Hume: 1711-76 – Continued Empiricism (All knowledge originates in sensory experience.)

Focus points: 

1. Knowledge and nature of the self

2. causality

3. Induction

4. God

5. External world

4 Assumptions

1. Thought, knowledge, belief, conception, judgment, consist in having ideas.

2. Ideas derive from sense impressions or inner feelings and are copies of them (e.g., perceptions)

3. To claim existence is to make a “factual” claim.

4. Factual claims can be verified and established only by 1) observation 2) causal inference from what is observed.

Kant: 1724 –1 – The mind imposes form and order on objects of experience in order to even have an experience: He is very precise about how he understands experience per se.

We have knowledge of objects outside the mind only insofar as they are experienced / experiencable, not as they are “in themselves.”

Categories / principles: are discoverable by reason and always apply to objects of experience because the mind structures the raw sense data given to us by our sense organs in sensory intuition.

Without the ordering of the categories of the mind, there is no such thing as experience.  We may have a random, chaotic flux of raw sense data, but not experience.  

Chaotic stimulation does not equal experience.

Hume:  Quarter experiment

Assumption #4  - the quarter exists according to #4, but what exactly do you observe?

Your position with regard to the quarter determines what you observe, but the quarter itself does not change.

Therefore: the quarter (thing in itself) is not what you observe

Therefore: Hume says you observe your sense impressions not the quarter itself.

Therefore: Any justification for the quarter’s existence can only come from a causal inference, not from your direct observations of the quarter itself.  (i.e., the impressions.

Existence can only come from a causal inference from your observations.  You infer from your sense impressions that there is some distinct thing in itself (distinct from your impressions) that causes these impressions, and that thing is supposed to be the quarter itself. 

Quote p. 92

Therefore if assumption 1 and 2 are the case

Quote #2 p. 92

The self or the mind:

Our idea of “self” is a non-changing non material substance within us.

Hume says we have no knowledge of such a substance.  We don’t ever have an idea of the mind, since ideas do not go beyond sense impressions.

We do not have “sense impressions” of the mind

Quote p 93

Hume: cause- effect

We do not experience a necessary connection between a cause and its effect.

There is no proof that the cause actually produced the effect in our experience.

The most we can see is a nearness in space and succession in time with a memory of a constant conjunction of similar things in our past experience.

Hume thinks that “necessity” is something in the mind not objects.

He does not observe causation itself.

Quote p 94

The issue is this:  Given his 4 tenants, there is no rational justification that the future will resemble the past because the supposition cannot be proved through experience.

Kant  There are ordering principles of the mind!

All knowledge begins with experience, OK, but does it arise from experience?

This is confusing:  Try – It is experience that is the occasion for the awakening of the mind, but once awakened, themind is no longer limited to what it has throught experience because:

There are constituents of experience that are  and must order experience; otherwise we do not have experiences per se.

This knowledge applies universally to all experience; rather than mere random sensation, which does not qualify for experience.

Would you ever experience anything outside of space and time?  Space and time is different from qualities like hot and green and stinky.

What is wrong with Hume’s principles is according to Kant is that perceptions (Hume’s impressions) must e preconditioned by space and time.  That is, structured and ordered, so that they can be conceptualized and unified.

Perceptions (sensation) without concepts are blind.

Whatever we have in an “unconceptualized entity” is not “experience” for experience there must be a unity.

EX. an auto focus camera perceives, but it does not conceptualize, so it does not experience.

So perceptions, to be experience, must be unified  or connected in our consciousness, and such conceptualization and unification conform to certain rules.

For example:  Cause

Change needs a cause to happen.  If our knowledge of cause were from observation only, we could not be sure (Hume) that of this fact.

Kant says that to even conceptualize something as ‘changed’ we must conceptualize it as ‘caused’ first.  This principle is given by the mind already in order to structure the raw data of sense experience.

To speak of a random chaotic flux of sensation is not to even recognize change, it is not to even have something we can name “experience.”
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