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Abstract: In the second half of the eighteenth century, with the

publication of non-religious philosophy, Hume claimed that the
existence of God is impossible, therefore his contemporaries viewed
him as a downright atheist. Recently, and despite the interpretations
of the last two centuries, Hume has not been introduced as an atheist,
but as an agnostic, theist, and deist. According to these three
attitudes, perhaps Hume has either suspended the claims of thick
theism and thin theism, or has explicitly endorsed the existence of
God, or has defended from unknown commitment regarding the
existence of wisdom that is the origin, creator, and ruler of this world.
This paper rejects the mentioned four readings and shows that Hume
is a weak and non-dogmatic atheist. Because, this philosopher, by
demonstrating that the claims of thick theism are groundless,
concludes that the existence of God, with a rich set of attributes, is
impossible. However, Hume's attitude to thin theism is not so sharp.
Thin theism is not wrong and incredible. According to him, thin
theism is empty and useless, and it does not deserve to be
investigated by any skeptic. In fact, Hume neither denied, nor
suspended, nor endorsed thin theism; If he denied it, he would
known as downright atheist, if he suspended it, he would known as
downright agnostic, and if he endorsed it, he would know as genuine
theist and attenuated deist.
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lntroduction: In the first decades

of the eighteenth century,
metaphysical scrutiny was in more
request with the Edinburgh
literati, clerical and laical, than
political controversies. So Hume
wrote A Treatise of Human Nature
and destroyed and discredited the
traditional notion of divine nature
and attributes with his radical
skepticism, and therefore received
the label of “downright atheist”
from his outstanding Scottish
critics, Thomas Reid and James
Beattie. In the First Enquiry,
Hume, with respect to these
themes, discredited not only our
knowledge of our existence, and
the existence of the material world,
but also our knowledge of the
existence of the Divine. In his later
writings, such as the Dialogues
Concerning Natural Religion, the
claims of “thick theism” have been
considered groundless. “Thin
theism” has been also considered
empty and useless. It is so empty,
useless, and incomplete that it does
not deserve to be investigated by
any skeptic. Works like An
Enquiry Concerning the Principles
of Morals, Essays: Moral, Political,
and Literary, in particular two
essays Of the Immortality of the

Soul and On Superstition and
Enthusiasm, The Letters of David
Hume, in particular, A Letter from
a Gentleman to his friend in
Edinburgh, Early Memoranda,
and An Abstract of A Treatise of
Human Nature are almost entirely
free from of any notion of God. In
the Natural History of Religion,
such theological issues are beyond
the bounds of  human
understandingo

Following the first critics of
Hume, his next generation's
leading critics, such as Dugald
Stewart, James MacIntoosh and
Leslie Stephen, described Hume's
philosophy as an “apology for
atheism”. Most of the critics of the
twentieth  century, including
Norman Kemp Smith, Barry
Stroud, John Wright, and David
Norton, while acknowledging
Philo as Hume’s deputy, believe
that Hume does not believe in God
at all. In contemporary times,
according to the extensive
accounts of Hume's philosophy
scholars, such as Paul Russell,
Terence  Penelhum, Thomas
Holden, Willem Lemmens, and
Alan Bailey, Hume is a “downright
atheist.”

Researchers such as Ernest

Mossner and Rasool Rasoolipur
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believe that it is better to consider
Hume as a “downright agnostic”,
like those who search for “genuine
faith”, not as an “atheist”.
According to this attitude, it seems
that Hume has suspended “thin
theism”  claims. From  the
perspective of these
commentators, one can consider
Hume as a “downright agnostic”,
which he consents to stay in a
completely questionable judgment
position on the existence or non-
existence of God.

Today's scholars, such as
Andre Willis, Jonathan Israel,
Donald Livingston, and Charles
Hendel, believe that the religious
commitments of Hume are more
significant than these. The
researchers have considered Hume
a “genuine theist”. Based on their
accounts, Hume gives some kind
of implicit or explicit assent to the
proposition that there is a God.

J.C.a Gaskin, a prominent
commentator of Hume's religious
philosophy, also believes that
Hume is a “deist”. Gaskin begins
his research with the argument
that Hume is an “attenuated deist”,
or it is better to say he is a
“minimal theism”. According to
Gaskin's attitude, it seems that

defended from

unknown commitment regarding

Hume has

the existence of wisdom that is the
origin, creator, and ruler of this
world, although this does not
commit him to the belief in the
God of Christianity.

The authors of this paper
believe that if we check carefully
Hume’s works, we will see that all
four of the above readings are
incorrect. Because, in his most
important works, Hume declared
the claims of “thick theism” are
groundless, false, incredible, and
highly impossible, and pointed out
that it is meaningless to assent to
the existence of an all-powerful
creature that can be the creator
and ruler of the world. So, the
problem is not just this: Hume
suspends the claims of “thick
theism”. His skeptical attitude is
stronger than that. In fact, the
philosopher, with doubts about the
claims of “thick theism”, points
out that these claims are false and
highly impossible.  Therefore,
regarding “thick theism”, Hume is
not just a skeptic, but he is an
“atheist”. But this “atheism” is
weak and non-dogmatic. In the
context of this paper, we will
examine this more carefully.
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Methodology:

Adopting an analytical-
comparative method, in this paper,
we try to argue the elements of
downright non-atheistic,
downright non-agnostic, genuine
non-theistic, and attenuated non-

deistic  of Hume's system.

Findings:

Research findings show that Hume
is a weak and non-dogmatic
atheist. Because, this philosopher,
by demonstrating that the claims
of thick theism are groundless,
concludes that the existence of
God, with a rich set of attributes, is
impossible. ~ However, Hume's
attitude to thin theism is not so
sharp. Thin theism is not wrong
and incredible. According to him,
thin theism is empty and useless,
and it does not deserve to be
investigated by any skeptic. In fact,
Hume neither denied, nor
suspended, nor endorsed thin
theism; If he denied it, he would be
known as downright atheist, if he
suspended it, he would be known
as downright agnostic, and if he
endorsed it, he would be known as
a genuine theist and attenuated
deist.

.
Discussion and (Jonclusion:

This Research outlines a very
important and difficult problem,
that is; Hume's downright atheism,
downright agnosticism, genuine
theism, and attenuated deism have
provided grounds for Hume to be
called a weak and non-dogmatic
atheist.

We saw that some
commentators believed that Hume
is a downright atheist. Others want
to label Hume a downright
agnostic. Most of the
commentators, although not all,
claimed that Hume is a genuine
theist. Some want to label Hume
an attenuated deist, or rather a thin
theist.

One response to this general
debate is to dismiss it as merely a
“verbal dispute”- much as some do
suchE

But we did not leave our
research on this important and
difficult issue at this point. Because
most of the commentators,
including those cited throughout
this paper, first of all, considered
Hume's later writings, especially
the Dialogues Concerning Natural
Religion. In general, A Treatise of
Human Nature and Dialogues
Concerning Natural Religion are



David Hume's Weak and Non-Dogmatic Atheism/ Lazemi, Hemmati 323

generally set aside as having little
or no direct bearing on this
question. Our approach is the
opposite of this, since we showed
that the Treatise and Dialogues
have the supposed atheistic
content. Beyond this, Hume's later
writings, and our reading of
Hume's attitude to the design
argument, make it clear that Hume
is neither a downright atheist, nor
a dogmatic agnostic, nor a genuine
theist, nor an attenuated deist.
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