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our antagonist. Inquirers may differ as to the

origin of our belief in the uniformity of nature's

successions. On this topic we exact no particular

opinion from them. It is enough if we agree in

the soundness of that belief, whatever the descent

or the derivation of it may have been. It is mans

universal judgment, that the same consequents are

ever preceded by the same antecedents, and the

two questions are altogether distinct from each

other-whence does that judgment take its rise,

and whether that judgment is a true one. We

may differ or agree upon the first. It matters not,,.,.
if we agree upon the second, which forms the basis

of Hume's reasoning. We concede to him his own;

premises_even that we are not entitled to infer an

antecedent from its consequent, unless we, have

before had the completed observation of both these,

terms and of the succession between them. We

disclaim the aid of all new or questionable prin

ciples in meeting his objection, and would rest the

argument a posterioui for the being of a God, on a

strictly experimental basis.

15. The uniformity of nature lies in this, that,

the same antecedents are always followed by the

same consequents. Grant that the former agree
in every respect-then the latter will also agree in

every respect. This invariable following of two

events, the one by the other, is termed a sequence;
and there is not a more unfailing or universal,

characteristic of nature than the constancy of these

sequences.
16. For the argument of this

chapter
it' 8

enough that we and our antagonists have a coim.
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