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and the second watchmaker. The next time that
we shall see 4 watchmaker addressing himself to his
specific and professional object, there is little proba-~
bility that we shall see in him the very same assem-
blage of circumstantials that we ever witnessed
before in any other individual of his order. And
yet how absurd to say that we are now looking to a
different antecedent from any that we ever before
had the observation of—that, just as Hume calls
the world a singular effect, we are now beholding
in this new watchmaker the operation of a singular
cause—and that therefore it is impossible to pre-
dict what sort of consequent it may be, that will
come out of his hands. It is true that there are
many circumstantial things in and about the man
which, if we admit as parts of the antecedent,
will make up altogether a singular antecedent..
But in the strict essential antecedent there is no
singularity. There is a purposing mind resolved
on the manufacture of a watch, and endowed with
a sufficient capacity for the achievement of its
object. This is what we behold now, and what
we have beheld formerly—and so, in spite of the
alleged, and indeed the actual singularity of the
whole compound assemblage, we look for the very
same consequent as before.

22. What is true of the antecedent is true also
of the consequent. There may be an indefinite
number of accessary and accidental things, asso-
ciated with that which is strictly and properly the
posterior term of the sequence. In a watch it is
the adaptation of rightly shapen parts to a dis-
tinctly noticeable end, the indication of time—
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