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Tlic Law.s ol' A.ssociiitiou nvc often (listiiisjuishctl by psycliuloyists into Triniary and

Swondary, and the di.stimtion is one ol" ini])ortan((> and e\'t'n n(•(^^ssity. The primary

laws aro tliose fundamt'iital relations, which must exist between thoui,dits in order to

render one eapable of suu'ii'fsting anoliier. The secondary laws are merely certain

sulxirdinate inlineiices, snch as tlic intensity or recmtness of tliouy-hts, which nindify the

action of the primary huvs. Accordingly, wlien tiie Laws of A.ssociation are si)oken of

witlioul any qualifyim,'' prha.se. it is always the primary laws that are understood. It is to

these laws, therefore, that tiie present i)iipcr refers.

\ow. there are I wo fundameiilal rchil inns by wlii -li the inutnal sugcrestion of thoughts

is dciermined ; and. conseijuently. tlie I'liuiary Laws of Association arc. in ihcir liighcst

generalization, ri'ducible to two. Tlicse mav be expressed as follows:

—

I. States ol' miml, identical in nature, though dill'ering in tiie time of their occur-

rence, are capable of suii'u'estinn' each other;

II. States of mind, though dillering in nature, if identical in the time of their occur-

rence, are cai)able of suggest ilii;' each other.

Thes(> two laws evidently e(nnprchend all possible cases of suii'C'estion, as they

apply both to phenomena whi<h are identical and to those \vhi»li are dilfereiit in nature.

The first law retjuires, in order to tin- ixissibility of suu'gesti,)!!. thai there lie a natural

resemblance between the suiiiii'siine- and tin' suii;ics|,.d stati's ol mind. Thus when I hear

a souml which I recou'tiize as the voice ol' a friend, the recouiiiiion iuii)lies that the sound

of the present moment suiige^.ts to me the sound of the voice In'ard bcf di'. Now, the two

sounds aro similar in their nature ; they dill'er nn-rely in the tinu' ol their occurrence, the

cue being heard iu»w, the other ha viiiii' been heard on scnne i>revious occasion. The two

sounds, therefore, I'ullil the conditions of the lirst law. 15ut the act ol which we aro

speaking—the recognition of a [larlicular sound as beinn' the voice (d' a friend—inii)lies

something more, ^iot only doe> the present re, all the former sound, but it recalls also the

friend's a ppi'arance, with which that >.ounil is associated. Now, there is no natural resem-

blance between a man's visual appearance and the soiuid of his voice, but the two have,

by hypothesis, been in the mind at the same time, 'i'hey. therefore, I'ullil llie conditions of

the second law, ami the one i.s thereby rendered capalile of ."-uiin'c^tiiiii' the other.

Such is the general purpoit of these laws. The noiiieiii latuic. by which they are

distinuiushedcan scarcely be said ti) bi- uiii\ I'rsally determiiie(l amoiiii' psy, holoi;isls. The

minii's. Law of Similarity and liaw of Coiiliunit y. are those adopted, perhaps most

commoidy, iu English psycludogical literature At the same lime these terms can scarcely


