fairly reprefented. |

The Author's Que[tions abost the ufe of Maxims
anfwered?

The Author’s Repre[entation of the danger of
Principles not juft. o

*Tis as dangerous te deny all Principles, asto
embrace fulfe Principles. .

This Author’s Propo[al for gaining Certainiy
withowt any Principles or Prrﬁ:ppaﬁnms
examined, and proved o be either the old
Method in anew Drefs of words, or necd-
lefs.

The old Method of gaining Knowledge in Morxal
Matters explained two ways.

why the Clearne[s of Mathematical Demon-
Jirations not immitable in Morality, traly
reprefented,

T&é‘lﬁdyfaf tmprevement in Watural Philofophy
wmuch the fame with that in Morality evinced.

Tis cher %o go ﬂf&m the common principleson
which all Mankind have agreed, thamw offer
te doubt of every thing.

This Author’s Cantions againft Hypotheles in
Natural Philofophy very goody but now-a-
days almoft meedlefs, ‘

Conclufion.  Experimental Philofophy ufeful,
though it cannot make our Knowledge of
subflances adequate. '

Mathematical Demonfirations , when applied
to Particulars for Ufe, not (o abfolutely cer-
tain as gemerally believed s this explained,

CHAP XIL

Some farther Confiderations concerning our
Knowledge.

QT wholly wolumtary, or wholly inve-
lumtary.

CHAP. XIV.
Of Judgment.
ow ]ud gmg cﬂm:nwu:y dfﬁnfd.

How dcfined by this Author.
The Difference between the Definitions.

CHAP. Xv,
Of Probability.

HE Bounds of Certainty, s affigned by
this Auther examined in the Parti-
culars Knowable.

we can't [o much as know or be cersain of our
own EXiftence, nor our own Perceptions, mor
General Propofitions, nor the Exiffence of
Ged, morthe Exiffence of things without us,
nor the Truth of Mathematical Propofirions
meerly by ldeas.

Probability defincd by this Author.

The Notation of the word Probable teo much
limited by this Author, though oftem taken
in his Senfe of it.

That may be certain to one, which is only pro-
bable #0 amsther , and improbable ¢o 4
Third Perfon.

Faith, Belicving or affenting, may be on as
certain Grownds as any [ort of Kmowledge 5
aud therefore thofe words too much limited
by this Author,

The Grounds of Probabilisy.

What makes Teflimony of others more or lefs
credible.

Before Affent the Grounds of Probability [lowld
be examined in Matters of Importance.
The Opinion of others, though no Grouwnd of
Certainty, yet it may be of Probability 4

explained, why.

CHAP. XVIL

Of the Degrees of Affent :
H E Evils of Scepticifm and wrong Prin-
ciples compared ?

Probability of Two forts, or im Two Cafes,

Three Degrees of Probability as good as Cer-
tainty, and Inflances given by the Author
to explain it,

The Cafes in which Fudgment is moft ne-
ceffary.

Traditional Teftimony, the le[s valid the far-
ther from the Original, proved not always
true.

Analogy the only Rule of Probability in things
that don't occur to the Semfes.

Miracles not the lefs credible for éeing con=
trary to common Experience.

Revealed Propofitions may be certain becaufe
artefled ty GOD. ,

Thi
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This Point not [ully explained by this author,

How commonly Perfons [atisfy themfelves of
the Certainty of Divine Revelaticnm,

Eye-witne(fes of Miracles may be afcertained
in their Fairh

Such s were not Eye-witnef[es may be s cer-
taim asof amy thing elfe they did not [ee,

Sach a Certainty leaves no Grownd for a ra-
tionsl Difbelicf or Doubt.

CHAP XVIL

_ ~ Of Reafon.
HE [everal Significations of that word.
The Awther treats of it here only as
a Facalty,

The Necelfisy of this Facwlty.

This Facnlty canmot be exercifed without Pre-
[wppefitions.

The Autbhor’s Definition of Reafon,

The Vwlgar Definition of Reafon.

The Difference between the Definitions explain’d.

All the Author's Argumenss againft the Yfefui-
nefs.of Syllagi[ms amfiwered.

where Reafon fdlls.

Neither Intuitive #or Demonftrative Know-
ledpe real, sbithowe Suppofition of things
really exiffing without ws.

Rational Kmowledge farther extended than the
Agreement or Difagreement of ldeas,

Fudgment af larger Extent thanm affigned by
this_Author.

Four [orts of Arguments commonly wled. The
Particulars cxp;'aimds and not [o ufelefs
as'he reprefenss them. '

It cannot be proved meerly by Ideas, what
things are according to, above, or conmtrary
fo Reafonm.

Another Seufe of the word Realon, as eppofed
v Faith, very properly affign'd by shis Author,

—

CHAP XVIL

Of Faith and Realon and their diftin&
* Provinces.

‘I‘ His Awthor’s Definitions of Faith and
Realon, and the common Definitions
of them cowipared.

Several Obfervations of this Awthor examined

and cxplained.

No need of either new or old Simple Ideas in

order 2o Supcrnarural Kmowleage :

Traditional Kuowledge not (o sertain as Imme-

diate Revelation or Rational Deduitions, ond
wb)r. But this muf be limited to Tradi-
tional Revelation only.

No Revelation againf clear Reafon, and why s
but t:b'ier Author’s Reafons not [o plain oy nm:
W‘#C:ﬂgo

An Inference thence 9f the Amthor's eXamined
A Caution velating 50 the Holy S:ripmru.

Rational Faith and Divine Fajtly only n’mﬁ-;
in Degrees of Evidence, not always in the
Aatter.

The Ufe of Reafon and Humane Teflintany doth
riof make & Propofition the lefs credsble.

The Difference between immediate spd mediate
Divine Revelation explained by a Compa-
ﬂﬁmﬂ .’T:; fo [mall a5 to make no Dz_'f}rm;g
ak al in the Grownd oy Reafs
P . r fom of Hemane

what things are
when revealed.

No clear Account given by this Author, noy
can be by his Principles, why we fbould think
any Reveal'd Propofition certain ; &c&#f:
wWe can never be certainthat it was reveald,

How this is commonly ffated, or why Revesled
Propofitions muy be certainly knows to be tyye,

properly Matters of Faith

e
—

‘CHAP XX

Of x?ronngﬂ'cnt or Error,
Our Reafons of Eryor affipned b
F thor,and explain'd &ﬁfﬂt‘tfgf 3 tni :f;;f ‘:
A Maserial Queflion farted by the guchyy dfgf
the Ignorance of [everal Perfons, and ;‘;fwg..
ral Conntries, in Matteys of Religion ; buz
not fully anfiwvered by bim, or can indeed b
his Principles, 7
How thet Queftion is anfwerable by ogheys,
The Conclufion,  This Author’s new way for pre-
wum;g .E;:%rr, [ummarily reviewd, axd
roved infafficient im all fo
f’ra}.ﬂﬁfiam. Jr"'-‘ s C‘f“ nd
How others that don’t go upon thefe 1deal prip-
ciples, [atisfy themjelves in the Certainty of
propqﬁrmm, expinined particularly and dyé
finctly,

CHAP Xxx

Of the Divifion of the Sciences,

A N lExp!,-'c:lmm of the Anthor’s pgashod of
smproving Knewledge, and his schewse
particwlarly for Logicks.

OF,
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