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The problem we have to discuss is whether there is any reason for believing in what is
called “the uniformity of nature.” The belief in the uniformity of nature is the belief that
everything that has happened or will happen is an instance of some general law to which there
are no exceptions. The crude expectations which we have been considering are all subject to
exceptions, and therefore liable to disappoint those who entertain them. But science habitually
assumes, at least as a working hypothesis, that general rules which have exceptions can be
replaced by general rules which have no exceptions. “Unsupported bodies in air fall” is a
general rule to which balloons and airplanes are exceptions. But the laws of motion and the
law of gravitation, which account for the fact that most bodies fall, also account for the fact
that balloons and airplanes can rise; thus the laws of motion and the law of gravitation are not
subject to these exceptions. (Bertrand Russell, The Problems of Philosophy) ({545% )

2.

There has been a cohtroversy started of late, much better worth examination, concerning
the general foundation of morals; whether they be derived from reason, or from sentiment;
whether we attain the knowledge of them by a chain of argument and induction, or by an
immediate feeling and finer internal sense; whether, like all sound judgment of truth and
falsehood, they should be the same to every rational intelligent being; or whether, like the
perception of beauty and deformity, they be founded entirely on the particular fabric and
constitution of the human species.

The ancient philosophers, though they often affirm, that virtue is nothing but conformity to
reason, yet, in general, seem to consider morals as deriving their existence from taste and
sentiment. On the other hand, our modern enquirers, though they also talk much of the beauty
of virtue, and deformity of vice, yet have commonly endeavored to account for these
distinctions by metaphysical reasonings, and by deductions from the most abstract principles
of the understanding. (David Hume, An Enquiry Concerning the Principles of Morals) ({&
55%)



