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			  In lieu of an abstract, here is a brief excerpt of the content:
			  Notes and Discussions A Sellarsian Hume? In "Is Hume a Sceptic with Regard to the Senses?" (Journal of the History of Philosophy 27 [January 1989]: 49-73), Fred Wilson argues against the reading of Richard Popkin and myself that Hume deployed skeptical arguments to show that our conception of perceiving an external world is incoherent. The debate concerns Part 4, Book i of the Treatise, especially section 2 entitled "Of scepticism with regard to the senses" but also sections 3, 4, and 7 entitled, respectively, "Of the antient philosophy," "Of the modern philosophy," and "Conclusion of this book. ''~ In these sections, Hume seems to argue that our experience of the world is the construction of two principles that are incompatible : the imagination and causal reasoning. The former generates the belief that ordinary perceptual objects are continuous and independent existences; the latter generates the belief that they are discontinuous and dependent mental existences. That Hume thought there is such a conflict has seemed clear enough: "there is a direct and total opposition betwixt our reason and our senses: or more properly speaking, betwixt those conclusions we form from cause and effect, and those that persuade us of the continu'd and independent existence of body" (T, 23 l). Wilson is aware of this and many other passages that could be brought forth in support of the traditional reading, but he takes on the uphill task of arguing that Hume's arguments in the relevant sections of Part 4 are not designed to yield skeptical conclusions. Rather, Hume is out to establish a form of"critical realism" similar to that of "such recent thinkers as Sellars and Maxwell" (Wilson, 51). What of the apparently massive textual support for the skeptical reading? Wilson argues that it can be explained as dialectical manoeuvres intended to show the absurdity of the Cartesian conception of reason, which Hume momentarily inhabits only in order to refute it. Hume is out to defend not a skeptical view of things but "a reasoned defence of the scientific world view" (Wilson, 65). In section 2, "Scepticism with regard to the senses," Hume discusses a conflict between the vulgar conception of perceiving the physical world (which makes no distinction between perceptions and objects) and the "philosophical system" (which distinguishes between perceptions and objects), treating perceptions as dependent and discontinuous and objects as independent and continuous. This "philosophical system" David Hume, A TreatiseofHuman Nature, ed. L. A. Selby-Bigge, ~d ed. with text revised and notes by P. H. Nidditch (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1987). The "Parts" and "sections" referred to in this study are in Book 1 of the Treatise.References to the Treatisein my text are abbreviated as aT'" [~8~] 282 JOURNAL OF THE HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY 29:2 APRIL 199 I is described by Hume as the doctrine of "double existence." Wilson seeks to show that the point of section 2 is to provide a reasoned defense of the doctrine of double existence, the elaboration of which turns out to be Hume's own critical realism. In support of this, Wilson argues that the system of double existence in section 2 must not be confused with the system of primary and secondary qualities in section 4, "Of the modern philosophy." Wilson agrees that th/s system does entail radical skepticism, but it is not Hume's system. Popkin and others have been led to think Hume is a skeptic about perception because they have confused the modern doctrine of primary and secondary qualities in section 4, which Hume rejects, with the doctrine of double existence in section 2, which he accepts. I shall argue that both of these theses are mistaken. Hume rejected the doctrine of double existence in section 9, and although Wilson is right that the systems in sections 2 and 4 are different, Hume's reasons for rejecting the latter are essentially the same as his reasons for rejecting the former. Hume introduces the doctrine of double existence in section 9 by way of a dialectical drama. Vulgar consciousness first appears on the scene, making no distinction between perceptions and objects. But even the vulgar make causal judgments, and upon reflection can observe the phenomena of double... 
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