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INTRODUCCION.

n’dadb pie




dicho de una manera mds simple: el hecho de que alguien observe

uno o mil ‘cisnes:blancos, racionalmente no. lo-autoriza a’“conce-
! » >80 8ncos, . e e 5 RS B

bir que todos:los cisnes.son blancos

tentativ

cualqdl

ciencia’]

que Hum

natural

carecia
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sar a aquellos autores que de una u otra forma han intentado

esclarecer el . pensamiento. de. Hume, "para darnos cuenta ‘que no

la -‘teoria dela Vca'us‘z_alidad

terminan’

Hume, .

tas de Locke y ‘Berkeley’, 'lo ‘que. ‘descubre "en ‘todas ellas es que



era la -percepcidén’ y no €l conocimiento lo que afin requeria de

una buena, explicacién

jusl:vo ;porque.. erroneamerite ‘anteponen: la:4conc;éncia',a' las impre-



siones. Pero el término impresidén que Hume acufia, histbéricamente

se ha prestado a‘desafortunadas .interpretaciones,

pues: invaria~

blementé"pi




razén respectivamente, introduce la definicién de causa como

dos procesos-distintos: uno. natural y.otro filoséfico.

Aunque el Lprobleméj

la: men

necesari

mina 1é’réaiidad y la'éxperiehcia.“Con'eéﬁofénﬁmeh_ s I;gféﬁéjo



concluye estableciendo la diferencia entre 1los dictados de la
razbn y. los dictados de la .inferencia,, en donde  se resalta que,

”

6s0fos. de’la

Jde lo .que creen losifil iencia;las deno-

esinecesari stificadas




muchos' de

del”

través de una especie’ de apréhensién ‘intuitiva que, al no poder
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ser derivada directamente de la peyrcepcién'. sensible, su origen

tener. .que  surgir el. mismo ‘entendimiénto, como

la

rcepcidn
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quedaba. absolutamente fuera 'de. nuestro. alcance cognocitivo.

empirico: ‘en

Esta 'solucién  dejaba ' nuevamente “al conocimiento:

una po
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pues la percepcién y lo percibido ‘eran exactamente .lo mismo.

El problema surgié  cuando “Berkeley. ‘quiso’ hacer.un. anAlisis

h'umé_'no' P

material; en su; lugar,,
tancia material, al menos deJaba a Ia mente libre de toda at:adura externa.

Asimismo, para Hume, la equ:.valenc:.a establecida por Berkeley entre la percep-
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cién y 1lo percibido, .daba- pie .a retomar, ‘desde otro é&ngulo,

la propuesta cartesiana respecto a Ia'inc&p idad de los sentidos

'S 'repor-—

-dos

pensamiento.: ara‘ ‘Hume:

pensamientos ‘tan” ricos ‘Como el .de: Locke .y :Descartes, 'responden
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a l1la falta de  un puente que :pusiese' en contacto: lo: sensible

con lo .mental, sin que. el puente mismo  fuese confundid 'vcp‘n'iel dato - sensible

por la conciencia. Hume

del ‘entendimiento

manner,  in which our: 11ve1y perceptions are produced :
merely the’ percept;.p S themselveS' ‘for. .which -there:- P
name elther 1n the Engllsh or any other language, ‘that I know of 2)

Hume - ﬁr‘_et'enqe-,“"

genrar cualq'uler idea;‘ pero, en si." :

como clanmentos imfmfm sDn’-mas:’bivrr 'comprzanidas “comé -und espec e de: a']‘.fabeto

(2) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.I, p.2(n.l1l).
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mental cuyas letras, -por asivdecir. sélo adquieren caracte-

risticas n 1enc1a cuando éstas se combi~

un”mecani

i
those of Reflexion. .The Lfirstv kin
; :““from- unknown’ causes. The second is

derived in''a great measure from' our ideas, and in the fol-
lowing order. An impression first strikes upon the senses,
and  makes us perceive heat or cold, thirst or hunger, plea-
sure “or pain of some kind or ‘other. Of this impression
there ' 'is a copy taken by the mind, which remains after
the . ‘impression ceases; and this we call an idea. This idea
of . pleasure or pain, when it returns upon the soul, produces
the new impressions of desire nad aversion, hope and fear,
which_ may properly be called impressions of reflexion,
because derived from it. These again are copied by the
memory and imagination, and become ideas; which perhaps
in' their turn give rise to other impressions and ideas.
So that the impressions of reflexion are only antecedent
to their correspondent ideas; but  posterior to those of
sensation, and derlv d . from them.(3)

'sationfﬂand

terpre-

Locke, & Afiere
al hecho rigen
éénsa-

a nuevas mpre51on S'

“la conc1enc1a por

cidn y a la ‘manera como éstas,s

T3y HUME, Tf., Part.I, Sec.II, p.7-8.
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medio de la reflexién conforme a los dictades de la experiencia.
Sin embargo, Hume explicitamente menciona que é1 no se refiere

impresiones

a la_ manera .como:.la reflexibn. ..
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como quedan'regisﬁfadasrpor la memoria .y -la iméginacién lo que

da origenia la”eéxperienci:

¥ Ver: RORTY, Richard, Philosophy and the Mirror
Princeton Univ. Press, ‘New Jersey, 1980.
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Sb6lo en este sentido Hume piensa que Locke tenia razén respecto

a la incapacidad de la mente humana para acceder a- la naturaleza

de las 1mpres:ones

dejaban en:

nelacio—
deas vy,
maginacién,
p;obiema
ibilidad

tructura

_ntendimiénﬁo humano

shall not at present be enter’
of reflexion, yiz. passions,: .
principally deserve our attention, rise mostly from ideas,
'twill be necessary to reverse: that: method), which at first
sight seems most natural; .and’ ‘in“order to explain' the nature
and principles of the human mind, give a partlcular ‘account
of ideas, before we proceed to impre551ons (4)

'and emotions, which

(4) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.II, p.8.
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Lo que la .critica constantemente pasa :por alto es que Hume,

»

el método

'dejar_ydye‘ “lado cualquier Eipo

al invertir,

orno:al ‘origen. .y :caracterisitcas

astrear-los’ meca=~

delas -‘impresiones:

1lente dim;edto}humano.iﬁsto signi-

uedan. decir-:los

respecto del-lorigen.y..

ciones . observables ‘que ‘nos 'permitan  reconstruir ‘aquello. que

#* Ver: Beauchamp & Rosenberg, Op. Cit., p.3. Estos autores, recopilando diver-
sas opiniones, sostienen que cuando Hume examina la idea de causa:"Hume's
procedure is to identify those sensory impressions that compose the complex

idea of causation." (El subrayado es mio). Este error, evidentemente, da
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experimentamos. La pregunta de Hume, por lo tanto, no. versa

directamente . sobre " 1lo- que cdnocemos, sino més_ bien sobre el

cémo ‘conocemos .. Para Hume lo que conocemos es Cun producto de

la‘

mentélmén
de légﬁe
gaﬁa de.

versast5¢n
el conﬁéhﬁhd de

periencia.

{5Y WUME, Tr.,Introduction,xvi. i

ple a un sinnGmerc de dificultades y malentendidos en la’ compren51on ba31ca
de la teoria de la causalidad de Hume, ya que nunca puede quedar claro qué
es lo que Hume defiende cuando se introduce el andlisis de la conexidén necesa-
ria como parte esencial de la idea de causa.




II

EL ORIGEN DE' LAS IDEAS.

pond':i.e‘n te

,Nof

istthiss true:,:ih}'hére'the organs of sensation

(6) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.T, p.2-3.
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are entirely destroy'd, but likewigse where they have never
been- put in action to produce a .particular impression.
We cannot form to ourselves- a. .just idea of the taste of
a pine—apple, without: having actually tasted. it.(7)

p.3
(8) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.I, p.6.
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cién de que todas nuestras ideas son coplas de nuestras impre-

siones, 'y al - mismo tlempo mirar» con: tanto desden . 8Su ,evldente

resquebfajéﬁiéqﬁd;

<.i;are’ ‘taken ‘to express a contingent generalization; but
at ‘some moments of crisis he' apparently construes. then
as embcdying a necessary proposition. Such manceuvres  have
the ‘effect of making it look as if the immunity to falsi-
fication of a truth had been gloriously combined with the
substantial assertiveness of a contingent generalization.
But:this, as Hume himself is going soon most clearly ‘and
unequivocally to insist, is impossible.

The ground wich Hume tried to defend is thus manlfestly
untenable (9)

-Basson

H.

tion .a copy of ‘ant impre531on (10)

(9) FLEW, A., Hume's Philosophy ‘of  Belief, Routledge & Kegan
Paul, London, 1961, p.25.

(10) BASSON, A. H., David Hume, Pinguin Books, Baltimore, 1958,
p.37.
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Pero James Noxon ‘le: da otro -giro-a ‘la discusién, ya que, segiin

él:
‘,agalnst
i osophical
by: cousehuing
nerallzatlon

...the copy prlnciple is neither a ,COntlngent»gEneraliza~
tion! i nori-a: "pretentious ‘tautology’ Nor'i'is: it 'a logical
bastard .born  of miscegenation. between sthese . tow .distinct
breeds’ of. propositions. The ‘copy. principle  is’ a rule of
procedure. It prescribes a technique’ for investigating
terms which are suspected of not having the meanings imputed
to them in philosophical theories. It is a methodological
instrument devised for semantic analysis. It is, as Hume
says, a 'maxim', which means, in one acceptable sense of
the term, 'a general principle serving as a rule or guide'
-in 'this case, a rule ‘or guide for testing terms by at-
tempting to locate their referents amongst  experienced
ideas.(12) .

Sin embargo, lo que la critica 'se ha atrevido a bautizar con

de:ila’

el titulo del principio:

samientoid
estructu

camente

es empir

(11) NOXON, e
Univ. Press, Great Brltan. ed. ‘revisgada, '1975, p.141-142.
(12) Ibidem., p.l44. BN .
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sién y lo que. es una 1dea. Esta dlst:incion es tan autoev1dente,

que - Hume™ no: ve’ ;n).ngun inconveniente'en pedlrle ‘all let;t:or que

ia entre

eve it w111 not be very necessary

,words in explaln:.ng this distlnction. Every
3 readily percelve the difference'
think:l.ng. ‘The common degrees “of. these.

(T3) WUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.I, p.l-2.
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Flew y 1los otros criticos, tendrian buenas razones. para cata-

incongruente; . pero..este . no es

logar a Hume  como. un’ pensador

el caso.. L:a ‘que. Hume:
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2. IDEAS DE LA MEMORIA E IDEAS:DE LA IMAGINACION.

nideforma tan

(1&) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.IIi, p.8.
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pero no podemos. suponer que lo- que recordamos que ‘alguna vez

existibd . ‘como. impresibn, .conserve’ i 'su’ eéxistencia’' como- impresién

Las ideésfde

(15) HUME, Tr.,.Part.I, Sec.I, p.2
(16) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.I, p.2
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que forman una idea. compleja conseérvando.el orden y la dispbsij

este

siones

.- ewhen ﬁé analyze
pounded: or: sublime,

(17) HUME, Enq., Sec.lIL, ap.léd, p.19. ey
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las ideas son 'af@nsuficientemente claras 'y vivaces, la - memoria

“la

no duda .en. el: orden ‘acomodarlas,  pero cuando.

apai‘iehcia' llegamos “justo al‘bunta'ddnde lleg6 Locke respecto
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a la imposibilidad de la mente humana para alcanzar una auténti-—

ca .imigen .de .la -realidad obtenida a -“través de los .sentidos,

“‘Locke

Hume tiene” én’ supoder el descubrimiento de un 'arma  qu

'éohception, _Join “the head “of ‘aiiman

(18) HUME, Tr., nota .del Appendix, .p.627. La- n'o't:a: c’ompl"e‘t'a se
incorpora a la Part.III, Sec.V, p.85.
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the body of a horse; but it is not in. our power to belive
that such an animal has ever really existed.

It follows, therefore, that the difference between fiction
and belief lies 1in some sentiment or “feeling, which is
annexed to the latter, not to.the former;. and which depends
not on ‘the will, nor can-be commanded ‘at pleasure. It must
be excited by nature, licke all other sentiments; and must
arise from the particular. situation,: in  which the mind
is placed at any particulari:juncture.(19)

La cuestidn .es . que. sij,

fundamento Cerla fierza. y

s ol

éﬁbfia;'tieﬁda5é di-

(19) HUME, Enq., Sec.V, Part.II, ap.39, p.48.
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3. NEWTON Y HUME: ANTE UN MISMO CONFLICTO.

Para Hume el contenido . del ‘conocimiento se obtiene.a través .de las impresio—

la“diferencia entre una cuestid

de Green:

.+.the fundamental confusion, on which all empirical psychology rest,
between two essentially distinct questions- one methaphysical, What
is' the simplest element of knowledge? the other physiological, What
are the conditions in the individual human organism in virtue of which
it- becomes a vehicle of knowledge?(20)

Pero el error que Green le adjudica a la "psicologia empirista”

de "Hume "se asemeja al ﬁr'c')blen_lz;”(iuev_‘tu"v':ib.erbn cieﬁtificos de 1la
Bordas

“:,D'é’mou'liri : c;yyle'.iy-yi’kBé»ntley

‘Lalande;

calidad 'de - qugeﬁs,

para 3 g{lv,fi't',c;".ovnal

ferencia

en la  ex

simples' de’l'f'cpnocimiento; n‘c‘> meramente . porque.las k'percibimos,'

(20) GEEN, T. 1I,, HUME AND LOCKE, aparece en_ la introduccidn
del Treatise de Hume en la ed. de Ramon Lemos, N.Y., 1968, p.19.
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sino que es la fuerza 'y vivacidad de las percepciones -lo.que

despierta  en: el “alma ese’sentimiento 'de . aceptacidn: o ,cr'egncia.

Las

tras perc

impresiés

‘-para

esenciales

sino el 'grac

retener. en 1&g
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o mecanismos: que -se ~despiertan -cuando: percibimos ‘una “impresidn

o una idea, .y este. conocimiento.. no réqu'ere1de7especuléciones

(20) SMITH, - Norman Kemp.'The Philo oth’df‘David.Hume;

Mﬁémillan;
London, 1941, p.57. ’ :
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Pero en ningin- caso 'la'nocion de'fuerza esté contemplada como

una cualldad esenc1a1 e‘1nherente ya sea.arla materla ~0..a la
mente.

y 1la

al proced | sy 1 ‘humana
Gtnica~ 'y

percepciones s Y ~10m e:‘sus. grados

su origen:
El ‘camin iento es
tan complejo’ respecto:: : ‘acid : i vi#aqidad

de las‘ﬁe;pgpc;ongs,

tiva: ‘para ‘ubicar _a‘la graveds encial e

(21) Carta de Newton a Bentle:
3", Works of Richard:.Bentley V.
Esta referencia se’ localiza.itambién:i: ] ‘0s. Prin-
cipia de Newton traducido por Motte y_revisa,o por CaJori, Univ.
of California Press, 1966, P 633." : . :
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inherente a la materia; pero Hume ‘enfrenta el :mismo problema

_ por parrt:ri'da; doblfg;f ya@ ! n en tratar de

iones dndistinta-

(22) BEAUCHAMP &
mio.

“ROSENBERG,  Op. Cit.; p.25.. El ‘subrayado es
(23) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.V; p.85." )



es imposikbyle el esclarecimiento .de .un término por esta via.

opinar: a - James Noxon: ‘criterio empirista

Esto 1lleva

sostenid

de a rb‘abe._

cimiento
impresié
sus cara

y ‘vivacida
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cionadas. . En este sentido, para Hume, ninguna impresidén puede
concebida como caracterlsitca o cualidad de un,obJeto sin
1os mecanlsmos asociatlvos que enen como

resta

prinCipios

(25) NOXON, Op. Cit., p.10.
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Hume could use in his study of the passions in the following
Book. But his study  'Of personal -identity' is dominated
by the. ‘analytical, "critical mood, and. the result appears
to be purely sceptical, purely negative.(26) . * :

sentido, n, podria

‘mdnera semejante’al proceder de Newto

(26) NOXON, Op. Cit., p.19.
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escribirle a Noxon:.y. a _ otros- criticos, en los siguientes tér-

-del- sentimiento  fuerte

como ‘algoiesencial e inhe-
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4. LA GESTACION DE. LAS RELACIONES NATURALES: EL CEMENTO DEL
UNIVERSO.. R

odemos emi-

sién - reflexivaiic ( ‘ nuestras

elucubr ‘i” e la realidad.

Para Hdme,ihues, solo la fuerza y v1vacidad de 1as impresiones
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© ideas de la memoria nos permiten. juzgar si una ‘perEeﬁciéhi
es real: .°,', ‘ < . g ST ; ’f Hume Sost R SERUIERHN LS
es pos,il‘)}]».'e e :
real,»_ﬁa

perderib

memory,l—as, they# become very ,weak

a  loss:  to determine whether

fancy or “the memory,. when it i's ‘not’ drawn
colours. -as’ ‘distinguish ::that “latter. fagq
remember such ‘an event,  say onej,

tract of time has 'almost. worn 1t

leaves me uncertain whether ‘or: not
of my fancy (27)

Para Hume, pues, las mismas/ideas dispuesta

pueden- o
ciaj; per
controla:

se presenta

ginal,
rian a ser"
tablecer eens ant
ideas.

Hume obsé

unir,

(27) HOME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.V, p.85-86.
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le parezcay - nuestras -ideas  tienden naturalmente -a:unirse  unas

cierta Juﬂifofﬁidéﬂ que’ que  1las

otras .‘atendiendo:

wou'd ijoin  them;jur
should fall regu;ar

quality, _»;:“f ] Y ‘d'e : '7 :7‘ rod (28)

i& ééﬁejanéa,ﬁla contiguidad

to - connect ideas will not,
i “picture naturally leads.:our
the;,mention of one, apartment

thoughts

';concernln"
scarcely:
it (29)

we think:of .a--wound,
the pa1n ,Whlch o

de

(28 HOUME, Tr., Part.l, SecLIV; p;IO;
(29) HUMEV Enq., Sec.III, ap.19, p.24,
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son las impresiones o las ideas las que por si mismas puden

darnos la nocidén de una ‘cualidad .o’ un -objeto, . sino" que. son- los

principios .de. asociacibén los: que . se’ encargan-.de

cuando ‘un

y viva . a

. Iy
sb6la-imag

recuerdo’:

asociativos

a con. . una impre-

cipios de -asociacidn,
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sién, la impresidén no se compara. con la idea, sino que la idea

sb6lo se refuerza. A esta.facilidad ‘con' que"la. mente 'asocia una

percepcién con otralsin'multiblicé ‘Hume le llama; Re~

lacién Naturaly

equivocadament

comunmente,

Mente -gual

y el prééehtéﬁsé asociahide tal fofmd*due}»lé’idea, reforzada;
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por la impresién, atrae-‘a la impresién hacia si misma y la guia

establecer: las - mismas ' relaciones

tos 'simples

el ofdén
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que se requiere para deJar su realidad fuera de duda(30). Pero

esto no se_ debe entender como si- Hume propu51era que la impre-

conc1enc1a,» 16

'.reaparece; ‘sino’ que

rioridad

de asociaci

£ t e;universei

together.
ca,ourselves. For. as it
aﬂy thlng “operates’ 7upon

passions,
theyiareé’ really to ‘us ‘the’
‘theoperations S 3 mlndr
depend’ on- them.(31) g

cement . of . the . unlverse,
must, in a’ great measure,

(30) HUME, Enq., Sec.Il, ap-17, p.21-22.
(31)}HUME,,Abst;act, p.662, '




I11

DE LAS RELACIONES.

fecunda;:

presiones

que ' con 'c r stra’ e icién relativa-

comparten

(32) HUME, Tr., Part.III. Sec'.xx. p;11’2.
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con ellas. un ‘mundo de relaciones comparativs. llamadas por  Hume
Relaciones. Filosbéficas.

Aguf 

doride - propiamente s

cucibn

a posee
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minado particular que, a. su vez, asociativamente @ estimulaba

el recuerdo de -otros Pero, .;para

particulares . semejantes a "éL.

distingui ‘u [ e : = eb ] d ir

su existencie parable

unidas al qu

fiestan ‘reiteradamente ‘una

(34) HUME, ‘Tr.,
(35) HUME," Tri =
(36) HUME, Part.IIly




nentes simples como un conjunto de cualidades simples reunidas

en ‘un mismo -objeto, para Hume ‘requiere un p'r_oi:'eso. compara-

y di'stlngu1r

esfera de

sin ; inf:l_uir, 2

bir la forma de'la esfera de vagrm‘ol “blanco

estimula el recuerdo de la forma dela esfera de- marﬁm’o"l negro y,
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en la mente;, -la- forma ‘adquiere mayor grado de fuerza y viva-

cidad - que ‘el tblbr,_jé:quellas'fofmas,Qe los “dos objetos se

After - a’ 1ittl
distinguish’ the
of reason; ~that<is
together,. since
tinguishable;
according - to
tible.(37) .

ejemplo, . /cuando econocer

(37) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.VII, p.25.
(38) HUME, Tr., Part.I, Sec.VII, .p.20.
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que hay mayor semejanza entre estos dos colores que entre el
azul y el rojo; pero, a su vez, cuando distinguimos entre cosas

como el color y la forma. ‘podemos’ reconoce

rentes ideas simples.
o el«ve
de semi

rencias

'Tis the same case with particular sounds, and tastes
and semells, these admit of 'infinite resemblances upon
the .general appearance and coparison, without having any
common circumstance the same. And of this we may be certain,
even from the very abstract terms simple idea. They compre-—
hend all simple ideas under them. These resemble each other
in their simplicity. And yet from their very nature, which
excludes all composition, this circumstance, in which they
resemble, is not distinguishable nor separable from the
rest. 'Tis the same case with all the degrees in any qual-
ity. They are all resembling, and yet the quality, in any
individual, is not distinct from the degree.(39)

Segin Hume, cuando :localizamos alguna semejanza entre

objetos, ;endémps‘ ‘la ‘seme janza observada,v

un mismo:

tenta referirse ncontrada “entre
los 'dive
gin -inc

Que'eviae P i ¥ :' : afir—

ma que, U S rmino ‘a

(39) HUME, Tr., notadel Appéndik?'p}637"bé,hétd'completa se
introduce como pie de paAgina 'en la Part,I, Sec.VII, p.20.
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concebirlo sin representirselo como una idea u objeto particu-

lar, conlleva -cierto grado dexambigﬁedaq‘intriﬁseco‘eq su signi-

simulténeamente su’ significado,

eterminad

Vpoéibilidad

sentes.



La costumbre que nos: permite ‘relacionar un determinado térmi-

no con la  representacidédn mental de . una idea ﬁ,ébjetd particular

que, ‘2" ; hadé;mohénto ser..sustituida ‘por
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La palabra triéngulo, por ejemplo, puede ser representada por

la mente como .un equiladtero. .Si; ‘afirmamos’ de esta:.idea parti-

cidn por

geﬁeréi;

bien afianzado y 1a costumbre'puedé»hagefnps,pérc biricon’faci-
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lidad las congruencias y las incongruencias entre las diversas

ideas comparadas . como :si la mente tuviera presentes 'a cada una

si el
difiquitad sas
determinac Y

por lo..mismo);

Hume, la “mente “tien

un térmih@rhé

entre

caso

janza-

dad despiertan aceptacidn creen-

cia. Cuélqﬁiéf‘fipo asega‘lasbimpreﬂ
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siones, pero:las impresionés, como téles, no pueden -ser. juzga-

das ni como; verdadera eales,:'ni como

una ' semejanz

ser ' juzgada
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cerse entre las percepciones simples que conforman a las percep-

ciones complejas, sino tan sg’:lo ~d‘e: -la. ¢laridad como 'la memoria

o la imag idn p; er ‘el orden - la’; P v de
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2. LAS RELACIONES FILOSOFICAS.

Segin - Hﬁﬁg

miltiples

1. ' The.first /is resemblance: and this is ar relation, with-
out: =which . no-:philosophical relation -can: exist, -since. no
objects will admit of comparison, but what have some: degree
of ..resemblance. . But tho' K resemblance be necessary to all
philosophical relation, it does not follow, that it always
produces a connexion or association of ideas. When a quality
becomes very general, and is common to a great many indi-
viduals, it leads not the mind directly to any one of them;
but by presenting at once too great a choice, does thereby
prevent the imagination from fixing on any single object.
2. Identity may be esteem’'d a second species of relation.
This relation I here consider as apply'd in its strictest
sense to constant and unchangeable objects; without exam-
ining the nature and foundation of personal identity(...)
O0f all relation the most wuniversal is that of identity,
being common to every being, whose existence has any dura-
tion.

3. After identity the most wuniversal and comprehensive
relations are those of Space and Time, which -are the sources
of an infinite number of comparisons, such as distant,
contiguous, above, below, before, after, &c.

4. All those objects, which admit of gquantity, or number,
may be compar'd in that particular; which is another very
fertile source of relation.

5. When any two objects possess the same -guality in com-
on, the degrees, in which they possess it, form a fifth
species of relation. Thus of two objects, which are both
heavy, the one may be either of greater, or less weight
than the other. Two colours, that are of the same kind,
may yet be of different shades, and in that respect admit
of comparison.

6. The relation of contrariety may at first sight be re-
garded as an exception to the rule, that no relation_ of
any kind can subsist without some degree of resemblance.
But let us consider, that no two ideas are in themselves
contrary, except those of existence and non-existence,
which are plainly resembling, as implying both of them
an idea of the object; tho' the latter excludes the object
from all times and places, in which it is supposed not
to exist. - : = - -

7. All other objects, such as fire and water, heat, and
cold, are only found to be contrary from expérience, - and
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from. the contrariety of their causes or effects; which
relation of cause and effect is a seventh philosophical
relation, as well as a natural one. The resemblance implied
in this relation, shall be explain'd afterwards.

It  might naturally be expected,. that I .should. join dif-

ference to the other relations. But that I-consider rather
as a’' negation of relation,: than 'as any:thing.real or posi-
tive, Difference is of two kinds as oppos'd either - to iden-
tity  or’ resemblance. The first is call'dia difference of
number;-the other ‘of "kind.(40) TR T T

seﬁblénce
nd'seldom

(40) HUME, Tr.,. Part.I, Sec.V,
(41) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.I, p.71.
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requires a second examination. The case is the same with
contrariety, and  with the degrees of any gquality. No one
can once doubt but existence and non~existence destroy
each other,‘ and .are perfectly incompatible and contrary.
And’ tho it be -impossible .to judge ‘exacly of the degrees

of- any quality, ‘'such as colour, taste, heat, cold, when
the: ‘difference . betwixt them is very small; yet 'tis easy
toz:dicide,  ‘that ‘any of them is superior 'or inferior.  to

another, - when. their difference is considerable. And this
“decision” we ‘always: pronounce at first sight, without any
enquiry or reasoning.(42) :

En,lo,qﬁéafespectaqarlas¥relacioﬁes de'identidad, de'espacio,

de tlempo y de causalidad,’Hume las denomlna Relac1ones de Hecho

(Matters of Facc).‘porque en es os'casos las relri'ones 51empre

que con51deramos reales.

versan 'sobrer existenc1as ,y

'comparaciones'

Estas relaciqnes pueden'atender ‘a’ cres tipos d”

mente

bien”

tidai”: yacio iy tiempo: ¢ félacién

Part.III, Sec.I
Part.III, SeciIL
LPart. III “Sec Il
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de causalidad, ya' que, 'ni: la _ide’nf:fid'ad. ni las relaéionés de

espacio’ y:de-:tiempo- pueden dar »'fcu‘ent'é de: ex‘is_t_‘ént;ias ‘uobjetos

sentidos
“There ' is nothing 'in any objects to perswade us, that
they are either always remote or always contiguous; and
when' from experience and observation .we discover, that

s their:relation in this particular is dinvariable, we always
cconclude . there 1is some secret cause, which separates or
..unites :'them. The same reasoning extends to identity. We
readily ‘suppose an object may continue dindividually the
same, . tho' several, times absent from and present to the
senses; and ascribe to it an identity, notwithstanding
the "interruption of the perception, whenever we conclude,
‘that if we had kept our eye or hand constantly wupon  it,
~it. wou'd -have convey'd an invariable and uninterrupted
perception. But this conclusion beyond the impressions
of our senses can be founded only on the connexion of cause
and effect: nor can we otherwise have any security, that
the objet is not chang'd upon- us, however ‘much " the new
object may resemble that which was formerly ‘present. to
the senses.(45) . R :

(45) HUME, -Tr., Part.11I, Sec.II, -p.74.



—66-

Es digno- de ‘llamar la: atencidn el khechrb de que la critica

no repare:

.que. nos

repiten

‘descubrir alguna

de

dniﬂédés~ particulares ' sim-—
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ples, en la simplicidad de distintos objetos, 1la razdn puede

reconocer: ciertas’ propiedades, ‘0. cualidades, o caracteristicas,

o relaciones . icomunes diversos

d'i:f'él:e'n'tiés', “pero » es

alidades .

o cat’atteristicas a‘estas ideas

nosotros "les/ damos -un ‘nombre; y,

con- el nombre, “nosotros pode-
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mos describir o defini

a los . objetos o a sus relaciones; pero,

las‘propiedédes ‘d cualidadés caracteristicas,

‘o<, relaciones

’aqﬁello

”wpor ejem-~
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Naturalness is (...) the property of any relation R
between ‘a thing or event A an a thing or event B (not
between the idea of A and. the ‘idea of B). whereby  the. obser-
vation. of A “and B -standing : to each ‘other in.-the 'relation
R is. enough to{1nduce ) 'associ t'on be ween it idea. of
A ‘and. the idea’ of . B. (46) :

deflne it
its™ phllosophlcal analysisy
hagialready -been done.(47)

Asimismo’;"para-Robinson: "

. te say :hat a’; relatlon
a factually empty scatement

ica

Segtn

diferenciar “una:relacién

Hume eXclusivamente ‘parait; légiéa ‘como

(46) ROBINSON, J. A., Hume's Two Definitions of "Cause'",-aparece
en Hume, A Collection of Critical Essays, Ed. por.'V,:C, CHAPPEL,
Univ. of Notre Dame Press, Londres; 1966, p.136.7 El" subrayado
es del original. ) : )

(47) Ibid., p.137. E1l subrayado es del original.

(48) Ibid., p.138. El1 subrayado es del original.




-70-

tal, de la simple conex1on mental. que un queto puede ser capaz

de establecer entre diversas propledades o relac1ones man1f1es—

e we have a clas51flcat10n:
: ph losophical ‘on _the  one
- cause-— efect rela-

con

prec1samente, la impOSibill—
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en el caso.de la relacién de causa y efecto, uno de los grandes

retos que ~enfrenta Hime 'es’ que, al -descubrir ‘culles  son . los

elementos . semejantes

y efecto:
descub:x‘e

COmo una.




-7
3. :EN BUSCA_DE‘LASkSEMEJANZAS.

Hume ‘observa ’ que

causa deiiotr

...since, which-ever of these. qualities .I .pitch on, I find
some:'object, ‘that is not. possest “it,. and ‘yet falls  under
the. denomination of cause. or effect.’ And indeed ;there is
nothing ‘existent, ‘either . ‘externally or - internally, ‘which
is not to be consider'd either 'as.a. cause or an ‘effect;
tho' 'tis plain there is no one quality, which universally
belongs to all beings, . and . gives  them “a title - to: that
denomination. (50) S : N R AT LI . -

:

(50) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.II, p.75.
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A su vez, cuando Hume busca la semejanza, ya. no en los obje-
tos, sino tan sélo en alglin tipo de relacidén comfn a todos ellos,

pued E*que.feh gén§ra1}‘1Qs-pbjétqs‘Que

“considera-
mportance,

(51) HUME,.Tr.,.-Part.II
(52) HUME, Tr., Part.II

el i

s Sec, Il
» Sec.II
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Pero cuando Hume .intenta. nuevamente localizar ‘algin elemento

que  ‘sugiera: la_ idea de éhpdnei‘eiﬁfeéada‘ en

las nociones d

ratiﬁb qu

We ‘remember to “have had frequent instances’ of :the exis-
tence “of one species of objects; and also remember,  that
the individuals of another species of objects have ‘always
attended them, and have - existed in a. regular  order of
contiguity and succession whith regard to them. Thus we
remember to have seen that species of object we call flame,
and to have felt that species of sensation we call heat.
We 1likewise call to mind their constant conjunction in
all past instances. Whithout any farther ceremony, we call
the one cause and the other effect, and infer the existence
of the one from that of the other. In all those instances,
from which we learn the conjunction of particualr causes
and effects, both the causes and effects have been perceiv'd
by the senses, and are remember'd: But in all cases, wherein
we - reason concerning them, there is  only one perceiv'd
or remember'd, and the other is supply'd in . conformity
to our. past experience.(53) . : :

dos ‘relacione ' [ 1 ; bserva

Que,
dos'obje ueden
presenta atrén

onado

de "seme’janza 'se obtiene ‘a través

(53) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.VI, p.87.




riencias, pero, por semejantes que sean distintas experiencias,
lo Gnico que es posible ‘extraer de su. comparacidn es que dos

objetos, cualidades, ‘o movimientos; ‘constantemente ‘han. aparecido

relacionada si-de

puede ‘extra ; § como

dice Hume

experiencias’
han reiteradamen! n [ f relacionados:®

ar ‘experiencias

mentos -compart
de semejan

pasado .n ‘

idea de_rk

‘sucesiva’n O0s muéstra

Fr., Part.ITI, Sec.VI, p.88.

{54y HUNE,
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que para que un efecto empiece a, ex1st1r es necesarlo la

‘n el caso de'la relac én- de,causa y efecto,

tenpia /

nos: permit

sel

read, whlch T formerly eat, nourlshed ‘me ;- that. is,
of. such sen51b1e qualities was, at that: time, ‘endued
owers- but does it. foll wytha!
and "that like
“like | secret
55)

(55) HOME, Eng., Sec.IV, Part.II, ap.29, p.34.

presen-
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lacidén filosdéfica, sino también de una de las pocas. relaciones

comparativas . que  hacen uso - de: lo que ‘propiamente se denomina

razonamient cémo fundamenta Hume

tos ~algun

(56) Op. cit.,. p.6.
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saria, 1lo cual, irremediablemente  nos conduce a suponer que,

para Hume, 'la infe:enciaﬂcgﬁsal'nolpuede:sgtfun*producto deri- .

vado dg'
a lo'la}

carece:

1eccufa

Popperr,'

entre.

de ‘nf =1 nan niielmundo “de “otorgarle: nin-

Hume certanly - holds .that: because  inductive inference
is formally invalid, it laks '‘rational justification. This
conclusion, however, divides 'into. at’' least three conten-
tions: (1) that inductive ‘conclusions are incurably vul-
nerable (inductive. fallibilism);  (2) that there is real
possibility that - the- 'course- of -nature may change in the
future from what it has been in the past; (3) that no evi-
dence, however great in ‘quantity, can contribute any like-
lihood to the conclusion of. any inductive inference (induc-
tive scepticism). Each is  thought by him to be established
by the formal 1nvalld1ty of 1nduction (57)

Pero la::

Hume, sdlo’

infe:éncia;

da origeni:a- 18 idea de ;onexl@

(57)Y  PEWNELHUY, . Te:an;e, Hﬁme;
1975, pa52.- e
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adelanta Hume cuando.dice:

necessary
e infer-
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existencia del otro. Lo que a la critica se le escapa es que,

segin el mismo ~Hume, ‘paralelamente, cuando la mente observa

una conjuncién® constante ientre” dos-objetos,ila- razdn:'puede,

...are. only differenty,
view of ‘the same object,
as a  philosophical. or
a comparison of two
them.(59) ‘

Pero para la critica -afn el

por qué aparecen dos.y* ‘idea . de

(59) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec{XIV, p-170.
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causa, lo cual sdélo confirma que, pese a que la bibliografia
en torno a Hume 'es: sumamente abundante, ‘la’-critica. més bien

se ha dgd‘cédd,la elucubra

(60) HUME, Tr., Introduction, p.xvi.
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4, EN TORNO A LAS DOS DEFINICIONES DE LA IDEA DE CAUSA.

Cuandojﬂgm efinearuna-causa . como:

precedent and contlguous to anot:her,,‘and where
resembllng the'  former-are plac'd in like
ecedency ~and contlgulty to" those: objects, .

latter.(61). s Vra

precedent and contiguous to anot:her,
hat: the 1dea of:the one determlnes

‘Hume

imera. definicién;

Smith alega

ususlly meant by ‘the

Hume :is “no‘ supporter.
"uniformity" view of causation.iiAs:he is’ careful to insist,
‘‘causation is more  than isequence, . and ‘more:. also than in-
variable sequence.. “We dlstlnguish ‘between  mere -sequence
and causal sequence; and: ‘what.’ differentlates,the' two is
that ~the idea of necessitation . (determination . or agency)
enters into the .latter :.asa quite essential element.(62)

(61) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.XVI, p.170.
(62) SMITH, Norman Kemp, Op. Cit., p.91-92
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Antony Flew, por su parte, matiza el hecho de que, ni en la

primera, ni en -la segunda definicibén  se menciona a la, conexién

Tt 'is more difficult to understand ‘Hume on this point
than is generally recognized. On the one hand, he normally
maintains that the idea of necessary connection is central
to the notion of causation. On the other hand, his defini-
tions of "cause" do not specifically mention the idea of
necessary connection. Furthermore, he frequently dintimates
that the idea of necessary connection, together with its
near synonyms and cognates, is the product of a wuniversal
propensity wunnoticed even by philosophers to graft min-
dependent relations onto nature.(65)

(63) FLEW, Antony, Op. cit. p.123.
(64) BEAUCHAMP & ROSENBERG, Op. cit., p.12.
(65) Ibidem., p.6-7. .
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Toda ‘esta. discucién ha 1llevado .a ‘distintos autores a .creer

“consiste

iva

terpretacidn,

y 1a"éﬁ§ueéta
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en ninguna de ~las dos supuestas. posturas -de Hume, se resuelve

la tensién entre los -componentes ' objetivos 'que ' dan origen a

la idea de catsa .y el compohnente ‘subjetiv. ue 1BgfafViéualizgr

teoria de

conexidn
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o no los elementos objetlvos con el elemento sthetlvo de nece-

sidad. qu'
otra "alte
car que

reconcili

externas

v...Hum maintains'neithér’éfﬁthéSé”fﬁ' “theories explicitly,
butii.that? implicitly. is’ committed ‘to.:both.-—a. tension
in his work unresolvable by textual analyszs ‘alone. However,
we~ think“this tension ¢an’ be“resolved by nontextual consid-
eratlons, and-:-we -shall .;eventually 'defend -both ~of- Hume s
theorles -in the form of a. 51ngle unified theory (66)

ficadéidé la:‘ca : ! ac tex;

tuales,

conexién necesaria :1la’qu de
causa, sSino la de con1un

berg evidentemente se'i uan-
do sostiene que, s;>ha[ ‘ ciones

son defectuosas po;

a la causa, se:deb

totalmente ‘de la

(66) Op. cit., p.5.
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tes, por .lo que sus dos. def1n1c1ones claramente reflejan que

no existe . ningln elemQﬁt“ ‘ni .ningun vmedio fqug “garantice la

mutua ‘dependenc

assenting to
s.5in . itself
nor ccan  we

perfectly’ iexttaordinary
be certain ofiits’
tion.(67) "

Pero,

compqnenter—

tada ‘como

causal,,

muy 1ejosf

este sentido ‘coment

(67) HUME, Tr., PartiIII, Sec.XIV;-p.172.
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'"Twou'd be very happy for men in the conduct of their
lives and actions, were the same objects always conjoin'd
together, and we had nothing to fear but the mistakes of
our own judgment, without having any reason to . apprehend
the unceranity  of nature. But as. 'tis frequently found,
that one observation is;contrary to another, and that causes
and effects follow not in. the same order, of which we have
had experience, we are.:oblig'd to vary our reasoning on
account  ofi this uncertainity,: and take ‘into consideration
the contrariety of events.(68): : :

embargoy,

sar, pa

de la:naturaleza. 'El problema’ e:

(68) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.XII, p.l1l31l.
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que en -Hume -existe una’ dicotomia entre  naturaleza y. estados

mentales, -parece que),

Suppose a ‘person . A were. .simply - to .mention. or.  itemize
the empirical features of-contiguity, 'succession, and con-
stant conjunction to his colleague B. It is quite possible
that B would not understand at all that a statement as-
serting a causal relation was being uttered. If A were
to say that a train's rumble every morning at 7:00 slightly
precedes and is contiguous with poor 1lighting in his bath-
room, B would not know whether the statement is a causal
one, a statement of coincidence, or merely a report. Obvi-
ously something is missing; in Hume's view it is the element
of necessary connection or power. If A says the rumble
causes the poor 1lighting, B understands him to mean that,
given the rumble (presuming normal conditions prevail),
the poor quality of the light must occur.(69)

(69) BEAUCHAMP & ROSENBERG, Op. cit., p.8.
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Pero en

error que'ha,llévaa\

epresenacién.sub-

naturaleza; vy,

aunque “Beatichamp 'y* Rosenberg aleguen en contra-de Robinson que:

(70) BEAUCHAMP & ROSENBERG, Op. cit., p.4.
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...there is n#-*statement in ~“the Treatige that. explicitly
affirms. .the. existence. of . causal. relatedness independent
of experience.(7 % v TR ek e R

En
Robinson:d

vacidnad}j

es posibl

para :Hume)

que, para é

me jantes

contigiidad

juneibn

de qug.;
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En este sentido, Beauchamp y Rosenberg sostienen que 'si A le
comunica a "B que. CADA manana, 1 ?délfltren‘vde la;

precedé‘

dir ‘si

dentes

rias
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ni A tendrian razones. . para 'dudar que ‘el ruido “del tren es la

de’

causa del. déﬁiliﬁéﬁi’i>‘ 4}aftinﬁén$idad,_dg, la “luz : del  baifio

de A.

Notese que basta con que la mente observe un mi-

nimo de veces quesise replte 18 EXDEI‘IEI’)CIB de ob1et:os seme‘iantes

geriehcia rep tlda oi.Tre

xcontlgdbrél:deﬁ;

bafio de A. 

conjunc1qn

constante

dispuestas
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marse una_idea mis viva de la existencia del otro. Obsérvese

que, en los dos casos, para{Hhme; la obtencién de la idea de

:dxoriéqnleﬂ'ia'obm

causa tiene

que lé:f

secuencia

generand > i ermit Yer f ‘ una 'y

otra . ve: da $ tinua acon-

decirgjl

y, por 1 - ‘ S L CEip

gente, causal, 6. necesaria, existe: iindependieqtemente ‘de. que
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se perciba o no se perciba . Sin embargo, basta

recordar que,
para Hume, “la _ dnica :relacién que

nos permite creer 'en la. exis-

tencia de:objet

ercibimos e

la-relacidn




v

iy’ proceda’ aeliminar
alguna, i ades “anteriormente concebi-

das:

(72) HUME, Tr., Part.III, Sec.XI, p.125.
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Since therefore an entire indifference is essential to
chance, no one chance can possibly be superior to another,
otherwise than as it is compos'd of a superior number of
equal chances, For if we affirm that one chance can, after
any other -manner, be superior to another, we. must at. the
same time -affirm, that there 1is something, which :gives
it: the  superiority, and determines the -event rather to
that side ‘than the other.(73)

Para Hume, por lg‘rtanto:

(73) HUME, Tr., Part.1l1, Sec:XI, p.125.
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como un proceso de eliminacidédn de posibilidades en funcidn de
la experiencia ‘adquirida. Cada experlencia, en :donde, objetos

seme jantes-se ‘observan dispuestos .en ”l}ac‘i‘onés “semejantes: de

. : produces - the assoc1at1on, -arises
from the:: frequent conJunctlon ‘of obJects, it must . arrive
at.:its ‘perfection by ‘degrees; ‘and must’ acquire ‘new force
‘from ‘each. instance, .that falls. under - our:observation. The
firstdinstance -has - little or no farce: .The second makes
someaddition to -it: “The third becomes still more sensible;
and: 'tis by these.. slow..steps’,- that- our “judgment “arrives
at-a full assurance.(74). ; : d

otra y”, por lo mA smo

(743 HUME, Tr., Part.ITI, Sec.XII, p.130.
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Esto significa que, para Hume, incluso cuando nosotros no' po-

damos tener .ninglin. tipo: de i;ertfeza'.‘r”e}s,pec!:_o“.,a:‘1'0 >qu,er p,qjegie lle-

gar a acontecer e

futuros.puede
argumento

mostrar

ciertas

por lo mismo, cada experiencia /contribuye:

incline mads y mds a juzgar que. por' siempre  sera’ asij;’
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como un. juicio de esta naturaleza sélo es un juicio probable,

para Hume, 'no  hay manera - de: -demostrar. si ‘nuestra expectatlva

de que e

o falsa.:

these xpositors c1a1m “that Hume is a complete

inductlon., Specifically, ey . contend' :

= nductive:—procedures: o i
justifications,; . (2) . that’‘he ‘thinks there .are. no rational
justifications' :of" 1nduct1ve procedures, (3)° t:hgt ‘he " does
not ‘distinguish between - rational and. irrational - belief,
(4) that he " advances an epistemology .which  implies. that
our factual ‘"knowledge" is reducible to an irrational faith,
and. (5)  that: his\ crithue‘of 1nduc\:ion undermines his own
empitical met‘.hod (75) § ; e A ey
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el contexto que Hume le da al término en cuestidn:

'reason’
common toda
perlence
7

ostumbre

: ;'.e.rﬂﬂ'mer - ':certia'inljr— > “what we eaking

of an argument-either as demonstarive = or as probable.
When we call 'an :argument "demonstrative" .we -mean that
it is "logically ‘conclusive", "valid", that its premises

entail- its conclusion. (...) When Hume calls an ' argument
"demonstrative", however, he means that it .is an argument
(all) the premises. of which are necessarily -true, or such
as can be known  independently of experience. By "probable
arguments"” correspondingly, he means arguments . of which
the premlses are  (all) contxngent. or such as .can be known
by experience if at all. 77) ‘ L

%) BEAUCHAMP & ROSENBERG, Op.-cit., pi4l: : .
7) STOVE, D., Hume, Probabilitv, and ~Induction, iipor - V.
. Chappel. Univ. of Notre Dame Press, Londres, 1966, ~p.197.

(7
7
C
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Stove, sin embargo, agrega: -

.No doubt, Hume tacitly added to his notion of "demonstra-

tive ‘arguments’. ‘as: given above}-
arguments be valid.: Noi: .oubti

“the requirement that 'such
~£00, :no  ‘man’; knew better than

Hume  that, "in 'all those: »arguments from experlence with

which 'he regularly ‘identifies:

ments", ‘the conclusions we draw i

Para Stove.;;laramgn

problema qué“;iéng~qné‘

misas .no
garantiza
las concls

no puedan

que las concl

(78) Ibidem., p.198%

“probable:

- (78)

‘argu—

2
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tes pretendan-alcanzar el grado de certeza que puede obtenerse

de premisas . necesarias, vpor‘“;

conservari‘en g1 pa; _ ’ 2 romitiprop nterpreta-
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cidn con la de Stove.

El "diccionario'"  de Stove 'éonété,vdé' M? puntos :que. dicen:

(a) That the premise of -an 1nference from the impre551on
to the ‘idea should be true, while' its’ conslu81o is false,
is-a“perfectly intelligible proposition. : :

(b) The  inference .from the -impression’ ; ] .
not-one which reason engages (determines) us“tbvméke

.{(c)To lead us to make an inference of E
perlence -of the conjunction of the
in question- is necessary. : :

~(d) All probable arguments presuppose'
resembles the past.

(e) That the future resembles the past is”
concernlng matter of fact. o .

:(f). That- the future "resembles the past cann
by any demostrative arguments.

(g) If there are any arguments for this
are probable arguments.

(h) Any probable argument for: ™
circular. :

(i) Even when we have had experien

constant conjunction), the inferenc‘
to the idea is still not
to. make.

(3j) It  is. . not reason at ;é

esta fase

reason cannot.:engages

ence,

(79) Ibidenm., p.194.
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us to infer the idea from the.impression.(80)

(.+.) considered “inference of the sort
"so this 'is hot'", and has given, in (b),
" 'veredict on them. . Statement (c) dinvites us
"This is .a flame,
all flames observed ‘in the past have been hot, so this

ot”: The first premise corresponds, of  course, to the
;'mpression the " second . to the Mexperience" which, ac-
cording :to (c). is necessary.to“lead - us to infer the conclu-

.is arguments of . this  second kind that 'Stage 2

Such ‘arguments éré'vsometimes, called  "predictive induc-

tive' inferences (arguments)" ‘'since. their ‘conclusions are
singular rather than general “Consequently -I: translate

the "inference from the impression to the idea, when we
have had experience..." as "predictive inductive arguments".

Thus statement (i) now .reads: "Predictive'inductive argu~
ments are not ones which reason engages us to 'make"

In (e) I translate "is a statement concerning matter
of fact" as "is a contingent statement.'"(81)

Notese que para S ove 1os términos "inferencia argnmento"

que,‘,segun Stove toda

son intercambiab;es, ‘inferencia

pa:a

es un argumento sentido,

argumentos;“

"inferencias‘demos-—

tamente significan"iniérenggns'p;obableg'

(80) Ibidem., p.195. El subrayado es del original.
(81) Ibidem., 196.
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trativa'".. En. este . sentido,  -Stove :sostiene " que la inferencia

del tipo-  (a) siempre es ‘uﬁﬁ«arguMeﬁtd contingente. .por. lo que

5010 ‘una confirmacion de

Asi, ‘la*fase dos se traduce como. sigue

"All arguments from experience presuppose that the future
resembles the past (d). That the future resembles the past,
however is a contingen statement (e); consequently it is
not deducible from any premises (all of) which are neces-
sarily true (f), and if there are any arguments for this
statement, they are arguments from experience (g). But
~-from (d) and (g)- any argument from experience for this
statement would be circular (h). Hence -form (f) and (h)-
no predictive inductive inference is one which reason gages
us to make (i).(83)

Pero Stove alln se siente inseguro respecto a la manera de

"traducir" tres cuestiones:

The -first of these is the word "presuppose" -in (d). What
can Hume possibly have meant by saying that. all arguments
from  experience presuppose that the future resemble the
past ‘~or, as I will say for shortness hereafter, presuppose
"the Resemblance Thesis"? Sl

The second 1s the phrase "any argument” 1n; (g), . alouy
with the phrase "any argument from experience' in’ (

The third is the phrase, used of.an inference:or-argument
in (i), that it is not  "one which .reason engages  (deter-

(82) Ibidem., p.199.
(83) Ibidem., 199. E1 subrayado es del original.
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mines) us to make.(84) .

Stove ‘correctam

surprising; Cherefore . 8 ‘that: ,wrzters who
assert (d) in“ one-of-Hume's: versions —whether by paraphrase,
as Kemp .Smith . does,.  'or by quotation, ‘as’ Popper®‘and von
Wright do- ' feel ‘under' no obligation -to say what it means.
One would not expect to find- contemporary writers intro-
ducing, without —any .explanation, the following thesis:
“"Of all the principles of  association, causation alone
transfers from the impression_ to the idea that liveliness
of ‘conception ‘in.  which belief ‘consist",” Yet for Hume, it
is from some such rude ‘ancestor.:that . (d)  derives 'its ob-
viousness.(85) - . . . B oo :

asunto

Lo extrafo “del: es qu
origen de

en el mismo.sentid:

Céﬁ we ndt;”
certaint!
to what is likelx 1.

Likely",

" es
la "traducciéh"?‘dé "Resemblance se

siente con derecho a afirmar~

(sa>,1bidem., p-199-700."E1 subrayado es del originals
(85) Ibidem., p.201. .

(86) SMITH, Norman Kemp, Op. cit., p.374-375.
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That this translation is correct 1is confirmed by the
fact that, so translated, (h) is actually entailed by the
conjunction of (d) and (g); for (d) asserts that any argu-
ment from experience is valid only if the Resemblance Thesis
is added to /its- premises, and (g) asserts that any argu-
ment for the Resemblance Thesis is an argument from experi-
ence... follows that any argument from experlence for
the Resemblance Thesis is valid only if it has the Resem-
blance'The91s -added- . to its. premises. ~that is, 1is circular-
and_thi is what . (h) asserts.(87) T

&1 - mismo

ompecabezas  jun-—

: nduc ive  iinference ‘‘are “valid onl - if the
Resemblance ‘Thesis es.-added to.-their..premises (d) But
the: Resemblance :Thesis is a contingent statement.  (e), and
consequently is ‘not ‘deducible from necessarily true premises
(£) : but is deducible from observational premises if from
~any® (g). . But: —from (d) and (g)- it is deducible ‘only.whith
circularity from observational premises (h). Consequently
~-from (£) ‘and (h) -predictive inductive inference. are valid
only “if"a premise is added to them which is deducible. nei-
ther from "necessarily true premises nor, without circula-
rity, from observational ones (i)".(88) il :

Es exactamente 10 mismo que dec1r que,,para.que un

rgumento
pueda alca

premisas;

decii}

Pero

fincado, al : : premlsas contlngentes, es decir,

(87) STOVE, Op.cit., p.205-206.
(88) Ibidem.y p.207.:
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en premlsas que no garantlzan el resultado de sus conclusiones,

por lo tanto, aun2agregando~"the,ReSembléngefThEQis"'léskpremi—

sas no,garantizaﬁ sémeja al
pasad : e tar que

Hume:

- : wof; the infinite ‘retrogression i to  which the
1ntrdduction ‘of probabilities ini: this ' “connection . leads
and “also of  the . necessity of cdinterpreting’ probability as
a statistical concept- if. it is to. .beof relevance to.state-
mentsion future events.,This clarity,: iniour opinion, gives
-the:“highest -possible ‘credit to . 'the. philqsophical ;geniues
of :Hume* and  strikingly Contrast -him with“'those numberless
‘critics of 'his . ideas-who have in the -realm of probabilities
found ag escape from the scepticism! ‘he: taught.(89).

'ningun otro' critico

La criticg- a
este enigma’.en’ que
ellos

significaﬁ‘pét

(89) VON WRIGHT, "G
dres, 1957, pi153." LT
(90) HUME, Tr., Part. III, Sec;VI; p.92.
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nos permlten pasar de una 1mpre51on 'a una idea, o de un objeto

na situaciéw '

a otro, o_de[ otra,. atin  cuando no "hay razones
(elementos en la . elaboracién de

la transic

S erefore, ‘passes.- from ‘the ~idea or im-
one object Tto ‘the idea,  of: belief ‘of ‘another,
determin'd by reason, but by .certain’ principles,
s .together the ideas of these 'objects, and
imagination. Had ideas no more union

“The inference,
p,f_. ideas.(91)

gamos ia - concebir

amosi:que: alguna

(ST HUME, Tr., Part.IiI, Sec.¥X, p.02.
(92) HUME, Tr., Part.IIT, Sec.IX, p.108.
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posee ‘la mente para proyectar, hasta el Gltimo confin del uni-

sus experiencias, - porque - para  Hume,” la jnfarencia

“-relacién. de: es’
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‘PROBABILIDAD- Y-PREDICCION.

2. INFERENCIA,

boblef

carece
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a pensar ‘que, en.las ocasiones . en donde  la naturaleza no mani-

no podrid difstixilgh rlos

sobre ningén" tipo

el &mbito de. lasp

probabilidadeéi"

Para Hume, pues
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que la observacién habitual de que ciertas relaciones o situa-
ciones son.mas -probables. que otras, 'es .decir, 'si-esacreencia

es- parece

que,

del

tante, !

ideas, e

a compara

(93) STOVE, Op. cito, p.207-208(n.12). ~— = = o oo
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traer distint05~tipos de evidenc1a. misma  que da orlgen ‘a dis-—

tintos- - tipo: azonnmiento

traen

lidad se..

cimiento*hhe

comﬁéf&cio
dis;inta{
propiaméét
malmentéf

evidencia

grados ;de' r‘idumbrej__

(94) HUME, Tr.,

Part.IIl, Sec.X
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Hume divide 1la probabilidad en probabilidad del azar y probabi-

lidad de la causa. En los dos casos’ Hume se refiere a un razo—:

namiento ' en :dondela tiene ‘ante si ina . gama

e ‘opciones '
abiertasy;

lidad - se:

por el'.‘d,‘e

Para - Hume

tiene . .sus
los combinam
cas.u,l_é
de 1la " mane)

mientos.
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tada por muchos hombres de ciencia como. el modelo més'pqro del

conocimiento-abstracto. . Segin. ellos, mente; ‘a’ través de 1la

el camino més ‘corto

acerca ‘de‘una

propiedades; d

recta, y no uné definicodn de. :la.
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que, para Hume, sélo cuando comparamos diversas lineas  somos

capaces ‘de .decidir: cudl ‘es el camino mas -corto, . y. esta es-una

de’la 1 nea’s. recta’e

rectasr_

otras

un espaci
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cibén matemdtica, “pues, —en realidad, sSe trata . simplemente de

una nueva aproximacién e la apariencia general-que. los sentidos,

evidentement

de . li;i‘e

‘este “sentido),
fraccién de Teysp,acio que ~describen;
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el camino mads corto seguiré siendo . la linea recta, . mientras

que, en otro tipo de espacio, ‘el caming

‘més; corto-sera: el que

la experiencia determine’queses

en. nues

probabilidad.

embargo

hecho!d;

cios rectos:’
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mente .adn  vacila 'en  torno a: 'si es siquiera posible imaginar

a

que " la‘ .experiencia:. capaz de ‘mostrarnos que ‘nuestras. ''ver-

dades necesarjas!’; realidad falsas¥*.

(#) Para una 'visién mas amplia sobre esta cuestidn’ . ver:. PUTNAM,
Hilary, Mathematics, Matter and Method, Philosophical  Papers,
Vol.I, 2° Ed., Cambridge ‘Univ. Press, Londres, 1979, fendamental-
mente: Introduction: Science as -Approximation to Truth 'y The
Logic of "Quantum Mechamics.




CONCLUSIONES.

ealmente en-—

(*) FUTNAN he . ,
p.175. - : T
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de arrancarle a la experiencia.

Para Hume,:'cuando. somos capaces de: observar que ciertas rela-

ciones . son experiencia; -la “imagi—

-una. -infe-—

formarnos

el .- denominado ‘conocimiento tiene un cardcter 1ldgicamente ver-
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dadero, ya que sus conclusiones - dependen de una comparacidn

"'r,ni‘.'s‘mar .

cuya certezav:depende: totalmente - e'~ia;'¢l§ridad. de 1las

creencia

finidament
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