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“In reality, all arguments from experience are founded on the
similarity which we discover among natural objects, and by
which we are induced to expect effects similar to those which
we have found to follow from such objects. And though none
but a fool or madman will ever pretend to dispute the authority
of experience, or to reject that great guide of human life, it may
surely be allowed a philosopher to have so much curiosity at least
as to examine the principle of human nature, which gives this
mighty authority to experience, and makes us draw advantage
from that similarity which nature has placed among different
objects. From causes which appear similar we expect similar
effects. This is the sum of all our experimental conclusions.”
(Hume 1748, Section IV)
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