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The purpose of this book is to provide a
systematic interpretation of Hume's multi-
faceted thought within the framework of
“Sceptical Enlightenment,” and to reassess
his status as an Enlightenment thinker. In
order to construct this framework, Susato
first redefines the idea of Enlightenment as
a new form of historical awareness of an
emerging, civilized society in early mod-
ern Europe, with all its related issues. Then
he identifies the overarching feature of
Hume's thinking as an anti-dogmatic en-
dorsement of modern Epicureanism and
self-skeptical advocacy of a civilized soci-
ety.

Subsequently, Susato delineates
Hume's “Sceptical Enlightenment” by ex-
amining the substantive issues he dis-
cussed, thoroughly embedding his writings
in both historical context and in our pres-
ent-day scholarship. Susato’s enquiry be-
gins with Hume's uniquely balanced adop-
tion of the association of ideas compared
to other thinkers within that tradition (ch.
2). On this epistemological basis, he de-
velops a historical reading of Hume's use
of “opinion” as a guiding principle of his
moral, political, and historical writings
(ch. 3). Susato next examines some of the
more specific issues Hume discusses in re-
lation to a civilized society: the moral and
political effects of luxury (ch. 4), religion

and its relation with a political society (ch.
5), the best constitutional and electoral
system to curb factious disorders (ch. 6),
and the potential of progress and decline
of human society (ch. 7). Throughout, the
author illustrates how Hume delivers
self-consciously balanced discussions on
these issues by rigorously comparing
Hume with his predecessors and contem-
poraries. Chapter 8 explores the greatly di-
vided posthumous reception of Hume as a
philosopher and a historian through to the
mid-nineteenth century, especially from
the Radicals, Whigs, and Romantics. The
concluding chapter draws further implica-
tions of Hume's “Sceptical Enlightenment”
mainly through comparisons with Voltaire.

This is an exhaustively historical
work. Susato’s interpretations are meticu-
lously contextualized in the discourses of
Hume's forerunners, contemporaries, crit-
ics, and advocates. In addition, Susato’s
close attention to Hume's revision of Es-
says and History is a compelling feature of
this volume. Thus, this book abounds in
stimulating textual and contextual findings.

Further, Susato’s reading of Hume
scrutinizes his writings on epistemology,
morals, politics, economy, religion, and
history. This work can claim to have suc-
cessfully combined historical depth with
inter-disciplinary breadth in exploring the



almost limitless expansion and complica-
tion of Hume's thought. Placed within the
trajectory of such similar works beginning
with Duncan Forbes’s monumental book,
one of Susato’s significant contributions is
to incorporate Hume's economic thinking
into a historical and inter-disciplinary
framework.

The framework, “Sceptical Enlighten-
ment,” is thought provoking. It persuasive-
ly unites the allegedly inconsistent strands
of Hume's thinking into a reasonable posi-
tion of self-skeptical advocacy of a civi-
lized society. This reading is not only a
persuasive route in conquering “the terri-
ble campaign country” (24), but also a
successful depiction of Hume's outstand-
ing characteristic as an Enlightenment
thinker, a depiction which is firmly sup-
ported by the detailed historical compari-
sons with other Enlightenment thinkers in
this book.

The remaining space affords the op-
portunity to make just a few passing com-
ments. In chapter 4, Susato contrasts
Hume's silence on the issues of hypocrisy
and the negative effects of the division of
labor with the more serious consideration
offered by other contemporary thinkers
(e.g., Adam Smith). Susato explains this
silence by juxtaposing a Stoic “spectator”
understanding of morals as Hume's back-
ground intellectual tradition, compared to
Epicurean/Augustinian pessimism in oth-
ers (105-25). Nonetheless, the fact re-
mains that Hume was indifferent to these
issues, which likely posed counter-princi-
ples to his own advocacy of a civilized so-
ciety, in spite of the more serious concerns
his close intellectual acquaintances ex-
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pressed. It is worth considering to what
extent Hume was a “Sceptical” Enlighten-
ment thinker regarding this issue.

In chapter 5, while legitimately em-
phasizing Hume's continual criticism of
the clergy, the author describes Hume's fa-
vorable comments on the Church of Eng-
land as “flattering” (136) and “compli-
mentary” (146), and as an “occasional ex-
cuse” (151) influenced by the fact that the
church was the national church in England.
This may be true, but would seem to war-
rant a closer examination. If the status quo
thus exerts significant influence over
Hume's texts, one would suspect a similar
possibility that his favorable comments on
mixed constitutions and his “Perfect Com-
monwealth” essay itself would be mere
flattery influenced by the form of govern-
ment in Britain, although the author stress-
es Hume's seriousness on both regards (ch.
6). In addition, this practical disguise (if
such) would lead to another reconsidera-
tion of the extent of his “Sceptical Enlight-
enment” thinking, and possibly provide a
little justification for later criticism of
Hume as a hypocrite (ch. 8).

Throughout the book, the author care-
fully analyses the uniqueness of Hume's
thinking by comparing him with several of
his predecessors, and by exploring his tan-
gible contributions. While I do accept that
Susato’s approach is effective and valuable
in most parts of the book, especially in
chapters 2, 3, and 7, it seems to me that he
is sometimes too systematic in his analysis
of Hume's contributions. T find myself
wondering if such comparisons, when
drawn too flatly, might lead to a reduction
of Hume's complex worldviews to its bare



50 PRBFELE 8% 25

components, something interchangeable
with, and therefore indistinguishable from,
those of other thinkers’ views.

These viewpoints are not outright ob-
jections. Rather, the intention here is to

contribute toward what is indisputably a
continuing and fruitful discussion resulting
from this seminal work.

(Naohito Mori: Kochi University)



