History of Philosophy: Ren.-En.; Prof. Boedeker 
Worksheet on Hume, Inquiry and A Treatise of Human Nature, pp. 550-572
1. What’s Hume’s “beef” with the form of skepticism, like Descartes’, that’s “antecedent to all study and philosophy”?  How can this form of skepticism be moderated?

2. How does Hume regard the form of skepticism that’s “consequent to all science and inquiry”?  In particular, what implications does this have for our knowledge of the existence of physical objects?  
3. What’s Hume’s evaluation of Berkeley on abstract ideas (footnote 32 on p. 552 and footnote 34 on p. 552)?

4. What’s “the great subverter of Pyrrhonism, or the excessive principles of skepticism” (p. 554)?  (Note that Hume here makes no distinction between Pyrrhonian and Academic skepticism.)  Why?
5. Hume favors a third kind of skepticism (besides antecedent and consequent): mitigated skepticism.  What’s this, and what’s its relation to radical skepticism?
6. The last paragraph of Hume’s Inquiry contains a view not far from the philosophy of public education of the United States.  (Think of what you learned in high school, and how few students study philosophy in college.)  What does Hume think should be committed “to the flames”?  Has he left out anything important?

*7. What’s Hume’s argument that we can have no idea of substance – including thinking substance – other than that of individual sensations (pp. 558f)? 

8. What’s Hume’s “take” on the mind-body distinction?  In particular, what would he make of Descartes’ effort to locate a point of contact between mind and body (in the pineal gland)?

*9. What’s Hume’s criterion of identity (first 3 full sentences on p. 567)?  Why is this criterion Empiricist?

*10. What’s Hume’s argument against the belief in personal identity (p. 567)?

11. What does Hume think that we are (p. 567)?  What does he find misleading in the “mind as a kind of theater” analogy?
*12. What’s Hume’s first reason why we believe – falsely – that we’re the same person from one moment to the next (pp. 567-8)?

13. Recall Locke’s criteria of identity for identity of substances, in particular, identity of bodies – which he takes to be identity of matter.  On p. 568, Hume takes this to be the only criterion for the identity of any material objects, and argues that neither plants nor animals are strictly speaking the same from one moment to the next.  On pp. 568-9, Hume then gives a number of factors that make us inclined to attribute identity: contiguity of parts, relation of changing part to whole, gradualness or insensibility of a part’s change, reference of parts to a common end or purpose, causal reciprocity among parts, resemblance [= “specific identity”] among numerically distinct things, and similarity of the parts.  What’s the point of enumerating these factors?

*14. In dealing with personal identity, Hume begins again with Locke’s criterion for identity of substances, and applies it to personal identity (p. 570).  What conclusion does he come to about personal identity?  What’s his argument for this conclusion?

*15. Recall that Locke holds that a person actually extends as far as his or her direct consciousness of perceptions, including memories.  Hume believes that memories do give rise to our idea that we’re the same person (pp. 570-1).  How does he think this works?

*16. On p. 570, Hume appears to change his tune on the issue of personal identity.  Here he argues that “memory does not so much produce as discover personal identity by showing us the relation of cause and effect among our different perceptions” (p. 571).  What does he mean here?  What do you make of the argument?  Do you have any ideas about why he might have gone back on his earlier denial of personal identity? 

17. What’s Hume’s final conclusion on the issue of personal identity, especially his statement that such questions “are to be regarded rather as grammatical than as philosophical difficulties”?

18. What’s the point of Hume’s example about the oyster in long footnote 3 (p. 572)?
