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up at once all pretenfions of this kind may juftly be
deemed more rafh, precipitate, and dogmatical, than even

sldeft and moft affirmative phi]ofophy‘, which has
ever attempted to impofe its crude dictates and principles
on mankind.

What tho” thefe reafonings concerning human nature
feem abftra&, and of difficult comprehenfion ? This
affords no prefumption of their falthood. On the con-
rary, it feems impoflible, that what has hitherto efcaped
[ vife and profound philofophers can be very ob-

afy.  And whatever pains thefe refearches may

us, we may think ourfelves fufficiently rewarded, not

only in point of profit but of pleafure, if by that means,

we can make any addition to our fiock of knowledge, in
fubjeéts of fuch unfpeakable importance.

But as, after all, the abftratednefs of thefe fpecula-
tions is no recommendation, but rather a difadvantage to
them, and as this difficulty may perhaps be furmounted
by care and art,” and the avoiding all unneceflary detail,
we have, in the following inquiry, attempted to throw
fome light upon fubjeds, from which uncertainty has
hitherto deterred the wife, and obfeurity the ignorant.
Happy, if we can unite the boundaries of the different

of philofophy, by reconciling ' profound inquiry
rnefs, and truth with novelty ! And ftill more
happy, if, reafoning in this ealy manner, we can under-

icems to have ferved hitherto on

mine the foundations of an abftrufe philofophy, which
ly

as a fhelter to fuper-
n, and 3 cover to abfurdity and error !




