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	EDITOR'SINTRODUCTION

	

	

	i.TheTextsandtheirPhilosophy

	

	Berkeleyisgenerallyregardedastheinventorofsubjectiveidealism;thatis,ofthetheorythatthephysicalworldexistsonlyintheexperiencesmindshaveofit.Thisisoneversionofthedoctrinethatrealityiswhollymental:theotherversionispan-psychism(whichisfromtheGreek,meaning'everythingmind-ism').Pan-psychismholdsthattherearemindsineverything.Sothekitchentablehasamind,oriscomposedofminds,orisrunthroughwiththepresenceofmindinsomeotherway.Pan-psychismacceptstheautonomousexistenceofobjectsoutsidecreaturesthatwenormallythinkofaspossessingminds,butsaysthattheseotherthings,contrarytogeneralbelief,alsohaveconsciousnessinthem,insomewayorother.Amongstmajorphilosophers,Leibnizand,perhaps,Spinozaarepan-psychists.Berkeley'sidealismrestrictsmindtotheusuallistofhumans,God,animals,andwhateverotherspiritstheremaycommonlybethoughttobe,andsaysthateverythingelse-theintrinsicallynon-mental-existsonlyasfeaturesoftheexperienceoftheseminds.

	Thisseemstobeaverybizarreview,but,asweshallsee,itarisesnaturallyoutofthephilosophyandscienceoftheseventeenthcentury.ThatsciencewasarticulatedphilosophicallybyJohnLockeinhisEssayConcerningHumanUnderstanding.Becauseitarticulatedthenewknowledgeinafairlydiscursivestyle,itfoundareadyaudience.ButBerkeley,unlikeLocke,wasnotadiscursivethinker;hedealtincrispandpurportedlydecisiveabstractarguments.Thismeantthat,inhisfirstexpositionofidealisminthePrinciples,hisshockingdoctrinewasstatedrathertoonakedlyandwithoutthescene-settingthatmighthavemadeitacceptable.Consequently,itwassimplydismissedaseccentric.TheDialoguesarehisattempttopresenthisdoctrineinamorepersuasiveway.IntheDialogues,therefore,hepersonifiesthedebatethatleadsfromthefashionablescientificphilosophyof
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	Locketohisownidealismintwocharacters.One,Hylas(thenameisderivedfromtheGreekformatter)defendsthescientificviewofthematerialworldasexistingindependentlyofthemind;theother,Philonous(fromtheGreekloverofmind)defendsidealism.TheDialoguesaremasterpiecesofbothliteratureandphilosophy.Thestyleisalmostperfectlylucidandthedebateproceedswithsomethingasclosetothedynamicofarealargumentbetweenintelligentandsympatheticinterlocutorsasonecouldhopetocaptureinthewrittenword.Therearefewlongspeechesandthedialoguehasanaturalto-and-froquality.Hylas'thoughtsfollowanaturaldevelopmentand,inthecourseofthedialogues,hemakeseveryobjectionthatmightreasonablyhaveoccurredtoanopponentofBerkeley's.Inshort,HylasisasfarfromthetedioussycophantswhoconstituteSocrates'opponentsinmostofPlato'sdialoguesasonecouldhopetoget.ThisisbecauseinPlato'sdialoguesthediscussionisusuallybetweenmasterandstudent:HylasandPhilonousare,inallexcepttheoutcomeoftheargument,friendsandequals.BecausetheDialoguesaremoreaccessiblethanthePrinciples,itisfromtheperspectiveoftheDialoguesthatmostofthisIntroductioniswritten.Butalmostalltheargumentsfindaplaceinbothsources.

	

	ii.HistoricalBackground

	

	GeorgeBerkeleywasbornatKilkennyon12March1685.HisgrandfatherhadgonetoIrelandaftertheRestorationof166oandhisfatherwasagentlemanfarmer.HeenteredTrinityCollegeDublinin1700,tookhisBAin1704andwaselectedaFellowin1707.TherehedevelopedhissysteminthenotesnowpublishedasthePhilosophicalCommentariesandpublishedhisfirstwork,EssayTowardsaNewTheoryofVisionin1709.Thisremainedthestandardtheoryofvisionuntilthemid-nineteenthcentury.In1710hewasordainedpriestintheAnglicanChurchandpublishedthePrinciplesofHumanKnowledge.BecausethiswasthoughtmerelypeculiarinintellectualcirclesinLondon,hewrotetheThreeDialoguesandpublishedtheminLondonin1713.Bothvolumesweremoti-
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	vatedbyBerkeley'sresistancetothe'newphilosophy'oftheseventeenthcentury.

	Thisnewphilosophywas,roughly,thephilosophicalarticulationofthenewscienceoftheperiod.IsaacNewton(1642-1727)wasthegreatestscientistoftheage,andJohnLocke(1632-1704)      thephilosopher      most      crucialinturningNewtonianscienceintoaphilosophy,butmanyotherphilosophersandscientists,includingDescartes(1596-1650),Malebranche(1638-1715),Galileo(1564-1642),andBoyle(1627-91)helpedformandpopularizethenewideas.Mostofthemodernthinkers-withtheimportantexceptionoftheCartesians-wereatomists.Atomistsnotonlybelievedthatbodiesaremadefromminuteparticles,theyalsoheldthattheparticles,andthebodiesmadefromthem,possessonlyprimary,andnotsecondaryqualities.Descartes,thoughrejectingatomism,agreedthatbodiesreallyonlypossessedprimaryqualities.Thismeansthat,inthemselves,bodiespossesssize,shape,motion,andimpenetrability,butnotcolour,sound,taste,hardness,orsmell.1Theselatterqualitiesaresaidtobedependentonthesenses-colouris,sotospeak,generatedinthemindthroughtheeye,soundthroughthemechanismofhearing,etc.Butthesecondaryqualitiesareavitalcomponentoftheworldasweexperienceit.Itfollowsthattheworldofexperienceisverydifferentfromtheworldassciencediscoversitreallytobe.Andnotmerelyaretheydifferentqualitatively,buttheyarelocatedindifferentrealms.Becausethethingsofwhichweareimmediatelyawarereallydopossesssecondaryqualities,andbecausesecondaryqualitiesexistonly'inthemind',thenwhatweareawareofare'ideasinthemind',notobjectsintheexternalworld.Theideasofwhichweareawareare,indeed,heldtorepresent,and,inrespectofprimaryqualities,resemble,objectsintheworld,but,nevertheless,theyalsoconstitutea'veilofperception'standingbetweentheperceiverandtheexternalworld.Sothephenomenalorexperientialrealm,ontheonehand,isdiffer-

	

	

	
	1 TheclassicphilosophicalstatementofthedistinctionisinJohnLocke'sAnEssayConcerningHumanUnderstanding.2.8.
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	entfromtherealorexternalworldinvestigatedbyscience,ontheother.

	Theterm'idea'ascoinedbyLockeandusedbyBerkeleydoesnothaveitsnormalsense-afactmuchremarkeduponbyLocke'scontemporaries.Wethinkofideasascreaturesoftheintellect,asthingsthatarethought:indeed'idea'isverycloseto'concept'.Locke,however,definedanideaas'whateveristheobjectoftheunderstandingwhenamanthinks'andincludedsensationsandsensoryimagesamongstideas:indeed,notmerelydidheincludethem,theybecametheparadigmideas,forideasaretreatedassensory,orquasi-sensory,images.TraditionalAristotelianandscholasticphilosophyhaddistinguishedbetweentwokindsofobjectsofmentallife.Ontheonehand,thereareformsorspecies,whichareuniversals,andsoappropriateforintellectandthought:theseare,roughly,whatwewouldcall'concepts'.Ontheotherhand,therearephantasms,whicharetheobjectsforsensoryperception,andareparticularsensoryimagesorsense-data.Locke'sadoptionoftheterm'idea'forallmentalobjectssignalledhisdeterminationtoassimilatethesetwogroupstheintellectualandthesensory-toeachother,andtomakethesensorythemodelforboth.(Whyhedidthisweshallseeinsection(vii).)

	Onceonehasacceptedthatoneisdirectlyawareofideasin

	themind,inthesensejustexplained,notofexternalthings,itbecomespressingtoprovethattherereallyareanyexternalthingsatall.Todramatizethepossibilitythattheremaybenoexternalworld,Descartessuggestedthatourexperiencecouldbetheproductofanevildemonwhoseintentionwastodeceiveus.Hethentriedtorefutesuchscepticalpossibilitiesbyproving,apriori,theexistenceofagoodGod;suchaGod,heargued,wouldnotdeceiveus,norallowustobedeceived,insomethingsofundamentalasourbeliefinanexternalworld.ButDescartes'swayofprovingtheexistenceofGodtheontologicalargument-didnotcommandgeneralacceptance,evenamongsttheists.Locke'sresponsetoscepticismwashardlymorehelpful.Hewasrobustlyanti-scepticalinspirit,buthadlittletoofferinthewayofargumentagainstthesceptic.Althoughnoneofthemajorfiguresofseventeenthcenturyphilosophyweresceptics,thenewphilosophywas
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	alwaystainted,ifnotwithespousingscepticismexplicitly,atleastwithhavingnoconvincingrefutationofitand,hence,encouragingitamongstitsreaders.Thispotentialforscepticismcametofruitioninamajorphilosopherslightlylater,withDavidHume(171I-76).

	Closelyconnectedtothefearofscepticismwasafearof

	materialismandatheism.Themechanisticand,hence,deterministviewofthephysicalworldthatwentwithatomismmadeitdifficulttounderstandhowimmaterialspirits,suchasthesoulorGod,wererelatedtothephysicalworld:inparticularitwasthoughtdifficulttounderstandhowtherecouldbecausalinteractionbetweenamaterialandanimmaterialsubstance.Descartes'sattempttomaketheinteractionofmindandbodyscientificallyrespectablebysayingthatittookplaceinaparticularpartofthebrain-namelythepinealglandconspicuouslyfailedtoaddresstheproblem.Theuneasefeltaboutinteractionsuggestedthatamaterialisttheoryofthemindwouldbepreferable.Andjustasthemechanisticviewofthebodythreatenedtosqueezeouttheimmaterialsoulormind,soNewton'srigorouslydeterministlawsofmotionleftGodlittletodointhecosmosatlarge.Theresponsewasdeism,accordingtowhichGodsetstheworldinmotion,butthenitrunswithoutHissupportorintervention.Atheismisthenextstep.ThesetendencieshadalreadybornefruitinthematerialistphilosophyofThomasHobbes(1588-I679).

	

	
		Berkeley'sPhilosophicalTask



	Wecanseecommonsenseasclingingtotwoprinciples.Oneisthatwearedirectlyawareofphysicalobjectsandtheotheristhatphysicalobjectsareindependentofusandexistoutsideourminds.Thenewphilosophymadeitimpossibletoholdboththeseprinciplesintheirnaturalsense.Ifwearedirectlyawareofideasinourmindsandnotoftheexternalworld,thenourna·iverealistunderstandingofperceptioncannotbemaintained.Thenewphilosophers,typifiedbyLocke,thereforeabandonednaiverealisminfavourofrepresentativerealism.Berkeley,bycontrast,wasdeterminedtoholdontotheideathatwearedirectlyawareofthephysicalworlditself,whilstacceptingthatwhatweareawareofmustbeminddependentideas.Hewas,therefore,forcedtoconcludethat

	 

	


	thephysicalworldconsistsessentiallyofideasinourmindsthatitsesseispercipi:formaterialobjects,tobeistobeperceived.Soinsteadofabandoningdirectrealism,Berkeleypreferredtoabandontheprincipleofthemind-independenceofthephysicalworld.Atleast,hemodifiedit.Themindindependenceofobjects,accordingtoBerkeley,isnotabsolute,butrelative.Aphysicalobject,unlikeahallucinatoryone,isnotdependentontheperceptionofanygivenperson,and,inthatsense,ismind-independent.Buthedeniesthatanythingexistsoutsideallmindstakentogether.Thephysicalworldconsistsofthosepatternsofexperiencethatareavailabletoall:sometaphysicalmind-independenceisnotneededtoguaranteeobjectivity.

	Butiftheworldisjustexperience,thenthereisaproblem

	abouttheoriginofexperience,foritcannolongerbeexplainedbytheinteractionofthesubjectandthemindindependentphysicalworld.ThenaturalalternativeexplanationisthatGod,insteadofcreatingamind-independentworldwhichthenproducesexperienceinus,producestheexperiencedirectly,andtheseexperiencesaredeemedtoconstitutethephysicalworld.Onthisscheme,wearedirectlyacquaintedwiththephysicalworld,soremovingthebarrierwhichmadescepticismatemptation,andGodismadeessentialtotheexistenceoftheworldateverymoment.

	

	
		PerceptionandtheWorld:ThePhilosophicalOptions



	BeforeconsideringBerkeley'sargumentsforhisidealism,itwouldbehelpfultohavearoughtaxonomyofthevariousaccountsoftherelationbetweenperceptionandthephysicalworldthathaveappearedinmodernphilosophy.Thereareatleasteightsuchtheories,andtheymarkoutthegroundfromna'iverealism,throughdifferentkindsofrepresentativerealism,toidealism.Thetwoformsofrealismthathavealreadybeenmentionedare:

	

	(ra)Nai'veordirectrealism.Thisissupposedtobethetheoryofuntutoredcommonsense,anditholdsthatinnormalperceptionweareawareonlyofmind-independent
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	physicalobjectsandtheirmind-independentproperties.Soif,innormalperception,Iseemtoseearedpatch,thentheredexpanseofwhichIamawareisthesurfaceofaphysicalobjectinpublicspace:itisnotsimplysomeideaorsense-datuminmymind.

	(2b)ScientificorLockeanrepresentativerealism.Thisistheviewattributedinsection(ii)tothe'newphilosophy':theexternalworldpossessesonlyprimaryqualities,thesecondarybeingpropertiesofideas;buttheprimaryqualitiesofexternalthingsdoresemblethoseofideas.SoifIaccuratelyperceivearedsquare,theexternalobjectwillbesquareinthewayIperceiveittobe;butitsrednessconsistsonlyinthefactthatithasthepowertocauseinmethesensationofred;redas-I-see-itexistsonlyinthemind'seye.

	

	Ihavecalledthese(1a)and(2b)becausetherearetwopositionssofarnotmentioned,oneofwhichisanattenuatedkindofdirectrealismandtheotheraricherkindofrepresentationalismwhichfallbetweenthemonthespectrumofoptions.Theattenuatedversionofdirectrealismisnotaveryplausibletheory,butHylasseemstodefenditatonepointintheargument,andithashadmorerecentsupporters.Itis

	

	(1b)Primaryqualitydirectrealism.Thistheoryisacompromisebetweennaiveandrepresentativerealism.Itsaysthatthesecondaryqualitiesofwhichweareawareexistonlyinourminds,buttheveryinstancesoftheprimaryqualitiesofwhichweareawareareexternal.SoifIamawareofasquarepatchofred,theredisafeatureofan'idea',butthesquarenessisthecontourofanexternalphysicalthing.Thisisaveryoddtheory,becauseitwouldseemthattheshapemustbetheshapeoftheredpatch,soiftheredisinthemind,thatparticularinstanceofshapemustbesotoo.Hylasmightbedefendingprimaryqualitydirectrealismonpage126oftheThreeDialogues.(Seenotetothispassage.)Thericherformofrepresentativerealismis

	

	(2a)Simplerepresentativerealism.Wearedirectlyawareonlyof'ideasinthemind',buttheexternalphysicalworldresemblestheseideasinrespectofbothprimaryandsecond-

	 

	
aryqualities.Bothideasandexternalthingscanbe,forexample,redandsquareinjustthesameway.Visualideasarelikecolouredphotographsofacolouredworld.

	

	TherearetwoothermoreattenuatedformsofrepresentativerealismwhichwerenotexplicitlydevelopeduntilafterBerkeley'sdeath,butagainstwhichsomeofhisargumentscanbeemployed.

	

	
	(3) Structuralrepresentativerealism.Theprimaryqualitiesthatexternalobjectspossesscannotbesaidtoresemblethosequalitiesasfoundinideas.Whattheyhaveincommonispurelyformalorstructural.Thismaymeannomorethanthattheycanbedescribedinthesamemathematicalway.

	(4) Kantianor'barelyrepresentative'realism.Nothing,orvirtuallynothing,canbesaidaboutthenatureofthemindindependentworld,exceptthatitis,insomesense,responsiblefortheworldofexperience.



	

	Alltheseformsofrealismcanbesubdividedaccordingtohowtheystandonafurtherissue.Ihavebeentalkingabouttheexternalworldintermsofthekindofqualitiesitissupposedtopossess,butphysicalobjectsaresubstancesandthereisthequestionofwhatthereistoasubstanceinadditiontoitsqualities-ifanything.Thatthereisanextrasomethingseemstofollowfromthethoughtthatqualitiesandotherpropertiesbelongtosomethingandthatthissomethingisnotitselfjustabundleofqualities,butadeeper'thinginess'.Becauseofitsmysteriousness,noteveryoneagreesthatoneneedsthisextra.Indeed,althoughLockewrotealongchapteronsubstance(Essay,2.23)andtalkedextensivelyaboutthesubstratumwhichisoverandabovequalities,scholarscannotagreewhetherhewasforitoragainstit!

	Soalltheaboveformsofrealismcanbedistinguishedinto

	aversioninwhichtheexternalworldconsistsofsensiblequalitieswhichbelongtosomefurthersubstratumorsubstance-theunknownextrathatownsthequalities-andaversionwhichhastheexternalobjectsconsistingentirelyof
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	qualities.ThisdistinctionisrelevanttoourconcernsbecauseBerkeleydiscussestheideathatmatterpossessesasubstratum,aswellasthequestionofwhatqualitiesmatterissupposedtopossess.

	Thereremainthetwoprincipalformsofnon-realism,as

	articulatedbyBerkeleyandHume.

	

	
	(5) Berkelianidealism.Thereisnothingtothephysicalworldexceptourexperienceanditspatterns.ThisorderingofexperienceissustaineddirectlybyGod.

	(6) ScepticalorHumeanphenomenalism.Thereisnothingtothephysicalworldexceptexperienceanditspatterns,andthereisnogoodreasontolookforanexplanationofwhythereshouldbesuchorderedexperiences:theirexistenceisjustabrutefact.



	

	AlthoughsomeofthesepositionswerenotexplicitlyformulateduntilafterBerkeley'sday,thereareargumentsthatcanbedeployedagainstallexcept(5),Berkeley'sownposition,inthetextsinthisbook.Berkeleycan,therefore,bereadastryingtoeliminatealltheaboveoptionsotherthanhisown.First,heseekstorefutenaiverealism,thentheformsofrepresentativerealism,discreditingthenotionofmaterialsubstratumontheway:thentoshowthatGodisrequiredforthesystem.Thisis,ineffect,thestructureoftheThreeDialogues.Atthecentreofsuchastrategyistherefutationoftherealismthatiscommonto(1)-(4).ThisBerkeleyattemptsintworadicallydifferentways.Onewayistoexaminetheconceptofmatteranddiscoverthatitlacksanypropercontent.Theessenceofthisstrategyistoenquirewhatpropertiesmind-independentmatterissupposedtopossessandtoshowthatitcouldnotpossessanyofthem.Thisisanaturalpartoftheattacksonnaiveandrepresentativerealism,foritisbyarguingthatneitherprimarynorsecondaryqualitiesnoraresidualsubstratumcouldbemind-independentthatherefutesthetheoriesofperceptionandthetheoriesofthephysicalworldthatarecontainedin(I)-(4).Thesecondstrategyagainstmatterisradicallydifferentandphilosophicallymoreesoteric.Itstartsnotprimarilyfromreflectingonthecontent
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	oftheconceptofmatter,butfromreflectingonthenatureofthought-onwhatitisforsomethingtobe,orbethecontentof,anidea-andconcludingthattherecannotbeaconceptorideaofanythingessentiallyindependentofmind.ItisthisstrategyofwhichBerkeleywasmostproudandwhichgreatlyimpressedHume.2Itisexpressedintheattackonabstractideasandthesupposedproofthatonecannotconceiveoftheunperceived.Atitscoreliesthetheorythatthoughtsaremerelyimages-thatis,theyarenotessentiallydifferentfromsense-contentsandsensations.Berkeleywantstorestaknock-downdemonstrationofidealismonthefoundationofthistheoryofthought,but,asweshallsee,thisconceptionofthoughtissoconfusedandinadequatethatBerkeleyhastofallbackonthemorelucidandcommonsensicalargumentsthatconstitutehismoregeneralattackonmatter.Thisiswhyitisthemassofargumentsthatmakeuphiscriticismsoftheothertheoriesandofparticularconceptionsofmatterthathavemoreusuallyimpressedhismoremodernreaders,andwhyithasbeenapuzzleformanycommentatorshowtheattackonabstractionissupposedtorelatetotheproofofidealism.

	

	v.TheMainArgumentoftheThreeDialogues

	
		Againsttheexternalityofsecondaryqualities.FirstIshallconsiderthelessesotericargumentoftheThreeDialogues.TheDialogueswerewrittentomakethedoctrineandtheargumentofthePrinciplesmoreaccessible.ThePrinciplesstartsfromBerkeley'smoreorlessnoveltheoryofconceptshisattackon'abstractideas'-andapproachesthenotionsofmatterandmind-independencewiththatnoveltheoryverymuchinmind.TheThreeDialogues,bycontrast,startsfromthekindofargumentsagainstnaiverealismthatwouldhavebeenfamiliartohisreadersandseekstoshowthattheseargumentsdevelopnaturallyintoargumentsagainstrepresentativerealism,and,hence,againstrealismin



	

	

	
	2 HumesaidthatBerkeley'sdismissalofabstractideaswas'oneofthegreatestandmostvaluablediscoveriesthathasbeenmadeoflateyearsintherepublicofletters';TreatiseofHumanNature,r.7·
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	general.Theattackonabstractideasisinvokedwherehelpful,butitisnotthecornerstonethatitismeanttobeinthePrinciples.

	IntheThreeDialoguesBerkeleyattackseveryoneofour

	eightoptionsexcept(5)-hisownformofidealism-moreorlessintheorderInumberthem.Afteraninitialexchangeonthedangersofscepticism,HylasandPhilonousagreethat'sensiblethings'consistof'sensiblequalities',suchas'lights,colours,figures,sounds,tastes,odours'.Philonoussetsouttoprovethatallthesesensiblequalitiesand,hence,allsensiblethingsaremind-dependent.Todothishemainlyusesthreeargumentsthatwouldhavebeenfamiliarto,andacceptedby,the'modernminded'amongsthisreaders.Twoofthesearestillamongstthestock-in-tradephilosophicalargumentsagainstnai"verealism.Thefirstistheargumentfromillusion,whichconcludesfromthefactthatobjectslook(orsound,orfeel,etc.)differenttodifferentobserversortothesameobserveratdifferenttimes,whilstnotthemselveschanging,thatwhatoneisdirectlyawareofinthosevaried'looks'cannotbetheobjectsthemselves.Thesecondisthecausalargument,whicharguesfromthefactthatourexperiencesarecausedattheendofachainofeventsthatrunsfromtheobjecttothesenseorganandthenthebrain,totheconclusionthattheimmediateobjectsofthoseexperiencesmustalsobecausedattheendoftheprocessandsobe'inthemind'or'inthehead';they,therefore,cannotbeidenticalwiththeobjectsintheexternalworldthatinitiatedthecausalchain.Thethirdargument,whichisofancientorigin,doesnothavethesamemoderncurrencyastheothertwoandislessfamiliar.Itmightbecalledtheassimilationargument.Certainmentalcontentsareincontrovertiblysubjective,sothatitmakesnosensetosuggestthattheymightexistextramentally.Thereare,forexample,nothoughts,emotions,pains,orsensationsoutsideofminds.Onewayofshowingthatsensiblequalitiesaresubjectivewouldbetoshowthattheyareessentiallyinterconnectedwithoneofthesenecessarilysubjectiveelementsandsoassimilatethesensiblequalitytothesubjectiveone.BerkeleyfollowsalineofargumentdatingatleastfromAristotle,whichassertsthatcertain
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	sensiblequalitiesareessentiallyconnectedtopleasureandpain.Anexampleofthisstrategyishistreatmentofheat.Anintensedegreeofheatisaverygreatpain,sointenseheatcanbeassimilatedtopainandsodoesnotexistintheexternalworld.3Imentionthisnowlargelyignoredstrategybecauseitwillfeatureinthecrucialquestion,tobediscussedlater,ofwhether'anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea'.

	Icannotdealsatisfactorilyherewiththestillcontroversialquestionofwhetherthese,andsimilarargumentsagainstnaiverealismaresuccessful.4Astheywerethecommoncurrencyoftheday,Berkeley'sclaimtofamerests,notonthem,butontheidealistdevelopmentshemakesfromthem.Onepointis,however,worthmaking.Onpagesr12-25oftheFirstDialogueheappliestheaboveargumentstosecondaryqualities,andconcludes'Colours,sounds,tastes,inaword,allthosetermedsecondaryqualities,havecertainlynoexistencewithoutthemind.'Berkeleyisheremakinganexaggeratedclaim.Allthatthearguments,evenifsound,justifyoneinconcludingisthatthoseinstancesofsecondaryqualitiesofwhichoneisimmediatelyawareexistonlyinthemind:theydonot,thatis,refute(2a)above,simplerepresentativerealism,accordingtowhichbothprimaryandsecondaryqualitiesbelongbothtoideasinthemindandtotheexternalobjectstheideasrepresent.Inmakingthisconfusion,BerkeleyissimplyfollowingLocke,whohadusedsimilarargumentsagainsttheobjectivityofsecondaryqualities.BothLockeandBerkeley,thatis,confuseargumentswhich,ifsuccessful,showthattheimmediateobjectsofourawarenessaresubjective,withproofsthatsecondaryqualitiesarepersesubjective.5Inthecaseofsecondaryqualitiesthisis,perhaps,anunderstandablemistake,becausesecondaryqualitiesplaysuchacentralrole

	

	3IdiscussthisargumentinthenotetoDialogues,p.r12.

	
	" Iarguethat,contrarytocurrentbelief,theargumentsaresuccessfulinPerception(London:Routledge,1994).



	5InEssay,2.8.21Lockearguesthattheperceptionofprimaryquali

	tiesdoesnotvarywithsubjectiveconditions,asperceptionofsecondaries

	does,andthatthisshowstheformertoexistexternallyandthelatterinthemind.
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	inconstitutingtheimmediateobjectsofourawareness.But,asweshallseewhenconsideringprimaryqualities,theerrorismoregrossthanthat;foritappearstoinvolvetheprinciplethat,ifakindofqualityisprovedtoexistinthemind,itfollowsthatitdoesnotalsoexistoutsidethemind,andthisisquestion-begging.

	

	
		Againsttheexternalityofprimaryqualities.Believinghimselftohavedisposedofsecondaryqualities,Berkeleycanbereadasthenconsideringthebizarreoption(1b);thatwearedirectlyawareofexternalprimaryqualities,thoughnotofsecondary.Hehasnodifficultyrefutingthisbyusingthesameargumentsashehadusedtorefutetheobjectivityofsecondaryqualities,andsimilarlyproceedstoconcludethatprimaryqualitiesexistonlyinthemind.Heistherebymisledintothinkingthathehasdisposedoftheformsofrepresentativerealismcontainedin(2a),(zb),and(possibly)(3).Locke'smistakeninterpretationoftheseargumentsis,therefore,easilyturnedagainsthisownphilosophy.Itisnotuntillateoninthefirstdialogue,afteraninterestingdigression,thatHylasrealizesthatrepresentationalismisstillavailable.Thedigressioncontainsthreeargumentsthatallinvolvebacktrackingonhisconcessionthatnosensiblequalitiesexistexternally.Twooftheseargumentsmeritcomment.



	Inoneofthese,Hylassuggeststhatifonedistinguishesbetweentheactandtheobjectofperceptiononecanseethattheformerissubjectiveandthelatter-whichincludesthesensiblequalities-isnot.Thisisastrategywidelyusedbymodernphilosophers.Theyarguethatperceivingissomethingwedoandtheobjectsofperceptionarethingswedoitto.Thepsychologicalstateistheactandtheobjectisoutintheworld:suchtermsas'idea'onlyservetoconflatethesetwopolesofperception.Aproperdiscussionofthispointwouldtakeusintothemoresophisticatedreachesofthephilosophyofperception,butPhilonous'responseisnotwithoutforce.Herepliesthatperceptualexperience-asopposedto,forexample,theactofturningone'sheadtolook-isentirelyinvoluntaryandtheact-objectdistinctioncannotbeappliedwherethewillisnotinvolved.

	 

	


	TheotherinterestingargumentinthedigressioncomesfromHylas'suggestionthatsensiblequalitiescanbelookedonineitheroftwoways:theycanbeconsideredeitherasmodesofsensationwhichcouldnotexistoutsidethemind;orasmodesofamaterialsubstratum.Thisdoesnothingtoanswerdirectlytheargumentsalreadyemployedagainstmindindependentsensiblequalities,andfacesalsotheproblemofgivingsomeliteralsenseto'substratum'anditstaskof'underlying'or'supporting'qualities.Berkeleyarguesthatonecanmakesenseofanunknown,suchassubstratumismeanttobe,onlyifonecansetitinaknownrelationtosomethingknown.AnexampleofthismightbethatIcanformanideaofSmith'sfather,thoughIdonotknowhim,becauseIknowSmithandunderstandtherelation'beingthefatherof'.Substratumsupposedlystandsinrelationtoknownsensiblequalities,butthatrelation-'underlying'or'supporting'-isitselfmetaphorical-not'asyourlegssupportyourbody'.Sotherearenottwoknownsandoneunknown,buttwounknownsandonlyoneknown.ThisisessentiallyBerkeley'sobjectiontoallthoseformsofrealismthatmakematerialsubstanceconsistofmorethanqualitiesalone.

	ThedigressionendswhenHylasrealizesthatheshouldbe

	defendingarepresentativerealisminvolvingqualitiesalone,sopickingtheargumentupwhereitshouldhaveleftoffaftertheattackonnaiverealism.

	

	Tospeakthetruth,Philonous,Ithinktherearetwokindsofobjects,theoneperceivedimmediately,whicharelikewisecalledideas;theotherarerealthingsorexternalobjectsperceivedbythemediationofideas,whicharetheirimagesandrepresentations.NowIown,ideasdonotexistwithoutthemind;butthelattersortofobjectsdo.IamsorryIdidnotthinkofthisdistinctionsooner...(pp.142-3)

	

	Philonousglossesthis,saying:'youwillhaveourideas,whichaloneareimmediatelyperceived,tobepicturesofexternalthings...'Philonousmakestwoimportantresponses:(i)Heaskshowwecouldevercometoknowabouttheobjectsbehindthepictures.Inthecaseofnormalpictures,wecanperceivebothpictureandobjectwiththesamedegreeof
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	directness,butinthecaseofideasandthingsonlytheideasaredirectlyavailableinexperience.Ourknowledgeofobjects,therefore,wouldhavetobe'bysomeinternalfacultyofthesoul,asreasonormemory'.Hylashereadmits'IdonotfindIcangiveyouanygoodreasonfor'believinginobjects,butintheseconddialoguehecomesneartothenaturalreplybysayingthattheexternalworldcauses,andtherebyexplains,ourideas.Thattheyprovidesuchanexplanationwouldbeareasonforbelievinginexternalobjects.

	Berkeley'sresponsetothissuggestionbringsintoplayoneofthemostcontentiousofhisanti-realistclaims.Hearguesthatonlymindsarerealcausalagents,sothepostulationofanexternalworldcouldneverexplainanything.Hebacksthisupbyanappealtointrospection.Weknowfromexperiencethatourvolitionscancausethings,butthatideasarepassive:weseethewhiteblobtouchtheredblobandtheredblobthenmoves,andweseesuchthingsregularly,butseenomakingorcausingconnectingthewhiteandtheredideas.Berkeley'spositionwouldhaveseemedmuchweakerifhehadconcentratedontactile,ratherthanvisualcases.Thefeelingofbeingpressedandthefeelingofmotionthatisassociatedwithitdonotseemtobemerelycontingentlyconnected-itseemstobepartofthenatureoftheonethatittendstoleadtotheother.Evenifthisisso(whichisnotclear)theBerkelianneednotworry.Thefeelingofbeingpushedisstillafeelingand,hence,amentalstate.Tosaythatcausalpowerintheworldislikeafeelingofpressureexceptthatitisoutsideofmindseemshardlybetterthansayingitislikeanextra-mentalactofwill.Phenomenologicaljudgementsintheseareasareverydifficulttoevaluate,butitisplausibleforaBerkeliantoarguethatsayingsomethingislikewhatyoufeelwhenyoufeelyourselfbeingpushed,exceptthatitisnotasensation,isnobetterthansayingthatsomethingislikeyellow,butnotacolour.(ii)Hissecondresponseistodenythattherecouldbeanythingintheexternalworldwhichwaslikeanythingpresentedinanidea:'nothingbutanideacouldbelikeanidea'.Ifthisiscorrectthennokindofrepresentativerealismwhichallowstherepresentationtotellusanythingaboutwhatthething

	 

	


	representedislike,willbepossible:thiswouldcertainlyruleout(za)and(zb)whichclaimthatideasandtheworldsharecertainpositivequalities.Itwouldprobablypermit(4),forthatmakesnoclaimsaboutthenatureofthephysicalworld:whetheritallows(3)willdependonwhetherstructuralfeaturesare'likenesses'inthesensecoveredbythisargument(whateverthatsenseexactlymaybe).

	

	
		That'anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea'.Whenappliedtoperceptualideas,thisprincipleseems,atfirstsight,bothsophisticalandquestion-begging.Ontheordinary,nonphilosophicalsenseof'idea',whereitmeansthoughtorconcept,itisplausibletosaythatnothingoutsidethemindcouldbelikeanidea,forthingslikebitsofthoughtscannotfloataroundintheexternalworld.ButBerkeleyisusing'idea'inLocke'sway,tomeananythingwithwhichthemindconcernsitselfdirectly,whichincludesperceptualcontentsaswellasintellectualcontents.Anditseemssimplytobegthequestionagainsttherepresentativerealisttoassertasaprinciplethattheextra-mentalworldcouldnotbelikeourperceptualcontents.



	ThesituationforBerkeley'sargumentisnot,however,asbadasthissuggests.Itistrue,notonlythatnothingextramentalcouldbelikeathought,butalsothatnothingextramentalcouldbelikeasensation.AsIpointedoutwhendiscussingtheassimilationargumentabove,therecanbenopains,itches,ortactilesensations,oranythinglikethem,intheexternalworld.Berkeleyhastoshow,therefore,thatallperceptual'ideas'fallintothiscategory:inparticular,hehastoshowthatcolourpatchesarejustasmuchmeresensationsastwingesandfeelings.Hisattackonvisualdepth(whichisdiscussedin(vii))ispartofsuchastrategy.Itcanbecarriedfurtherbyathought-experiment.Imaginesomeonebornblind,whowasgiven,bydirectcorticalstimulation,visualsensations.Giventhatthesewerenotsoorderedastomapontohispictureoftheworldgainedthroughtheothersenses,wouldtherebeanythingaboutthemwhichmadethemseemanydifferentinstatusfromothersensations?Althoughthisisspeculative,itseemsreasonabletoguessthattheywould
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	seemtobe'inthehead'andnomoreapparentlyexternalthanachesandthrobs.Itisthekindofstructurethatnormalvisualexperiencepossesses,ratherthanitsintrinsicnature,thatmakesitnaturaltoreaditscontentsasextemal.6Ifourvisualexperiencewerechaoticandaccidental,eventhatfeatureofitthatweidentifyasvisualshapewouldhavenoapparentclaimtogreaterobjectivitythananyotherfeatureofthesensation.

	Iftheseconsiderationshaveforce,thentheexternalworldwouldnotbelikeourideasofitandsowouldhavetobesomethingthenatureofwhich(ifithasone)ishiddenfromus.ThisconceptionofphysicalrealityisonethatwasdevelopedafterBerkeley,butthereareargumentsinourtextswhicharerelevanttoit.

	Hylassuggeststhatwehavenootherconceptionofmatterthanasthatwhichcausesexperience.Ifdevelopedsystematically,thiswouldleadtotheconceptionofthephysicalworldastheformalstructureofcausallawsthatexplainthephenomena:thatis,asaversionof(3),structuralrepresentativerealism.Berkeleyadmitsthattherecouldbethingsofwhichwedonotknowtheintrinsicnature(pp.164-5),sohisonlydirectobjectiontothisattenuatedrealismistheclaimthatcausationisessentiallyconnectedwithwilland,hence,mentaJ.7IndesperationHylasattenuatesmatterfurther:'Iatpresentunderstandbymatterneithersubstancenoraccident,thinkingnorextendedbeing,neithercause,instrument,noroccasion,butsomethingentirelyunknown,distinctfromallthese'(p.r63).ThisconceptionisreminiscentofKant'snoumenon,inthatitiswhollynegative:matterhasbecomeamereplace-holder(notliterally,forHylasconcedesthatplacehasbeenshowntobemental).PhilonoushaslittledifficultypersuadingHylasthatthisideaisentirelyempty.Havingdonethis,eachof(r)to(4)hasbeendisposedoftoBerkeley'ssatisfaction.

	

	
	" Fortheclassicexpositionofthisaccountofexternality,seeHume's



	Treatise,r.4·2.

	7Thisistheonlyargumentapartfromthosetobeconsideredinthe

	nextsectionbywhichhearguesthattheveryideaofextra-mentalexistenceisdefective.
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	vi.Mites,Men,andObjectiveSpace

	ThereisanargumentthatBerkeleyusesagainsttheobjectivityofphysicalspacewhichisnot,Ithink,takenseriouslybymostcommentators,butwhichIbelievehasmoreforcethanisgenerallyappreciated.Berkeleyarguesthatbecausethingslookbiggertoamitethantoahumanandthereisnoclearsenseinwhichoneofthemperceivesthe'right'size,thenthereisnofactaboutthesizeand,therefore,nosuchthingasrealorobjectivesize,andsonosuchthingasmindindependentspatialdimensions.

	Thefirstobjectiontothisargumentthatspringstomindisthatmeasurementcanpickoutrealsizeandthat,irrespectiveofhowitlookstomiteorman,anobjectwillhaveaspecificmeasurablesize;forexample,beingtwoincheslong.Butthiswillachievenothingunlesswecangiveobjectivitytounitsofmeasurement,andaninchisalongdistancetoamiteandasmallonetoahuman,soinagreeingthatanobjectistwoincheslongthemiteandthemanhaveonlyanillusionofagreement.Thereisagreementontherelativesizesoftheobjectandaninchonaruler,butnoagreementabouttheabsolutesizeofeither.Itseemsthatsubjectsofradicallydifferentsizescanagreeontherelativesizesofobjects,butnotontheirintrinsicdimensions.Theresponsetothisisobvious,namelythatsizeisarelativematterandagreeingontherelativedimensionsofthingsisagreeingontheiractualdimensions.Thematterisnot,however,quitesosimple.Itcanbeprovedthatapurelyformaldefinitionofspace,interms,say,ofCartesianco-ordinatesandaxes,isnotacompleterepresentationofthenatureofspace.sAswellassuchformalfeatures,theremustbesomethingintuitiveandqualitative,likethewaythatextensionpresentsitselfexperientiallyinvision.Butitisinrespectofthisqualitativefeaturethatthingslookmanytimeslargertothemite:relativesizesarepreserved,butthequalitativeinterpretationsofdimensionsarenot.Ifsuchaninterpretationisessentialtoanyrealspace,asIhaveclaimeditis,thenthereisaproblem.Thephysicalworldinwhichthingscannotalldoubleinsize-as

	

	"JohnFostershowsthisinTheCaseForIdealism,73-88.

	 

	


	theycanwhenonemovesfromahumanworldtoamite's-isanabstractioncreatedbymeasurementfromthevariousworldsofexperience,whicharetheultimateconstituentsofreality.ThisisalineofargumentthatIthinkmeritsfurtherinvestigation.9

	

	
		ThePrinciplesandAbstraction



	ThefeatureofThePrinciplesonwhichIwanttoconcentrateisBerkeley'stheoryofthought.ThisistobefoundintheattackonabstractideasintheIntroduction,andinsection23,wherehearguesthatwecannotformtheideaofanextramentalobject.(ThisargumentalsooccursinDialogues,pp.139-40.)Berkeley'spurposeistodemystifyourunderstandingofthought.

	Thoughtsandtheircontentspossesstwostrictlydistinctbutcloselyconnectedproperties.First,thoughtspossessintentionality,whichmeansthattheyareaboutthingsotherthanthemselves:mythoughtsareaboutelephantsorbooks,whicharenotthemselvessimplyeventsinmymind.Second,mostthoughtcontentspossessgenerality.Allourconcepts,exceptthosestrictlyusedtonameorindicateparticularobjects,expressfeatures,suchasbeingredorbeinghuman,whichanindefinitenumberofthingsmightpossess.Beingaboutthingsandbeinggeneralaremysteriousproperties,inthesensethattheyarepeculiartomindandarenotpossessedbyphysicalparticularsintheirownright.Theclassicalandmedievalpreoccupationwithformsanduniversalswaspreciselyconcernedwiththegeneralityofthoughtandwithhowtheworldhadtobesothatitcouldmatchthegeneralityfoundinthought-thatis,howtheworldhadtobesothatthoughtscouldbetrueofit.Thisconcernspawnedawholeclassofgeneralorpotentiallygeneralentities,suchasforms,universals,essences,andsensiblespecies.Nominalists-of

	

	'Inasenseithasalreadyreceivedsuchinvestigation,forFoster'sargumentinpt.3ofTheCaseforIdealismcanberegardedasaverysophisticateddevelopmentofBerkeley'spoint.Physicalspacerequiresanintuitiveelement.butwhatthiselementisactuallylikemustbeafunctionofthenatureofexperience.notofsomemind-independentreality.
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	whomOckhamisthemostnotorious-deniedtherealityofgeneralityintheworld,somehowwantinggeneralitytobespunbylanguage,andbytheseventeenthcenturynominalistshadgainedthedaywithregardtosupposedgeneralityintheexternalworld,butsome,suchasDescartes,stillacceptedgeneralityasanintrinsicfeatureofmentallife.Britishphilosophers-includingbothHobbesandLocke-weredeterminedthatabsolutelyeverythingrealhadtobewhollyparticular.Thisleavesaproblemfortheundoubtedgeneralityofthought.Theparticularsthatwereagreedtoconstitutethoughtwereimages,conceivedofascolourpatches,sounds,etc.Thustherewasnoessentialdifferencebetweenthoughtandsensation.Locketriedtosolvetheproblemofgeneralitybyinvokingabstractgeneralideas,which,sometimesatleast,hetreatsasabstractgeneralimages.Sotheideaoftriangleisanimagewhichis,atthesametime,everyspecifickindoftriangle-isosceles,rectangle,scalene,etc.-andnoneinparticular.Berkeleyhasnodifficultyshowingthatthereisnosenseintheideaofsuchanimage.Hisalternativetheoryisthatathoroughlyparticularimagebecomesgeneralbyrepresentingorstandingforsomeclassofimages.Fromthepointofviewofthesubject,thishappensbyhisselectivelyattendingtotherelevantfeatureoftheimage.So,thoughIamimaginganequilateraltriangle,Itakeitasrepresentingalltrianglesbyselectivelyattendingjusttothefactthatithasthreesides,andignoringtheirrelativeproportions,itssize,colour,etc.

	ThisexplainswhyBerkeleythoughthisattackonabstractionrefutedthebeliefinmind-independentreality.Ifwecanhavegenuineideasonlyofthosefeatureswhichareliterallyrealizedinimages,suchasredorsquare,orarenamesforcollectionsofsuchideas(suchas'apple')thenbeingmindindependent,beingunperceived,ormaterialsubstancewillnotbegenuineideas,fornoideacanliterallypossessthesefeatures:allideascanoccurinhallucinationsandnohallucinationcanliterallypossesssuchcharacteristics.Norcantheybenamesforacollectionofideas,unlessoneagreestogivetheseconceptstheirBerkeliangloss.

	Histheoryofthoughtexplainswhatotherwisecanseemtheratherstrangeargumentinsection23.Berkeleyappearstobe

	 

	


	arguingthatyoucannotformtheideaofsomethingunthoughtof,foronceyouformsuchanideaitsobjectis,ipsofacto,thoughtof.

	

	Tomakeout[thattheobjectsofyourthoughtmayexistwithoutthemind],itisnecessarythatyouconceivethemexistingunconceivedorunthoughtof,whichisamanifestrepugnancy.Whenwedoourutmosttoconceivetheexistenceofexternalbodies,weareallthewhileonlycontemplatingourownideas.

	

	Putinthisway,theargumentfeelssophistical:allyouneedisadistinctionbetweenthethoughtanditsobject,andthoughtheformerisinthemind,thelatterisnot.Thisdistinctioniswhatwemeanbytheintentionalityofthought.ThetheoryofthoughtfoundintheintroductiontothePrinciplesunderminessuchanappealtointentionality.Ifeverythingthinkablecanberealizedinanimageasafeatureofit,thentheconceptsofmind-independentmatter,andmind-independence,simpliciter,shouldbesorealizable.But,necessarily,suchthingscannotbepropertiesofimages,whichareessentiallymental,sowecannothaveideasofthem.

	Itisatthispointthattheargumentaboutvisualdistance,

	whichhadbeenthemaintopicoftheNewTheoryofVision,Berkeley'sfirstbook,becomesimportant.Itisnaturaltosuggestthatwearedirectlyawareofdistanceinsight,becausethingslooktobeoutinfrontofusandsomeofthemlooktobefurtherawaythanothers:sothesevisualideasdoseemreallytorepresentthepropertyofexternalityandmind-independence.Berkeleyarguesagainstthissuggestionthatdistanceisnotarealvisualphenomenonbecauseitis'alineturnedendontotheeye'.Ifweconsidervisualspaceontheleft-rightandup-downaxes,thenaspaceof,say,twoinchesisrepresentedbyanareainwhichatwo-inchvisualobjectanextentofcolour--couldbepresenttoawareness.Fortheseaxes,thatis,aspatialdistanceissomethinginwhichavisualphenomenonispresented.Butthisisnotsofordepth.Ifoneobjectistwoinchesbehindanotherthenthespacebetweenthemisinvisible,inthesensethatsomethingplacedtherecannotbeseen.Thelineisend-ontotheeyeinthesensethatnospatialextentisdirectlyvisibleindepth.Oursenseof
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	depthcomesonlyfromalearntassociationbetweencertainvisualexperiencesandthefactthatwehavetoreachouttotouchthemoredistantobjects.Itisthiscorrelationbetweentouchandvisionthatcreatestheexperienceofdepth,notsomethingintrinsictovision.

	Theobjectionfromintentionality,however,isnotadequatelydealtwithmerelybydisparagingourperceptionofdepth.Notheoryofthoughtcanoperatewithoutadistinctionbetweenthethought,consideredasapsychologicalepisode,andwhatthethoughtisabout.BerkeleydoesnotdenythatIcannowthinkofmyselfasexistingyesterday,andthatIcanthinkofyourmindandwhatmightbeinit:butneitherpasttimenorothermindsandtheircontentscanbefeaturesofthecurrentimagewithwhichIamthinking.Ifacurrentepisodeofthoughtcouldnotbeaboutsomethingoutsidethatepisode,thenwewouldbestuckinasolipsismofthepresentmoment;thatis,wecouldhavenothoughtofanythingbutthecurrentcontentsofourownconsciousness.

	Berkeleydoesimplicitlytakenoticeoftheseproblems,for,aswehaveseen,hedoeshaveadoctrineofrepresentationwherebyanideacanstandforothers.Asweshallsee,hisaccountofthisisseriouslyinadequate.

	Berkeley'sclaimthatparticularideasstandforotherideasisthesourceofthedoctrineofassociationism,whichwastobetheprincipleempiricistaccountofmeaningandthoughtuntiltheendofthenineteenthcentury.Associationistsexplainedthoughtandmeaningbysayingthatthemeaningofamentalepisodeconsistedinitsassociationwithothermentalepisodeswhichtendedtooccurincloseproximitytoit.Forexample,theword'red'meansthecolourredbecausethewordtendstosummonupanimageofthecolour.Humeappliesthisideatoexplainourattributionofnecessitytocausalrelations:becausewehaveoftenseeneventsoftypeFfollowedbyeventsoftypeG,wheneverweseeanFourmindsimmediatelyformanideaofG,andsowethinkthemnecessarilyconnected.

	Afatalflawwithassociationismcanbeexposedbynoticinganambiguityinthenotionofassociation.Anassociationcanbeeitherobjectiveorsubjectiveinthefollowingway.Itmightjustbeamatteroffactthatcertainideastendedtooccur

	 

	


	together,oritmightbethecasethatthesubjectnoticedtheseassociationsandsoactivelythoughtofthemasassociated.Insofaraswearetryingtounderstandtheexperienceofmeaningfulthought,itmustbethelatterthatisintended,forthebareoccurrenceofcorrelationswouldnotaloneconstitutetheexperienceofmeaning.Berkeleycertainlymeantthesubjectiveassociationwhenhetalkedofattendingtothetriangularityofaparticulartriangleandignoringitsotherfeatures.Buttoallowthatonecansubjectivelyseeanideaasrepresentingothersandthatonecanattendtosomefeatureofanideareimportstheoriginalproblemofgenerality.Forwhatisitforoneideatorepresentotherstoasubject,ifitisnotonlyforthemtobeobjectivelyassociated?Makinganassociationbetweenparticularideascannotconsistinhavinganotherwhollyparticularideaorimage.Itwouldseemtobeforthemtobebroughtunderaconcept,whereaconceptisaninherentlygeneralkindofentity.Andthekindofattentioninvolvedinselectivelyattendingtothetriangularityofaparticularideaisnotamerefocusingonaspatialregionoftheidea,itisthefocusingonaconceptualfeatureoftheimage,andthispresupposes,itdoesnotanalyse,thepossessionofconcepts.

	EvenifweweretoignorethesedifficultieswithBerkeley'snominalism,thedoctrineoftheassociationofideascannotovercometheproblemswithintentionalityraisedbysection

	23.Ifmycurrentideacanmeantheotherideaswithwhichit

	isassociated,thenIamnolongertrappedinasolipsismofthepresentmoment,formycurrentideacanmeanotherideaswithwhichmyexperienceassociatesit.ButIamstillasolipsist,fornoassociationcanbemadeinmyexperiencebetweenanideaofmineandanideaofyours,forIneverexperiencethelatter.ForBerkeley,thefundamentalformbywhichideasrepresentoneanotheristhroughresemblance,notsimplybybrutecontingentassociation,likecauseandeffect,whichneedpossessnosimilarity.Soonetrianglecanrepresentalltriangles.Ican,therefore,thinkofsomethingsimilartomycurrentideaandimputeiteithertomyownpastortoyourmind.Theseothertimesandothermindsareintelligiblebecausetheyarelike-oratleaststronglyana-

	 

	


	logousto-thepresentmomentandmyownmind.Intentionalityis,forBerkeley,therefore,amatterofassociationand,primarily,ofresemblance.

	Itisatthispointthattheargumentbasedonthenatureofthoughtceasestobeautonomous.Ifthepresentred,squareideacanrepresentotherideasthataresquare,whycannotitrepresentsquareasitoccursintheexternal,physicalworld?Oncethereisallowedtobe'intentionalitybyresemblance',thenqualitiesintheworldsimilartothoseinthemindshouldbeamongstthethingsonecanintend.Atthispointtheprinciplethat'anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea'(s.8)becomesessentialtotheargument,foronlybyappealtothatprinciplecanitbedeniedthatimagescanrepresentexternalqualitiesthatresemblethem.Butthesameprinciplewasessentialtotheattackonrepresentativerealism.'Nothingbutanideacanbelikeanidea'turnsouttobethecorner-stoneofbothofBerkeley'sargumentativestrategies,andthenominalistargumentlosesanyindependentforce.

	

	
		SalvagingBerkeleyonAbstraction



	Berkeley'sremarksonabstractionarenotascompletelymisconceivedastheabovemaysuggest.Imagismasatheoryofwhatconceptsareishopeless,butanimagistapproachtowhatwecanconceiveof-thatis,tothecontentsofconcepts-isnotopentothesameobjections,andcapturesmoredirectlythespiritofempiricism.Itisempiricismfreedfromtheconcerntobenominalist.Imagismasatheoryofthecontentofconcepts,ratherthanofthenatureofconceptsthemselvescouldbeexpressedasfollows:

	

	Theonlypropertiesthatwecanconceiveofastheyareinthemselvesareonesthatcanbepresentedin,orconstructedfromfeaturespresentedin,experience.

	

	Clearlynotallconceptscouldhavetheircontentsrepresentedinimagesinthisway.Forexample,logicalconnectives,suchas'and','or',and'if...then',donothavethatkindofcontent-thoughultra-empiricistshavetriedsuchmovesasequatingthesenseof'or'withafeelingofuncertaintyatthebackoftheneck!Andonewouldprobablyneedsomething
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	likeanalogytocarryonefromagrasponone'sownexperiencetogivingsensetosomethingasbeinganothermindanditscontents,forthepropertyofbelongingtosomeoneelsecouldnotbedirectlyimaged.Butitisintuitivelyplausibletoclaimthatthefundamentalpropertiesoftheworldmustbelikesomethinginthemselves.Andifwecannotexperiencecertainpropertiesdirectly-aswecannotthepropertiesofelectronsor,ifthedefencegivenaboveoftheprinciplethat'anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea'issound,thepropertiesofthemind-independentworldingeneral,thenwecannotknowwhatthoseproperties-electrons,ortheexternalworldingeneral-arelikeinthemselves.Wecantheneitherthinkofthemonanalogywithwhatweexperiencebyconstructingmodelstointerpretthem,orcantrytotreattheirconceptsonanalogywiththelogicalconnectives,asideasusedtostructureandrelateelementsthathavethemorefull-bloodedimageablecontent.

	Forreasonsthatitisnotpossibletogivehere,ithasproved

	difficulttomakeprogressclarifyingeventhismodestempiricism,butitdoesexpresstheambitionofempiricismmoreaccuratelythantheattempt,withwhichitisconfusedinBerkeley,togiveareductiveimagisticaccountofconceptsthemselves.

	

	
		TheCaseforTheisticIdealism



	ThiscompletesBerkeley'scaseagainstphysicalrealism,butitleavesopenthechoicebetweenhistheisticidealismandthescepticalphenomenalismofHume,thatis,betweenoptions

	(5)and(6).TheplainfactisthatBerkeleydoesnotseriouslyconsiderthescepticalpossibilitythatourexperiencemaycome-andcomeinorderedpatterns-withoutanycause.Itseemsobvioustohim-asitdoestocommonsense-thatsuchthingsarenotacceptableasbrutefacts.Similarly,hedoesnotconsiderHume'sradicalempiricistprinciplethatwhatisprobableorimprobablecanonlybebasedonexperience,sotherecanbenothingimprobableinthefactthatexperiencejusthappenstocome,andcomeinpatterns;thiscannotbeimprobable,onHumeanprinciples,becauseexperienceshowsusithappensthatway.Thedifferencebetween

	 

	


	BerkeleyandHumeisthatBerkeleyisimplicitlyacceptingthatthereareaprioriprobabilitiesrelevanttomattersoffact-thatis,thatconsiderationsofwhatispossiblecanbeenoughontheirowntoinfluenceprobability,withoutfurtherinformationabouthowthingsactuallywork.Thisistoodifficultaquestiontoinvestigatehere.10

	Ingeneral,Berkelianidealismdiffersfromscepticalphenomenalisminitsattitudetowardsspiritanditspowers.ThefullversionofBerkeley'sfamousmaximisesseestpercipivelpercipere:perceiversexistaswellastheperceived.Becausetheyarenotobjectsofawareness,butagents,spiritsandtheiractivitiesarenotideas.Afull-blownempiricism,therefore,thatsaysthatonlyideasareintelligiblehasaproblemwithspirit.InhisearlynotebooksBerkeleyconsideredthetheorythatthereareonlyideasand,hence,consideredwhatwethinkofastheHumeanthesisthattheselfisonlyacollectionofideas.Berkeley,however,thoughtthathecouldholdontospiritanditspowers-actsofunderstandingandofwill-because,thoughnotcapturedinideas,theyarecapturedbyconsciousness.BerkeleywouldhaverejectedHume'sclaimthat

	

	whenIentermostintimatelyintowhatIcallmyself,Ialwaysstumbleuponsomeparticularperceptionorother...Inevercatchmyselfatanytimewithoutaperception,andnevercanobserveanythingbuttheperception.(Treatise,1.4·6)

	

	becausethereisaconsciousexperienceofacting,asopposedtomerelyundergoing,andoftheenduringunityoftheself.Berkeleyhasoftenbeencriticizedforinconsistencyinrefusingtoallowthatmatterisintelligiblethoughnotanidea,whilstspiritisallowed,thoughnotanidea.Thereisnoinconsistency,however,becausehedoesarguethatconsciousnessmakesspiritavailabletousinawaythatitcannotmakematter:thoughtherearenoideasofspiritoritsactivities,therearewhatBerkeleycalls'notions'.Inshort,Berkeley

	

	10ItisdealtwithalittlemorefullyinRobinson,'TheGeneralFormoftheArgumentforBerkeleianIdealism',inFosterandRobinson(eds.),EssaysonBerkeley(Oxford:ClarendonPress,I985),r63-86.
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	believesthatexperiencepresentsuswithitsagentandhisactivities,aswellaswithitsobjects,thoughtheagentsideofthedivideismoreelusivethantheobjectside.Aswiththeissueofaprioriprobabilities,itisnotpossibletopursueheretheargumentsbetweenHumeandBerkeley,whichremainliveissues.ButtheHumeanhasgreatdifficultyexplainingtheunityoftheself,boththroughtime,and,morecrucially,atatime:whatisitthatconstitutestheexperiencedunityofmycurrentthoughts,emotions,andperceptionsfromdifferentsenses,ifnotthattheyareallgiventoasinglesubject?Thedifferencebetweenideasfloatingintothemindandcontrolledthoughtisalsodifficulttoexplainifthereisnosuchthingasagencyorwill.

	

	x.Berkeley'sInfluence

	

	Inasense,Berkeley'smaininfluencehasbeenjusttheoppositeofwhatheintended.Insteadofsavingreligionandcommonsensefromatheismandscepticism,Berkeleyisseenasprovidingthestepping-stonefromLocke'sscientificrealismtoHume'sradicalempiricismandscepticism:Hylas'verdictonBerkeley'ssystemhas,forthemostpart,beenfollowedbyhistory,bothinBerkeley'sownday,andsince.Thereareavarietyofreasonsforthis.First,therearethose,suchasHume,whothinkthereisanactualinconsistencybetweenBerkeley'sstrictempiricistcriterionofmeaningandallowinginspiritsandtheiractivities.WehaveseenthatBerkeleywasreadytomeetthisobjection,butitcontinuestobeused;(forexample,byA.D.LindsayintheintroductiontotheoldEverymaneditionofthePrinciplesandDialogues).Ifonesharesthisfeeling,thenBerkeleywillmerelybeclearingthewayforHume'sconsistentstatementofempiricism.Second,therewasthepowerfulinfluenceofJohnStuartMill.Milldescribedphysicalobjectsas'thepermanentpossibilitiesofsensation'and,reasonably,regardedthisasequivalenttoBerkeley'sunderstandingofthephysical.Millwasthevitallinkbetweeneighteenth-centuryempiricismandthetwentieth-century,morepositivistic,versionsofit(asrepresentedbyBertrandRussell,A.J.Ayer,andtheViennaCircle)and

	 

	


	hisadvocacyofBerkeleyturnedtheAnglicanbishopintotheofficiallyapprovedforerunnerofmodernradicalempiricismandphenomenalism.Inafamousarticle,SirKarlPoppersuggeststhatBerkeleybeseenastheprecursorofbothErnstMach,theproto-logicalpositivist,andofAlbertEinstein,thusadoptingBerkeleyintoamodernscientificempiricismthatwascompletelyunconcernedwithhisspiritualobjectives.Third,theethosofbothChristianityandcommonsensehasprovedresolutelyJohnsonian.DrJohnsonclaimedtorefuteBerkeleybykickingastonetoprovethattheworldwasrealandsolid,andthoughnoone-probablynotevenJohnsonthoughtthisaseriousargument,itrepresentsaperennialfeelingaboutthesystem,andonethatmakesit,asamatterofpsychologicalfact,generallyunbelievablebythosewhoaresupposedtofinditmostcongenial.Radicalempiricists,ontheotherhand,findthemixtureofreductionismandahintofscepticismextremelyattractive.Fourth,thereisamatterofZeitgeist.TheEnlightenment,andthescientificagethatfollowedit,werenotthetimeforareligiousmetaphysicespeciallyanidealistone-tocommenditselftoadvancedthinkers.Asaplainmatterofhistory,therefore,Berkeleyoccupiedaplaceinaprocessthatwasmorereceptiveofcertainofhisideasthanofothers.ThisisnodoubtwhythemorespiritualBerkeleianethosfoundanechointhosephilosopherswhowerereactingagainsttheEnlightenment,namelycertainHegelianidealists.TheHegeliantradition,representedinBritainmostnotablybyF.H.Bradley,tookBerkeley'sattackonmatterasconclusiveandagreedwithhimthatAbsoluteMindwasincontroloftheuniverse.Theydidnotconceiveofthatmindasanindependentspiritualsubstance,asdidBerkeley.ItwasmorelikeaHumeanbundlecomposedofalltheexperiencesthatmakeupthetotalidealistuniverse:exceptthat,fortheHegelians,unlikeHume,abundleismorethanthesumofitsparts,andsohasaprincipleofunityoridentityinitsownright,whichislackinginHume'sconception.

	IfBerkeley'sdefenceoforthodoxreligionistohaveitsday,

	thatdayhasnotyetcome.Buttherearemodernphilosophers,suchasJohnFosterandTimothySprigge,who
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	defendidealistphilosophiesthatowemuchtoBerkeley.TheprocessesagainstwhichBerkeleystruggled,however,growstronger,andtheneedforhisinsightsgrowsgreater,notless.11

	11ThestreamofphilosophicalorthodoxyhasalwaysrunagainstBerkeley'sreligiousmetaphysic,butitsinfluenceagainstthecurrenthasnotbeennegligible.C.S.LewiscreditsBerkeleywithamajorroleinhisreconversiontoChristianityandCardinalNewmanadmittedadebttohiminthedevelopmentofhisownempiricistCatholicism.IsuspectthatBerkeley'sinfluenceinprivatereligiousresistancetothemetaphysicalmischiefoftheEnlightenmentisgreaterthanthesecularpublicconsensusreveals.

	 

	
NOTEONTHETEXTS

	ThePrincipleswaspublishedtwiceinBerkeley'slifetime;firstinDublinin17IO(thisisknownasA),secondinLondonin1734,togetherwiththeThreeDialogues(editionB).TheThreeDialogueswerepublishedthreetimes;1713(A),1725(B),1734(C).Thetextsusedherearethe1734versions,asfoundinvolumeiiofthecompleteWorks,editedbyA.A.LuceandT.E.Jessop(London,1948-57).IntheNotesIhavedrawnattentiontothosedifferencesbetweentheeditionsthatmaybeofphilosophicalinterest.
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	THEPREFACE*

	

	

	WhatIheremakepublichas,afteralongandscrupulousinquiry,seem'dtomeevidentlytrue,andnotunusefultobeknown,particularlytothosewhoaretaintedwithscepticism,orwantademonstrationoftheexistenceandimmaterialityofGoo,orthenaturalimmortalityofthesoul.Whetheritbesoorno,Iamcontentthereadershouldimpartiallyexamine.SinceIdonotthinkmyselfanyfartherconcernedforthesuccessofwhatIhavewritten,thanasitisagreeabletotruth.Buttotheendthismaynotsuffer,Imakeitmyrequestthatthereadersuspendhisjudgment,tillhehasonce,atleast,readthewholethroughwiththatdegreeofattentionandthoughtwhichthesubjectmattershallseemtodeserve.Forastherearesomepassagesthat,takenbythemselves,areveryliable(norcoulditberemedied)togrossmisinterpretation,andtobechargedwithmostabsurdconsequences,which,nevertheless,uponanentireperusalwillappearnottofollowfromthem:solikewise,thoughthewholeshouldbereadover,yet,ifthisbedonetransiently,'tisveryprobablemysensemaybemistaken;buttoathinkingreader,Iflattermyself,itwillbethroughoutclearandobvious.Asforthecharactersofnoveltyandsingularity,whichsomeofthefollowingnotionsmayseemtobear,'tis,Ihope,needlesstomakeanyapologyonthataccount.Hemustsurelybeeitherveryweak,orverylittleacquaintedwiththesciences,whoshallrejectatruth,thatiscapableofdemonstration,fornootherreasonbutbecauseit'snewlyknownandcontrarytotheprejudicesofmankind.ThusmuchIthoughtfittopremise,inordertoprevent,ifpossible,thehastycensuresofasortofmen,whoaretooapttocondemnanopinionbeforetheyrightlycomprehendit.

	 

	


	

	

	INTRODUCTION*

	

	

	r.Philosophybeingnothingelsebutthestudyofwisdomandtruth,itmaywithreasonbeexpected,thatthosewhohavespentmosttimeandpainsinitshouldenjoyagreatercalmandserenityofmind,agreaterclearnessandevidenceofknowledge,andbelessdisturbedwithdoubtsanddifficultiesthanothermen.Yetsoitisweseetheilliteratebulkofmankindthatwalkthehigh-roadofplain,commonsense,andaregovernedbythedictatesofNature,forthemostparteasyandundisturbed.Tothemnothingthat'sfamiliarappearsunaccountableordifficulttocomprehend.Theycomplainnotofanywantofevidenceintheirsenses,andareoutofalldangerofbecomingsceptics.Butnosoonerdowedepartfromsenseandinstincttofollowthelightofasuperiorprinciple,toreason,meditate,andreflectonthenatureofthings,butathousandscruplesspringupinourminds,concerningthosethingswhichbeforeweseemedfullytocomprehend.*Prejudicesanderrorsofsensedofromallpartsdiscoverthemselvestoourview;andendeavouringtocorrectthesebyreasonweareinsensiblydrawnintouncouthparadoxes,difficulties,andinconsistences,whichmultiplyandgrowuponusasweadvanceinspeculation;tillatlength,havingwander'dthroughmanyintricatemazes,wefindourselvesjustwherewewere,or,whichisworse,sitdowninaforlornscepticism.

	2.Thecauseofthisisthoughttobetheobscurityofthings,orthenaturalweaknessandimperfectionofourunderstandings.Itissaidthefacultieswehavearefew,andthosedesignedbyNatureforthesupportandcomfortoflife,andnottopenetrateintotheinwardessenceandconstitutionofthings.*Besides,themindofmanbeingfinite,whenittreatsofthingswhichpartakeofinfinity,itisnottobewonderedat,ifitrunintoabsurditiesandcontradictions;outofwhichitisimpossibleitshouldeverextricateitself,itbeingofthenatureofinfinitenottobecomprehendedbythatwhichisfinite.
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	3·Butperhapswemaybetoopartialtoourselvesinplacingthefaultoriginallyinourfaculties,andnotratherinthewrongusewemakeofthem.Itisahardthingtosuppose,thatrightdeductionsfromtrueprinciplesshouldeverendinconsequenceswhichcannotbemaintainedormadeconsistent.WeshouldbelievethatGodhasdealtmorebountifullywiththesonsofmen,thantogivethemastrongdesireforthatknowledge,whichHehadplacedquiteoutoftheirreach.Thiswerenotagreeabletothewonted,indulgentmethodsofProvidence,which,whateverappetitesitmayhaveimplantedinthecreatures,dothusuallyfurnishthemwithsuchmeansas,ifrightlymadeuseof,willnotfailtosatisfythem.Uponthewhole,Iaminclinedtothinkthatthefargreaterpart,ifnotall,ofthosedifficultieswhichhavehithertoamusedphilosophers,andblockedupthewaytoknowledge,areentirelyowingtoourselves.Thatwehavefirstraisedadust,andthencomplain,wecannotsee.

	4·Mypurposethereforeis,totryifIcandiscoverwhatthoseprinciplesare,whichhaveintroducedallthatdoubtfulnessanduncertainty,thoseabsurditiesandcontradictionsintotheseveralsectsofphilosophy;*insomuchthatthewisestmenhavethoughtourignoranceincurable,conceivingittoarisefromthenaturaldulnessandlimitationofourfaculties.Andsurelyitisaworkwelldeservingourpains,tomakeastrictinquiryconcerningthefirstprinciplesofhumanknowledge,tosiftandexaminethemonallsides:especiallysincetheremaybesomegroundstosuspectthatthoseletsanddifficulties,whichstayandembarrassthemindinitssearchaftertruth,donotspringfromanydarknessandintricacyintheobjects,ornaturaldefectintheunderstanding,somuchasfromfalseprincipleswhichhavebeeninsistedon,andmighthavebeenavoided.

	5·Howdifficultanddiscouragingsoeverthisattemptmayseem,whenIconsiderhowmanygreatandextraordinarymenhavegonebeforemeinthesamedesigns:yetIamnotwithoutsomehopes,upontheconsiderationthatthelargestviewsarenotalwaystheclearest,andthathewhoisshortsightedwillbeobligedtodrawtheobjectnearer,andmay,perhaps,byacloseandnarrowsurveydiscernthatwhichhadescapedfarbettereyes.
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	6.Inordertopreparethemindofthereaderfortheeasierconceivingwhatfollows,itispropertopremisesomewhat,bywayofintroduction,concerningthenatureandabuseoflanguage.Buttheunravellingthismatterleadsmeinsomemeasuretoanticipatemydesign,bytakingnoticeofwhatseemstohavehadachiefpartinrenderingspeculationintricateandperplexed,andtohaveoccasionedinnumerableerrorsanddifficultiesinalmostallpartsofknowledge.Andthatistheopinionthatthemindhathapowerofframingabstractideasornotionsofthings.Hewhoisnotaperfectstrangertothewritingsanddisputesofphilosophers,mustneedsacknowledgethatnosmallpartofthemarespentaboutabstractideas.Theseareinamoreespecialmanner,thoughttobetheobjectofthosescienceswhichgobythenameofLogicandMetaphysics,andofallthatwhichpassesunderthenotionofthemostabstractedandsublimelearning,inallwhichoneshallscarcefindanyquestionhandledinsuchamanner,asdoesnotsupposetheirexistenceinthemind,andthatitiswellacquaintedwiththem.

	7·Itisagreedonallhands,thatthequalitiesormodesof

	thingsdoneverreallyexisteachofthemapartbyitself,andseparatedfromallothers,butaremixed,asitwere,andblendedtogether,severalinthesameobject.Butwearetold,themindbeingabletoconsidereachqualitysingly,orabstractedfromthoseotherqualitieswithwhichitisunited,doesbythatmeansframetoitselfabstractideas.Forexample,thereisperceivedbysightanobjectextended,coloured,andmoved:thismixedorcompoundideathemindresolvingintoitssimple,constituentparts,andviewingeachbyitself,exclusiveoftherest,doesframetheabstractideasofextension,colour,andmotion.Notthatitispossibleforcolourormotiontoexistwithoutextension:butonlythatthemindcanframetoitselfbyabstractiontheideaofcolourexclusiveofextension,andofmotionexclusiveofbothcolourandextension.

	8.Again,themindhavingobservedthatintheparticularextensionsperceivedbysense,thereissomethingcommonandalikeinall,andsomeotherthingspeculiar,asthisorthatfigureormagnitude,whichdistinguishthemonefromanother;itconsidersapartorsinglesoutbyitselfthatwhichiscommon,makingthereofamostabstractideaofextension,
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	whichisneitherline,surface,norsolid,norhasanyfigureormagnitudebutisanideaentirelyprescindedfromallthese.Solikewisethemindbyleavingoutoftheparticularcoloursperceivedbysense,thatwhichdistinguishesthemonefromanother,andretainingthatonlywhichiscommontoall,makesanideaofcolourinabstractwhichisneitherred,norblue,norwhite,noranyotherdeterminatecolour.Andinlikemannerbyconsideringmotionabstractedlynotonlyfromthebodymoved,butlikewisefromthefigureitdescribes,andallparticulardirectionsandvelocities,theabstractideaofmotionisframed;whichequallycorrespondstoallparticularmotionswhatsoeverthatmaybeperceivedbysense.

	9·Andasthemindframestoitselfabstractideasofqualitiesormodes,sodoesit,bythesameprecisionormentalseparation,attainabstractideasofthemorecompoundedbeings,whichincludeseveralcoexistentqualities.Forexample,themindhavingobservedthatPeter,James,andJohnresembleeachother,incertaincommonagreementsofshapeandotherqualities,leavesoutofthecomplexorcompoundedideaithasofPeter,James,andanyotherparticularman,thatwhichispeculiartoeach,retainingonlywhatiscommontoall;andsomakesanabstractideawhereinalltheparticularsequallypartake,abstractingentirelyfromandcuttingoffallthosecircumstancesanddifferences,whichmightdetermineittoanyparticularexistence.Andafterthismanneritissaidwecomebytheabstractideaofmanor,ifyouplease,humanityorhumannature;whereinitistrue,thereisincludedcolour,becausethereisnomanbuthassomecolour,butthenitcanbeneitherwhite,norblack,noranyparticularcolour;becausethereisnooneparticularcolourwhereinallmenpartake.Solikewisethereisincludedstature,butthenitisneithertallstaturenorlowstature,noryetmiddlestature,butsomethingabstractedfromallthese.Andsooftherest.Moreover,therebeingagreatvarietyofothercreaturesthatpartakeinsomeparts,butnotall,ofthecomplexideaofman,themindleavingoutthosepartswhicharepeculiartomen,andretainingthoseonlywhicharecommontoallthelivingcreatures,frameththeideaofanimal,whichabstractsnotonly

	 

	
Principles:Introduction      II

	

	fromallparticularmen,butalsoallbirds,beasts,fishes,andinsects.Theconstituentpartsoftheabstractideaofanimalarebody,life,sense,andspontaneousmotion.Bybodyismeant,bodywithoutanyparticularshapeorfigure,therebeingnooneshapeorfigurecommontoallanimals,withoutcovering,eitherofhairorfeathers,orscales,&c.noryetnaked:hair,feathers,scales,andnakednessbeingthedistinguishingpropertiesofparticularanimals,andforthatreasonleftoutoftheabstractidea.Uponthesameaccountthespontaneousmotionmustbeneitherwalking,norflying,norcreeping,itisneverthelessamotion,butwhatthatmotionis,itisnoteasytoconceive.

	IO.Whetherothershavethiswonderfulfacultyofabstractingtheirideas,theybestcantell:formyselfIfindindeedIhaveafacultyofimagining,orrepresentingtomyselftheideasofthoseparticularthingsIhaveperceivedandofvariouslycompoundinganddividingthem.Icanimagineamanwithtwoheadsortheupperpartsofamanjoinedtothebodyofahorse.Icanconsiderthehand,theeye,thenose,eachbyitselfabstractedorseparatedfromtherestofthebody.ButthenwhateverhandoreyeIimagine,itmusthavesomeparticularshapeandcolour.LikewisetheideaofmanthatIframetomyself,mustbeeitherofawhite,orablack,oratawny,astraight,oracrooked,atall,oralow,oramiddlesizedman.Icannotbyanyeffortofthoughtconceivetheabstractideaabovedescribed.Anditisequallyimpossibleformetoformtheabstractideaofmotiondistinctfromthebodymoving,andwhichisneitherswiftnorslow,curvilinearnorrectilinear;andthelikemaybesaidofallotherabstractgeneralideaswhatsoever.Tobeplain,Iownmyselfabletoabstractinonesense,aswhenIconsidersomeparticularpartsorqualitiesseparatedfromothers,withwhichthoughtheyareunitedinsomeobject,yet,itispossibletheymayreallyexistwithoutthem.ButIdenythatIcanabstractonefromanother,orconceiveseparately,thosequalitieswhichitisimpossibleshouldexistsoseparated;orthatIcanframeageneralnotionbyabstractingfromparticularsinthemanneraforesaid.Whichtwolastaretheproperacceptationsofabstraction.Andtherearegroundstothinkmostmenwillacknowledge
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	themselvestobeinmycase.Thegeneralityofmenwhicharesimpleandilliterateneverpretendtoabstractnotions.It'ssaidtheyaredifficultandnottobeattainedwithoutpainsandstudy.Wemaythereforereasonablyconcludethat,ifsuchtherebe,theyareconfinedonlytothelearned.

	II.Iproceedtoexaminewhatcanbeallegedindefenceofthedoctrineofabstraction,andtryifIcandiscoverwhatitisthatinclinesthemenofspeculationtoembraceanopinion,soremotefromcommonsenseasthatseemstobe.Therehasbeenalatedeservedlyesteemedphilosopher,who,nodoubt,hasgivenitverymuchcountenancebyseemingtothinkthehavingabstractgeneralideasiswhatputsthewidestdifferenceinpointofunderstandingbetwixtmanandbeast.'Thehavingofgeneralideas(saithhe)isthatwhichputsaperfectdistinctionbetwixtmanandbrutes,andisanexcellencywhichthefacultiesofbrutesdobynomeansattainunto.Foritisevidentweobservenofootstepsinthemofmakinguseofgeneralsignsforuniversalideas;fromwhichwehavereasontoimaginethattheyhavenotthefacultyofabstractingormakinggeneralideas,sincetheyhavenouseofwordsoranyothergeneralsigns.Andalittleafter.Therefore,Ithink,wemaysupposethatitisinthisthatthespeciesofbrutesarediscriminatedfrommen,and'tisthatproperdifferencewhereintheyarewhollyseparated,andwhichatlastwidenstosowideadistance.Foriftheyhaveanyideasatall,andarenotbaremachines(assomewouldhavethem)wecannotdenythemtohavesomereason.Itseemsasevidenttomethattheydosomeofthemincertaininstancesreasonasthattheyhavesense,butitisonlyinparticularideas,justastheyreceivethemfromtheirsenses.Theyarethebestofthemtiedupwithinthosenarrowbounds,andhavenot(asIthink)thefacultytoenlargethembyanykindofabstraction.'EssayonHum.Underst.,b.2.c.I1.sects.10andI1.Ireadilyagreewiththislearnedauthor,thatthefacultiesofbrutescanbynomeansattaintoabstraction.Butthenifthisbemadethedistinguishingpropertyofthatsortofanimals,Ifearagreatmanyofthosethatpassformenmustbereckonedintotheirnumber.Thereasonthatishereassignedwhywehavenogroundstothinkbruteshaveabstractgeneralideas,isthatwe
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	observeinthemnouseofwordsoranyothergeneralsigns;whichisbuiltonthissupposition,towit,thatthemakinguseofwords,impliesthehavinggeneralideas.Fromwhichitfollows,thatmenwhouselanguageareabletoabstractorgeneralizetheirideas.Thatthisisthesenseandarguingoftheauthorwillfurtherappearbyhisansweringthequestionheinanotherplaceputs.'Sinceallthingsthatexistareonlyparticulars,howcomewebygeneralterms?'Hisansweris,'Wordsbecomegeneralbybeingmadethesignsofgeneralideas.'EssayonHum.Underst.,b.3.c.3·sect.6.Butitseemsthatawordbecomesgeneralbybeingmadethesign,notofanabstractgeneralideabut,ofseveralparticularideas,anyoneofwhichitindifferentlysuggeststothemind.Forexample,whenitissaidthechangeofmotionisproportionaltotheimpressedforce,orthatwhateverhasextensionisdivisible;thesepropositionsaretobeunderstoodofmotionandextensioningeneral,andneverthelessitwillnotfollowthattheysuggesttomythoughtsanideaofmotionwithoutabodymoved,oranydeterminatedirectionandvelocity,orthatImustconceiveanabstractgeneralideaofextension,whichisneitherline,surfacenorsolid,neithergreatnorsmall,black,white,norred,norofanyotherdeterminatecolour.ItisonlyimpliedthatwhatevermotionIconsider,whetheritbeswiftorslow,perpendicular,horizontaloroblique,orinwhateverobject,theaxiomconcerningitholdsequallytrue.Asdoestheotherofeveryparticularextension,itmattersnotwhetherline,surfaceorsolid,whetherofthisorthatmagnitudeorfigure.

	12.Byobservinghowideasbecomegeneral,wemaythebetterjudgehowwordsaremadeso.AndhereitistobenotedthatIdonotdenyabsolutelytherearegeneralideas,butonlythatthereareanyabstractgeneralideas:forinthepassagesabovequoted,whereinthereismentionofgeneralideas,itisalwayssupposedthattheyareformedbyabstraction,afterthemannersetforthinsects.8and9·Nowifwewillannexameaningtoourwords,andspeakonlyofwhatwecanconceive,Ibelieveweshallacknowledge,thatanidea,whichconsideredinitselfisparticular,becomesgeneral,bybeingmadetorepresentorstandforallotherparticularideasofthe
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	samesort.Tomakethisplainbyanexample,supposeageometricianisdemonstratingthemethod,ofcuttingalineintwoequalparts.Hedraws,forinstance,ablacklineofaninchinlength,thiswhichinitselfisaparticularlineisneverthelesswithregardtoitssignificationgeneral,sinceasitisthereused,itrepresentsallparticularlineswhatsoever;forthatwhatisdemonstratedofit,isdemonstratedofalllinesor,inotherwords,ofalineingeneral.Andasthatparticularlinebecomesgeneral,bybeingmadeasign,sothenamelinewhichtakenabsolutelyisparticular,bybeingasignismadegeneral.Andastheformerowesitsgenerality,nottoitsbeingthesignofanabstractorgeneralline,butofallparticularrightlinesthatmaypossiblyexist,sothelattermustbethoughttoderiveitsgeneralityfromthesamecause,namely,thevariousparticularlineswhichitindifferentlydenotes.

	13.Togivethereaderayetclearerviewofthenatureofabstractideas,andtheusestheyarethoughtnecessaryto,IshalladdonemorepassageoutoftheEssayonHumanUnderstanding,whichisasfollows.'Abstractideasarenotsoobviousoreasytochildrenortheyetunexercisedmindasparticularones.Iftheyseemsotogrownmen,itisonlybecausebyconstantandfamiliarusetheyaremadeso.Forwhenwenicelyreflectuponthem,weshallfindthatgeneralideasarefictionsandcontrivancesofthemind,thatcarrydifficultywiththem,anddonotsoeasilyofferthemselves,asweareapttoimagine.Forexample,doesitnotrequiresomepainsandskilltoformthegeneralideaofatriangle(whichisyetnoneofthemostabstractcomprehensiveanddifficult)foritmustbeneitherobliquenorrectangle,neitherequilateral,equicrural,norscalenon,butallandnoneoftheseatonce.Ineffect,itissomethingimperfectthatcannotexist,anideawhereinsomepartsofseveraldifferentandinconsistentideasareputtogether.Itistruethemindinthisimperfectstatehasneedofsuchideas,andmakesallthehastetothemitcan,fortheconveniencyofcommunicationandenlargementofknowledge,tobothwhichitisnaturallyverymuchinclined.Butyetonehasreasontosuspectsuchideasaremarksofourimperfection.Atleastthisisenoughtoshewthatthemostabstractandgeneralideasarenotthosethatthemindisfirst
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	knowledgeisconversantabout',b.4·c.7·sect.g.lfanymanhasthefacultyofframinginhismindsuchanideaofatriangleasisheredescribed,itisinvaintopretendtodisputehimoutofit,norwouldIgoaboutit.AllIdesireis,thatthereaderwouldfullyandcertainlyinformhimselfwhetherhehassuchanidea*orno.Andthis,methinks,canbenohardtaskforanyonetoperform.Whatmoreeasythanforanyonetolookalittleintohisownthoughts,andtheretrywhetherhehas,orcanattaintohave,anideathatshallcorrespondwiththedescriptionthatisheregivenofthegeneralideaofatriangle,whichis,neitheroblique,norrectangle,equilateral,equicrural,norscalenon,butallandnoneoftheseatonce?

	I4.Muchisheresaidofthedifficultythatabstractideascarrywiththem,andthepainsandskillrequisitetotheformingthem.Anditisonallhandsagreedthatthereisneedofgreattoilandlabourofthemind,toemancipateourthoughtsfromparticularobjects,andraisethemtothosesublimespeculationsthatareconversantaboutabstractideas.Fromallwhichthenaturalconsequenceshouldseemtobe,thatsodifficultathingastheformingabstractideaswasnotnecessaryforcommunication,whichissoeasyandfamiliartoallsortsofmen.Butwearetold,iftheyseemobviousandeasytogrownmen,Itisonlybecausebyconstantandfamiliarusetheyaremadeso.NowIwouldfainknowatwhattimeitis,menareemployedinsurmountingthatdifficulty,andfurnishingthemselveswiththosenecessaryhelpsfordiscourse.Itcannotbewhentheyaregrownup,forthenitseemstheyarenotconsciousofanysuchpains-taking;itremainsthereforetobethebusinessoftheirchildhood.Andsurely,thegreatandmultipliedlabourofframingabstractnotions,willbefoundahardtaskforthattenderage.Isitnotahardthingtoimagine,thatacoupleofchildrencannotpratetogether,oftheirsugarplumbsandrattlesandtherestoftheirlittletrinkets,tilltheyhavefirsttackedtogethernumberlessinconsistencies,andsoframedintheirmindsabstractgeneralideas,andannexedthemtoeverycommonnametheymakeuseof?

	IS.NordoIthinkthemawhitmoreneedfulfortheenlargementofknowledgethanforcommunication.ItisIknow
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	apoint,muchinsistedon,thatallknowledgeanddemonstrationareaboutuniversalnotions,towhichIfullyagree:butthenitdothnotappeartomethatthosenotionsareformedbyabstractioninthemannerpremised;universality,sofarasIcancomprehendnotconsistingintheabsolute,positivenatureorconceptionofanything,butintherelationitbearstotheparticularssignifiedorrepresentedbyit:byvirtuewhereofitisthatthings,names,ornotions,beingintheirownnatureparticular,arerendereduniversal.ThuswhenIdemonstrateanypropositionconcerningtriangles,itistobesupposedthatIhaveinviewtheuniversalideaofatriangle;*whichoughtnottobeunderstoodasifIcouldframeanideaofatrianglewhichwasneitherequilateralnorscalenonnorequicrural.ButonlythattheparticulartriangleIconsider,whetherofthisorthatsortitmattersnot,dothequallystandforandrepresentallrectilineartriangleswhatsoever,andisinthatsenseuniversal.Allwhichseemsveryplainandnottoincludeanydifficultyinit.

	16.Buthereitwillbedemanded,howwecanknowanypropositiontobetrueofallparticulartriangles,exceptwehavefirstseenitdemonstratedoftheabstractideaofatrianglewhichequallyagreestoall?Forbecauseapropertymaybedemonstratedtoagreetosomeoneparticulartriangle,itwillnotthencefollowthatitequallybelongstoanyothertriangle,whichinallrespectsisnotthesamewithit.Forexample,havingdemonstratedthatthethreeanglesofanisoscelesrectangulartriangleareequaltotworightones,Icannotthereforeconcludethisaffectionagreestoallothertriangles,whichhaveneitherarightangle,nortwoequalsides.Itseemsthereforethat,tobecertainthispropositionisuniversallytrue,wemusteithermakeaparticulardemonstrationforeveryparticulartriangle,whichisimpossible,oronceforalldemonstrateitoftheabstractideaofatriangle,inwhichalltheparticularsdoindifferentlypartake,andbywhichtheyareallequallyrepresented.TowhichIanswer,thatthoughtheideaIhaveinviewwhilstImakethedemonstration,be,forinstance,thatofanisoscelesrectangulartriangle,whosesidesareofadeterminatelength,Imayneverthelessbecertainitextendstoallotherrectilineartriangles,

	 

	
ofwhatsortorbignesssoever.Andthat,becauseneithertherightangle,northeequality,nordeterminatelengthofthesides,areatallconcernedinthedemonstration.Itistrue,thediagramIhaveinviewincludesalltheseparticulars,butthenthereisnottheleastmentionmadeofthemintheproofoftheproposition.Itisnotsaid,thethreeanglesareequaltotworightones,becauseoneofthemisarightangle,orbecausethesidescomprehendingitareofthesamelength.Whichsufficientlyshewsthattherightanglemighthavebeenoblique,andthesidesunequal,andforallthatthedemonstrationhaveheldgood.Andforthisreasonitis,thatIconcludethattobetrueofanyobliquangularorscalenon,whichIhaddemonstratedofaparticularright-angled,equicruraltriangle;andnotbecauseIdemonstratedthepropositionoftheabstractideaofatriangle.Andhereitmustbeacknowledgedthatamanmayconsiderafiguremerelyastriangular,withoutattendingtotheparticularqualitiesoftheangles,orrelationsofthesides.Sofarhemayabstract:butthiswillneverprove,thathecanframeanabstractgeneralinconsistentideaofatriangle.InlikemannerwemayconsiderPetersofarforthasman,orsofarforthasanimal,withoutframingtheforementionedabstractidea,eitherofmanorofanimal,inasmuchasallthatisperceivedisnotconsidered.

	17·Itwereanendless,aswellasanuselessthing,totracetheSchoolmen,thosegreatmastersofabstraction,throughallthemanifoldinextricablelabyrinthsoferroranddispute,whichtheirdoctrineofabstractnaturesandnotionsseemstohaveledtheminto.Whatbickeringsandcontroversies,andwhatalearneddusthavebeenraisedaboutthosematters,andwhatmightyadvantagehathbeenfromthencederivedtomankind,arethingsatthisdaytooclearlyknowntoneedbeinginsistedon.Andithadbeenwelliftheilleffectsofthatdoctrinewereconfinedtothoseonlywhomakethemostavowedprofessionofit.Whenmenconsiderthegreatpains,industryandparts,thathaveforsomanyagesbeenlaidoutonthecultivationandadvancementofthesciences,andthatnotwithstandingallthis,thefargreaterpartofthemremainfullofdarknessanduncertainty,anddisputesthatarelikenevertohaveanend,andeventhosethatarethoughttobe
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	supportedbythemostclearandcogentdemonstrations,containinthemparadoxeswhichareperfectlyirreconcilabletotheunderstandingsofmen,andthattakingalltogether,asmallportionofthemdothsupplyanyrealbenefittomankind,otherwisethanbybeinganinnocentdiversionandamusement.Isay,theconsiderationofallthisisapttothrowthemintoadespondency,andperfectcontemptofallstudy.Butthismayperhapscease,uponaviewofthefalseprinciplesthathaveobtainedintheworld,amongstallwhichthereisnone,methinks,hathamorewideinfluenceoverthethoughtsofspeculativemen,thanthisofabstractgeneralideas.

	r8.Icomenowtoconsiderthesourceofthisprevailingnotion,andthatseemstometobelanguage.Andsurelynothingoflessextentthanreasonitselfcouldhavebeenthesourceofanopinionsouniversallyreceived.Thetruthofthisappearsasfromotherreasons,soalsofromtheplainconfessionoftheablestpatronsofabstractideas,whoacknowledgethattheyaremadeinordertonaming;fromwhichitisaclearconsequence,thatiftherehadbeennosuchthingasspeechoruniversalsigns,thereneverhadbeenanythoughtofabstraction.Seeb.3·c.6.sect.39andelsewhereofTheEssayonHumanUnderstanding.Letusthereforeexaminethemannerwhereinwordshavecontributedtotheoriginofthatmistake.Firstthen,'tisthoughtthateverynamehath,oroughttohave,oneonlypreciseandsettledsignification,whichinclinesmentothinktherearecertainabstract,determinateideas,whichconstitutethetrueandonlyimmediatesignificationofeachgeneralname.Andthatitisbythemediationoftheseabstractideas,thatageneralnamecomestosignifyanyparticularthing.Whereas,intruth,thereisnosuchthingasonepreciseanddefinitesignificationannexedtoanygeneralname,theyallsignifyingindifferentlyagreatnumberofparticularideas.Allwhichdothevidentlyfollowfromwhathasbeenalreadysaid,andwillclearlyappeartoanyonebyalittlereflexion.Tothisitwillbeobjected,thateverynamethathasadefinition,istherebyrestrainedtoonecertainsignification.Forexample,atriangleisdefinedtobeaplanesurfacecomprehendedbythreerightlines;bywhichthatnameislimitedtodenoteonecertainideaandnoother.TowhichI

	 

	
answer,thatinthedefinitionitisnotsaidwhetherthesurfacebegreatorsmall,blackorwhite,norwhetherthesidesarelongorshort,equalorunequal,norwithwhatanglestheyareinclinedtoeachother;inallwhichtheremaybegreatvariety,andconsequentlythereisnoonesettledideawhichlimitsthesignificationofthewordtriangle.'Tisonethingfortokeepanameconstantlytothesamedefinition,andanothertomakeitstandeverywhereforthesameidea:theoneisnecessary,theotheruselessandimpracticable.*

	19.Buttogiveafartheraccounthowwordscametoproducethedoctrineofabstractideas,itmustbeobservedthatitisareceivedopinion,thatlanguagehasnootherendbutthecommunicatingourideas,andthateverysignificantnamestandsforanidea.Thisbeingso,anditbeingwithalcertain,thatnames,whichyetarenotthoughtaltogetherinsignificant,donotalwaysmarkoutparticularconceivableideas,itisstraightwayconcludedthattheystandforabstractnotions.Thattherearemanynamesinuseamongstspeculativemen,whichdonotalwayssuggesttoothersdeterminateparticularideas,iswhatnobodywilldeny.Andalittleattentionwilldiscover,thatitisnotnecessary(eveninthestrictestreasonings)significantnameswhichstandforideasshould,everytimetheyareused,exciteintheunderstandingtheideastheyaremadetostandfor:inreadinganddiscoursing,namesbeingforthemostpartusedaslettersareinalgebra,inwhichthoughaparticularquantitybemarkedbyeachletter,yettoproceedrightitisnotrequisitethatineverystepeachlettersuggesttoyourthoughts,thatparticularquantityitwasappointedtostandfor.

	20.Besides,thecommunicatingofideasmarkedbywordsisnotthechiefandonlyendoflanguage,*asiscommonlysupposed.Thereareotherends,astheraisingofsomepassion,theexcitingto,ordeterringfromanaction,theputtingthemindinsomeparticulardisposition;towhichtheformerisinmanycasesbarelysubservient,andsometimesentirelyomitted,whenthesecanbeobtainedwithoutit,asIthinkdothnotinfrequentlyhappeninthefamiliaruseoflanguage.Ientreatthereadertoreflectwithhimself,andseeifitdothnotoftenhappeneitherinhearingorreadinga

	 

	


	discourse,thatthepassionsoffear,love,hatred,admiration,disdain,andthelikearise,immediatelyinhismindupontheperceptionofcertainwords,withoutanyideascomingbetween.Atfirst,indeed,thewordsmighthaveoccasionedideasthatwerefittoproducethoseemotions;but,ifImistakenot,itwillbefoundthatwhenlanguageisoncegrownfamiliar,thehearingofthesoundsorsightofthecharactersisoftimmediatelyattendedwiththosepassions,whichatfirstwerewonttobeproducedbytheinterventionofideas,thatarenowquiteomitted.Maywenot,forexample,beaffectedwiththepromiseofagoodthing,thoughwehavenotanideaofwhatitis?Orisnotthebeingthreatenedwithdangersufficienttoexciteadread,thoughwethinknotofanyparticularevillikelytobefallus,noryetframetoourselvesanideaofdangerinabstract?Ifanyoneshalljoineversolittlereflectionofhisowntowhathasbeensaid,Ibelieveitwillevidentlyappeartohim,thatgeneralnamesareoftenusedintheproprietyoflanguagewithoutthespeaker'sdesigningthemformarksofideasinhisown,whichhewouldhavethemraiseinthemindofthehearer.Evenpropernamesthemselvesdonotseemalwaysspoken,withadesigntobringintoourviewtheideasofthoseindividualsthataresupposedtobemarkedbythem.Forexample,whenaSchoolmantellsmeAristotlehathsaidit,allIconceivehemeansbyit,istodisposemetoembracehisopinionwiththedeferenceandsubmissionwhichcustomhasannexedtothatname.Andthiseffectmaybesoinstantlyproducedinthemindsofthosewhoareaccustomedtoresigntheirjudgmenttotheauthorityofthatphilosopher,asitisimpossibleanyideaeitherofhisperson,writings,orreputationshouldgobefore.Innumerableexamplesofthiskindmaybegiven,butwhyshouldIinsistonthosethings,whicheveryone'sexperiencewill,Idoubtnot,plentifullysuggestuntohim?

	2r.Wehave,Ithink,shewntheimpossibilityofabstractideas.Wehaveconsideredwhathasbeensaidforthembytheirablestpatrons;andendeavouredtoshewtheyareofnouseforthoseends,towhichtheyarethoughtnecessary.Andlastly,wehavetracedthemtothesourcefromwhencetheyflow,whichappearstobelanguage.Itcannotbedeniedthat
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	wordsareofexcellentuse,inthatbytheirmeansallthatstockofknowledgewhichhasbeenpurchasedbythejointlaboursofinquisitivemeninallagesandnations,maybedrawnintotheviewandmadethepossessionofonesingleperson.Butatthesametimeitmustbeownedthatmostpartsofknowledgehavebeenstrangelyperplexedanddarkenedbytheabuseofwords,andgeneralwaysofspeechwhereintheyaredelivered.Sincethereforewordsaresoapttoimposeontheunderstanding,whateverideasIconsider,Ishallendeavourtotakethembareandnakedintomyview,keepingoutofmythoughts,sofarasIamable,thosenameswhichlongandconstantusehathsostrictlyunitedwiththem;fromwhichImayexpecttoderivethefollowingadvantages.

	22.First,Ishallbesuretogetclearofallcontroversiespurelyverbal;thespringingupofwhichweedsinalmostallthescienceshasbeenamainhindrancetothegrowthoftrueandsoundknowledge.Secondly,thisseemstobeasurewaytoextricatemyselfoutofthatfineandsubtlenetofabstractideas,whichhassomiserablyperplexedandentangledthemindsofmen,andthatwiththispeculiarcircumstance,thatbyhowmuchthefinerandmorecuriouswasthewitofanyman,bysomuchthedeeperwasheliketobeensnared,andfasterheldtherein.Thirdly,solongasIconfinemythoughtstomyownideasdivestedofwords,IdonotseehowIcaneasilybemistaken.TheobjectsIconsider,Iclearlyandadequatelyknow.IcannotbedeceivedinthinkingIhaveanideawhichIhavenot.Itisnotpossibleformetoimagine,thatanyofmyownideasarealikeorunlike,thatarenottrulyso.Todiscerntheagreementsordisagreementstherearebetweenmyideas,toseewhatideasareincludedinanycompoundidea,andwhatnot,thereisnothingmorerequisite,thananattentiveperceptionofwhatpassesinmyownunderstanding.

	23.Buttheattainmentofalltheseadvantagesdothpresupposeanentiredeliverancefromthedeceptionofwords,whichIdarehardlypromisemyself;sodifficultathingitistodissolveanunionsoearlybegun,andconfirmedbysolongahabitasthatbetwixtwordsandideas.Whichdifficultyseemstohavebeenverymuchincreasedbythedoctrineofabstrac-

	 

	


	tion.Forsolongasmenthoughtabstractideaswereannexedtotheirwords,itdothnotseemstrangethattheyshouldusewordsforideas:itbeingfoundanimpracticablethingtolayasidetheword,andretaintheabstractideainthemind,whichinitselfwasperfectlyinconceivable.Thisseemstometheprincipalcause,whythosemenwhohavesoemphaticallyrecommendedtoothers,thelayingasidealluseofwordsintheirmeditations,andcontemplatingtheirbareideas,haveyetfailedtoperformitthemselves.Oflatemanyhavebeenverysensibleoftheabsurdopinionsandinsignificantdisputes,whichgrowoutoftheabuseofwords.*Andinordertoremedytheseevilstheyadvisewell,thatweattendtotheideassignified,anddrawoffourattentionfromthewordswhichsignifythem.Buthowgoodsoeverthisadvicemaybe,theyhavegivenothers,itisplaintheycouldnothaveadueregardtoitthemselves,solongastheythoughttheonlyimmediateuseofwordswastosignifyideas,andthattheimmediatesignificationofeverygeneralnamewasadeterminate,abstractidea.

	24.Butthesebeingknowntobemistakes,amanmaywithgreatereasepreventhisbeingimposedonbywords.Hethatknowshehasnootherthanparticularideas,willnotpuzzlehimselfinvaintofindoutandconceivetheabstractidea,annexedtoanyname.Andhethatknowsnamesdonotalwaysstandforideas,willsparehimselfthelabouroflookingforideas,wheretherearenonetobehad.Itwerethereforetobewishedthateveryonewouldusehisutmostendeavours,toobtainaclearviewoftheideashewouldconsider,separatingfromthemallthatdressandencumbranceofwordswhichsomuchcontributetoblindthejudgmentanddividetheattention.Invaindoweextendourviewintotheheavens,andpryintotheentrailsoftheearth,invaindoweconsultthewritingsoflearnedmen,andtracethedarkfootstepsofantiquity;weneedonlydrawthecurtainofwords,tobeholdthefairesttreeofknowledge,whosefruitisexcellent,andwithinthereachofourhand.

	25.Unlesswetakecaretoclearthefirstprinciplesofknowledge,fromtheembarrasanddelusionofwords,wemay

	makeinfinitereasoningsuponthemtonopurpose;wemay
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	drawconsequencesfromconsequences,andbeneverthewiser.Thefartherwego,weshallonlyloseourselvesthemoreirrecoverably,andbethedeeperentangledindifficultiesandmistakes.Whoeverthereforedesignstoreadthefollowingsheets,Ientreathimtomakemywordstheoccasionofhisownthinking,andendeavourtoattainthesametrainofthoughtsinreading,thatIhadinwritingthem.BythismeansitwillbeeasyforhimtodiscoverthetruthorfalsityofwhatIsay.Hewillbeoutofalldangerofbeingdeceivedbymywords,andIdonotseehowhecanbeledintoanerrorbyconsideringhisownnaked,undisguisedideas.
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	I.Itisevidenttoanyonewhotakesasurveyoftheobjectsofhumanknowledge,thattheyareeitherideasactuallyimprintedonthesenses,orelsesuchasareperceivedbyattendingtothepassionsandoperationsofthemind,*orlastlyideasformedbyhelpofmemoryandimagination,eithercompounding,dividing,orbarelyrepresentingthoseoriginallyperceivedintheaforesaidways.BysightIhavetheideasoflightandcolourswiththeirseveraldegreesandvariations.BytouchIperceive,forexample,hardandsoft,heatandcold,motionandresistance,andofallthesemoreandlesseitherastoquantityordegree.Smellingfurnishesmewithodours;thepalatewithtastes,andhearingconveyssoundstothemindinalltheirvarietyoftoneandcomposition.Andasseveraloftheseareobservedtoaccompanyeachother,theycometobemarkedbyonename,andsotobereputedasonething.Thus,forexample,acertaincolour,taste,smell,figureandconsistencehavingbeenobservedtogotogether,areaccountedonedistinctthing,signifiedbythenameapple.Othercollectionsofideasconstituteastone,atree,abook,andthelikesensiblethings;which,astheyarepleasingordisagreeable,excitethepassionsoflove,hatred,joy,grief,andsoforth.

	2.Butbesidesallthatendlessvarietyofideasorobjectsofknowledge,thereislikewisesomethingwhichknowsorperceivesthem,andexercisesdiversoperations,aswilling,imagining,rememberingaboutthem.Thisperceiving,activebeingiswhatIcallmind,spirit,soulormyselfBywhichwordsIdonotdenoteanyoneofmyideas,butathingentirelydistinctfromthem,whereintheyexist,or,whichisthesamething,wherebytheyareperceived;fortheexistenceofanideaconsistsinbeingperceived.

	 

	
3.Thatneitherourthoughts,norpassions,norideasformedbytheimagination,existwithoutthemind,iswhateverybodywillallow.Anditseemsnolessevidentthatthevarioussensationsorideasimprintedonthesense,howeverblendedorcombinedtogether(thatis,whateverobjectstheycompose)cannotexistotherwisethaninamindperceivingthem.Ithinkanintuitiveknowledgemaybeobtainedofthis,byanyonethatshallattendtowhatismeantbythetermexistwhenappliedtosensiblethings.ThetableIwriteon,Isay,exists,thatis,Iseeandfeelit;andifIwereoutofmystudyIshouldsayitexisted,meaningtherebythatifIwasinmystudyImightperceiveit,orthatsomeotherspiritactuallydoesperceiveit.Therewasanodour,thatis,itwassmelled;therewasasound,thatistosay,itwasheard;acolourorfigure,anditwasperceivedbysightortouch.ThisisallthatIcanunderstandbytheseandthelikeexpressions.Forastowhatissaidoftheabsoluteexistenceofunthinkingthingswithoutanyrelationtotheirbeingperceived,thatseemsperfectlyunintelligible.Theiresseispercipi,norisitpossibletheyshouldhaveanyexistence,outofthemindsorthinkingthingswhichperceivethem.

	4·Itisindeedanopinionstrangelyprevailingamongstmen,thathouses,mountains,rivers,andinawordallsensibleobjectshaveanexistencenaturalorreal,distinctfromtheirbeingperceivedbytheunderstanding.Butwithhowgreatanassuranceandacquiescencesoeverthisprinciplemaybeentertainedintheworld;yetwhoevershallfindinhishearttocallitinquestion,may,ifImistakenot,perceiveittoinvolveamanifestcontradiction.Forwhataretheforementionedobjectsbutthethingsweperceivebysense,andwhatdoweperceivebesidesourownideasorsensations;andisitnotplainlyrepugnantthatanyoneoftheseoranycombinationofthemshouldexistunperceived?

	5·Ifwethroughlyexaminethistenet,itwill,perhaps,befoundatbottomtodependonthedoctrineofabstractideas.Forcantherebeanicerstrainofabstractionthantodistinguishtheexistenceofsensibleobjectsfromtheirbeingperceived,soastoconceivethemexistingunperceived?Lightandcolours,heatandcold,extensionandfigures,inaword
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	thethingsweseeandfeel,whataretheybutsomanysensations,notions,ideasorimpressionsonthesense;andisitpossibletoseparate,eveninthought,anyofthesefromperception?FormypartImightaseasilydivideathingfromitself.Imayindeeddivideinmythoughtsorconceiveapartfromeachotherthosethingswhich,perhaps,Ineverperceivedbysensesodivided.ThusIimaginethetrunkofahumanbodywithoutthelimbs,orconceivethesmellofrosewithoutthinkingontheroseitself.SofarIwillnotdenyIcanabstract,ifthatmayproperlybecalledabstraction,whichextendsonlytotheconceivingseparatelysuchobjects,asitispossiblemayreallyexistorbeactuallyperceivedasunder.Butmyconceivingorimaginingpowerdoesnotextendbeyondthepossibilityofrealexistenceorperception.Henceasitisimpossibleformetoseeorfeelanythingwithoutanactualsensationofthatthing,soisitimpossibleformetoconceiveinmythoughtsanysensiblethingorobjectdistinctfromthesensationorperceptionofit.*

	6.Sometruthstherearesonearandobvioustothemind,thatamanneedonlyopenhiseyestoseethem.SuchItakethisimportantonetobe,towit,thatallthechoirofheavenandfurnitureoftheearth,inawordallthosebodieswhichcomposethemightyframeoftheworld,havenotanysubsistencewithoutamind,thattheirbeingistobeperceivedorknown;thatconsequentlysolongastheyarenotactuallyperceivedbyme,ordonotexistinmymindorthatofanyothercreatedspirit,theymusteitherhavenoexistenceatall,orelsesubsistinthemindofsomeeternalspirit:itbeingperfectlyunintelligibleandinvolvingalltheabsurdityofabstraction,toattributetoanysinglepartofthemanexistenceindependentofaspirit.Tobeconvincedofwhich,thereaderneedonlyreflectandtrytoseparateinhisownthoughtsthebeingofasensiblethingfromitsbeingperceived.*

	7·Fromwhathasbeensaid,itfollows,thereisnotanyothersubstancethanspirit,orthatwhichperceives.Butforthefullerproofofthispoint,letitbeconsidered,thesensiblequalitiesarecolour,figure,motion,smell,taste,andsuchlike,thatis,theideasperceivedbysense.Nowforanideatoexistinanunperceivingthing,isamanifestcontradiction;forto

	 

	
haveanideaisalloneastoperceive:thatthereforewhereincolour,figure,andthelikequalitiesexist,mustperceivethem;henceitiscleartherecanbenounthinkingsubstanceorsubstratumofthoseideas.*

	8.Butsayyou,thoughtheideasthemselvesdonotexist

	withoutthemind,yettheremaybethingslikethemwhereoftheyarecopiesorresemblances,whichthingsexistwithoutthemind,inanunthinkingsubstance.Ianswer,anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea;*acolourorfigurecanbelikenothingbutanothercolourorfigure.Ifwelookbuteversolittleintoourthoughts,weshallfinditimpossibleforustoconceivealikenessexceptonlybetweenourideas.Again,Iaskwhetherthosesupposedoriginalsorexternalthings,ofwhichourideasarethepicturesorrepresentations,bethemselvesperceivableorno?Iftheyare,thentheyareideas,andwehavegainedourpoint;butifyousaytheyarenot,Iappealtoanyonewhetheritbesense,toassertacolourislikesomethingwhichisinvisible;hardorsoft,likesomethingwhichisintangible;andsooftherest.

	g.Somethereare*whomakeadistinctionbetwixtprimary

	andsecondaryqualities:bytheformer,theymeanextension,figuremotion,rest,solidityorimpenetrabilityandnumber:bythelattertheydenoteallothersensiblequalities,ascolours,sounds,tastes,andsoforth.Theideaswehaveofthesetheyacknowledgenottobetheresemblancesofanythingexistingwithoutthemindorunperceived;buttheywillhaveourideasoftheprimaryqualitiestobepatternsorimagesofthingswhichexistwithoutthemind,inanunthinkingsubstancewhichtheycallmatter.Bymatterthereforewearetounderstandaninert,senselesssubstance,inwhichextension,figure,andmotion,doactuallysubsist.Butitisevidentfromwhatwehavealreadyshewn,thatextension,figureandmotionareonlyideasexistinginthemind,andthatanideacanbelikenothingbutanotheridea,andthatconsequentlyneithertheynortheirarchetypescanexistinanunperceivingsubstance.Henceitisplain,thattheverynotionofwhatiscalledmatterorcorporealsubstance,involvesacontradictioninit.

	10.Theywhoassertthatfigure,motion,andtherestoftheprimaryororiginalqualitiesdoexistwithoutthemind,in

	 

	
unthinkingsubstances,doatthesametimeacknowledgethatcolours,sounds,heat,cold,andsuchlikesecondaryqualities,donot,whichtheytellusaresensationsexistinginthemindalone,thatdependonandareoccasionedbythedifferentsize,textureandmotionoftheminuteparticlesofmatter.Thistheytakeforanundoubtedtruth,whichtheycandemonstratebeyondallexception.Nowifitbecertain,thatthoseoriginalqualitiesareinseparablyunitedwiththeothersensiblequalities,andnot,eveninthought,capableofbeingabstractedfromthem,itplainlyfollowsthattheyexistonlyinthemind.ButIdesireanyonetoreflectandtry,whetherhecanbyanyabstractionofthought,conceivetheextensionandmotionofabody,withoutallothersensiblequalities.Formyownpart,Iseeevidentlythatitisnotinmypowertoframeanideaofabodyextendedandmoved,butImustwithalgiveitsomecolourorothersensiblequalitywhichisacknowledgedtoexistonlyinthemind.Inshort,extension,figure,andmotion,abstractedfromallotherqualities,areinconceivable.*Wherethereforetheothersensiblequalitiesare,theremustthesebealso,towit,inthemindandnowhereelse.

	rr.Again,greatandsmall,swiftandslow,*areallowedtoexistnowherewithoutthemind,beingentirelyrelative,andchangingastheframeorpositionoftheorgansofsensevaries.Theextensionthereforewhichexistswithoutthemind,isneithergreatnorsmall,themotionneitherswiftnorslow,thatis,theyarenothingatall.Butsayyou,theyareextensioningeneral,andmotioningeneral:thusweseehowmuchthetenetofextended,moveablesubstancesexistingwithoutthemind,dependsonthatstrangedoctrineofabstractideas.AndhereIcannotbutremark,hownearlythevagueandindeterminatedescriptionofmatterorcorporealsubstance,whichthemodernphilosophersarerunintobytheirownprinciples,resemblesthatantiquatedandsomuchridiculednotionofmateriaprima,*tobemetwithinAristotleandhisfollowers.Withoutextensionsoliditycannotbeconceived;sincethereforeithasbeenshewnthatextensionexistsnotinanunthinkingsubstance,thesamemustalsobetrueofsolidity.

	 

	
12.Thatnumberisentirelythecreatureofthemind,eventhoughtheotherqualitiesbeallowedtoexistwithout,willbeevidenttowhoeverconsiders,thatthesamethingbearsadifferentdenominationofnumber,asthemindviewsitwithdifferentrespects.*Thus,thesameextensionisoneorthreeorthirtysix,accordingasthemindconsidersitwithreferencetoayard,afoot,oraninch.Numberissovisiblyrelative,anddependentonmen'sunderstanding,thatitisstrangetothinkhowanyoneshouldgiveitanabsoluteexistencewithoutthemind.Wesayonebook,onepage,oneline;alltheseareequallyunits,thoughsomecontainseveraloftheothers.Andineachinstanceitisplain,theunitrelatestosomeparticularcombinationofideasarbitrarilyputtogetherbythemind.

	13.UnityIknowsomewillhavetobeasimpleoruncompoundedidea,accompanyingallotherideasintothemind.*ThatIhaveanysuchideaansweringthewordunity,Idonotfind;andifIhad,methinksIcouldnotmissfindingit;onthecontraryitshouldbethemostfamiliartomyunderstanding,sinceitissaidtoaccompanyallotherideas,andtobeperceivedbyallthewaysofsensationandreflexion.Tosaynomore,itisanabstractidea.

	14.Ishallfartheradd,thatafterthesamemanner,asmodernphilosophersprovecertainsensiblequalitiestohaveno

	existenceinmatter,orwithoutthemind,thesamethingmay

	belikewiseprovedofallothersensiblequalitieswhatsoever.Thus,forinstance,itissaidthatheatandcoldareaffectionsonlyofthemind,andnotatallpatternsofrealbeings,existinginthecorporealsubstanceswhichexcitethem,forthatthesamebodywhichappearscoldtoonehand,seemswarmtoanother.Nowwhymaywenotaswellarguethatfigureandextensionarenotpatternsorresemblancesofqualitiesexistinginmatter,becausetothesameeyeatdifferentstations,oreyesofadifferenttextureatthesamestation,theyappearvarious,andcannotthereforebetheimagesofanythingsettledanddeterminatewithoutthemind?Again,itisprovedthatsweetnessisnotreallyinthesapidthing,becausethethingremainingunalteredthesweetnessischangedintobitter,asincaseofafeverorotherwisevitiatedpalate.Isitnot

	 

	
asreasonabletosay,thatmotionisnotwithoutthemind,sinceifthesuccessionofideasinthemindbecomeswifter,themotion,itisacknowledged,shallappearslowerwithoutanyalterationinanyexternalobject.

	rs.Inshort,letanyoneconsiderthosearguments,which

	arethoughtmanifestlytoprovethatcoloursandtastesexist

	onlyinthemind,andheshallfindtheymaywithequalforce,

	bebroughttoprovethesamethingofextension,figure,andmotion.Thoughitmustbeconfessedthismethodofarguingdothnotsomuchprovethatthereisnoextensionorcolourinanoutwardobject,asthatwedonotknowbysensewhichisthetrueextensionorcolouroftheobject.*Buttheargumentsforegoingplainlyshewittobeimpossiblethatanycolourorextensionatall,orothersensiblequalitywhatsoever,shouldexistinanunthinkingsubjectwithoutthemind,orintruth,thatthereshouldbeanysuchthingasanoutwardobject.

	r6.Butletusexaminealittlethereceivedopinion.Itissaid*extensionisamodeoraccidentofmatter,andthatmatteristhesubstratumthatsupportsit.NowIdesirethatyouwouldexplainwhatismeantbymatter'ssupportingextension:sayyou,Ihavenoideaofmatter,andthereforecannotexplainit.Ianswer,thoughyouhavenopositive,yetifyouhaveanymeaningatall,youmustatleasthavearelativeideaofmatter;thoughyouknownotwhatitis,yetyoumustbesupposedtoknowwhatrelationitbearstoaccidents,andwhatismeantbyitssupportingthem.Itisevidentsupportcannotherebetakeninitsusualorliteralsense,aswhenwesaythatpillarssupportabuilding:inwhatsensethereforemustitbetaken?

	17.Ifweinquireintowhatthemostaccuratephilosophers

	declarethemselvestomeanbymaterialsubstance;weshallfindthemacknowledge,theyhavenoothermeaningannexedtothosesounds,buttheideaofbeingingeneral,togetherwiththerelativenotionofitssupportingaccidents.Thegeneralideaofbeingappearethtomethemostabstractandincomprehensibleofallother;andasforitssupportingaccidents,this,aswehavejustnowobserved,:annotbeunderstoodinthecommonsenseofthosewords;itmustthereforebetakeninsomeothersense,butwhatthatistheydonot
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	explain.SothatwhenIconsiderthetwopartsorbrancheswhichmakethesignificationofthewordsmaterialsubstance,Iamconvincedthereisnodistinctmeaningannexedtothem.Butwhyshouldwetroubleourselvesanyfarther,indiscussingthismaterialsubstratumorsupportoffigureandmotion,andothersensiblequalities?Doesitnotsupposetheyhaveanexistencewithoutthemind?Andisnotthisadirectrepugnancy,andaltogetherinconceivable?

	r8.Butthoughitwerepossiblethatsolid,figured,moveablesubstancesmayexistwithoutthemind,correspondingtotheideaswehaveofbodies,yethowisitpossibleforustoknowthis?*Eitherwemustknowitbysense,orbyreason.Asforoursenses,bythemwehavetheknowledgeonlyofoursensations,ideas,orthosethingsthatareimmediatelyperceivedbysense,callthemwhatyouwill:buttheydonotinformusthatthingsexistwithoutthemind,orunperceived,liketothosewhichareperceived.Thisthematerialiststhemselvesacknowledge.Itremainsthereforethatifwehaveanyknowledgeatallofexternalthings,itmustbebyreason,inferringtheirexistencefromwhatisimmediatelyperceivedbysense.Butwhatreasoncaninduceustobelievetheexistenceofbodieswithoutthemind,fromwhatweperceive,sincetheverypatronsofmatterthemselvesdonotpretend,thereisanynecessaryconnexionbetwixtthemandourideas?Isayitisgrantedonallhands(andwhathappensindreams,phrensies,andthelike,putsitbeyonddispute)thatitispossiblewemightbeaffectedwithalltheideaswehavenow,thoughnobodiesexistedwithout,resemblingthem.Henceitisevidentthesuppositionofexternalbodiesisnotnecessaryfortheproducingourideas:sinceitisgrantedtheyareproducedsometimes,andmightpossiblybeproducedalwaysinthesameorderweseetheminatpresent,withouttheirconcurrence.

	19.Butthoughwemightpossiblyhavealloursensationswithoutthem,yetperhapsitmaybethoughteasiertoconceiveandexplainthemanneroftheirproduction,bysupposingexternalbodiesintheirlikenessratherthanotherwise;andsoitmightbeatleastprobabletherearesuchthingsasbodiesthatexcitetheirideasinourminds.But

	 

	
neithercanthisbesaid;forthoughwegivethematerialiststheirexternalbodies,theybytheirownconfessionareneverthenearerknowinghowourideasareproduced:sincetheyownthemselvesunabletocomprehendinwhatmannerbodycanactuponspirit,orhowitispossibleitshouldimprintanyideainthemind.Henceitisevidenttheproductionofideasorsensationsinourminds,canbenoreasonwhyweshouldsupposematterorcorporealsubstances,sincethatisacknowledgedtoremainequallyinexplicablewith,orwithoutthissupposition.Ifthereforeitwerepossibleforbodiestoexistwithoutthemind,yettoholdtheydoso,mustneedsbeaveryprecariousopinion;sinceitistosuppose,withoutanyreasonatall,thatGodhascreatedinnumerablebeingsthatareentirelyuseless,andservetonomannerofpurpose.

	20.Inshort,iftherewereexternalbodies,itisimpossible

	weshouldevercometoknowit;andiftherewerenot,wemighthavetheverysamereasonstothinktherewerethatwehavenow.Suppose,whatnoonecandenypossible,anintelligence,withoutthehelpofexternalbodies,tobeaffectedwiththesametrainofsensationsorideasthatyouare,imprintedinthesameorderandwithlikevividnessinhismind.Iaskwhetherthatintelligencehathnotallthereasontobelievetheexistenceofcorporealsubstances,representedbyhisideas,andexcitingtheminhismind,thatyoucanpossiblyhaveforbelievingthesamething?Ofthistherecanbenoquestion;whichoneconsiderationisenoughtomakeanyreasonablepersonsuspectthestrengthofwhateverargumentshemaythinkhimselftohave,fortheexistenceofbodieswithoutthemind.

	21.Wereitnecessarytoaddanyfartherproofagainsttheexistenceofmatter,afterwhathasbeensaid,Icouldinstanceseveralofthoseerrorsanddifficulties(nottomentionimpieties)whichhavesprungfromthattenet.Ithasoccasionednumberlesscontroversiesanddisputesinphilosophy,andnotafewoffargreatermomentinreligion.ButIshallnotenterintothedetailoftheminthisplace,aswellbecauseIthink,argumentsaposterioriareunnecessaryforconfirmingwhathasbeen,ifImistakenot,sufficientlydemonstrateda

	 

	
priori,asbecauseIshallhereafterfindoccasiontosaysomewhatofthem.*

	
		IamafraidIhavegivencausetothinkmeneedlesslyprolixinhandlingthissubject.Fortowhatpurposeisittodilateonthatwhichmaybedemonstratedwiththeutmostevidenceinalineortwo,toanyonethatiscapableoftheleastrefiexion?Itisbutlookingintoyourownthoughts,andsotryingwhetheryoucanconceiveitpossibleforasound,orfigure,ormotion,orcolour,toexistwithoutthemind,orunperceived.Thiseasytrialmaymakeyousee,thatwhatyoucontendfor,isadownrightcontradiction.InsomuchthatIamcontenttoputthewholeuponthisissue;ifyoucanbutconceiveitpossibleforoneextendedmoveablesubstance,oringeneral,foranyoneideaoranythinglikeanidea,toexistotherwisethaninamindperceivingit,Ishallreadilygiveupthecause:Andasforallthatcompagesofexternalbodieswhichyoucontendfor,Ishallgrantyouitsexistence,thoughyoucannoteithergivemeanyreasonwhyyoubelieveitexists,orassignanyusetoitwhenitissupposedtoexist.Isay,thebarepossibilityofyouropinion'sbeingtrue,shallpassforanargumentthatitisso.

		Butsayyou,surelythereisnothingeasierthantoimaginetrees,forinstance,inapark,orbooksexistinginacloset,andnobodybytoperceivethem.*Ianswer,youmayso,thereisnodifficultyinit:butwhatisallthis,Ibeseechyou,morethanframinginyourmindcertainideaswhichyoucallbooksandtrees,andatthesametimeomittingtoframetheideaofanyonethatmayperceivethem?Butdonotyouyourselfperceiveorthinkofthemallthewhile?Thisthereforeisnothingtothepurpose:itonlyshowsyouhavethepowerofimaginingorformingideasinyourmind;butitdothnotshewthatyoucanconceiveitpossible,theobjectsofyourthoughtmayexistwithoutthemind:tomakeoutthis,itisnecessarythatyouconceivethemexistingunconceivedorunthoughtof,whichisamanifestrepugnancy.Whenwedoourutmosttoconceivetheexistenceofexternalbodies,weareallthewhileonlycontemplatingourownideas.Butthemindtakingnonoticeofitself,isdeludedtothinkitcananddothconceivebodiesexistingunthoughtoforwithoutthe



	 

	
mind;thoughatthesametimetheyareapprehendedbyorexistinitself.Alittleattentionwilldiscovertoanyonethetruthandevidenceofwhatisheresaid,andmakeitunnecessarytoinsistonanyotherproofsagainsttheexistenceofmaterialsubstance.

	
		Itisveryobvious,upontheleastinquiryintoourownthoughts,toknowwhetheritbepossibleforustounderstandwhatismeant,bytheabsoluteexistenceofsensibleobjectsinthemselves,orwithoutthemind.Tomeitisevidentthosewordsmarkouteitheradirectcontradiction,orelsenothingatall.Andtoconvinceothersofthis,Iknownoreadierorfairerway,thantoentreattheywouldcalmlyattendtotheirownthoughts:andifbythisattention,theemptinessorrepugnancyofthoseexpressionsdoesappear,surelynothingmoreisrequisitefortheirconviction.ItisonthisthereforethatIinsist,towit,thattheabsoluteexistenceofunthinkingthingsarewordswithoutameaning,orwhichincludeacontradiction.ThisiswhatIrepeatandinculcate,andearnestlyrecommendtotheattentivethoughtsofthereader.

		Allourideas,sensations,orthethingswhichweperceive,bywhatsoevernamestheymaybedistinguished,arevisiblyinactive,thereisnothingofpoweroragencyincludedinthem.Sothatoneideaorobjectofthoughtcannotproduce,ormakeanyalterationinanother.Tobesatisfiedofthetruthofthis,thereisnothingelserequisitebutabareobservationofourideas.Forsincetheyandeverypartofthemexistonlyinthemind,itfollowsthatthereisnothinginthembutwhatisperceived.Butwhoevershallattendtohisideas,whetherofsenseorreftexion,willnotperceiveinthemanypoweroractivity;thereisthereforenosuchthingcontainedinthem.*Alittleattentionwilldiscovertousthattheverybeingofanideaimpliespassivenessandinertnessinit,insomuchthatitisimpossibleforanideatodoanything,or,strictlyspeaking,tobethecauseofanything:neithercanitbetheresemblanceorpatternofanyactivebeing,asisevidentfromsect.8.Whenceitplainlyfollowsthatextension,figureandmotion,cannotbethecauseofoursensations.Tosaytherefore,thatthesearetheeffectsofpowersresultingfromthe



	 

	
configuration,number,motion,andsizeofcorpuscles,mustcertainlybefalse.

	26.Weperceiveacontinualsuccessionofideas,someareanewexcited,othersarechangedortotallydisappear.Thereisthereforesomecauseoftheseideaswhereontheydepend,andwhichproducesandchangesthem.Thatthiscausecannot

	beanyqualityorideaorcombinationofideas,isclearfrom

	theprecedingsection.Itmustthereforebeasubstance;butithasbeenshewnthatthereisnocorporealormaterialsubstance:itremainsthereforethatthecauseofideasisanincorporealactivesubstanceorspirit.

	
		Aspiritisonesimple,undivided,activebeing:asitperceivesideas,itiscalledtheunderstanding,andasitproducesorotherwiseoperatesaboutthem,itiscalledthewill.Hencetherecanbenoideaformedofasoulorspirit:forallideaswhatever,beingpassiveandinert,videsect.25,theycannotrepresentuntous,bywayofimageorlikeness,thatwhichacts.Alittleattentionwillmakeitplaintoanyone,thattohaveanideawhichshallbelikethatactiveprincipleofmotionandchangeofideas,isabsolutelyimpossible.Suchisthenatureofspiritorthatwhichacts,thatitcannotbeofitselfperceived,butonlybytheeffectswhichitproduceth.Ifanymanshalldoubtofthetruthofwhatisheredelivered,lethimbutreflectandtryifhecanframetheideaofanypoweroractivebeing;andwhetherhehathideasoftwoprincipalpowers,markedbythenameswillandunderstanding,distinctfromeachotheraswellasfromathirdideaofsubstanceorbeingingeneral,witharelativenotionofitssupportingorbeingthesubjectoftheaforesaidpowers,whichissignifiedbythenamesoulorspirit.Thisiswhatsomehold;butsofarasIcansee,thewordswill,soul,spirit,donotstandfordifferentideas,orintruth,foranyideaatall,butforsomethingwhichisverydifferentfromideas,andwhichbeinganagentcannotbelikeunto,orrepresentedby,anyideawhatsoever.Thoughitmustbeownedatthesametime,thatwehavesomenotionofsoul,spirit,andtheoperationsofthemind,suchaswilling,loving,hating,inasmuchasweknoworunderstandthemeaningofthosewords.*



	 

	

		IfindIcanexciteideasinmymindatpleasure,andvaryandshiftthesceneasoftasIthinkfit.Itisnomorethanwilling,andstraightwaythisorthatideaarisesinmyfancy:andbythesamepoweritisobliterated,andmakeswayforanother.Thismakingandunmakingofideasdothveryproperlydenominatethemindactive.Thusmuchiscertain,andgroundedonexperience:butwhenwetalkofunthinkingagents,orofexcitingideasexclusiveofvolition,weonlyamuseourselveswithwords.



	29.ButwhateverpowerImayhaveovermyownthoughts,Ifindtheideasactuallyperceivedbysensehavenotalike

	dependenceonmywill.Wheninbroadday-lightIopenmyeyes,itisnotinmypowertochoosewhetherIshallseeorno,ortodeterminewhatparticularobjectsshallpresentthemselvestomyview;andsolikewiseastothehearingandothersenses,theideasimprintedonthemarenotcreaturesofmywill.Thereisthereforesomeotherwillorspiritthatproducesthem.

	
		Theideasofsensearemorestrong,lively,anddistinctthanthoseoftheimagination;theyhavelikewiseasteadiness,order,andcoherence,andarenotexcitedatrandom,asthosewhicharetheeffectsofhumanwillsoftenare,butinaregulartrainorseries,theadmirableconnexionwhereofsufficientlytestifiesthewisdomandbenevolenceofitsAuthor.Nowthesetrulesorestablishedmethods,whereinthemindwedependonexcitesinustheideasofsense,arecalledtheLawsofNature:andthesewelearnbyexperience,whichteachesusthatsuchandsuchideasareattendedwithsuchandsuchotherideas,intheordinarycourseofthings.



	3r.Thisgivesusasortofforesight,whichenablesustoregulateouractionsforthebenefitoflife.*Andwithoutthisweshouldbeeternallyataloss:wecouldnotknowhowtoactanythingthatmightprocureustheleastpleasure,orremovetheleastpainofsense.Thatfoodnourishes,sleeprefreshes,andfirewarmsus;thattosowintheseed-timeisthewaytoreapintheharvest,and,ingeneral,thattoobtainsuchorsuchends,suchorsuchmeansareconducive,allthisweknow,notbydiscoveringanynecessaryconnexionbetweenourideas,butonlybytheobservationofthesettledlawsofNature,

	 

	
withoutwhichweshouldbeallinuncertaintyandconfusion,andagrownmannomoreknowhowtomanagehimselfintheaffairsoflife,thananinfantjustborn.

	32.Andyetthisconsistentuniformworking,whichsoevidentlydisplaysthegoodnessandwisdomofthatgoverningspiritwhosewillconstitutestheLawsofNature,issofarfromleadingourthoughtstohim,thatitrathersendsthemawanderingaftersecondcauses.Forwhenweperceivecertainideasofsenseconstantlyfollowedbyotherideas,andweknowthisisnotofourdoing,weforthwithattributepowerandagencytotheideasthemselves,andmakeonethecauseofanother,thanwhichnothingcanbemoreabsurdandunintelligible.Thus,forexample,havingobservedthatwhenweperceivebysightacertainroundluminousfigure,weatthesametimeperceivebytouchtheideaorsensationcalledheat,wedofromthenceconcludethesuntobethecauseofheat.Andinlikemannerperceivingthemotionandcollisionofbodiestobeattendedwithsound,weareinclinedtothinkthelatteraneffectoftheformer.

	33·TheideasimprintedonthesensesbytheAuthorofNaturearecalledrealthings:andthoseexcitedintheimaginationbeinglessregular,vividandconstant,aremoreproperlytermedideas,orimagesofthings,whichtheycopyandrepresent.Butthenoursensations,betheyneversovividanddistinct,areneverthelessideas,thatis,theyexistinthemind,orareperceivedbyit,astrulyastheideasofitsownframing.Theideasofsenseareallowedtohavemorerealityinthem,thatis,tobemorestrong,orderly,andcoherentthanthecreaturesofthemind;butthisisnoargumentthattheyexistwithoutthemind.Theyarealsolessdependentonthespirit,orthinkingsubstancewhichperceivesthem,inthattheyareexcitedbythewillofanotherandmorepowerfulspirit:yetstilltheyareideas,andcertainlynoidea,whetherfaintorstrong,canexistotherwisethaninamindperceivingit.

	34·Beforeweproceedanyfarther,itisnecessarytospendsometimeinansweringobjectionswhichmayprobablybemadeagainsttheprincipleshithertolaiddown.Indoingofwhich,ifIseemtooprolixtothoseofquickapprehensions,Ihopeitmaybepardoned,sinceallmendonotequallyappre-

	 

	


	bendthingsofthisnature;andIamwillingtobeunderstoodbyeveryone.Firstthen,itwillbeobjectedthatbytheforegoingprinciples,allthatisrealandsubstantialinNatureisbanishedoutoftheworld:andinsteadthereofachimericalschemeofideastakesplace.Allthingsthatexist,existonlyinthemind,thatis,theyarepurelynotional.Whatthereforebecomesofthesun,moon,andstars?Whatmustwethinkofhouses,rivers,mountains,trees,stones;nay,evenofourownbodies?Areallthesebutsomanychimerasandillusionsonthefancy?Toallwhich,andwhateverelseofthesamesortmaybeobjected,Ianswer,thatbytheprinciplespremised,wearenotdeprivedofanyonethinginNature.Whateverwesee,feel,hear,oranywiseconceiveorunderstand,remainsassecureasever,andisasrealasever.Thereisarerumnatura,andthedistinctionbetweenrealitiesandchimerasretainsitsfullforce.Thisisevidentfromsects.29,30,and33,wherewehaveshewnwhatismeantbyrealthingsinoppositiontochimeras,orideasofourownframing;butthentheybothequallyexistinthemind,andinthatsensearealikeideas.

	35·Idonotargueagainsttheexistenceofanyonethingthatwecanapprehend,eitherbysenseorreftexion.ThatthethingsIseewithmineeyesandtouchwithmyhandsdoexist,reallyexist,Imakenottheleastquestion.Theonlythingwhoseexistencewedeny,isthatwhichphilosopherscallmatterorcorporealsubstance.Andindoingofthis,thereisnodamagedonetotherestofmankind,who,Idaresay,willnevermissit.Theatheistindeedwillwantthecolourofanemptynametosupporthisimpiety;andthephilosophersmaypossiblyfind,theyhavelostagreathandlefortriflinganddisputation.

	36.Ifanymanthinksthisdetractsfromtheexistenceor

	realityofthings,heisveryfarfromunderstandingwhathathbeenpremisedintheplainesttermsIcouldthinkof.Takehereanabstractofwhathasbeensaid.Therearespiritualsubstances,minds,orhumansouls,whichwillorexciteideasinthemselvesatpleasure:butthesearefaint,weak,andunsteadyinrespectofotherstheyperceivebysense,whichbeingimpresseduponthemaccordingtocertainrulesorlawsofNature,speakthemselvestheeffectsofamindmorepowerful

	 

	
andwisethanhumanspirits.Theselatteraresaidtohavemorerealityinthemthantheformer:bywhichismeantthattheyaremoreaffecting,orderly,anddistinct,andthattheyarenotfictionsofthemindperceivingthem.Andinthissense,thesunthatIseebydayistherealsun,andthatwhichIimaginebynightistheideaoftheformer.Inthesenseheregivenofreality,itisevidentthateveryvegetable,star,mineral,andingeneraleachpartofthemundanesystem,isasmucharealbeingbyourprinciplesasbyanyother.WhetherothersmeananythingbythetermrealitydifferentfromwhatIdo,Ientreatthemtolookintotheirownthoughtsandsee.37·Itwillbeurgedthatthusmuchatleastistrue,towit,thatwetakeawayallcorporealsubstances.Tothismyansweris,thatifthewordsubstancebetakeninthevulgarsense,foracombinationofsensiblequalities,suchasextension,solidity,weight,andthelike;thiswecannotbeaccusedoftakingaway.Butifitbetakeninaphilosophicsense,forthesupportofaccidentsorqualitieswithoutthemind:thenindeedIacknowledgethatwetakeitaway,ifonemaybesaidtotakeawaythatwhichneverhadanyexistence,noteveninthe

	imagination.

	38.But,sayyou,itsoundsveryharshtosayweeatanddrinkideas,andareclothedwithideas.Iacknowledgeitdoesso,thewordideanotbeingusedincommondiscoursetosignifytheseveralcombinationsofsensiblequalities,whicharecalledthings:anditiscertainthatanyexpressionwhichvariesfromthefamiliaruseoflanguage,willseemharshandridiculous.Butthisdothnotconcernthetruthoftheproposition,whichinotherwordsisnomorethantosay,wearefedandclothedwiththosethingswhichweperceiveimmediatelybyoursenses.Thehardnessorsoftness,thecolour,taste,warmth,figure,andsuchlikequalities,whichcombinedtogetherconstitutetheseveralsortsofvictualsandapparel,havebeenshewntoexistonlyinthemindthatperceivesthem;andthisisallthatismeantbycallingthemideas;whichword,ifitwasasordinarilyusedasthing,wouldsoundnoharshernormoreridiculousthanit.Iamnotfordisputingaboutthepropriety,butthetruthoftheexpression.Ifthereforeyouagreewithmethatweeatanddrink,andareclad

	 

	


	withtheimmediateobjectsofsensewhichcannotexistunperceivedorwithoutthemind:Ishallreadilygrantitismoreproperorconformabletocustom,thattheyshouldbecalledthingsratherthanideas.*

	39·IfitbedemandedwhyImakeuseofthewordidea,anddonotratherincompliancewithcustomcallthemthings.Ianswer,Idoitfortworeasons:first,becausethetermthing,incontradistinctiontoidea,isgenerallysupposedtodenotesomewhatexistingwithoutthemind:secondly,becausethinghathamorecomprehensivesignificationthanidea,includingspiritsorthinkingthingsaswellasideas.Sincethereforetheobjectsofsenseexistonlyinthemind,andarewithalthoughtlessandinactive,Ichosetomarkthembythewordidea,whichimpliesthoseproperties.

	
		Butsaywhatwecan,someoneperhapsmaybeapttoreply,hewillstillbelievehissenses,andneversufferanyarguments,howplausiblesoever,toprevailoverthecertaintyofthem.Beitso,asserttheevidenceofsenseashighasyouplease,wearewillingtodothesame.ThatwhatIsee,hearandfeeldothexist,thatistosay,isperceivedbyme,InomoredoubtthanIdoofmyownbeing.ButIdonotseehowthetestimonyofsensecanbealleged,asaprooffortheexistenceofanything,whichisnotperceivedbysense.Wearenotforhavinganymanturnsceptic,anddisbelievehissenses;onthecontrarywegivethemallthestressandassuranceimaginable;norarethereanyprinciplesmoreoppositetoscepticism,thanthosewehavelaiddown,asshallbehereafterclearlyshewn.

		Secondly,itwillbeobjectedthatthereisagreatdifferencebetwixtrealfire,forinstance,andtheideaoffire,betwixtdreamingorimaginingone'sselfburnt,andactuallybeingso:thisandthelikemaybeurgedinoppositiontoourtenets.Toallwhichtheanswerisevidentfromwhathathbeenalreadysaid,andIshallonlyaddinthisplace,thatifrealfirebeverydifferentfromtheideaoffire,soalsoistherealpainthatitoccasions,verydifferentfromtheideaofthesamepain:andyetnobodywillpretendthatrealpaineitheris,orcanpossiblybe,inanunperceivingthingorwithoutthemind,anymorethanitsidea.



	 

	

		Thirdly,itwillbeobjectedthatweseethingsactuallywithoutoratadistancefromus,andwhichconsequentlydonotexistinthemind,itbeingabsurdthatthosethingswhichareseenatthedistanceofseveralmiles,shouldbeasneartousasourownthoughts.Inanswertothis,Idesireitmaybeconsidered,thatinadreamwedooftperceivethingsasexistingatagreatdistanceoff,andyetforallthat,thosethingsareacknowledgedtohavetheirexistenceonlyinthemind.



	43·Butforthefullerclearingofthispoint,itmaybeworthwhiletoconsider,howitisthatweperceivedistanceandthingsplacedatadistancebysight.Forthatweshouldintruthseeexternalspace,andbodiesactuallyexistinginit,somenearer,othersfartheroff,seemstocarrywithitsomeoppositiontowhathathbeensaid,oftheirexistingnowherewithoutthemind.Theconsiderationofthisdifficultyitwas,thatgavebirthtomyEssaytowardsanewTheoryofVision,whichwaspublishednotlongsince.Whereinitisshewnthatdistanceoroutnessisneitherimmediatelyofitselfperceivedbysight,noryetapprehendedorjudgedofbylinesandangles,oranythingthathathanecessaryconnexionwithit:butthatitisonlysuggestedtoourthoughts,bycertainvisibleideasandsensationsattendingvision,whichintheirownnaturehavenomannerofsimilitudeorrelation,eitherwithdistance,orthingsplacedatadistance.Butbyaconnexiontaughtusbyexperience,theycometosignifyandsuggestthemtous,afterthesamemannerthatwordsofanylanguagesuggesttheideastheyaremadetostandfor.Insomuchthatamanbornblind,andafterwardsmadetosee,wouldnot,atfirstsight,thinkthethingshesaw,tobewithouthismind,oratanydistancefromhim.Seesect.41oftheforementionedtreatise.

	44·Theideasofsightandtouchmaketwospecies,entirelydistinctandheterogeneous.Theformeraremarksandprognosticsofthelatter.Thattheproperobjectsofsightneitherexistwithoutthemind,noraretheimagesofexternalthings,wasshewneveninthattreatise.Thoughthroughoutthesame,thecontrarybesupposedtrueoftangibleobjects:notthattosupposethatvulgarerror,wasnecessaryforestablishingthenotionthereinlaiddown;butbecauseitwasbeside

	 

	
mypurposetoexamineandrefuteitinadiscourseconcerningvision.Sothatinstricttruththeideasofsight,whenweapprehendbythemdistanceandthingsplacedatadistance,donotsuggestormarkouttousthingsactuallyexistingatadistance,butonlyadmonishuswhatideasoftouchwillbeimprintedinourmindsatsuchandsuchdistancesoftime,andinconsequenceofsuchandsuchactions.Itis,Isay,evidentfromwhathasbeensaidintheforegoingpartsofthistreatise,andinsect.147,andelsewhereoftheessayconcerningvision,thatvisibleideasarethelanguagewherebythegoverningspirit,onwhomwedepend,informsuswhattangibleideasheisabouttoimprintuponus,incaseweexcitethisorthatmotioninourownbodies.Butforafullerinformationinthispoint,Irefertotheessayitself.

	45·Fourthly,itwillbeobjectedthatfromtheforegoingprinciplesitfollows,thingsareeverymomentannihilatedandcreatedanew.Theobjectsofsenseexistonlywhentheyareperceived:thetreesthereforeareinthegarden,orthechairsintheparlour,nolongerthanwhilethereissomebodybytoperceivethem.Uponshuttingmyeyesallthefurnitureintheroomisreducedtonothing,andbarelyuponopeningthemitisagaincreated.Inanswertoallwhich,Ireferthereadertowhathasbeensaidinsects.3,4,&c.anddesirehewillconsiderwhetherhemeansanythingbytheactualexistenceofanidea,distinctfromitsbeingperceived.Formypart,afterthenicestinquiryIcouldmake,Iamnotabletodiscoverthatanythingelseismeantbythosewords.AndIoncemoreentreatthereadertosoundhisownthoughts,andnotsufferhimselftobeimposedonbywords.Ifhecanconceiveitpossibleeitherforhisideasortheirarchetypestoexistwithoutbeingperceived,thenIgiveupthecause:butifhecannot,hewillacknowledgeitisunreasonableforhimtostandupindefenceofheknowsnotwhat,andpretendtochargeonmeasanabsurdity,thenotassentingtothosepropositionswhichatbottomhavenomeaninginthem.

	46.Itwillnotbeamisstoobserve,howfarthereceivedprinciplesofphilosophyarethemselveschargeablewiththosepretendedabsurdities.Itisthoughtstrangelyabsurdthatuponclosingmyeyelids,allthevisibleobjectsroundme

	 

	


	shouldbereducedtonothing;andyetisnotthiswhatphilosopherscommonlyacknowledge,whentheyagreeonallhands,thatlightandcolours,whichalonearetheproperandimmediateobjectsofsight,aremeresensationsthatexistnolongerthantheyareperceived?Again,itmaytosomeperhapsseemveryincredible,thatthingsshouldbeeverymomentcreating,yetthisverynotioniscommonlytaughtintheSchools.FortheSchoolmen,thoughtheyacknowledgetheexistenceofmatter,andthatthewholemundanefabrickisframedoutofit,areneverthelessofopinionthatitcannotsubsistwithoutthedivineconservation,whichbythemisexpoundedtobeacontinualcreation.*

	47·Farther,alittlethoughtwilldiscovertous,thatthoughweallowtheexistenceofmatterorcorporealsubstance,yetitwillunavoidablyfollowfromtheprincipleswhicharenowgenerallyadmitted,thattheparticularbodiesofwhatkindsoever,dononeofthemexistwhilsttheyarenotperceived.Foritisevidentfromsect.IIandthefollowingsections,thatthematterphilosopherscontendfor,isanincomprehensiblesomewhatwhichhathnoneofthoseparticularqualities,wherebythebodiesfallingunderoursensesaredistinguishedonefromanother.Buttomakethismoreplain,itmustberemarked,thattheinfinitedivisibilityofmatterisnowuniversallyallowed,atleastbythemostapprovedandconsiderablephilosophers,whoonthereceivedprinciplesdemonstrateitbeyondallexception.Henceitfollows,thatthereisaninfinitenumberofpartsineachparticleofmatter,whicharenotperceivedbysense.Thereasontherefore,thatanyparticularbodyseemstobeofafinitemagnitude,orexhibitsonlyafinitenumberofpartstosense,isnotbecauseitcontainsnomore,sinceinitselfitcontainsaninfinitenumberofparts,butbecausethesenseisnotacuteenoughtodiscernthem.Inproportionthereforeasthesenseisrenderedmoreacute,itperceivesagreaternumberofpartsintheobject,thatis,theobjectappearsgreater,anditsfigurevaries,thosepartsinitsextremitieswhichwerebeforeunperceivable,appearingnowtobounditinverydifferentlinesandanglesfromthoseperceivedbyanobtusersense.Andatlength,aftervariouschangesofsizeandshape,whenthesensebecomesinfinitely

	 

	
acute,thebodyshallseeminfinite.Duringallwhichthereisnoalterationinthebody,butonlyinthesense.Eachbodythereforeconsideredinitself,isinfinitelyextended,andconsequentlyvoidofallshapeorfigure.Fromwhichitfollows,thatthoughweshouldgranttheexistenceofmattertobeeversocertain,yetitiswithalascertain,thematerialiststhemselvesarebytheirownprinciplesforcedtoacknowledge,thatneithertheparticularbodiesperceivedbysense,noranythinglikethemexistswithoutthemind.Matter,Isay,andeachparticlethereofisaccordingtothem,infiniteandshapeless,*anditisthemindthatframesallthatvarietyofbodieswhichcomposethevisibleworld,anyonewhereofdoesnotexistlongerthanitisperceived.

	
		Ifweconsiderit,theobjectionproposedinsect.45willnotbefoundreasonablychargedontheprincipleswehavepremised,soasintruthtomakeanyobjectionatallagainstournotions.Forthoughweholdindeedtheobjectsofsensetobenothingelsebutideaswhichcannotexistunperceived;yetwemaynothenceconcludetheyhavenoexistenceexceptonlywhiletheyareperceivedbyus,sincetheremaybesomeotherspiritthatperceivesthem,thoughwedonot.Whereverbodiesaresaidtohavenoexistencewithoutthemind,Iwouldnotbeunderstoodtomeanthisorthatparticularmind,butallmindswhatsoever.Itdoesnotthereforefollowfromtheforegoingprinciples,thatbodiesareannihilatedandcreatedeverymoment,orexistnotatallduringtheintervalsbetweenourperceptionofthem.

		Fifthly,itmayperhapsbeobjected,thatifextensionandfigureexistonlyinthemind,itfollowsthatthemindisextendedandfigured;sinceextensionisamodeorattribute,which(tospeakwiththeSchools)ispredicatedofthesubjectinwhichitexists.Ianswer,thosequalitiesareinthemindonlyastheyareperceivedbyit,thatis,notbywayofmodeorattribute,butonlybywayofidea;anditnomorefollows,thatthesoulormindisextendedbecauseextensionexistsinitalone,thanitdoesthatitisredorblue,becausethosecoloursareonallhandsacknowledgedtoexistinit,andnowhereelse.Astowhatphilosopherssayofsubjectandmode,thatseemsverygroundlessandunintelligible.Forinstance,inthis



	 

	
proposition,adieishard,extendedandsquare,theywillhaveitthattheworddiedenotesasubjectorsubstance,distinctfromthehardness,extensionandfigure,whicharepredicatedofit,andinwhichtheyexist.ThisIcannotcomprehend:tomeadieseemstobenothingdistinctfromthosethingswhicharetermeditsmodesoraccidents.Andtosayadieishard,extendedandsquare,isnottoattributethosequalitiestoasubjectdistinctfromandsupportingthem,butonlyanexplicationofthemeaningoftheworddie.

	so.Sixthly,youwillsaytherehavebeenagreatmany

	thingsexplainedbymatterandmotion:takeawaythese,and

	youdestroythewholecorpuscularphilosophy,andunderminethosemechanicalprincipleswhichhavebeenappliedwithsomuchsuccesstoaccountforthephenomena.Inshort,whateveradvanceshavebeenmade,eitherbyancientormodernphilosophers,inthestudyofNature,doallproceedonthesupposition,thatcorporealsubstanceormatterdothreallyexist.TothisIanswer,thatthereisnotanyonephenomenonexplainedonthatsupposition,whichmaynotaswellbeexplainedwithoutit,asmighteasilybemadeappearbyaninductionofparticulars.Toexplainthephenomena,isalloneastoshew,whyuponsuchandsuchoccasionsweareaffectedwithsuchandsuchideas.Buthowmattershouldoperateonaspirit,orproduceanyideainit,iswhatnophilosopherwillpretendtoexplain.Itisthereforeevident,therecanbenouseofmatterinnaturalphilosophy.Besides,theywhoattempttoaccountforthings,doitnotbycorporealsubstance,butbyfigure,motion,andotherqualities,whichareintruthnomorethanmereideas,andthereforecannotbethecauseofanything,ashathbeenalreadyshewn.Seesect.25.

	sr.Seventhly,itwilluponthisbedemandedwhetherit

	doesnotseemabsurdtotakeawaynaturalcauses,andascribe

	everythingtotheimmediateoperationofspirits?Wemustnolongersayupontheseprinciplesthatfireheats,orwatercools,butthataspiritheats,andsoforth.Wouldnotamanbedeservedlylaughedat,whoshouldtalkafterthismanner?Ianswer,hewouldso;insuchthingsweoughttothinkwiththelearned,andspeakwiththevulgar.*TheywhotodemonstrationareconvincedofthetruthoftheCopernicansystem,

	 

	


	doneverthelesssaythesunrises,thesunsets,orcomestothemeridian:andiftheyaffectedacontrarystyleincommontalk,itwouldwithoutdoubtappearveryridiculous.Alittlereflexiononwhatisheresaidwillmakeitmanifest,thatthecommonuseoflanguagewouldreceivenomannerofalterationordisturbancefromtheadmissionofourtenets.

	52.Intheordinaryaffairsoflife,anyphrasesmayberetained,solongastheyexciteinuspropersentiments,ordispositionstoactinsuchamannerasisnecessaryforourwell-being,howfalsesoevertheymaybe,iftakeninastrictandspeculativesense.Naythisisunavoidable,sinceproprietybeingregulatedbycustom,languageissuitedtothereceivedopinions,whicharenotalwaysthetruest.Henceitisimpossible,eveninthemostrigidphilosophicreasonings,sofartoalterthebentandgeniusofthetonguewespeak,asnevertogiveahandleforcavillerstopretenddifficultiesandinconsistencies.Butafairandingenuousreaderwillcollectthesense,fromthescopeandtenorandconnexionofadiscourse,makingallowancesforthoseinaccuratemodesofspeech,whichusehasmadeinevitable.

	53·Astotheopinionthattherearenocorporealcauses,thishasbeenheretoforemaintainedbysomeoftheSchoolmen,asitisoflatebyothersamongthemodernphilosophers,*whothoughtheyallowmattertoexist,yetwillhaveGodalonetobetheimmediateefficientcauseofallthings.Thesemensaw,thatamongstalltheobjectsofsense,therewasnonewhichhadanypoweroractivityincludedinit,andthatbyconsequencethiswaslikewisetrueofwhateverbodiestheysupposedtoexistwithoutthemind,likeuntotheimmediateobjectsofsense.Butthen,thattheyshouldsupposeaninnumerablemultitudeofcreatedbeings,whichtheyacknowledgearenotcapableofproducinganyoneeffectinNature,andwhichthereforearemadetonomannerofpurpose,sinceGodmighthavedoneeverythingaswellwithoutthem;thisIsay,thoughweshouldallowitpossible,mustyetbeaveryunaccountableandextravagantsupposition.

	54·Intheeighthplace,theuniversalconcurrentassentofmankindmaybethoughtbysome,aninvincibleargumentinbehalfofmatter,ortheexistenceofexternalthings.Mustwe

	 

	
supposethewholeworldtobemistaken?Andifso,whatcausecanbeassignedofsowidespreadandpredominantanerror?Ianswer,first,thatuponanarrowinquiry,itwillnotperhapsbefound,somanyasisimagineddoreallybelievetheexistenceofmatterorthingswithoutthemind.Strictlyspeaking,tobelievethatwhichinvolvesacontradiction,orhasnomeaninginit,isimpossible:andwhethertheforegoingexpressionsarenotofthatsort,Ireferittotheimpartialexaminationofthereader.Inonesenseindeed,menmaybesaidtobelievethatmatterexists,thatis,theyactasiftheimmediatecauseoftheirsensations,whichaffectsthemeverymomentandissonearlypresenttothem,weresomesenselessunthinkingbeing.Butthattheyshouldclearlyapprehendanymeaningmarkedbythosewords,andformthereofasettledspeculativeopinion,iswhatIamnotabletoconceive.Thisisnottheonlyinstancewhereinmenimposeuponthemselves,byimaginingtheybelievethosepropositionstheyhaveoftenheard,thoughatbottomtheyhavenomeaninginthem.

	55·Butsecondly,thoughweshouldgrantanotiontobeeversouniversallyandstedfastlyadheredto,yetthisisbutaweakargumentofitstruth,towhoeverconsiderswhatavastnumberofprejudicesandfalseopinionsareeverywhereembracedwiththeutmosttenaciousness,bytheunreflecting(whicharethefargreater)partofmankind.TherewasatimewhentheAntipodesandmotionoftheearthwerelookeduponasmonstrousabsurdities,evenbymenoflearning:andifitbeconsideredwhatasmallproportiontheybeartotherestofmankind,weshallfindthatatthisday,thosenotionshavegainedbutaveryinconsiderablefootingintheworld.

	56.Butitisdemanded,thatweassignacauseofthisprejudice,andaccountforitsobtainingintheworld.TothisIanswer,thatmenknowingtheyperceivedseveralideas,whereoftheythemselveswerenottheauthors,asnotbeingexcitedfromwithin,nordependingontheoperationoftheirwills,thismadethemmaintain,thoseideasorobjectsofperceptionhadanexistenceindependentof,andwithoutthemind,withouteverdreamingthatacontradictionwasinvolvedinthosewords.Butphilosophershavingplainlyseen,thattheimmediateobjectsofperceptiondonotexistwithout

	 

	


	themind,theyinsomedegreecorrectedthemistakeofthevulgar,butatthesametimerunintoanotherwhichseemsnolessabsurd,towit,thattherearecertainobjectsreallyexistingwithoutthemind,orhavingasubsistencedistinctfrombeingperceived,ofwhichourideasareonlyimagesorresemblances,imprintedbythoseobjectsonthemind.Andthisnotionofthephilosophersowesitsorigintothesamecausewiththeformer,namely,theirbeingconsciousthattheywerenottheauthorsoftheirownsensations,whichtheyevidentlyknewwereimprintedfromwithout,andwhichthereforemusthavesomecause,distinctfromthemindsonwhichtheyareimprinted.

	57·Butwhytheyshouldsupposetheideasofsensetobeexcitedinusbythingsintheirlikeness,andnotratherhaverecoursetospiritwhichalonecanact,maybeaccountedfor,first,becausetheywerenotawareoftherepugnancythereis,aswellinsupposingthingslikeuntoourideasexistingwithout,asinattributingtothempoweroractivity.Secondly,becausethesupremespiritwhichexcitesthoseideasinourminds,isnotmarkedoutandlimitedtoourviewbyanyparticularfinitecollectionofsensibleideas,ashumanagentsarebytheirsize,complexion,limbs,andmotions.Andthirdly,becausehisoperationsareregularanduniform.WheneverthecourseofNatureisinterruptedbyamiracle,menarereadytoownthepresenceofasuperioragent.Butwhenweseethingsgoonintheordinarycourse,theydonotexciteinusanyreflection;theirorderandconcatenation,thoughitbeanargumentofthegreatestwisdom,power,andgoodnessintheirCreator,isyetsoconstantandfamiliartous,thatwedonotthinkthemtheimmediateeffectsofafreespirit:especiallysinceinconstancyandmutabilityinacting,thoughitbeanimperfection,islookedonasamarkoffreedom.

	58.Tenthly,itwillbeobjected,thatthenotionsweadvance,areinconsistentwithseveralsoundtruthsinphilosophyandmathematics.Forexample,themotionoftheearthisnowuniversallyadmittedbyastronomers,asatruthgroundedontheclearestandmostconvincingreasons;butontheforegoingprinciples,therecanbenosuchthing.Formotionbeingonlyanidea,itfollowsthatifitbenot

	 

	
perceived,itexistsnot;butthemotionoftheearthisnotperceivedbysense.Ianswer,thattenet,ifrightlyunderstood,willbefoundtoagreewiththeprincipleswehavepremised:forthequestion,whethertheearthmovesorno,amountsinrealitytonomorethanthis,towit,whetherwehavereasontoconcludefromwhathathbeenobservedbyastronomers,thatifwewereplacedinsuchandsuchcircumstances,andsuchorsuchapositionanddistance,bothfromtheearthandsun,weshouldperceivetheformertomoveamongthechoiroftheplanets,andappearinginallrespectslikeoneofthem:andthis,bytheestablishedrulesofNature,whichwehavenoreasontomistrust,isreasonablycollectedfromthephenomena.

	59·Wemay,fromtheexperiencewehavehadofthetrainandsuccessionofideasinourminds,oftenmake,Iwillnotsayuncertainconjectures,butsureandwell-groundedpredictions,concerningtheideasweshallbeaffectedwith,pursuanttoagreattrainofactions,andbeenabledtopassarightjudgmentofwhatwouldhaveappearedtous,incasewewereplacedincircumstancesverydifferentfromthoseweareinatpresent.HereinconsiststheknowledgeofNature,whichmaypreserveitsuseandcertaintyveryconsistentlywithwhathathbeensaid.Itwillbeeasytoapplythistowhateverobjectionsofthelikesortmaybedrawnfromthemagnitudeofthestars,oranyotherdiscoveriesinastronomyorNature.

	6o.Intheeleventhplace,itwillbedemandedtowhatpurposeservesthatcuriousorganizationofplants,andtheadmirablemechanisminthepartsofanimals;mightnotvegetablesgrow,andshootforthleavesandblossoms,andanimalsperformalltheirmotions,aswellwithoutaswithallthatvarietyofinternalpartssoelegantlycontrivedandputtogether,whichbeingideashavenothingpowerfuloroperativeinthem,norhaveanynecessaryconnexionwiththeeffectsascribedtothem?Ifitbeaspiritthatimmediatelyproduceseveryeffectbyafiat,oractofhiswill,wemustthinkallthatisfineandartificialintheworks,whetherofmanorNature,tobemadeinvain.Bythisdoctrine,thoughanartisthathmadethespringandwheels,andeverymovementofawatch,andadjustedtheminsuchamannerasheknew

	 

	
soPrinciples:PartI

	wouldproducethemotionshedesigned;yethemustthinkallthisdonetonopurpose,andthatitisanintelligencewhichdirectstheindex,andpointstothehouroftheday.Ifso,whymaynottheintelligencedoit,withouthisbeingatthepainsofmakingthemovements,andputtingthemtogether?Whydoesnotanemptycaseserveaswellasanother?Andhowcomesittopass,thatwheneverthereisanyfaultinthegoingofawatch,thereissomecorrespondingdisordertobefoundinthemovements,whichbeingmendedbyaskilfulhand,allisrightagain?ThelikemaybesaidofalltheclockworkofNature,greatpartwhereofissowonderfullyfineandsubtle,asscarcetobediscernedbythebestmicroscope.Inshort,itwillbeasked,howuponourprinciplesanytolerableaccountcanbegiven,oranyfinalcauseassignedofaninnumerablemultitudeofbodiesandmachinesframedwiththemostexquisiteart,whichinthecommonphilosophyhaveveryappositeusesassignedthem,andservetoexplainabundanceofphenomena.

	
		ToallwhichIanswer,first,thatthoughthereweresomedifficultiesrelatingtotheadministrationofprovidence,andtheusesbyitassignedtotheseveralpartsofNature,whichIcouldnotsolvebytheforegoingprinciples,yetthisobjectioncouldbeofsmallweightagainstthetruthandcertaintyofthosethingswhichmaybeprovedapriori,withtheutmostevidence.Secondly,butneitherarethereceivedprinciplesfreefromthelikedifficulties;foritmaystillbedemanded,towhatendGodshouldtakethoseround-aboutmethodsofeffectingthingsbyinstrumentsandmachines,whichnoonecandenymighthavebeeneffectedbythemerecommandofhiswill,withoutallthatapparatus:nay,ifwenarrowlyconsiderit,weshallfindtheobjectionmayberetortedwithgreaterforceonthosewhoholdtheexistenceofthosemachineswithoutthemind;forithasbeenmadeevident,thatsolidity,bulk,figure,motionandthelike,havenoactivityorefficacyinthem,soastobecapableofproducinganyoneeffectinNature.Seesect.25.Whoeverthereforesupposesthemtoexist(allowingthesuppositionpossible)whentheyarenotperceived,doesitmanifestlytonopurpose;sincetheonlyusethatisassignedtothem,astheyexist



	 

	
Principles:PartI

	

	unperceived,isthattheyproducethoseperceivableeffects,whichintruthcannotbeascribedtoanythingbutspirit.

	
		Buttocomenearerthedifficulty,itmustbeobserved,thatthoughthefabricationofallthosepartsandorgansbenotabsolutelynecessarytotheproducinganyeffect,yetitisnecessarytotheproducingofthingsinaconstant,regularway,accordingtotheLawsofNature.Therearecertaingenerallawsthatrunthroughthewholechainofnaturaleffects:thesearelearnedbytheobservationandstudyofNature,andarebymenappliedaswelltotheframingartificialthingsfortheuseandornamentoflife,astotheexplainingthevariousphenomena:whichexplicationconsistsonlyinshewingtheconformityanyparticularphenomenonhathtothegeneralLawsofNature,or,whichisthesamething,indiscoveringtheuniformitythereisintheproductionofnaturaleffects;aswillbeevidenttowhoevershallattendtotheseveralinstances,whereinphilosopherspretendtoaccountforappearances.ThatthereisagreatandconspicuoususeintheseregularconstantmethodsofworkingobservedbytheSupremeAgent,hathbeenshewninsect.31.Anditisnolessvisible,thataparticularsize,figure,motionanddispositionofpartsarenecessary,thoughnotabsolutelytotheproducinganyeffect,yettotheproducingitaccordingtothestandingmechanicalLawsofNature.Thus,forinstance,itcannotbedeniedthatGod,ortheintelligencewhichsustainsandrulestheordinarycourseofthingsmight,ifheweremindedtoproduceamiracle,chooseallthemotionsonthedial-plateofawatch,thoughnobodyhadevermadethemovements,andputtheminit:butyetifhewillactagreeablytotherulesofmechanism,byhimforwiseendsestablishedandmaintainedintheCreation,itisnecessarythatthoseactionsofthewatchmaker,wherebyhemakesthemovementsandrightlyadjuststhem,precedetheproductionoftheaforesaidmotions;asalsothatanydisorderinthembeattendedwiththeperceptionofsomecorrespondingdisorderinthemovements,whichbeingoncecorrectedallisrightagain.

		Itmayindeedonsomeoccasionsbenecessary,thattheAuthorofNaturedisplayhisoverrulingpowerinproducingsomeappearanceoutoftheordinaryseriesofthings.Such



	 

	
exceptionsfromthegeneralrulesofNaturearepropertosurpriseandawemenintoanacknowledgementoftheDivineBeing:butthentheyaretobeusedbutseldom,otherwisethereisaplainreasonwhytheyshouldfailofthateffect.Besides,GodseemstochoosetheconvincingourreasonofhisattributesbytheworksofNature,whichdiscoversomuchharmonyandcontrivanceintheirmake,andaresuchplainindicationsofwisdomandbeneficenceintheirAuthor,ratherthantoastonishusintoabeliefofhisbeingbyanomalousandsurprisingevents.

	
		Tosetthismatterinayetclearerlight,Ishallobservethatwhathasbeenobjectedinsect.6oamountsinrealitytonomorethanthis:ideasarenotanyhowandatrandomproduced,therebeingacertainorderandconnexionbetweenthem,liketothatofcauseandeffect:therearealsoseveralcombinationsofthem,madeinaveryregularandartificialmanner,whichseemlikesomanyinstrumentsinthehandofNature,thatbeinghidasitwerebehindthescenes,haveasecretoperationinproducingthoseappearanceswhichareseenonthetheatreoftheworld,beingthemselvesdiscernibleonlytothecuriouseyeofthephilosopher.Butsinceoneideacannotbethecauseofanother,towhatpurposeisthatconnexion?Andsincethoseinstruments,beingbarelyinefficaciousperceptionsinthemind,arenotsubservienttotheproductionofnaturaleffects;itisdemandedwhytheyaremade,or,inotherwords,whatreasoncanbeassignedwhyGodshouldmakeus,uponacloseinspectionintohisworks,beholdsogreatvarietyofideas,soartfullylaidtogether,andsomuchaccordingtorule;itnotbeingcredible,thathewouldbeattheexpense(ifonemaysospeak)ofallthatartandregularitytonopurpose?

		Toallwhichmyansweris,first,thattheconnexionofideasdoesnotimplytherelationofcauseandeffect,butonlyofamarkorsignwiththethingsignified.ThefirewhichIseeisnotthecauseofthepainIsufferuponmyapproachingit,butthemarkthatforewarnsmeofit.Inlikemanner,thenoisethatIhearisnottheeffectofthisorthatmotionorcollisionoftheambientbodies,butthesignthereof.Secondly,thereasonwhyideasareformedintomachines,thatis,artificial



	 

	
andregularcombinations,isthesamewiththatforcombininglettersintowords.Thatafeworiginalideasmaybemadetosignifyagreatnumberofeffectsandactions,itisnecessarytheybevariouslycombinedtogether:andtotheendtheirusebepermanentanduniversal,thesecombinationsmustbemadebyrule,andwithwisecontrivance.Bythismeansabundanceofinformationisconveyeduntous,concerningwhatwearetoexpectfromsuchandsuchactions,andwhatmethodsarepropertobetaken,fortheexcitingsuchandsuchideas:whichineffectisallthatIconceivetobedistinctlymeant,whenitissaidthatbydiscerningthefigure,texture,andmechanismoftheinwardpartsofbodies,whethernaturalorartificial,wemayattaintoknowtheseveralusesandpropertiesdependingthereon,orthenatureofthething.

	
		Henceitisevident,thatthosethingswhichunderthenotionofacauseco-operatingorconcurringtotheproductionofeffects,arealtogetherinexplicable,andrunusintogreatabsurdities,maybeverynaturallyexplained,andhaveaproperandobvioususeassignedthem,whentheyareconsideredonlyasmarksorsignsforourinformation.Anditisthesearchingafter,andendeavouringtounderstandthosesignsinstitutedbytheAuthorofNature,thatoughttobetheemploymentofthenaturalphilosopher,andnotthepretendingtoexplainthingsbycorporealcauses;whichdoctrineseemstohavetoomuchestrangedthemindsofmenfromthatactiveprinciple,thatsupremeandwisespirit,inwhomwelive,move,andhaveourbeing.*

		Inthetwelfthplace,itmayperhapsbeobjected,thatthoughitbeclearfromwhathasbeensaid,thattherecanbenosuchthingasaninert,senseless,extended,solid,figured,moveablesubstance,existingwithoutthemind,suchasphilosophersdescribematter:yetifanymanshallleaveoutofhisideaofmatter,thepositiveideasofextension,figure,solidityandmotion,andsaythathemeansonlybythatword,aninertsenselesssubstance,thatexistswithoutthemind,orunperceived,whichistheoccasionofourideas,oratthepresencewhereofGodispleasedtoexciteideasinus:itdothnotappear,butthatmattertakeninthissensemaypossiblyexist.InanswertowhichIsay,first,thatitseemsno



	 

	
lessabsurdtosupposeasubstancewithoutaccidents,thanitistosupposeaccidentswithoutasubstance.Butsecondly,thoughweshouldgrantthisunknownsubstancemaypossiblyexist,yetwherecanitbesupposedtobe?Thatitexistsnotinthemindisagreed,andthatitexistsnotinplaceisnolesscertain;sinceallextensionexistsonlyinthemind,ashathbeenalreadyproved.Itremainsthereforethatitexistsnowhereatall.

	
		Letusexaminealittlethedescriptionthatisheregivenusofmatter.Itneitheracts,norperceives,norisperceived:forthisisallthatismeantbysayingitisaninert,senseless,unknownsubstance;whichisadefinitionentirelymadeupofnegatives,exceptingonlytherelativenotionofitsstandingunderorsupporting:butthenitmustbeobserved,thatitsupportsnothingatall;andhownearlythiscomestothedescriptionofanon-entity,Idesiremaybeconsidered.But,sayyou,itistheunknownoccasion,atthepresenceofwhich,ideasareexcitedinusbythewillofGod.*NowIwouldfainknowhowanythingcanbepresenttous,whichisneitherperceivablebysensenorreflexion,norcapableofproducinganyideainourminds,norisatallextended,norhathanyform,norexistsinanyplace.Thewordstobepresent,whenthusapplied,mustneedsbetakeninsomeabstractandstrangemeaning,andwhichIamnotabletocomprehend.

		Again,letusexaminewhatismeantbyoccasion:sofarasIcangatherfromthecommonuseoflanguage,thatwordsignifies,eithertheagentwhichproducesanyeffect,orelsesomethingthatisobservedtoaccompany,orgobeforeit,intheordinarycourseofthings.Butwhenitisappliedtomatterasabovedescribed,itcanbetakeninneitherofthosesenses.Formatterissaidtobepassiveandinert,andsocannotbeanagentorefficientcause.Itisalsounperceivable,asbeingdevoidofallsensiblequalities,andsocannotbetheoccasionofourperceptionsinthelattersense:aswhentheburningmyfingerissaidtobetheoccasionofthepainthatattendsit.Whatthereforecanbemeantbycallingmatteranoccasion?Thistermiseitherusedinnosenseatall,orelseinsomesenseverydistantfromitsreceivedsignification.



	 

	

		Youwillperhapssaythatmatter,thoughitbenotperceivedbyus,isneverthelessperceivedbyGod,towhomitistheoccasionofexcitingideasinourminds.For,sayyou,sinceweobserveoursensationstobeimprintedinanorderlyandconstantmanner,itisbutreasonabletosupposetherearecertainconstantandregularoccasionsoftheirbeingproduced.Thatistosay,thattherearecertainpermanentanddistinctparcelsofmatter,correspondingtoourideas,which,thoughtheydonotexcitetheminourminds,oranywaysimmediatelyaffectus,asbeingaltogetherpassiveandunperceivabletous,theyareneverthelesstoGod,bywhomtheyareperceived,asitweresomanyoccasionstoremindhimwhenandwhatideastoimprintonourminds:thatsothingsmaygooninaconstantuniformmanner.

		InanswertothisIobserve,thatasthenotionofmatterisherestated,thequestionisnolongerconcerningtheexistenceofathingdistinctfromspiritandidea,fromperceivingandbeingperceived:butwhethertherearenotcertainideas,ofIknownotwhatsort,inthemindofGod,whicharesomanymarksornotesthatdirecthimhowtoproducesensationsinourminds,inaconstantandregularmethod:muchafterthesamemannerasamusicianisdirectedbythenotesofmusictoproducethatharmonioustrainandcompositionofsound,whichiscalledatune;thoughtheywhohearthemusicdonotperceivethenotes,andmaybeentirelyignorantofthem.Butthisnotionofmatterseemstooextravaganttodeserveaconfutation.Besides,itisineffectnoobjectionagainstwhatwehaveadvanced,towit,thatthereisnosenseless,unperceivedsubstance.

		Ifwefollowthelightofreason,weshall,fromtheconstantuniformmethodofoursensations,collectthegoodnessandwisdomofthespiritwhoexcitestheminourminds.



	ButthisisallthatIcanseereasonablyconcludedfromthence.

	Tome,Isay,itisevidentthatthebeingofaspiritinfinitelywise,good,andpowerfulisabundantlysufficienttoexplainalltheappearancesofNature.Butasforinertsenselessmatter,nothingthatIperceivehasanytheleastconnexionwithit,orleadstothethoughtsofit.AndIwouldfainseeanyone

	 

	


	explainanythemeanestphenomenoninNaturebyit,orshewanymannerofreason,thoughinthelowestrankofprobability,thathecanhaveforitsexistence;orevenmakeanytolerablesenseormeaningofthatsupposition.Forastoitsbeinganoccasion,wehave,Ithink,evidentlyshewnthatwithregardtousitisnooccasion:itremainsthereforethatitmustbe,ifatall,theoccasiontoGodofexcitingideasinus;andwhatthisamountsto,wehavejustnowseen.

	73·Itisworthwhiletoreflectalittleonthemotiveswhichinducedmentosupposetheexistenceofmaterialsubstance;thatsohavingobservedthegradualceasing,andexpirationofthosemotivesorreasons,wemayproportionablywithdrawtheassentthatwasgroundedonthem.Firsttherefore,itwasthoughtthatcolour,figure,motion,andtherestofthesensiblequalitiesoraccidents,didreallyexistwithoutthemind;andforthisreason,itseemedneedfultosupposesomeunthinkingsubstratumorsubstancewhereintheydidexist,sincetheycouldnotbeconceivedtoexistbythemselves.Afterwards,inprocessoftime,menbeingconvincedthatcolours,sounds,andtherestofthesensiblesecondaryqualitieshadnoexistencewithoutthemind,theystrippedthissubstratumormaterialsubstanceofthosequalities,leavingonlytheprimaryones,figure,motion,andsuchlike,whichtheystillconceivedtoexistwithoutthemind,andconsequentlytostandinneepofamaterialsupport.Butithavingbeenshewn,thatnone,evenofthese,canpossiblyexistotherwisethaninaspiritormindwhichperceivesthem,itfollowsthatwehavenolongeranyreasontosupposethebeingofmatter.Nay,thatitisutterlyimpossiblethereshouldbeanysuchthing,solongasthatwordistakentodenoteanunthinkingsubstratumofqualitiesoraccidents,whereintheyexistwithoutthemind.

	74·Butthoughitbeallowedbythematerialiststhemselves,thatmatterwasthoughtofonlyforthesakeofsupportingaccidents;andthereasonentirelyceasing,onemightexpectthemindshouldnaturally,andwithoutanyreluctanceatall,quitthebeliefofwhatwassolelygroundedthereon.Yettheprejudiceisrivetedsodeeplyinourthoughts,thatwecanscarcetellhowtopartwithit,andarethereforeinclined,sincethethingitselfisindefensible,atleasttoretainthename;

	 

	


	whichweapplytoIknownotwhatabstractedandindefinitenotionsofbeing,oroccasion,thoughwithoutanysheworreason,atleastsofarasIcansee.Forwhatisthereonourpart,orwhatdoweperceiveamongstalltheideas,sensations,notions,whichareimprintedonourminds,eitherbysenseorrefiexion,fromwhencemaybeinferredtheexistenceofaninert,thoughtless,unperceivedoccasion?andontheotherhand,onthepartofanall-sufficientspirit,whatcantherebethatshouldmakeusbelieve,orevensuspect,heisdirectedbyaninertoccasiontoexciteideasinourminds?

	75·Itisaveryextraordinaryinstanceoftheforceofprejudice,andmuchtobelamented,thatthemindofmanretainssogreatafondnessagainstalltheevidenceofreason,forastupidthoughtlesssomewhat,bytheinterpositionwhereofitwould,asitwere,screenitselffromtheprovidenceofGod,andremovehimfartherofffromtheaffairsoftheworld.Butthoughwedotheutmostwecan,tosecurethebeliefofmatter,thoughwhenreasonforsakesus,weendeavourtosupportouropiniononthebarepossibilityofthething,andthoughweindulgeourselvesinthefullscopeofanimaginationnotregulatedbyreason,tomakeoutthatpoorpossibility,yettheupshotofallis,thattherearecertainunknownideasinthemindofGod;forthis,ifanything,isallthatIconceivetobemeantbyoccasionwithregardtoGod.Andthis,atthebottom,isnolongercontendingforthething,butforthename.

	76.WhetherthereforetherearesuchideasinthemindofGod,andwhethertheymaybecalledbythenamematter,Ishallnotdispute.Butifyousticktothenotionofanunthinkingsubstance,orsupportofextension,motion,andothersensiblequalities,thentomeitismostevidentlyimpossiblethereshouldbeanysuchthing.Sinceitisaplainrepugnancy,thatthosequalitiesshouldexistinorbesupportedbyanunperceivingsubstance.

	77·Butsayyou,thoughitbegrantedthatthereisnothoughtlesssupportofextension,andtheotherqualitiesoraccidentswhichweperceive;yettheremay,perhaps,besomeinertunperceivingsubstance,orsubstratumofsomeotherqualities,asincomprehensibletousascoloursaretoamanbornblind,becausewehavenotasenseadaptedtothem.

	 

	


	Butifwehadanewsense,weshouldpossiblynomoredoubtoftheirexistence,thanablindmanmadetoseedoesoftheexistenceoflightandcolours.Ianswer,first,ifwhatyoumeanbythewordmatterbeonlytheunknownsupportofunknownqualities,itisnomatterwhetherthereissuchathingorno,sinceitnowayconcernsus:andIdonotseetheadvantagethereisindisputingaboutweknownotwhat,andweknownotwhy.

	78.Butsecondly,ifwehadanewsense,itcouldonlyfurnishuswithnewideasorsensations:andthenweshouldhavethesamereasonagainsttheirexistinginanunperceivingsubstance,thathasbeenalreadyofferedwithrelationtofigure,motion,colour,andthelike.Qualities,ashathbeenshewn,arenothingelsebutsensationsorideas,whichexistonlyinamindperceivingthem;andthisistruenotonlyoftheideasweareacquaintedwithatpresent,butlikewiseofallpossibleideaswhatsoever.

	79·Butyouwillinsist,whatifIhavenoreasontobelievetheexistenceofmatter,whatifIcannotassignanyusetoit,orexplainanythingbyit,orevenconceivewhatismeantbythatword?Yetstillitisnocontradictiontosaythatmatterexists,andthatthismatterisingeneralasubstance,oroccasionofideas;though,indeed,togoabouttounfoldthemeaning,oradheretoanyparticularexplicationofthosewords,maybeattendedwithgreatdifficulties.Ianswer,whenwordsareusedwithoutameaning,youmayputthemtogetherasyouplease,withoutdangerofrunningintoacontradiction.Youmaysay,forexample,thattwicetwoisequaltoseven,solongasyoudeclareyoudonottakethewordsofthatpropositionintheirusualacceptation,butformarksofyouknownotwhat.Andbythesamereasonyoumaysay,thereisaninertthoughtlesssubstancewithoutaccidents,whichistheoccasionofourideas.Andweshallunderstandjustasmuchbyoneproposition,astheother.

	8o.Inthelastplace,youwillsay,whatifwegiveupthecauseofmaterialsubstance,andassert,thatmatterisanunknownsomewhat,neithersubstancenoraccident,spiritnoridea,inert,thoughtless,indivisible,immoveable,unextended,existinginnoplace?For,sayyou,whatevermaybeurged

	 

	
againstsubstanceoroccasion,oranyotherpositiveorrelativenotionofmatter,hathnoplaceatall,solongasthisnegativedefinitionofmatterisadheredto.Ianswer,youmay,ifsoitshallseemgood,usethewordmatterinthesamesense,thatothermenusenothing,andsomakethosetermsconvertibleinyourstyle.Forafterall,thisiswhatappearstometobetheresultofthatdefinition,thepartswhereofwhenIconsiderwithattention,eithercollectively,orseparatefromeachother,Idonotfindthatthereisanykindofeffectorimpressionmadeonmymind,differentfromwhatisexcitedbythetermnothing.

	8I.Youwillreplyperhaps,thatintheforesaiddefinitionis

	included,whatdothsufficientlydistinguishitfromnothing,thepositive,abstractideaofquiddity,entity,orexistence.Iownindeed,thatthosewhopretendtothefacultyofframingabstractgeneralideas,dotalkasiftheyhadsuchanidea,whichis,saythey,themostabstractandgeneralnotionofall,thatistomethemostincomprehensibleofallothers.Thatthereareagreatvarietyofspiritsofdifferentordersandcapacities,whosefaculties,bothinnumberandextent,arefarexceedingthosetheAuthorofmybeinghasbestowedonme,Iseenoreasontodeny.Andformetopretendtodeterminebymyownfew,stinted,narrowinletsofperception,whatideastheinexhaustiblepoweroftheSupremeSpiritmayimprintuponthem,werecertainlytheutmostfollyandpresumption.Sincetheremaybe,foraughtthatIknow,innumerablesortsofideasorsensations,asdifferentfromoneanother,andfromallthatIhaveperceived,ascoloursarefromsounds.ButhowreadysoeverImaybe,toacknowledgethescantinessofmycomprehension,withregardtotheendlessvarietyofspiritsandideas,thatmightpossiblyexist,yetforanyonetopretendtoanotionofentityorexistence,abstractedfromspiritandidea,fromperceivingandbeingperceived,is,Isuspect,adownrightrepugnancyandtriflingwithwords.Itremainsthatweconsidertheobjections,whichmaypossiblybemadeonthepartofreligion.

	
		Somethereare*whothink,thatthoughtheargumentsfortherealexistenceofbodies,whicharedrawnfromreason,beallowednottoamounttodemonstration,yettheHoly
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	Scripturesaresoclearinthepoint,aswillsufficientlyconvinceeverygoodChristian,thatbodiesdoreallyexist,andaresomethingmorethatmereideas;therebeinginHolyWritinnumerablefactsrelated,whichevidentlysupposetherealityoftimber,andstone,mountains,andrivers,andcities,andhumanbodies.TowhichIanswer,thatnosortofwritingswhatever,sacredorprofane,whichusethoseandthelikewordsinthevulgaracceptation,orsoastohaveameaninginthem,areindangerofhavingtheirtruthcalledinquestionbyourdoctrine.Thatallthosethingsdoreallyexist,thattherearebodies,evencorporealsubstances,whentakeninthevulgarsense,hasbeenshowntobeagreeabletoourprinciples:andthedifferencebetwixtthingsandideas,realitiesandchimeras,hasbeendistinctlyexplained.AndIdonotthink,thateitherwhatphilosopherscallmatter,ortheexistenceofobjectswithoutthemind,isanywherementionedinScripture.

	
		Again,whethertherebe,orbenotexternalthings,itisagreedonallhands,thattheproperuseofwords,isthemarkingoutconceptions,orthingsonlyastheyareknownandperceivedbyus;whenceitplainlyfollows,thatinthetenetswehavelaiddown,thereisnothinginconsistentwiththerightuseandsignificancyoflanguage,andthatdiscourseofwhatkindsoever,sofarasitisintelligible,remainsundisturbed.Butallthisseemssomanifest,fromwhathathbeensetforthinthepremises,thatitisneedlesstoinsistanyfartheronit.

		Butitwillbeurged,thatmiraclesdo,atleast,losemuchoftheirstressandimportbyourprinciples.WhatmustwethinkofMoses'srod,wasitnotreallyturnedintoaserpent,orwasthereonlyachangeofideasinthemindsofthespectators?Andcanitbesupposed,thatourSaviourdidnomoreatthemarriage-feastinCana,thanimposeonthesight,andsmell,andtasteoftheguests,soastocreateinthemtheappearanceorideaonlyofwine?Thesamemaybesaidofallothermiracles:which,inconsequenceoftheforegoingprinciples,mustbelookedupononlyassomanycheats,orillusionoffancy.TothisIreply,thattherodwaschangedintoarealserpent,andthewaterintorealwine.Thatthisdothnot,in



	 

	
theleast,contradictwhatIhaveelsewheresaid,willbeevidentfromsects.34and35·Butthisbusinessofrealandimaginaryhathbeenalreadysoplainlyandfullyexplained,andsooftenreferredto,andthedifficultiesaboutitaresoeasilyansweredfromwhathathgonebefore,thatitwereanaffronttothereader'sunderstanding,toresumetheexplicationofitinthisplace.Ishallonlyobserve,thatifattableallwhowerepresentshouldsee,andsmell,andtaste,anddrinkwine,andfindtheeffectsofit,withmetherecouldbenodoubtofitsreality.Sothat,atbottom,thescrupleconcerningrealmiracleshathnoplaceatallonours,butonlyonthereceivedprinciples,andconsequentlymakethratherfor,thanagainstwhathathbeensaid.

	
		Havingdonewiththeobjections,whichIendeavouredtoproposeintheclearestlight,andgavethemalltheforceandweightIcould,weproceedinthenextplacetotakeaviewofourtenetsintheirconsequences.Someoftheseappearatfirstsight,asthatseveraldifficultandobscurequestions,onwhichabundanceofspeculationhathbeenthrownaway,areentirelybanishedfromphilosophy.Whethercorporealsubstancecanthink?Whethermatterbeinfinitelydivisible?Andhowitoperatesonspirit?theseandthelikeinquirieshavegiveninfiniteamusementtophilosophersinallages.Butdependingontheexistenceofmatter,theyhavenolongeranyplaceonourprinciples.Manyotheradvantagesthereare,aswellwithregardtoreligionasthesciences,whichitiseasyforanyonetodeducefromwhathathbeenpremised.Butthiswillappearmoreplainlyinthesequel.

		Fromtheprincipleswehavelaiddown,itfollows,hu



	manknowledgemaynaturallybereducedtotwoheads,thatofideas,andthatofspirits.OfeachoftheseIshalltreatinorder.Andfirstastoideasorunthinkingthings,ourknowledgeofthesehathbeenverymuchobscuredandconfounded,andwehavebeenledintoverydangerouserrors,bysupposingatwofoldexistenceoftheobjectsofsense,theoneintelligible,orinthemind,theotherrealandwithoutthemind:wherebyunthinkingthingsarethoughttohaveanaturalsubsistenceoftheirown,distinctfrombeingperceivedbyspirits.Thiswhich,ifImistakenot,hathbeenshewntobea
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	mostgroundlessandabsurdnotion,istheveryrootofscepticism;forsolongasmenthoughtthatrealthingssubsistedwithoutthemind,andthattheirknowledgewasonlysofarforthrealasitwasconformabletorealthings,itfollows,theycouldnotbecertainthattheyhadanyrealknowledgeatall.Forhowcanitbeknown,thatthethingswhichareperceived,areconformabletothosewhicharenotperceived,orexistwithoutthemind?

	
		Colour,figure,motion,extensionandthelike,consideredonlyassomanysensationsinthemind,areperfectlyknown,therebeingnothinginthemwhichisnotperceived.Butiftheyarelookedonasnotesorimages,referredtothingsorarchetypes*existingwithoutthemind,thenareweinvolvedallinscepticism.Weseeonlytheappearances,andnottherealqualitiesofthings.Whatmaybetheextension,figure,ormotionofanythingreallyandabsolutely,orinitself,itisimpossibleforustoknow,butonlytheproportionortherelationtheybeartooursenses.Thingsremainingthesame,ourideasvary,andwhichofthem,orevenwhetheranyofthematallrepresentthetruequalityreallyexistinginthething,itisoutofourreachtodetermine.Sothat,foraughtweknow,allwesee,hear,andfeel,maybeonlyphantomandvainchimera,andnotatallagreewiththerealthings,existinginrerumnatura.Allthisscepticismfollows,fromoursupposingadifferencebetweenthingsandideas,andthattheformerhaveasubsistencewithoutthemind,orunperceived.Itwereeasytodilateonthissubject,andshewhowtheargumentsurgedbyscepticsinallages,dependonthesuppositionofexternalobjects.

		Solongasweattributearealexistencetounthinkingthings,distinctfromtheirbeingperceived,itisnotonlyimpossibleforustoknowwithevidencethenatureofanyrealunthinkingbeing,buteventhatitexists.Henceitis,thatweseephilosophersdistrusttheirsenses,anddoubtoftheexistenceofheavenandearth,ofeverythingtheyseeorfeel,evenoftheirownbodies.Andafteralltheirlabourandstruggleofthought,theyareforcedtoown,wecannotattaintoanyselfevidentordemonstrativeknowledgeoftheexistenceofsensiblethings.Butallthisdoubtfulness,whichsobewildersand
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	confoundsthemind,andmakesphilosophyridiculousintheeyesoftheworld,vanishes,ifweannexameaningtoourwords,anddonotamuseourselveswiththetermsabsolute,external,exist,andsuchlike,signifyingweknownotwhat.Icanaswelldoubtofmyownbeing,asofthebeingofthosethingswhichIactuallyperceivebysense:itbeingamanifestcontradiction,thatanysensibleobjectshouldbeimmediatelyperceivedbysightortouch,andatthesametimehavenoexistenceinNature,sincetheveryexistenceofanunthinkingbeingconsistsinbeingperceived.

	
		Nothingseemsofmoreimportance,towardserectingafirmsystemofsoundandrealknowledge,whichmaybeproofagainsttheassaultsofscepticism,thantolaythebeginninginadistinctexplicationofwhatismeantbything,reality,existence:forinvainshallwedisputeconcerningtherealexistenceofthings,orpretendtoanyknowledgethereof,solongaswehavenotfixedthemeaningofthosewords.Thingorbeingisthemostgeneralnameofall,itcomprehendsunderittwokindsentirelydistinctandheterogeneous,andwhichhavenothingcommonbutthename,towit,spiritsandideas.Theformerareactive,indivisiblesubstances:thelatterareinert,fleeting,dependentbeings,whichsubsistnotbythemselves,butaresupportedby,orexistinmindsorspiritualsubstances.Wecomprehendourownexistencebyinwardfeelingorreflexion,andthatofotherspiritsbyreason.*Wemaybesaidtohavesomeknowledgeornotionofourownminds,ofspiritsandactivebeings,whereofinastrictsensewehavenotideas.Inlikemannerweknowandhaveanotionofrelationsbetweenthingsorideas,whichrelationsaredistinctfromtheideasorthingsrelated,inasmuchasthelattermaybeperceivedbyuswithoutourperceivingtheformer.Tomeitseemsthatideas,spiritsandrelationsareallintheirrespectivekinds,theobjectofhumanknowledgeandsubjectofdiscourse:andthatthetermideawouldbeimproperlyextendedtosignifyeverythingweknoworhaveanynotionof.

		Ideasimprintedonthesensesarerealthings,ordoreallyexist;thiswedonotdeny,butwedenytheycansubsistwithoutthemindswhichperceivethem,orthattheyareresemblancesofanyarchetypesexistingwithoutthemind:since
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	theverybeingofasensationorideaconsistsinbeingperceived,andanideacanbelikenothingbutanidea.Again,thethingsperceivedbysensemaybetermedexternal,withregardtotheirorigin,inthattheyarenotgeneratedfromwithin,bytheminditself,butimprintedbyaspiritdistinctfromthatwhichperceivesthem.Sensibleobjectsmaylikewisebesaidtobewithoutthemind,inanothersense,namelywhentheyexistinsomeothermind.ThuswhenIshutmyeyes,thethingsIsawmaystillexist,butitmustbeinanothermind.*

	
		Itwereamistaketothink,thatwhatisheresaidderogatesintheleastfromtherealityofthings.Itisacknowledgedonthereceivedprinciples,thatextension,motion,andinawordallsensiblequalities,haveneedofasupport,asnotbeingabletosubsistbythemselves.Buttheobjectsperceivedbysense,areallowedtobenothingbutcombinationsofthosequalities,andconsequentlycannotsubsistbythemselves.Thusfaritisagreedonallhands.Sothatindenyingthethingsperceivedbysense,anexistenceindependentofasubstance,orsupportwhereintheymayexist,wedetractnothingfromthereceivedopinionoftheirreality,andareguiltyofnoinnovationinthatrespect.Allthedifferenceis,thataccordingtoustheunthinkingbeingsperceivedbysense,havenoexistencedistinctfrombeingperceived,andcannotthereforeexistinanyothersubstance,thanthoseunextended,indivisiblesubstances,orspirits,whichact,andthink,andperceivethem:whereasphilosophersvulgarlyhold,thatthesensiblequalitiesexistinaninert,extended,unperceivingsubstance,whichtheycallmatter,towhichtheyattributeanaturalsubsistence,exteriortoallthinkingbeings,ordistinctfrombeingperceivedbyanymindwhatsoever,eventheeternalmindoftheCreator,whereintheysupposeonlyideasofthecorporealsubstancescreatedbyhim:ifindeedtheyallowthemtobeatallcreated.



	92.Foraswehaveshewnthedoctrineofmatterorcorporealsubstance,tohavebeenthemainpillarandsupportofscepticism,solikewiseuponthesamefoundationhavebeenraisedalltheimpiousschemesofatheismandirreligion.Naysogreatadifficultyhathitbeenthought,toconceivematterproducedoutofnothing,thatthemostcelebratedamongthe
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	ancientphilosophers,evenofthesewhomaintainedthebeingofaGod,havethoughtmattertobeuncreatedandcoeternal*withhim.Howgreatafriendmaterialsubstancehathbeentoatheistsinallages,wereneedlesstorelate.Alltheirmonstroussystemshavesovisibleandnecessaryadependenceonit,thatwhenthiscorner-stoneisonceremoved,thewholefabriccannotchoosebutfalltotheground;insomuchthatitisnolongerworthwhile,tobestowaparticularconsiderationontheabsurditiesofeverywretchedsectofatheists.

	93·Thatimpiousandprofanepersonsshouldreadilyfallinwiththosesystemswhichfavourtheirinclinations,byderidingimmaterialsubstance,andsupposingthesoultobedivisibleandsubjecttocorruptionasthebody;whichexcludeallfreedom,intelligence,anddesignfromtheformationofthings,andinsteadthereofmakeaself-existent,stupid,unthinkingsubstancetherootandoriginofallbeings.Thattheyshouldhearkentothosewhodenyaprovidence,orinspectionofasuperiormindovertheaffairsoftheworld,attributingthewholeseriesofeventseithertoblindchanceorfatalnecessity,arisingfromtheimpulseofonebodyonanother.Allthisisverynatural.Andontheotherhand,whenmenofbetterprinciplesobservetheenemiesofreligionlaysogreatastressonunthinkingmatter,andallofthemusesomuchindustryandartificetoreduceeverythingtoit;methinkstheyshouldrejoicetoseethemdeprivedoftheirgrandsupport,anddrivenfromthatonlyfortress,withoutwhichyourEpicureans,Hobbists,andthelike,havenoteventheshadowofapretence,butbecomethemostcheapandeasytriumphintheworld.

	94·Theexistenceofmatter,orbodiesunperceived,hasnotonlybeenthemainsupportofatheistsandfatalists,butonthesameprincipledothidolatrylikewiseinallitsvariousformsdepend.Didmenbutconsiderthatthesun,moon,andstars,andeveryotherobjectofthesenses,areonlysomanysensationsintheirminds,whichhavenootherexistencebutbarelybeingperceived,doubtlesstheywouldneverfalldown,andworshiptheirownideas;butratheraddresstheirhomagetothateternalinvisibleMindwhichproducesandsustainsallthings.*

	 

	


	95·Thesameabsurdprinciple,byminglingitselfwiththearticlesofourfaith,hathoccasionednosmalldifficultiestoChristians.Forexample,abouttheresurrection,howmanyscruplesandobjectionshavebeenraisedbySocinians*andothers?Butdonotthemostplausibleofthemdependonthesupposition,thatabodyisdenominatedthesame,withregardnottotheformorthatwhichisperceivedbysense,butthematerialsubstancewhichremainsthesameunderseveralforms?Takeawaythismaterialsubstance,abouttheidentitywhereofallthedisputeis,andmeanbybodywhateveryplainordinarypersonmeansbythatword,towit,thatwhichisimmediatelyseenandfelt,whichisonlyacombinationofsensiblequalities,orideas:andthentheirmostunanswerableobjectionscometonothing.

	96.MatterbeingonceexpelledoutofNature,dragswithitsomanyscepticalandimpiousnotions,suchanincrediblenumberofdisputesandpuzzlingquestions,whichhavebeenthornsinthesidesofdivines,aswellasphilosophers,andmadesomuchfruitlessworkformankind;thatiftheargumentswehaveproducedagainstit,arenotfoundequaltodemonstration(astometheyevidentlyseem)yetIamsureallfriendstoknowledge,peace,andreligion,havereasontowishtheywere.

	97·Besidetheexternalexistenceoftheobjectsofperception,anothergreatsourceoferrorsanddifficulties,withregardtoidealknowledge,isthedoctrineofabstractideas,suchasithathbeensetforthintheIntroduction.Theplainestthingsintheworld,thosewearemostintimatelyacquaintedwith,andperfectlyknow,whentheyareconsideredinanabstractway,appearstrangelydifficultandincomprehensible.Time,place,andmotion,takeninparticularorconcrete,arewhateverybodyknows;buthavingpassedthroughthehandsofametaphysician,theybecometooabstractandfine,tobeapprehendedbymenofordinarysense.Bidyourservantmeetyouatsuchatime,insuchaplace,andheshallneverstaytodeliberateonthemeaningofthosewords:inconceivingthatparticulartimeandplace,orthemotionbywhichheistogetthither,hefindsnottheleastdifficulty.Butiftimebe

	 

	
taken,exclusiveofallthoseparticularactionsandideasthatdiversifytheday,merelyforthecontinuationofexistence,ordurationinabstract,thenitwillperhapsgravelevenaphilosophertocomprehendit.

	98.WheneverIattempttoframeasimpleideaoftime,

	abstractedfromthesuccessionofideasinmymind,which

	flowsuniformly,andisparticipatedbyallbeings,Iamlostandembrangledininextricabledifficulties.Ihavenonotionofitatall,onlyIhearotherssay,itisinfinitelydivisible,andspeakofitinsuchamannerasleadsmetoentertainoddthoughtsofmyexistence:sincethatdoctrinelaysoneunderanabsolutenecessityofthinking,eitherthathepassesawayinnumerableageswithoutathought,orelsethatheisannihilatedeverymomentofhislife:bothwhichseemequallyabsurd.Timethereforebeingnothing,abstractedfromthesuccessionofideasinourminds,*itfollowsthatthedurationofanyfinitespiritmustbeestimatedbythenumberofideasoractionssucceedingeachotherinthatsamespiritormind.Henceitisaplainconsequencethatthesoulalwaysthinks:*andintruthwhoevershallgoabouttodivideinhisthoughts,orabstracttheexistenceofaspiritfromitscogitation,will,Ibelieve,finditnoeasytask.

	99·Solikewise,whenweattempttoabstractextensionandmotionfromallotherqualities,andconsiderthembythemselves,wepresentlylosesightofthem,andrunintogreatextravagancies.Allwhichdependonatwo-foldabstraction:first,itissupposedthatextension,forexample,maybeabstractedfromallothersensiblequalities;andsecondly,thattheentityofextensionmaybeabstractedfromitsbeingperceived.Butwhoevershallreflect,andtakecaretounderstandwhathesays,will,ifImistakenot,acknowledgethatallsensiblequalitiesarealikesensations,andalikereal;thatwheretheextensionis,thereisthecolourtoo,towit,inhismind,andthattheirarchetypescanexistonlyinsomeothermind:andthattheobjectsofsensearenothingbutthosesensationscombined,blended,or(ifonemaysospeak)concretedtogether:noneofallwhichcanbesupposedtoexistunperceived.

	 

	
roo.Whatitisforamantobehappy,oranobjectgood,*everyonemaythinkheknows.Buttoframeanabstractideaofhappiness,prescindedfromallparticularpleasure,orofgoodness,fromeverythingthatisgood,thisiswhatfewcanpretendto.Solikewise,amanmaybejustandvirtuous,withouthavingpreciseideasofjusticeandvirtue.Theopinionthatthoseandthelikewordsstandforgeneralnotionsabstractedfromallparticularpersonsandactions,seemstohaverenderedmoralitydifficult,andthestudythereofoflessusetomankind.Andineffect,thedoctrineofabstractionhasnotalittlecontributedtowardsspoilingthemostusefulpartsofknowledge.

	IOI.Thetwogreatprovincesofspeculativescience,conversantaboutideasreceivedfromsenseandtheirrelations,arenaturalphilosophyandmathematics;withregardtoeachoftheseIshallmakesomeobservations.Andfirst,Ishallsaysomewhatofnaturalphilosophy.Onthissubjectitis,thatthescepticstriumph:allthatstockofargumentstheyproducetodepreciateourfaculties,andmakemankindappearignorantandlow,aredrawnprincipallyfromthishead,towit,thatweareunderaninvincibleblindnessastothetrueandrealnatureofthings.Thistheyexaggerate,andlovetoenlargeon.Wearemiserablybantered,saythey,byoursenses,andamusedonlywiththeoutsideandshewofthings.Therealessence,theinternalqualities,andconstitutionofeverythemeanestobject,ishidfromourview;somethingthereisineverydropofwater,everygrainofsand,whichitisbeyondthepowerofhumanunderstandingtofathomorcomprehend.Butitisevidentfromwhathasbeenshewn,thatallthiscomplaintisgroundless,andthatweareinfluencedbyfalseprinciplestothatdegreeastomistrustoursenses,andthinkweknownothingofthosethingswhichweperfectlycomprehend.

	102.Onegreatinducementtoourpronouncingourselvesignorantofthenatureofthings,isthecurrentopinionthateverythingincludeswithinitselfthecauseofitsproperties:orthatthereisineachobjectaninwardessence,whichisthesourcewhenceitsdiscerniblequalitiesflow,andwhereontheydepend.Somehavepretendedtoaccountforappearancesbyoccultqualities,butoflatetheyaremostlyresolvedinto

	 

	


	mechanicalcauses,towit,thefigure,motion,weight,andsuchlikequalitiesofinsensibleparticles:*whereasintruth,thereisnootheragentorefficientcausethanspirit,itbeingevidentthatmotion,aswellasallotherideas,isperfectlyinert.Seesect.25.Hence,toendeavourtoexplaintheproductionofcoloursorsounds,byfigure,motion,magnitudeandthelike,mustneedsbelabourinvain.Andaccordingly,weseetheattemptsofthatkindarenotatallsatisfactory.Whichmaybesaid,ingeneral,ofthoseinstances,whereinoneideaorqualityisassignedforthecauseofanother.Ineednotsay,howmanyhypothesesandspeculationsareleftout,andhowmuchthestudyofNatureisabridgedbythisdoctrine.

	103.Thegreatmechanicalprinciplenowinvogueisattraction.Thatastonefallstotheearth,ortheseaswellstowardsthemoon,maytosomeappearsufficientlyexplainedthereby.Buthowareweenlightenedbybeingtoldthisisdonebyattraction?Isitthatthatwordsignifiesthemannerofthetendency,andthatitisbythemutualdrawingofbodies,insteadoftheirbeingimpelledorprotrudedtowardseachother?Butnothingisdeterminedofthemanneroraction,anditmayastruly(foraughtweknow)betermedimpulseorprotrusionasattraction.Again,thepartsofsteelweseecoherefirmlytogether,andthisalsoisaccountedforbyattraction;butinthis,asintheotherinstances,Idonotperceivethatanythingissignifiedbesidestheeffectitself;forastothemanneroftheactionwherebyitisproduced,orthecausewhichproducesit,thesearenotsomuchasaimedat.

	104.Indeed,ifwetakeaviewoftheseveralphenomena,andcomparethemtogether,wemayobservesomelikenessandconformitybetweenthem.Forexample,inthefallingofastonetotheground,intherisingoftheseatowardsthemoon,incohesionandcrystallization,thereissomethingalike,namelyanunionormutualapproachofbodies.Sothatanyoneoftheseorthelikephenomena,maynotseemstrangeorsurprisingtoamanwhohathnicelyobservedandcomparedtheeffectsofNature.Forthatonlyisthoughtsowhichisuncommon,orathingbyitself,andoutoftheordinarycourseofourobservation.Thatbodiesshouldtendtowardsthecentreoftheearth,isnotthoughtstrange,becauseitis

	 

	
whatweperceiveeverymomentofourlives.Butthattheyshouldhavealikegravitationtowardsthecentreofthemoon,mayseemoddandunaccountabletomostmen,becauseitisdiscernedonlyinthetides.Butaphilosopher,whosethoughtstakeinalargercompassofNature,havingobservedacertainsimilitudeofappearances,aswellintheheavensastheearth,thatargueinnumerablebodiestohaveamutualtendencytowardseachother,whichhedenotesbythegeneralnameattraction,whatevercanbereducedtothat,hethinksjustlyaccountedfor.Thusheexplainsthetidesbytheattractionoftheterraqueousglobetowardsthemoon,whichtohimdothnotappearoddoranomalous,butonlyaparticularexampleofageneralruleorlawofNature.

	ros.Ifthereforeweconsiderthedifferencethereisbetwixtnaturalphilosophersandothermen,withregardtotheirknowledgeofthephenomena,weshallfinditconsists,notinanexacterknowledgeofthedficientcausethatproducesthem,forthatcanbenootherthanthewillofaspirit,butonlyinagreaterlargenessofcomprehension,wherebyanalogies,harmonies,andagreementsarediscoveredintheworksofNature,andtheparticulareffectsexplained,thatis,reducedtogeneralrules,seesect.62,whichrulesgroundedontheanalogy,anduniformnessobservedintheproductionofnaturaleffects,aremostagreeable,andsoughtafterbythemind;forthattheyextendourprospectbeyondwhatispresent,andneartous,andenableustomakeveryprobableconjectures,touchingthingsthatmayhavehappenedatverygreatdistancesoftimeandplace,aswellastopredictthingstocome;whichsortofendeavourtowardsomniscience,ismuchaffectedbythemind.

	ro6.Butweshouldproceedwarilyinsuchthings:forweareapttolaytoogreatastressonanalogies,andtotheprejudiceoftruth,humourthateagernessofthemind,wherebyitiscarriedtoextenditsknowledgeintogeneraltheorems.Forexample,gravitation,ormutualattraction,becauseitappearsinmanyinstances,somearestraightwayforpronouncinguniversal;*andthattoattract,andbeattractedbyeveryotherbody,isanessentialqualityinherentinallbodieswhatsoever.Whereasitappearsthefixedstarshavenosuch
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	tendencytowardseachother:andsofaristhatgravitation,frombeingessentialtobodies,that,insomeinstancesaquitecontraryprincipleseemstoshewitself:asintheperpendiculargrowthofplants,andtheelasticityoftheair.Thereisnothingnecessaryoressentialinthecase,butitdependsentirelyonthewillofthegoverningspirit,whocausescertainbodiestocleavetogether,ortendtowardseachother,accordingtovariouslaws,whilsthekeepsothersatafixeddistance;andtosomehegivesaquitecontrarytendencytoflyasunder,justasheseesconvenient.

	107.Afterwhathasbeenpremised,Ithinkwemaylay

	downthefollowingconclusions.First,itisplainphilosophersamusethemselvesinvain,whentheyinquireforanynaturalefficientcause,distinctfromamindorspirit.Secondly,consideringthewholecreationistheworkmanshipofawiseandgoodagent,itshouldseemtobecomephilosophers,toemploytheirthoughts(contrarytowhatsomehold)aboutthefinalcausesofthings:andImustconfess,Iseenoreason,whypointingoutthevariousends,towhichnaturalthingsareadapted,andforwhichtheywereoriginallywithunspeakablewisdomcontrived,shouldnotbethoughtonegoodwayofaccountingforthem,andaltogetherworthyaphilosopher.Thirdly,fromwhathathbeenpremisednoreasoncanbedrawn,whythehistoryofNatureshouldnotstillbestudied,andobservationsandexperimentsmade,which,thattheyareofusetomankind,andenableustodrawanygeneralconclusions,isnottheresultofanyimmutablehabitudes,orrelationsbetweenthingsthemselves,butonlyofGod'sgoodnessandkindnesstomenintheadministrationoftheworld.Seesects.30and31.Fourthly,byadiligentobservationofthephenomenawithinourview,wemaydiscoverthegenerallawsofNature,andfromthemdeducetheotherphenomena,Idonotsaydemonstrate;foralldeductionsofthatkinddependonasuppositionthattheAuthorofNaturealwaysoperatesuniformly,andinaconstantobservanceofthoseruleswetakeforprinciples:whichwecannotevidentlyknow.

	
		Thosemen*whoframegeneralrulesfromthephenomena,andafterwardsderivethephenomenafromthoserules,seemtoconsidersignsratherthancauses.Aman



	 

	
maywellunderstandnaturalsignswithoutknowingtheiranalogy,orbeingabletosaybywhatruleathingissoorso.Andasitisverypossibletowriteimproperly,throughtoostrictanobservanceofgeneralgrammar-rules:soinarguingfromgeneralrulesofNature,itisnotimpossiblewemayextendtheanalogytoofar,andbythatmeansrunintomistakes.

	
		Asinreadingotherbooks,awisemanwillchoosetofixhisthoughtsonthesenseandapplyittouse,ratherthanlaythemoutingrammaticalremarksonthelanguage;soinperusingthevolumeofNature,itseemsbeneaththedignityofthemindtoaffectanexactnessinreducingeachparticularphenomenontogeneralrules,orshewinghowitfollowsfromthem.Weshouldproposetoourselvesnoblerviews,suchastorecreateandexaltthemind,withaprospectofthebeauty,order,extent,andvarietyofnaturalthings:hence,byproperinferences,toenlargeournotionsofthegrandeur,wisdom,andbeneficenceoftheCreator:andlastly,tomaketheseveralpartsoftheCreation,sofarasinuslies,subservienttotheendstheyweredesignedfor,God'sglory,andthesustentationandcomfortofourselvesandfellow-creatures.



	IIO.Thebestkeyfortheaforesaidanalogy,ornaturalscience,willbeeasilyacknowledgedtobeacertaincelebratedtreatiseofmechanics:intheentranceofwhichjustlyadmiredtreatise,*time,spaceandmotion,aredistinguishedintoabsoluteandrelative,trueandapparent,mathematicalandvulgar:whichdistinction,asitisatlargeexplainedbytheauthor,dothsupposethosequantitiestohaveanexistencewithoutthemind:andthattheyareordinarilyconceivedwithrelationtosensiblethings,towhichneverthelessintheirownnature,theybearnorelationatall.

	II1.Asfortime,asitistheretakeninanabsoluteorabstractedsense,forthedurationorperseveranceoftheexistenceofthings,Ihavenothingmoretoaddconcerningit,afterwhathathbeenalreadysaidonthatsubject,sects.97and98.Fortherest,thiscelebratedauthorholdsthereisanabsolutespace,which,beingunperceivabletosense,remainsinitselfsimilarandimmoveable:andrelativespacetobethemeasure

	 

	
thereof,whichbeingmoveable,anddefinedbyitssituationinrespectofsensiblebodies,isvulgarlytakenforimmoveablespace.Placehedefinestobethatpartofspacewhichisoccupiedbyanybody.Andaccordingasthespaceisabsoluteorrelative,soalsoistheplace.Absolutemotionissaidtobethetranslationofabodyfromabsoluteplacetoabsoluteplace,asrelativemotionisfromonerelativeplacetoanother.Andbecausethepartsofabsolutespace,donotfallunderoursenses,insteadofthemweareobligedtousetheirsensiblemeasures:andsodefinebothplaceandmotionwithrespecttobodies,whichweregardasimmoveable.Butitissaid,inphilosophicalmatterswemustabstractfromoursenses,sinceitmaybe,thatnoneofthosebodieswhichseemtobequiescent,aretrulyso:andthesamethingwhichismovedrelatively,maybereallyatrest.Aslikewiseoneandthesamebodymaybeinrelativerestandmotion,orevenmovedwithcontraryrelativemotionsatthesametime,accordingasitsplaceisvariouslydefined.Allwhichambiguityistobefoundintheapparentmotions,butnotatallinthetrueorabsolute,whichshouldthereforebealoneregardedinphilosophy.Andthetrue,wearetold,aredistinguishedfromapparentorrelativemotionsbythefollowingproperties.First,intrueorabsolutemotion,allpartswhichpreservethesamepositionwithrespecttothewhole,partakeofthemotionsofthewhole,Secondly,theplacebeingmoved,thatwhichisplacedthereinisalsomoved:sothatabodymovinginaplacewhichisinmotion,dothparticipatethemotionofitsplace.Thirdly,truemotionisnevergeneratedorchanged,otherwisethanbyforceimpressedonthebodyitself.Fourthly,truemotionisalwayschangedbyforceimpressedonthebodymoved.Fifthly,incircularmotionbarelyrelative,thereisnocentrifugalforce,whichneverthelessinthatwhichistrueorabsolute,isproportionaltothequantityofmotion.

	r12.Butnotwithstandingwhathathbeensaid,itdothnot

	appeartome,thattherecanbeanymotionotherthanrelative:sothattoconceivemotion,theremustbeatleastconceivedtwobodies,whereofthedistanceorpositioninregardtoeachotherisvaried.Henceiftherewasoneonlybody

	 

	
inbeing,itcouldnotpossiblybemoved.Thisseemsevident,inthattheideaIhaveofmotiondothnecessarilyincluderelation.

	II3.Butthoughineverymotionitbenecessarytoconceivemorebodiesthanone,yetitmaybethatoneonlyismoved,namelythatonwhichtheforcecausingthechangeofdistanceisimpressed,orinotherwords,thattowhichtheactionisapplied.Forhoweversomemaydefinerelativemotion,soastotermthatbodymoved,whichchangesitsdistancefromsomeotherbody,whethertheforceoractioncausingthatchangewereappliedtoit,orno:yetasrelativemotionisthatwhichisperceivedbysense,andregardedintheordinaryaffairsoflife,itshouldseemthateverymanofcommonsenseknowswhatitis,aswellasthebestphilosopher:nowIaskanyone,whetherinhissenseofmotionashewalksalongthestreets,thestoneshepassesovermaybesaidtomove,becausetheychangedistancewithhisfeet?Tomeitseems,thatthoughmotionincludesarelationofonethingtoanother,yetitisnotnecessarythateachtermoftherelationbedenominatedfromit.Asamanmaythinkofsomewhatwhichdothnotthink,soabodymaybemovedtoorfromanotherbody,whichisnotthereforeitselfinmotion.

	II4·Astheplacehappenstobevariouslydefined,themotionwhichisrelatedtoitvaries.Amaninashipmaybesaidtobequiescent,withrelationtothesidesofthevessel,andyetmovewithrelationtotheland.Orhemaymoveeastwardinrespectoftheone,andwestwardinrespectoftheother.Inthecommonaffairsoflife,mennevergobeyondtheearthtodefinetheplaceofanybody:andwhatisquiescentinrespectofthat,isaccountedabsolutelytobeso.Butphilosopherswhohaveagreaterextentofthought,andjusternotionsofthesystemofthings,discovereventheearthitselftobemoved.Inorderthereforetofixtheirnotions,theyseemtoconceivethecorporealworldasfinite,andtheutmostunmovedwallsorshellthereoftobetheplace,wherebytheyestimatetruemotions.Ifwesoundourownconceptions,Ibelievewemayfindalltheabsolutemotionwecanframeanideaof,tobeatbottomnootherthanrelativemotionthusdefined.Forashathbeenalreadyobserved,absolutemotion

	 

	
exclusiveofallexternalrelationisincomprehensible:andtothiskindofrelativemotion,alltheabove-mentionedproperties,causes,andeffectsascribedtoabsolutemotion,will,ifImistakenot.befoundtoagree.Astowhatissaidofthecentrifugalforce,thatitdothnotatallbelongtocircularrelativemotion:Idonotseehowthisfollowsfromtheexperiment*whichisbroughttoproveit.SeePhilosophiaeNatura/isPrincipiaMathematica,inSchol.DefVIII.Forthewaterinthevessel,atthattimewhereinitissaidtohavethegreatestrelativecircularmotion,hath,Ithink,nomotionatall:asisplainfromtheforegoingsection.

	rrs.Fortodenominateabodymoved,itisrequisite,first,thatitchangeitsdistanceorsituationwithregardtosomeotherbody:andsecondly,thattheforceoractionoccasioning

	thatchangebeappliedtoit.Ifeitherofthesebewanting,Ido

	notthinkthatagreeablytothesenseofmankind,ortheproprietyoflanguage,abodycanbesaidtobeinmotion.Igrantindeed,thatitispossibleforustothinkabody,whichweseechangeitsdistancefromsomeother,tobemoved,thoughithavenoforceappliedtoit(inwhichsensetheremaybeapparentmotion),butthenitis,becausetheforcecausingthechangeofdistance,isimaginedbyustobeappliedorimpressedonthatbodythoughttomove.Whichindeedshewswearecapableofmistakingathingtobeinmotionwhichisnot,andthatisall.

	I16.Fromwhathathbeensaid,itfollowsthatthephilosophicconsiderationofmotiondothnotimplythebeingofanabsolutespace,distinctfromthatwhichisperceivedbysense,andrelatedtobodies:whichthatitcannotexistwithoutthemind,isclearuponthesameprinciples,thatdemonstratethelikeofallotherobjectsofsense.Andperhaps,ifweinquirenarrowly,weshallfindwecannotevenframeanideaofpurespace,exclusiveofallbody.ThisImustconfessseemsimpossible,asbeingamostabstractidea.WhenIexciteamotioninsomepartofmybody,ifitbefreeorwithoutresistance,Isaythereisspace:butifIfindaresistance,thenIsaythereisbody:andinproportionastheresistancetomotionislesserorgreater,Isaythespaceismoreorlesspure.SothatwhenIspeakofpureoremptyspace,itisnottobe

	 

	
supposed,thatthewordspacestandsforanideadistinctfrom,orconceivablewithoutbodyandmotion.ThoughindeedweareapttothinkeYerynounsubstantivestandsforadistinctidea,thatmaybeseparatedfromallothers:whichhathoccasionedinfinitemistakes.Whenthereforesupposingalltheworldtobeannihilatedbesidesmyownbody,Isaytherestillremainspurespace:therebynothingelseismeant,butonlythatIconceiveitpossible,forthelimbsofmybodytobemovedonallsideswithouttheleastresistance:butifthattoowereannihilated,thentherecouldbenomotion,andconsequentlynospace.Someperhapsmaythinkthesenseofseeingdothfurnishthemwiththeideaofpurespace;butitisplainfromwhatwehaveelsewhereshewn,thattheideasofspaceanddistancearenotobtainedbythatsense.SeetheEssayconcerningVision.

	II?·Whatisherelaiddown,seemstoputanendtoallthosedisputesanddifficulties,whichhavesprungupamongstthelearnedconcerningthenatureofpurespace.Butthechiefadvantagearisingfromit,is,thatwearefreedfromthatdangerousdilemma,towhichseveralwhohaveemployedtheirthoughts*onthissubject,imaginethemselvesreduced,towit,ofthinkingeitherthatrealspaceisGod,orelsethatthereissomethingbesideGodwhichiseternal,uncreated,infinite,indivisible,immutable.Bothwhichmayjustlybethoughtperniciousandabsurdnotions.Itiscertainthatnotafewdivines,aswellasphilosophersofgreatnote,have,fromthedifficultytheyfoundinconceivingeitherlimitsorannihilationofspace,concludeditmustbedivine.Andsomeoflatehavesetthemselvesparticularlytoshew,thattheincommunicableattributesofGodagreetoit.Whichdoctrine,howunworthysoeveritmayseemoftheDivineNature,yetIdonotseehowwecangetclearofit,solongasweadheretothereceivedopinions.

	II8.Hithertoofnaturalphilosophy:wecomenowtomakesomeinquiryconcerningthatothergreatbranchofspeculativeknowledge,towit,mathematics.These,howcelebratedsoevertheymaybe,fortheirclearnessandcertaintyofdemonstration,whichishardlyanywhereelsetobefound,cannotneverthelessbesupposedaltogetherfreefrommistakes;ifin

	 

	
theirprinciplestherelurkssomesecreterror,whichiscommontotheprofessorsofthosescienceswiththerestofmankind.Mathematicians,thoughtheydeducetheirtheoremsfromagreatheightofevidence,yettheirfirstprinciplesarelimitedbytheconsiderationofquantity:andtheydonotascendintoanyinquiryconcerningthosetranscendentalmaxims,whichinfluencealltheparticularsciences,eachpartwhereof,mathematicsnotexcepted,dothconsequentlyparticipateoftheerrorsinvolvedinthem.Thattheprincipleslaiddownbymathematiciansaretrue,andtheirwayofdeductionfromthoseprinciplesclearandincontestable,wedonotdeny.Butwehold,theremaybecertainerroneousmaximsofgreaterextentthantheobjectofmathematics,andforthatreasonnotexpresslymentioned,thoughtacitlysupposedthroughoutthewholeprogressofthatscience;andthattheilleffectsofthosesecretunexaminederrorsarediffusedthroughallthebranchesthereof.Tobeplain,wesuspectthemathematiciansare,aswellasothermen,concernedintheerrorsarisingfromthedoctrineofabstractgeneralideas,andtheexistenceofobjectswithoutthemind.

	I19.Arithmetichathbeenthoughttohaveforitsobjectabstractideasofnumber.Ofwhichtounderstandthepropertiesandmutualhabitudesissupposednomeanpartofspeculativeknowledge.Theopinionofthepureandintellectualnatureofnumbersinabstract,hathmadetheminesteemwiththosephilosophers,whoseemtohaveaffectedanuncommonfinenessandelevationofthought.Ithathsetapriceonthemosttriflingnumericalspeculationswhichinpracticeareofnouse,butserveonlyforamusement:andhaththereforesofarinfectedthemindsofsome,thattheyhavedreamtofmightymysteriesinvolvedinnumbers,andattemptedtheexplicationofnaturalthingsbythem.Butifweinquireintoourownthoughts,andconsiderwhathathbeenpremised,wemayperhapsentertainalowopinionofthosehighflightsandabstractions,andlookonallinquiriesaboutnumbers,onlyassomanydifficilesnugae,*sofarastheyarenotsubservienttopractice,andpromotethebenefitoflife.

	
		Unityinabstractwehavebeforeconsideredinsect.13,fromwhichandwhathathbeensaidintheIntroduction,



	 

	


	itplainlyfollowsthereisnotanysuchidea.Butnumberbeingdefinedacollectionofunits,wemayconcludethat,iftherebenosuchthingasunityorunitinabstract,therearenoideasofnumberinabstractdenotedbythenumericalnamesandfigures.Thetheoriesthereforeinarithmetic,iftheyareabstractedfromthenamesandfigures,aslikewisefromalluseandpractice,aswellasfromtheparticularthingsnumbered,canbesupposedtohavenothingatallfortheirobject.Hencewemaysee,howentirelythescienceofnumbersissubordinatetopractice,andhowjejuneandtriflingitbecomes,whenconsideredasamatterofmerespeculation.

	
		Howeversincetheremaybesome,who,deludedbythespeciousshewofdiscoveringabstractedverities,wastetheirtimeinarithmeticaltheoremsandproblemswhichhavenotanyuse:itwillnotbeamiss,ifwemorefullyconsider,andexposethevanityofthatpretence;andthiswillplainlyappear,bytakingaviewofarithmeticinitsinfancy,andobservingwhatitwasthatoriginallyputmenonthestudyofthatscience,andtowhatscopetheydirectedit.Itisnaturaltothinkthatatfirst,men,foreaseofmemoryandhelpofcomputation,madeuseofcounters,orinwritingofsinglestrokes,pointsorthelike,eachwhereofwasmadetosignifyanunit,thatis,someonethingofwhateverkindtheyhadoccasiontoreckon.Afterwardstheyfoundoutthemorecompendiousways,ofmakingonecharacterstandinplaceofseveralstrokes,orpoints.Andlastly,thenotationoftheArabiansorIndianscameintouse,whereinbytherepetitionofafewcharactersorfigures,andvaryingthesignificationofeachfigureaccordingtotheplaceitobtains,allnumbersmaybemostaptlyexpressed:whichseemstohavebeendoneinimitationoflanguage,sothatanexactanalogyisobservedbetwixtthenotationbyfiguresandnames,theninesimplefiguresansweringtheninefirstnumeralnamesandplacesintheformer,correspondingtodenominationsinthelatter.Andagreeablytothoseconditionsofthesimpleandlocalvalueoffigures,werecontrivedmethodsoffindingfromthegivenfiguresormarksoftheparts,whatfiguresandhowplaced,arepropertodenotethewholeorviceversa.Andhavingfoundthesoughtfigures,thesameruleoranalogy



	 

	
beingobservedthroughout,itiseasytoreadthemintowords;andsothenumberbecomesperfectlyknown.Forthenthenumberofanyparticularthingsissaidtobeknown,whenweknowthenameorfigures(withtheirduearrangement)thataccordingtothestandinganalogybelongtothem.Forthesesignsbeingknown,wecanbytheoperationsofarithmetic,knowthesignsofanypartoftheparticularsumssignifiedbythem;andthuscomputinginsigns(becauseoftheconnexionestablishedbetwixtthemandthedistinctmultitudesofthings,whereofoneistakenforanunit),wemaybeablerightlytosumup,divide,andproportionthethingsthemselvesthatweintendtonumber.

	122.Inarithmeticthereforeweregardnotthethingsbutthesigns,whichneverthelessarenotregardedfortheirownsake,butbecausetheydirectushowtoactwithrelationtothings,anddisposerightlyofthem.Nowagreeablytowhatwehavebeforeobserved,ofwordsingeneral(sect.19.Introd.)ithappensherelikewise,thatabstractideasarethoughttobesignifiedbynumeralnamesorcharacters,whiletheydonotsuggestideasofparticularthingstoourminds.Ishallnotatpresententerintoamoreparticulardissertationonthissubject;butonlyobservethatitisevidentfromwhathathbeensaid,thosethingswhichpassforabstracttruthsandtheoremsconcerningnumbers,are,inreality,conversantaboutnoobjectdistinctfromparticularnumerablethings,exceptonlynamesandcharacters;whichoriginallycametobeconsidered,onnootheraccountbuttheirbeingsigns,orcapabletorepresentaptly,whateverparticularthingsmenhadneedtocompute.Whenceitfollows,thattostudythemfortheirownsake*wouldbejustaswise,andtoasgoodpurpose,asifaman,neglectingthetrueuseororiginalintentionandsubserviencyoflanguage,shouldspendhistimeinimpertinentcriticismsuponwords,orreasoningsandcontroversiespurelyverbal.

	r23.Fromnumbersweproceedtospeakofextension,whichconsideredasrelative,istheobjectofgeometry.Theinfinitedivisibilityoffiniteextension,thoughitisnotexpresslylaiddown,eitherasanaxiomortheoremintheelementsofthatscience,yetisthroughoutthesameeverywhere
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	supposed,andthoughttohavesoinseparableandessentialaconnexionwiththeprinciplesanddemonstrationsingeometry,thatmathematiciansneveradmititintodoubt,ormaketheleastquestionofit.Andasthisnotionisthesourcefromwhencedospringallthoseamusinggeometricalparadoxes,whichhavesuchadirectrepugnancytotheplaincommonsenseofmankind,andareadmittedwithsomuchreluctanceintoamindnotyetdebauchedbylearning:soisittheprincipaloccasionofallthatniceandextremesubtlety,whichrendersthestudyofmathematicssodifficultandtedious.Henceifwecanmakeitappear,thatnofiniteextensioncontainsinnumerableparts,orisinfinitelydivisible,itfollowsthatweshallatonceclearthescienceofgeometryfromagreatnumberofdifficultiesandcontradictions,whichhaveeverbeenesteemedareproachtohumanreason,andwithalmaketheattainmentthereofabusinessofmuchlesstimeandpains,thanithithertohathbeen.

	124.Everyparticularfiniteextension,whichmaypossiblybetheobjectofourthought,isanideaexistingonlyinthemind,andconsequentlyeachpartthereofmustbeperceived.IfthereforeIcannotperceiveinnumerablepartsinanyfiniteextensionthatIconsider,itiscertaintheyarenotcontainedinit:butitisevident,thatIcannotdistinguishinnumerablepartsinanyparticularline,surface,orsolid,whichIeitherperceivebysense,orfiguretomyselfinmymind:whereforeIconcludetheyarenotcontainedinit.Nothingcanbeplainertome,thanthattheextensionsIhaveinviewarenootherthanmyownideas,anditisnolessplain,thatIcannotresolveanyoneofmyideasintoaninfinitenumberofotherideas,thatis,thattheyarenotinfinitelydivisible.Ifbyfiniteextensionbemeantsomethingdistinctfromafiniteidea,IdeclareIdonotknowwhatthatis,andsocannotaffirmordenyanythingofit.Butifthetermsextension,parts,andthelike,aretakeninanysenseconceivable,thatis,forideas;thentosayafinitequantityorextensionconsistsofpartsinfiniteinnumber,issomanifestacontradiction,thateveryoneatfirstsightacknowledgesittobeso.Anditisimpossibleitshouldevergaintheassentofanyreasonablecreature,whoisnotbroughttoitbygentleandslowdegrees,asaconvertedGentiletothebelief

	 

	
oftransubstantiation.Ancientandrootedprejudicesdooftenpassintoprinciples:andthosepropositionswhichonceobtaintheforceandcreditofaprinciple,arenotonlythemselves,butlikewisewhateverisdeduciblefromthem,thoughtprivilegedfromallexamination.Andthereisnoabsurditysogross,whichbythismeansthemindofmanmaynotbepreparedtoswallow.

	
		Hewhoseunderstandingisprepossessedwiththedoc



	trineofabstractgeneralideas,maybepersuaded,that(whateverbethoughtoftheideasofsense),extensioninabstractisinfinitelydivisible.Andonewhothinkstheobjectsofsenseexistwithoutthemind,willperhapsinvirtuethereofbebroughttoadmit,thatalinebutaninchlongmaycontaininnumerablepartsreallyexisting,thoughtoosmalltobediscerned.Theseerrorsaregraftedaswellinthemindsofgeometricians,asofothermen,andhavealikeinfluenceontheirreasonings;anditwerenodifficultthing,toshewhowtheargumentsfromgeometrymadeuseoftosupporttheinfinitedivisibilityofextension,arebottomedonthem.Atpresentweshallonlyobserveingeneral,whenceitisthatthemathematiciansareallsofondandtenaciousofthisdoctrine.

	
		Ithathbeenobservedinanotherplace,thatthetheoremsanddemonstrationsingeometryareconversantaboutuniversalideas(sect.15.Introd.).Whereitisexplainedinwhatsensethisoughttobeunderstood,towit,thattheparticularlinesandfiguresincludedinthediagram,aresupposedtostandforinnumerableothersofdifferentsizes:orinotherwords,thegeometerconsidersthemabstractingfromtheirmagnitude:whichdothnotimplythatheformsanabstractidea,butonlythathecaresnotwhattheparticularmagnitudeis,whethergreatorsmall,butlooksonthatasathingindifferenttothedemonstration:henceitfollows,thatalineinthescheme,butaninchlong,mustbespokenof,asthoughitcontainedtenthousandparts,sinceitisregardednotinitself,butasitisuniversal;anditisuniversalonlyinitssignification,wherebyitrepresentsinnumerablelinesgreaterthanitself,inwhichmaybedistinguishedtenthousandpartsormore,thoughtheremaynotbeaboveaninchinit.Afterthismannerthepropertiesofthelinessignifiedare(byaveryusual
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	figure)transferredtothesign,andthencethroughmistakethoughttoappertaintoitconsideredinitsownnature.

	127.Becausethereisnonumberofpartssogreat,butitispossibletheremaybealinecontainingmore,theinch-lineissaidtocontainpartsmorethananyassignablenumber;whichistrue,notoftheinchtakenabsolutely,butonlyforthethingssignifiedbyit.Butmennotretainingthatdistinctionintheirthoughts,slideintoabeliefthatthesmallparticularlinedescribedonpapercontainsinitselfpartsinnumerable.Thereisnosuchthingastheten-thousandthpartofaninch;*butthereisofamileordiameteroftheearth,whichmaybesignifiedbythatinch.WhenthereforeIdelineateatriangleonpaper,andtakeonesidenotaboveaninch,forexample,inlengthtobetheradius:thisIconsiderasdividedintotenthousandoranhundredthousandparts,ormore.Forthoughthetenthousandthpartofthatlineconsideredinitself,isnothingatall,andconsequentlymaybeneglectedwithoutanyerrororinconveniency;yetthesedescribedlinesbeingonlymarksstandingforgreaterquantities,whereofitmaybethetenthousandthpartisveryconsiderable,itfollows,thattopreventnotableerrorsinpractice,theradiusmustbetakenoftenthousandparts,ormore.

	128.Fromwhathathbeensaidthereasonisplainwhy,to

	theendanytheoremmaybecomeuniversalinitsuse,itisnecessarywespeakofthelinesdescribedonpaper,asthoughtheycontainedpartswhichreallytheydonot.Indoingofwhich,ifweexaminethematterthroughly,weshallperhapsdiscoverthatwecannotconceiveaninchitselfasconsistingof,orbeingdivisibleintoathousandparts,butonlysomeotherlinewhichisfargreaterthananinch,andrepresentedbyit.Andthatwhenwesayalineisinfinitelydivisible,wemustmeanalinewhichisinfinitelygreat.Whatwehavehereobservedseemstobethechiefcause,whytosupposetheinfinitedivisibilityoffiniteextensionhathbeenthoughtnecessaryingeometry.

	
		Theseveralabsurditiesandcontradictionswhichflowedfromthisfalseprinciplemight,onewouldthink,havebeenesteemedsomanydemonstrationsagainstit.ButbyIknownotwhatlogic,itisheldthatproofsaposterioriarenot
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	tobeadmittedagainstpropositionsrelatingtoinfinity.Asthoughitwerenotimpossibleevenforaninfinitemindtoreconcilecontradictions.Orasifanythingabsurdandrepugnantcouldhaveanecessaryconnexionwithtruth,orflowfromit.Butwhoeverconsiderstheweaknessofthispretence,willthinkitwascontrivedonpurposetohumourthelazinessofthemind,whichhadratheracquiesceinanindolentscepticism,thanbeatthepainstogothroughwithasevereexaminationofthoseprinciplesithatheverembracedfortrue.

	
		Oflatethespeculationsaboutinfiniteshaverunsohigh,andgrowntosuchstrangenotions,ashaveoccasionednosmallscruplesanddisputesamongthegeometersofthepresentage.Somethereareofgreatnote,whonotcontentwithholdingthatfinitelinesmaybedividedintoaninfinitenumberofparts,doyetfarthermaintain,thateachofthoseinfinitesimalsisitselfsubdivisibleintoaninfinityofotherparts,orinfinitesimalsofasecondorder,andsoonadinfinitum.These,Isay,assertthereareinfinitesimalsofinfinitesimalsofinfinitesimals,withoutevercomingtoanend.Sothataccordingtothemaninchdothnotbarelycontainaninfinitenumberofparts,butaninfinityofaninfinityofaninfinityadinfinitumofparts.Otherstherebewhoholdallordersofinfinitesimalsbelowthefirsttobenothingatall,thinkingitwithgoodreasonabsurd,toimaginethereisanypositivequantityorpartofextension,whichthoughmultipliedinfinitely,caneverequalthesmallestgivenextension.Andyetontheotherhanditseemsnolessabsurd,tothinkthesquare,cube,orotherpowerofapositiverealroot,shoulditselfbenothingatall;whichtheywhoholdinfinitesimalsofthefirstorderdenyingallofthesubsequentorders,areobligedtomaintain.

		Havewenotthereforereasontoconclude,thattheyarebothinthewrong,andthatthereisineffectnosuchthingaspartsinfinitelysmall,oraninfinitenumberofpartscontainedinanyfinitequantity?Butyouwillsay,thatifthisdoctrineobtains,itwillfollowtheveryfoundationsofgeometryaredestroyed:andthosegreatmenwhohaveraisedthatsciencetosoastonishinganheight,havebeenallthewhilebuildingacastleintheair.Tothisitmaybereplied,that
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	whateverisusefulingeometryandpromotesthebenefitofhumanlife,dothstillremainfirmandunshakenonourprinciples.Thatscienceconsideredaspractical,willratherreceiveadvantagethananyprejudicefromwhathathbeensaid.Buttosetthisinaduelight,maybethesubjectofadistinctinquiry.Fortherest,thoughitshouldfollowthatsomeofthemoreintricateandsubtlepartsofspeculativemathematicsmaybeparedoffwithoutanyprejudicetotruth;yetIdonotseewhatdamagewillbethencederivedtomankind.Onthecontrary,itwerehighlytobewished,thatmenofgreatabilitiesandobstinateapplicationwoulddrawofftheirthoughtsfromthoseamusements,andemploytheminthestudyofsuchthingsaslienearertheconcernsoflife,orhaveamoredirectinfluenceonthemanners.

	
		Ifitbesaidthatseveraltheoremsundoubtedlytrue,



	arediscoveredbymethodsinwhichinfinitesimalsaremadeuseof,whichcouldneverhavebeen,iftheirexistenceincludedacontradictioninit.Ianswer,thatuponathoroughexaminationitwillnotbefound,thatinanyinstanceitisnecessarytomakeuseoforconceiveinfinitesimalpartsoffinitelines,orevenquantitieslessthantheminimumsensibile:nay,itwillbeevidentthisisneverdone,itbeingimpossible.*

	
		Bywhatwehavepremised,itisplainthatverynumerousandimportanterrorshavetakentheirrisefromthosefalseprinciples,whichwereimpugnedintheforegoingpartsofthistreatise.Andtheoppositesofthoseerroneoustenetsatthesametimeappeartobemostfruitfulprinciples,fromwhencedoflowinnumerableconsequenceshighlyadvantageoustotruephilosophyaswellastoreligion.Particularly,matterortheabsoluteexistenceofcorporealobjects,hathbeenshewntobethatwhereinthemostavowedandperniciousenemiesofallknowledge,whetherhumanordivine,haveeverplacedtheirchiefstrengthandconfidence.Andsurely,ifbydistinguishingtherealexistenceofunthinkingthingsfromtheirbeingperceived,andallowingthemasubsistenceoftheirownoutofthemindsofspirits,noonethingisexplainedinNature;butonthecontraryagreatmanyinexplicabledifficultiesarise:ifthesuppositionofmatterisbarelyprecarious,asnotbeinggroundedonsomuchasonesinglereason:ifitsconsequencescannotendurethelightofexamination
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	andfreeinquiry,butscreenthemselvesunderthedarkandgeneralpretenceofinfinitesbeingincomprehensible:ifwithaltheremovalofthismatterbenotattendedwiththeleastevilconsequence,ifitbenotevenmissedintheworld,buteverythingaswell,naymucheasierconceivedwithoutit:iflastly,bothscepticsandatheistsareforeversilenceduponsupposingonlyspiritsandideas,andthisschemeofthingsisperfectlyagreeablebothtoreasonandreligion:methinkswemayexpectitshouldbeadmittedandfirmlyembraced,thoughitwereproposedonlyasanhypothesis,andtheexistenceofmatterhadbeenallowedpossible,whichyetIthinkwehaveevidentlydemonstratedthatitisnot.

	
		Trueitis,thatinconsequenceoftheforegoingprinciples,severaldisputesandspeculations,whichareesteemednomeanpartsoflearning,arerejectedasuseless.Buthowgreataprejudicesoeveragainstournotions,thismaygivetothosewhohavealreadybeendeeplyengaged,andmadelargeadvancesinstudiesofthatnature:yetbyothers,wehopeitwillnotbethoughtanyjustgroundofdisliketotheprinciplesandtenetshereinlaiddown,thattheyabridgethelabourofstudy,andmakehumansciencesmoreclear,compendious,andattainable,thantheywerebefore.

		Havingdispatchedwhatweintendedtosayconcerningtheknowledgeofideas,themethodweproposedleadsus,inthenextplace,totreatofspirits:withregardtowhich,perhapshumanknowledgeisnotsodeficientasisvulgarlyimagined.Thegreatreasonthatisassignedforourbeingthoughtignorantofthenatureofspirits,is,ournothavinganideaofit.Butsurelyitoughtnottobelookedonasadefectinahumanunderstanding,thatitdoesnotperceivetheideaofspirit,ifitismanifestlyimpossiblethereshouldbeanysuchidea.Andthis,ifImistakenot,hasbeendemonstratedinsect.27:towhichIshallhereaddthataspirithasbeenshowntobetheonlysubstanceorsupport,whereintheunthinkingbeingsorideascanexist:butthatthissubstancewhichsupportsorperceivesideasshoulditselfbeanideaorlikeanidea,isevidentlyabsurd.

		Itwillperhapsbesaid,thatwewantasense(assomehaveimagined)propertoknowsubstanceswithal,whichifwehad,wemightknowourownsoul,aswedoatriangle.Tothis



	 

	
Ianswer,thatincasewehadanewsensebestoweduponus,wecouldonlyreceivetherebysomenewsensationsofideasofsense.ButIbelievenobodywillsay,thatwhathemeansbythetermssoulandsubstance,isonlysomeparticularsortofideaorsensation.Wemaythereforeinfer,thatallthingsdulyconsidered,itisnotmorereasonabletothinkourfacultiesdefective,inthattheydonotfurnishuswithanideaofspiritoractivethinkingsubstance,thanitwouldbeifweshouldblamethemfornotbeingabletocomprehendaroundsquare.

	
		Fromtheopinionthatspiritsaretobeknownafterthemannerofanideaorsensation,haverisenmanyabsurdandheterodoxtenets,andmuchscepticismaboutthenatureofthesoul.Itisevenprobable,thatthisopinionmayhaveproducedadoubtinsome,whethertheyhadanysoulatalldistinctfromtheirbody,sinceuponinquirytheycouldnotfindtheyhadanideaofit.Thatanideawhichisinactive,andtheexistencewhereofconsistsinbeingperceived,shouldbetheimageorlikenessofanagentsubsistingbyitself,seemstoneednootherrefutation,thanbarelyattendingtowhatismeantbythosewords.Butperhapsyouwillsay,thatthoughanideacannotresembleaspirit,initsthinking,acting,orsubsistingbyitself,yetitmayinsomeotherrespects:anditisnotnecessarythatanideaorimagebeinallrespectsliketheoriginal.

		Ianswer,ifitdoesnotinthosementioned,itisimpossibleitshouldrepresentitinanyotherthing.Dobutleaveoutthepowerofwilling,thinking,andperceivingideas,andthereremainsnothingelsewhereintheideacanbelikeaspirit.Forbythewordspiritwemeanonlythatwhichthinks,wills,andperceives;this,andthisalone,constitutesthesignificationofthatterm.Ifthereforeitisimpossiblethatanydegreeofthosepowersshouldberepresentedinanidea,itisevidenttherecanbenoideaofaspirit.

		Butitwillbeobjected,thatifthereisnoideasignifiedbythetermssoul,spirit,andsubstance,theyarewhollyinsignificant,orhavenomeaninginthem.Ianswer,thosewordsdomeanorsignifyarealthing,whichisneitheranideanorlikeanidea,butthatwhichperceivesideas,andwills,andreasonsaboutthem.WhatIammyself,thatwhichIdenoteby



	 

	


	thetermI,isthesamewithwhatismeantbysoulorspiritualsubstance.Ifitbesaidthatthisisonlyquarrellingataword,andthatsincetheimmediatesignificationsofothernamesarebycommonconsentcalledideas,noreasoncanbeassigned,whythatwhichissignifiedbythenamespiritorsoulmaynotpartakeinthesameappellation.Ianswer,alltheunthinkingobjectsofthemindagree,inthattheyareentirelypassive,andtheirexistenceconsistsonlyinbeingperceived:whereasasoulorspiritisanactivebeing,whoseexistenceconsistsnotinbeingperceived,butinperceivingideasandthinking.Itisthereforenecessary,inordertopreventequivocationandconfoundingnaturesperfectlydisagreeingandunlike,thatwedistinguishbetweenspiritandidea.Seesect.27.

	
		Inalargesenseindeed,wemaybesaidtohaveanidea,orratheranotionofspirit,thatis,weunderstandthemeaningoftheword,*otherwisewecouldnotaffirmordenyanythingofit.Moreover,asweconceivetheideasthatareinthemindsofotherspiritsbymeansofourown,whichwesupposetoberesemblancesofthem:soweknowotherspiritsbymeansofourownsoul,whichinthatsenseistheimageorideaofthem,ithavingalikerespecttootherspirits,thatbluenessorheatbymeperceivedhathtothoseideasperceivedbyanother.

		Itmustnot*besupposed,thattheywhoassertthenaturalimmortalityofthesoulareofopinion,thatitisabsolutelyincapableofannihilationevenbytheinfinitepoweroftheCreatorwhofirstgaveitbeing:butonlythatitisnotliabletobebrokenordissolvedbytheordinaryLawsofNatureormotion.Theyindeed,whoholdthesoulofmantobeonlyathinvitalflame,orsystemofanimalspirits,makeitperishingandcorruptibleasthebody,sincethereisnothingmoreeasilydissipatedthansuchabeing,whichitisnaturallyimpossibleshouldsurvivetheruinofthetabernacle,whereinitisenclosed.Andthisnotionhathbeengreedilyembracedandcherishedbytheworstpartofmankind,asthemosteffectualantidoteagainstallimpressionsofvirtueandreligion.Butithathbeenmadeevident,thatbodiesofwhatframeortexturesoever,arebarelypassiveideasinthemind,whichismoredistantandheterogeneousfromthem,thanlightisfromdark-



	 

	
ness.Wehaveshewnthatthesoulisindivisible,incorporeal,unextended,anditisconsequentlyincorruptible.Nothingcanbeplainer,thanthatthemotions,changes,decays,anddissolutionswhichwehourlyseebefallnaturalbodies(andwhichiswhatwemeanbythecourseofNature)cannotpossiblyaffectanactive,simple,uncompoundedsubstance:suchabeingthereforeisindissolublebytheforceofNature,thatistosay,thesoulofmanisnaturallyimmortal.

	
		Afterwhathathbeensaid,itisIsupposeplain,thatoursoulsarenottobeknowninthesamemannerassenselessinactiveobjects,orbywayofidea.Spiritsandideasarethingssowhollydifferent,thatwhenwesay,theyexist,theyareknown,orthelike,thesewordsmustnotbethoughttosignifyanythingcommontobothnatures.Thereisnothingalikeorcommoninthem:andtoexpectthatbyanymultiplicationorenlargementofourfaculties,wemaybeenabledtoknowaspiritaswedoatriangle,seemsasabsurdasifweshouldhopetoseeasound.ThisisinculcatedbecauseIimagineitmaybeofmomenttowardsclearingseveralimportantquestions,andpreventingsomeverydangerouserrorsconcerningthenatureofthesoul.WemaynotIthinkstrictlybesaidtohaveanideaofanactivebeing,orofanaction,althoughwemaybesaidtohaveanotionofthem.Ihavesomeknowledgeornotionofmymind,anditsactsaboutideas,inasmuchasIknoworunderstandwhatismeantbythosewords.WhatIknow,thatIhavesomenotionof.Iwillnotsay,thatthetermsideaandnotionmaynotbeusedconvertibly,iftheworldwillhaveitso.Butyetitconducethtoclearnessandpropriety,thatwedistinguishthingsverydifferentbydifferentnames.Itisalsotoberemarked,thatallrelationsincludinganactofthemind,wecannotsoproperlybesaidtohaveanidea,butratheranotionoftherelationsorhabitudesbetweenthings.Butifinthemodernwaythewordideaisextendedtospirits,andrelationsandacts;thisisafterallanaffairofverbalconcern.*

		Itwillnotbeamisstoadd,thatthedoctrineofabstractideashathhadnosmallshareinrenderingthosesciencesintricateandobscure,whichareparticularlyconversantaboutspiritualthings.Menhaveimaginedtheycouldframeabstractnotionsofthepowersandactsofthemind,andconsiderthem



	 

	


	prescinded,aswellfromthemindorspirititself,asfromtheirrespectiveobjectsandeffects.Henceagreatnumberofdarkandambiguoustermspresumedtostandforabstractnotions,havebeenintroducedintometaphysicsandmorality,andfromthesehavegrowninfinitedistractionsanddisputesamongstthelearned.

	
		Butnothingseemsmoretohavecontributedtowardsengagingmenincontroversiesandmistakes,withregardtothenatureandoperationsofthemind,thanthebeingusedtospeakofthosethings,intermsborrowedfromsensibleideas.Forexample,thewillistermedthemotionofthesoul:thisinfusesabelief,thatthemindofmanisasaballinmotion,impelledanddeterminedbytheobjectsofsense,asnecessarilyasthatisbythestrokeofaracket.Henceariseendlessscruplesanderrorsofdangerousconsequenceinmorality.AllwhichIdoubtnotmaybecleared,andtruthappearplain,uniform,andconsistent,couldbutphilosophersbeprevailedontoretireintothemselves,andattentivelyconsidertheirownmeaning.*

		Fromwhathathbeensaid,itisplainthatwecannotknowtheexistenceofotherspirits,otherwisethanbytheiroperations,ortheideasbythemexcitedinus.Iperceiveseveralmotions,changes,andcombinationsofideas,thatinformmetherearecertainparticularagentslikemyself,whichaccompanythem,andconcurintheirproduction.HencetheknowledgeIhaveofotherspiritsisnotimmediate,asistheknowledgeofmyideas;butdependingontheinterventionofideas,bymereferredtoagentsorspiritsdistinctfrommyself,aseffectsorconcomitantsigns.

		Butthoughtherebesomethingswhichconvinceus,humanagentsareconcernedinproducingthem;yetitisevidenttoeveryone,thatthosethingswhicharecalledtheworksofNature,thatis,thefargreaterpartoftheideasorsensationsperceivedbyus,arenotproducedby,ordependentonthewillsofmen.Thereisthereforesomeotherspiritthatcausesthem,sinceitisrepugnantthattheyshouldsubsistbythemselves.Seesect.29.Butifweattentivelyconsidertheconstantregularity,order,andconcatenationofnaturalthings,thesurprisingmagnificence,beauty,andperfection
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	ofthelarger,andtheexquisitecontrivanceofthesmallerpartsofthecreation,togetherwiththeexactharmonyandcorrespondenceofthewhole,butaboveall,theneverenoughadmiredlawsofpainandpleasure,andtheinstinctsornaturalinclinations,appetites,andpassionsofanimals;Isayifweconsiderallthesethings,andatthesametimeattendtothemeaningandimportoftheattributes,one,eternal,infinitelywise,good,andperfect,weshallclearlyperceivethattheybelongtotheaforesaidspirit,whoworksallinall,*andbywhomallthingsconsist.*

	
		Henceitisevident,thatGodisknownascertainlyand



	immediatelyasanyothermindorspiritwhatsoever,distinctfromourselves.Wemayevenassert,thattheexistenceofGodisfarmoreevidentlyperceivedthantheexistenceofmen;becausetheeffectsofNatureareinfinitelymorenumerousandconsiderable,thanthoseascribedtohumanagents.Thereisnotanyonemarkthatdenotesaman,oreffectproducedbyhim,whichdothnotmorestronglyevincethebeingofthatspiritwhoistheAuthorofNature.Foritisevidentthatinaffectingotherpersons,*thewillofmanhathnootherobject,thanbarelythemotionofthelimbsofhisbody;butthatsuchamotionshouldbeattendedby,orexciteanyideainthemindofanother,dependswhollyonthewilloftheCreator.HealoneitiswhoupholdingallthingsbytheWordofhisPower,*maintainsthatintercoursebetweenspirits,wherebytheyareabletoperceivetheexistenceofeachother.Andyetthispureandclearlightwhichenlightenseveryone,isitselfinvisible.

	
		Itseemstobeageneralpretenceoftheunthinkingherd,thattheycannotseeGod.Couldwebutseehim,saythey,asweseeaman,weshouldbelievethatheis,andbelievingobeyhiscommands.ButalasweneedonlyopenoureyestoseethesovereignLordofallthingswithamorefullandclearview,thanwedoanyoneofourfellowcreatures.NotthatIimagineweseeGod(assomewillhaveit)byadirectandimmediateview,orseecorporealthings,notbythemselves,butbyseeingthatwhichrepresentsthemintheessenceofGod,whichdoctrineisImustconfesstomeincomprehensible.ButIshallexplainmymeaning.Ahumanspiritorpersonisnotperceivedbysense,asnotbeinganidea;



	 

	


	whenthereforeweseethecolour,size,figure,andmotionsofaman,weperceiveonlycertainsensationsorideasexcitedinourownminds:andthesebeingexhibitedtoourviewinsundrydistinctcollections,servetomarkoutuntoustheexistenceoffiniteandcreatedspiritslikeourselves.Henceitisplain,wedonotseeaman,ifbymanismeantthatwhichlives,moves,perceives,andthinksaswedo:butonlysuchacertaincollectionofideas,asdirectsustothinkthereisadistinctprincipleofthoughtandmotionliketoourselves,accompanyingandrepresentedbyit.AndafterthesamemannerweseeGod;allthedifferenceis,thatwhereassomeonefiniteandnarrowassemblageofideasdenotesaparticularhumanmind,whithersoeverwedirectourview,wedoatalltimesandinallplacesperceivemanifesttokensofthedivinity:everythingwesee,hear,feel,oranywiseperceivebysense,beingasignoreffectofthePowerofGod;asisourperceptionofthoseverymotions,whichareproducedbymen.

	
		Itisthereforeplain,thatnothingcanbemoreevidenttoanyonethatiscapableoftheleastreflexion,thantheexistenceofGod,oraspiritwhoisintimatelypresenttoourminds,producinginthemallthatvarietyofideasorsensations,whichcontinuallyaffectus,onwhomwehaveanabsoluteandentiredependence,inshort,inwhomwelive,andmove,andhaveourbeing.Thatthediscoveryofthisgreattruthwhichliessonearandobvioustothemind,shouldbeattainedtobythereasonofsoveryfew,isasadinstanceofthestupidityandinattentionofmen,who,thoughtheyaresurroundedwithsuchclearmanifestationsoftheDeity,areyetsolittleaffectedbythem,thattheyseemasitwereblindedwithexcessoflight.



	150.Butyouwillsay,hathNaturenoshareintheproductionofnaturalthings,andmusttheybeallascribedtotheimmediateandsoleoperationofGod?Ianswer,ifbyNatureismeantonlythevisibleseriesofeffects,orsensationsimprintedonourmindsaccordingtocertainfixedandgenerallaws:thenitisplain,thatNaturetakeninthissensecannotproduceanythingatall.ButifbyNatureismeantsomebeingdistinctfromGod,aswellasfromtheLawsofNature,andthingsperceivedbysense,Imustconfessthatwordistomean

	 

	
emptysound,withoutanyintelligiblemeaningannexedtoit.Natureinthisacceptationisavainchimeraintroducedbythoseheathens,whohadnotjustnotionsoftheomnipresenceandinfiniteperfectionofGod.Butitismoreunaccountable,thatitshouldbereceivedamongChristiansprofessingbeliefintheHolyScriptures,whichconstantlyascribethoseeffectstotheimmediatehandofGod,thatheathenphilosophersarewonttoimputetoNature.TheLord,hecauseththevapourstoascend;hemakethlightningswithrain;hebringethforththewindoutofhistreasures,Jerem.,chap.ro.ver.r3.Heturneththeshadowofdeathintothemorning,andmakeththedaydarkwithnight,Amos,chap.5·ver.8.Hevisiteththeearth,andmakethitsoftwithshowers:heblesseththespringingthereof,andcrowneththeyearwithhisgoodness;sothatthepasturesareclothedwithflocks,andthevalleysarecoveredoverwithcorn.SeePsalm65.ButnotwithstandingthatthisistheconstantlanguageofScripture;yetwehaveIknownotwhataversionfrombelieving,thatGodconcernshimselfsonearlyinouraffairs.Fainwouldwesupposehimatagreatdistanceoff,andsubstitutesomeblindunthinkingdeputyinhisstead,though(ifwemaybelieveSaintPaul)hebenotfarfromeveryoneofus.

	151.ItwillIdoubtnotbeobjected,thattheslowandgradualmethodsobservedintheproductionofnaturalthings,donotseemtohavefortheircausetheimmediatehandofanalmightyAgent.Besides,monsters,untimelybirths,fruitsblastedintheblossom,rainsfallingindesertplaces,miseriesincidenttohumanlife,aresomanyargumentsthatthewholeframeofNatureisnotimmediatelyactuatedandsuperintendedbyaspiritofinfinitewisdomandgoodness.Buttheanswertothisobjectionisinagoodmeasureplainfromsect.62,itbeingvisible,thattheaforesaidmethodsofNatureareabsolutelynecessary,inordertoworkingbythemostsimpleandgeneralrules,andafterasteadyandconsistentmanner;whicharguesboththewisdomandgoodnessofGod.SuchistheartificialcontrivanceofthismightymachineofNature,thatwhilstitsmotionsandvariousphenomenastrikeonoursenses,thehandwhichactuatesthewholeisitselfunperceivabletomenoffleshandblood.Verily(saiththe

	 

	
prophet)thouartaGodthathidestthyself,Isaiah,chap.45.ver.15.ButthoughGodconcealhimselffromtheeyesofthesensualandlazy,whowillnotbeattheleastexpenceofthought;yettoanunbiassedandattentivemind,nothingcanbemoreplainlylegible,thantheintimatepresenceofanallwiseSpirit,whofashions,regulates,andsustainsthewholesystemofbeing.Itisclearfromwhatwehaveelsewhereobserved,thattheoperatingaccordingtogeneralandstatedlaws,issonecessaryforourguidanceintheaffairsoflife,andlettingusintothesecretofNature,thatwithoutit,allreachandcompassofthought,allhumansagacityanddesigncouldservetonomannerofpurpose:itwereevenimpossiblethereshouldbeanysuchfacultiesorpowersinthemind.Seesect.

	
		Whichoneconsiderationabundantlyout-balanceswhateverparticularinconveniencesmaythencearise.



	
		Weshouldfurtherconsider,thattheveryblemishesanddefectsofNaturearenotwithouttheiruse,inthattheymakeanagreeablefortofvariety,andaugmentthebeautyoftherestofthecreation,asshadesinapictureservetosetoffthebrighterandmoreenlightenedparts.Wewouldlikewisedowelltoexamine,whetherourtaxingthewasteofseedsandembryos,andaccidentaldestructionofplantsandanimals,beforetheycometofullmaturity,asanimprudenceintheAuthorofNature,benottheeffectofprejudicecontractedbyourfamiliaritywithimpotentandsavingmortals.Inmanindeedathriftymanagementofthosethings,whichhecannotprocurewithoutmuchpainsandindustry,maybeesteemedwisdom.Butwemustnotimagine,thattheinexplicablyfinemachineofananimalorvegetable,coststhegreatCreatoranymorepainsortroubleinitsproductionthanapebbledoth:nothingbeingmoreevident,thanthatanomnipotentspiritcanindifferentlyproduceeverythingbyamerefiatoractofhiswill.Henceitisplain,thatthesplendidprofusionofnaturalthingsshouldnotbeinterpreted,weaknessorprodigalityintheagentwhoproducesthem,butratherbelookedonasanargumentoftherichesofhispower.

		Asforthemixtureofpainoruneasinesswhichisintheworld,pursuanttothegenerallawsofNature,andtheactionsoffiniteimperfectspirits:this,inthestateweareinatpresent



	 

	
isindispensablynecessarytoourwell-being.Butourprospectsaretoonarrow:wetake,forinstance,theideaofsomeoneparticularpainintoourthoughts,andaccountitevil;whereasifweenlargeourview,soastocomprehendthevariousends,connexions,anddependenciesofthings,onwhatoccasionsandinwhatproportionsweareaffectedwithpainandpleasure,thenatureofhumanfreedom,andthedesignwithwhichweareputintotheworld;weshallbeforcedtoacknowledgethatthoseparticularthings,whichconsideredinthemselvesappeartobeevil,havethenatureofgood,whenconsideredaslinkedwiththewholesystemofbeings.

	
		Fromwhathathbeensaiditwillbemanifesttoanyconsideringperson,thatitismerelyforwantofattentionandcomprehensivenessofmind,thatthereareanyfavourersofatheismortheManicheanheresy*tobefound.LittleandunreflectingsoulsmayindeedburlesquetheworksofProvidence,thebeautyandorderwhereoftheyhavenotcapacity,orwillnotbeatthepainstocomprehend.Butthosewhoaremastersofanyjustnessandextentofthought,andarewithalusedtoreflect,canneversufficientlyadmirethedivinetracesofwisdomandgoodnessthatshinethroughouttheeconomyofNature.Butwhattruthistherewhichshinethsostronglyonthemind,thatbyanaversionofthought,awilfulshuttingoftheeyes,wemaynotescapeseeingit?Isitthereforetobewonderedat,ifthegeneralityofmen,whoareeverintentonbusinessorpleasure,andlittleusedtofixoropentheeyeoftheirmind,shouldnothaveallthatconvictionandevidenceofthebeingofGod,whichmightbeexpectedinreasonablecreatures?

		Weshouldratherwonder,thatmencanbefoundsostupidastoneglect,thanthatneglectingtheyshouldbeunconvincedofsuchanevidentandmomentoustruth.Andyetitistobefearedthattoomanyofpartsandleisure,wholiveinChristiancountries,aremerelythroughasupineanddreadfulnegligencesunkintoasortofatheism.Sinceitisdownrightimpossible,thatasoulpiercedandenlightenedwithathoroughsenseoftheomnipresence,holiness,andjusticeofthatAlmightySpirit,shouldpersistinaremorselessviolationofhis



	 

	
laws.Weoughtthereforeearnestlytomeditateanddwellonthoseimportantpoints;thatsowemayattainconvictionwithoutallscruple,thattheeyesoftheLordareineveryplacebeholdingtheevilandthegood;thatheiswithusandkeepethusinallplaceswhitherwego,andgivethusbreadtoeat,andraimenttoputon;thatheispresentandconscioustoourinnermostthoughts;andthatwehaveamostabsoluteandimmediatedependenceonhim.Aclearviewofwhichgreattruthscannotchoosebutfillourheartswithanawfulcircumspectionandholyfear,whichisthestongestincentivetovirtue,andthebestguardagainstvice.

	
		Forafterall,whatdeservesthefirstplaceinourstudies,istheconsiderationofGod,andourduty;whichtopromote,asitwasthemaindriftanddesignofmylabours,soshallIesteemthemaltogetheruselessandineffectual,ifbywhatIhavesaidIcannotinspiremyreaderswithapioussenseofthepresenceofGod:andhavingshewnthefalsenessorvanityofthosebarrenspeculations,whichmakethechiefemploymentoflearnedmen,thebetterdisposethemtoreverenceandembracethesalutarytruthsoftheGospel,whichtoknowandtopractiseisthehighestperfectionofhumannature.
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	THEPREFACE*

	

	

	Thoughitseemsthegeneralopinionoftheworld,nolessthanthedesignofNatureandProvidence,thattheendofspeculationbepractice,ortheimprovementandregulationofourlivesandactions;yetthose,whoaremostaddictedtospeculativestudies,seemasgenerallyofanothermind.And,indeed,ifweconsiderthepainsthathavebeentaken,toperplextheplainestthings,thatdistrustofthesenses,thosedoubtsandscruples,thoseabstractionsandrefinementsthatoccurintheveryentranceofthesciences;itwillnotseemstrange,thatmenofleisureandcuriosityshouldlaythemselvesoutinfruitlessdisquisitions,withoutdescendingtothepracticalpartsoflife,orinformingthemselvesinthemorenecessaryandimportantpartsofknowledge.

	Uponthecommonprinciplesofphilosophers,wearenotassuredoftheexistenceofthingsfromtheirbeingperceived.Andwearetaughttodistinguishtheirrealnaturefromthatwhichfallsunderoursenses.Hencearisescepticismandparadoxes.Itisnotenough,thatweseeandfeel,thatwetasteandsmellathing.Itstruenature,itsabsoluteexternalentity,isstillconcealed.For,thoughitbethefictionofourownbrain,wehavemadeitinaccessibletoallourfaculties.Senseisfallacious,reasondefective.Wespendourlivesindoubtingofthosethingswhichothermenevidentlyknow,andbelievingthosethingswhichtheylaughat,anddespise.

	Inorder,therefore,todivertthebusymindofmanfromvainresearches,itseemednecessarytoinquireintothesourceofitsperplexities;and,ifpossible,tolaydownsuchprinciples,as,byaneasysolutionofthem,togetherwiththeirownnativeevidence,may,atonce,recommendthemselvesforgenuinetothemind,andrescueitfromthoseendlesspursuitsitisengagedin.Which,withaplaindemonstrationoftheimmediateProvidenceofanall-seeingGod,andthenaturalimmortalityofthesoul,shouldseemthereadiestpreparation,aswellasthestrongestmotive,tothestudyandpracticeofvirtue.

	ThisdesignIproposed,intheFirstPartofaTreatisecon-
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	cerningthePrinciplesofHumanKnowledge,publishedintheyearI7IO.But,beforeIproceedtopublishtheSecondPart,IthoughtitrequisitetotreatmoreclearlyandfullyofcertainprincipleslaiddownintheFirst,andtoplacetheminanewlight.WhichisthebusinessofthefollowingDialogues.

	Inthistreatise,whichdoesnotpresupposeinthereader,anyknowledgeofwhatwascontainedintheformer,ithasbeenmyaimtointroducethenotionsIadvance,intothemind,inthemosteasyandfamiliarmanner;especially,becausetheycarrywiththemagreatoppositiontotheprejudicesofphilosophers,whichhavesofarprevailedagainstthecommonsenseandnaturalnotionsofmankind.

	Iftheprinciples,whichIhereendeavourtopropagate,are

	admittedfortrue;theconsequenceswhich,Ithink,evidentlyflowfromthence,are,thatatheismandscepticismwillbeutterlydestroyed,manyintricatepointsmadeplain,greatdifficultiessolved,severaluselesspartsofscienceretrenched,speculationreferredtopractice,andmenreducedfromparadoxestocommonsense.

	Andalthoughitmay,perhaps,seemanuneasyreflexionto

	some,thatwhentheyhavetakenacircuitthroughsomanyrefinedandunvulgarnotions,theyshouldatlastcometothinklikeothermen:yet,methinks,thisreturntothesimpledictatesofNature,afterhavingwanderedthroughthewildmazesofphilosophy,isnotunpleasant.Itislikecominghomefromalongvoyage:amanreflectswithpleasureonthemanydifficultiesandperplexitieshehaspassedthrough,setshisheartatease,andenjoyshimselfwithmoresatisfactionforthefuture.

	Asitwasmyintentiontoconvincescepticsandinfidelsbyreason,soithasbeenmyendeavourstrictlytoobservethemostrigidlawsofreasoning.And,toanimpartialreader,Ihope,itwillbemanifest,thatthesublimenotionofaGod,andthecomfortableexpectationofimmortality,donaturallyarisefromacloseandmethodicalapplicationofthought:whatevermaybetheresultofthatloose,ramblingway,notaltogetherimproperlytermedfree-thinking,bycertainlibertinesinthought,whocannomoreenduretherestraintsoflogic,thanthoseofreligion,orgovernment.

	Itwill,perhaps,beobjectedtomydesign,thatsofarasit
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	tendstoeasethemindofdifficultanduselessinquiries,itcanaffectonlyafewspeculativepersons;but,ifbytheirspeculationsrightlyplaced,thestudyofmoralityandtheLawofNaturewerebroughtmoreintofashionamongmenofpartsandgenius,thediscouragementsthatdrawtoscepticismremoved,themeasuresofrightandwrongaccuratelydefined,andtheprinciplesofnaturalreligionreducedintoregularsystems,asartfullydisposedandclearlyconnectedasthoseofsomeothersciences:therearegroundstothink,theseeffectswouldnotonlyhaveagradualinfluenceinrepairingthetoomuchdefacedsenseofvirtueintheworld;butalso,byshewing,thatsuchpartsofrevelation,asliewithinthereachofhumaninquiry,aremostagreeabletorightreason,woulddisposeallprudent,unprejudicedpersons,toamodestandwarytreatmentofthosesacredmysteries,whichareabovethecomprehensionofourfaculties.

	Itremains,thatIdesirethereadertowithholdhiscensureoftheseDialogues,tillhehasreadthemthrough.Otherwise,hemaylaythemasideinamistakeoftheirdesign,oronaccountofdifficultiesorobjectionswhichhewouldfindansweredinthesequel.Atreatiseofthisnaturewouldrequiretobeoncereadovercoherently,inordertocomprehenditsdesign,theproofs,solutionofdifficulties,andtheconnexionanddispositionofitsparts.Ifitbethoughttodeserveasecondreading;this,Iimagine,willmaketheentireschemeveryplain:especially,ifrecoursebehadtoanEssayIwrote,someyearssince,uponvision,andtheTreatiseconcerningthePrinciplesofHumanKnowledge.WhereindiversnotionsadvancedintheseDialogues,arefartherpursued,orplacedindifferentlights,andotherpointshandled,whichnaturallytendtoconfirmandillustratethem.
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	THREEDIALOGUESBETWEENHYLASANDPHILONOUS

	

	

	THEFIRSTDIALOGUE

	

	PHILONous.*Goodmorrow,Hylas:Ididnotexpecttofindyouabroadsoearly.

	HYLAS.*Itisindeedsomethingunusual;butmythoughtsweresotakenupwithasubjectIwasdiscoursingoflastnight,thatfindingIcouldnotsleep,Iresolvedtoriseandtakeaturninthegarden.

	PHILONous.Ithappenedwell,toletyouseewhatinnocentandagreeablepleasuresyouloseeverymorning.Cantherebeapleasantertimeoftheday,oramoredelightfulseasonoftheyear?Thatpurplesky,thesewildbutsweetnotesofbirds,thefragrantbloomuponthetreesandflowers,thegentleinfluenceoftherisingsun,theseandathousandnamelessbeautiesofnatureinspirethesoulwithsecrettransports;itsfacultiestoobeingatthistimefreshandlively,arefitforthosemeditations,whichthesolitudeofagardenandtranquillityofthemorningnaturallydisposeusto.ButIamafraidIinterruptyourthoughts:foryouseemedveryintentonsomething.

	HvLAs.Itistrue,Iwas,andshallbeobligedtoyouifyouwill

	permitmetogooninthesamevein;notthatIwouldbyanymeansdeprivemyselfofyourcompany,formythoughtsalwaysflowmoreeasilyinconversationwithafriend,thanwhenIamalone:butmyrequestis,thatyouwouldsuffermetoimpartmyreflexionstoyou.

	PHILONous.Withallmyheart,itiswhatIshouldhaverequestedmyself,ifyouhadnotpreventedme.

	HYLAS.Iwasconsideringtheoddfateofthosemenwho

	haveinallages,throughanaffectationofbeingdistinguishedfromthevulgar,orsomeunaccountableturnofthought,pretendedeithertobelievenothingatall,ortobelievethemostextravagantthingsintheworld.Thishow-
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	evermightbeborne,iftheirparadoxesandscepticismdidnotdrawafterthemsomeconsequencesofgeneraldisadvantagetomankind.Butthemischiefliethhere;thatwhenmenoflessleisureseethemwhoaresupposedtohavespenttheirwholetimeinthepursuitsofknowledge,professinganentireignoranceofallthings,oradvancingsuchnotionsasarerepugnanttoplainandcommonlyreceivedprinciples,theywillbetemptedtoentertainsuspicionsconcerningthemostimportanttruths,whichtheyhadhithertoheldsacredandunquestionable.

	PHILONous.Ientirelyagreewithyou,astotheilltendencyoftheaffecteddoubtsofsomephilosophers,andfantasticalconceitsofothers.Iamevensofargoneoflateinthisway

	ofthinking,thatIhavequittedseveralofthesublimenotionsIhadgotintheirschoolsforvulgaropinions.AndIgiveityouonmyword,sincethisrevoltfrommetaphysicalnotionstotheplaindictatesofNatureandcommonsense,

	Ifindmyunderstandingstrangelyenlightened,sothatIcannoweasilycomprehendagreatmanythingswhichbefore

	wereallmysteryandriddle.

	HYLAs.IamgladtofindtherewasnothingintheaccountsI

	heardofyou.

	PHILONous.Pray,whatwerethose?

	HYLAs.Youwererepresentedinlastnight'sconversation,asonewhomaintainedthemostextravagantopinionthateverenteredintothemindofman,towit,thatthereisnosuchthingasmaterialsubstanceintheworld.

	PHILONous.Thatthereisnosuchthingaswhatphilosopherscallmaterialsubstance,Iamseriouslypersuaded:butifIweremadetoseeanythingabsurdorscepticalinthis,Ishouldthenhavethesamereasontorenouncethis,thatIimagineIhavenowtorejectthecontraryopinion.

	HYLAS.What!cananythingbemorefantastical,morere

	pugnanttocommonsense,oramoremanifestpieceofscepticism,thantobelievethereisnosuchthingasmatter?PHILONous.Softly,goodHylas.Whatifitshouldprove,thatyou,whoholdthereis,arebyvirtueofthatopinionagreatersceptic,andmaintainmoreparadoxesandrepugnanciestocommonsense,thanIwhobelievenosuch

	thing?
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	HYLAS.Youmayassoonpersuademe,thepartisgreaterthanthewhole,asthat,inordertoavoidabsurdityandscepticism,Ishouldeverbeobligedtogiveupmyopinioninthispoint.

	PHILONous.Wellthen,areyoucontenttoadmitthatopinionfortrue,whichuponexaminationshallappearmostagreeabletocommonsense,andremotefromscepticism?HYLAS.Withallmyheart.SinceyouareforraisingdisputesabouttheplainestthingsinNature,Iamcontentforonceto

	hearwhatyouhavetosay.

	PHILONous.Pray,Hylas,whatdoyoumeanbyasceptic?

	HYLAs.Imeanwhatallmenmean,onethatdoubtsofeverything.

	PHILONous.Hethenwhoentertainsnodoubtconcerningsomeparticularpoint,withregardtothatpointcannotbethoughtasceptic.

	HYLAS.Iagreewithyou.

	PH1LoNous.Whetherdothdoubtingconsistinembracingtheaffirmativeornegativesideofaquestion?

	HYLAs.Inneither;forwhoeverunderstandsEnglish,cannot

	butknowthatdoubtingsignifiesasuspensebetweenboth.PHILONous.Hethenthatdeniethanypoint,cannomorebesaidtodoubtofit,thanhewhoaffirmethitwiththesame

	degreeofassurance.HYLAS.True.

	PHILONous.Andconsequently,forsuchhisdenialisno

	moretobeesteemedascepticthantheother.HYLAS.Iacknowledgeit.

	PHILONous.Howcomethittopassthen,Hylas,thatyoupronouncemeasceptic,becauseIdenywhatyouaffirm,towit,theexistenceofmatter?Since,foroughtyoucantell,Iamasperemptoryinmydenial,asyouinyouraffirmation.*HYLAS.Hold,Philonous,Ihavebeenalittleoutinmydefinition;buteveryfalsestepamanmakesindiscourseisnot

	tobeinsistedon.Isaidindeed,thatascepticwasonewhodoubtedofeverything;butIshouldhaveadded,orwhodeniestherealityandtruthofthings.

	PHILONous.Whatthings?Doyoumeantheprinciplesandtheoremsofsciences?Buttheseyouknowareuniversalintellectualnotions,andconsequentlyindependentof

	 

	


	matter;thedenialthereforeofthisdothnotimplythedenyingthem.

	HYLAS.Igrantit.Butaretherenootherthings?Whatthink

	youofdistrustingthesenses,ofdenyingtherealexistenceofsensiblethings,orpretendingtoknownothingofthem.Isnotthissufficienttodenominateamanasceptic?

	PHILONOUS.Shallwethereforeexaminewhichofusitisthatdeniestherealityofsensiblethings,orprofessesthegreatestignoranceofthem;since,ifItakeyourightly,heistobeesteemedthegreatestsceptic?

	HYLAS.ThatiswhatIdesire.

	PHILONOUS.Whatmeanyoubysensiblethings?

	HYLAs.Thosethingswhichareperceivedbythesenses.CanyouimaginethatImeananythingelse?

	PHILONOUS.Pardonme,Hylas,ifIamdesirousclearlyto

	apprehendyournotions,sincethismaymuchshortenourinquiry.Suffermethentoaskyouthisfartherquestion.Arethosethingsonlyperceivedbythesenseswhichareperceivedimmediately?Ormaythosethingsproperlybesaidtobesensible,whichareperceivedmediately,ornotwithouttheinterventionofothers?

	HYLAs.Idonotsufficientlyunderstandyou.

	PHILONous.Inreadingabook,whatIimmediatelyperceivearetheletters,butmediately,orbymeansofthestf,aresuggestedtomymindthenotionsofGod,virtue,truth,

	&c.Now,thatthelettersaretrulysensiblethings,orperceivedbysense,thereisnodoubt:butIwouldknowwhetheryoutakethethingssuggestedbythemtobesotoo.HYLAS.Nocertainly,itwereabsurdtothinkGodorVirtuesensiblethings,thoughtheymaybesignifiedandsuggested

	tothemindbysensiblemarks,withwhichtheyhaveanarbitraryconnexion.

	PHILONOus.Itseemsthen,thatbysensiblethingsyoumeanthoseonlywhichcanbeperceivedimmediatelybysense.

	HYLAS.Right.

	PHILONous.Dothitnotfollowfromthis,thatthoughIsee

	onepartoftheskyred,andanotherblue,andthatmyreasondoththenceevidentlyconcludetheremustbesomecauseofthatdiversityofcolours,yetthatcausecannotbe
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	saidtobeasensiblething,orperceivedbythesenseofseeing?

	HYLAS.Itdoth.

	PHILONous.Inlikemanner,thoughIhearvarietyofsounds,yetIcannotbesaidtohearthecauseofthosesounds.

	HYLAS.Youcannot.

	PHILONous.AndwhenbymytouchIperceiveathingtobehotandheavy,Icannotsaywithanytruthorpropriety,thatIfeelthecauseofitsheatorweight.

	HYLAs.Topreventanymorequestionsofthiskind,Itellyouonceforall,thatbysensiblethingsImeanthoseonlywhichareperceivedbysense,andthatintruththesensesperceivenothingwhichtheydonotperceiveimmediately:fortheymakenoinferences.Thededucingthereforeofcausesoroccasionsfromeffectsandappearances,whichaloneareperceivedbysense,entirelyrelatestoreason.

	PHILONous.Thispointthenisagreedbetweenus,thatsensiblethingsarethoseonlywhichareimmediatelyperceivedbysense.Youwillfartherinformme,whetherweimmediatelyperceivebysightanythingbesidelight,andcolours,andfigures:orbyhearing,anythingbutsounds:bythepalate,anythingbesidetastes:bythesmell,besideodours:orbythetouch,morethantangiblequalities.

	HYLAS.Wedonot.

	PHILoNous.Itseemstherefore,thatifyoutakeawayallsensiblequalities,thereremainsnothingsensible.

	HYLAS.Igrantit.

	PHILONOUS.Sensiblethingsthereforearenothingelsebutsomanysensiblequalities,orcombinationsofsensiblequalities.

	HYLAS.Nothingelse.

	PHILoNous.Heatthenisasensiblething.

	HYLAS.Certainly.

	PHILONous.Doththerealityofsensiblethingsconsistinbeingperceived?or,isitsomethingdistinctfromtheirbeingperceived,andthatbearsnorelationtothemind?

	HYLAS.Toexistisonething,andtobeperceivedisanother.

	PHILONous.Ispeakwithregardtosensiblethingsonly:and

	 

	


	oftheseIask,whetherbytheirrealexistenceyoumeanasubsistenceexteriortothemind,anddistinctfromtheirbeingperceived?

	HYLAs.Imeanarealabsolutebeing,distinctfrom,andwithoutanyrelationtotheirbeingperceived.

	PH1LONous.Heattherefore,ifitbeallowedarealbeing,

	mustexistwithoutthemind.HYLAS.Itmust.

	PHILONous.Tellme,Hylas,isthisrealexistenceequallycompatibletoalldegreesofheat,whichweperceive:oristhereanyreasonwhyweshouldattributeittosome,anddenyitothers?Andiftherebe,prayletmeknowthatreason.

	HYLAS.Whateverdegreeofheatweperceivebysense,wemaybesurethesameexistsintheobjectthatoccasionsit.

	PHILoNous.What,thegreatestaswellastheleast?

	HYLAs.Itellyou,thereasonisplainlythesameinrespectofboth:theyarebothperceivedbysense;nay,thegreaterdegreeofheatismoresensiblyperceived;andconsequently,ifthereisanydifference,wearemorecertainofitsrealexistencethanwecanbeoftherealityofalesserdegree.

	PHILONOUS.Butisnotthemostvehementandintensedegreeofheataverygreatpain?*

	HYLAS.Noonecandenyit.

	PHILONOUS.Andisanyunperceivingthingcapableofpainorpleasure?

	HYLAS.Nocertainly.

	PHILoNous.Isyourmaterialsubstanceasenselessbeing,orabeingendowedwithsenseandperception?

	HYLAs.Itissenseless,withoutdoubt.

	PHILONous.Itcannotthereforebethesubjectofpain.HYLAS.Bynomeans.

	PHILONOUS.Norconsequentlyofthegreatestheatperceivedbysense,sinceyouacknowledgethistobenosmallpain.

	HYLAS.Igrantit.

	PHILONous.Whatshallwesaythenofyourexternalobject;isitamaterialsubstance,orno?
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	HYLAs.Itisamaterialsubstancewiththesensiblequalitiesinheringinit.

	PHILoNous.Howthencanagreatheatexistinit,sinceyou

	ownitcannotinamaterialsubstance?Idesireyouwouldclearthispoint.

	HYLAs.Hold,Philonous,IfearIwasoutinyieldingintenseheattobeapain.Itshouldseemrather,thatpainissomethingdistinctfromheat,andtheconsequenceoreffectofit.

	PH1LoNous.Uponputtingyourhandnearthefire,do

	youperceiveonesimpleuniformsensation,ortwodistinctsensations?

	HYLAS.Butonesimplesensation.

	PHILoNous.Isnottheheatimmediatelyperceived?

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONOUS.Andthepain?HYLAS.True.

	PHILoNous.Seeingthereforetheyarebothimmediatelyperceivedatthesametime,andthefireaffectsyouonlywithonesimple,oruncompoundedidea,itfollowsthatthissamesimpleideaisboththeintenseheatimmediatelyperceived,andthepain;andconsequently,thattheintenseheatimmediatelyperceived,isnothingdistinctfromaparticularsortofpain.

	HYLAS.Itseemsso.

	PHILONOUS.Again,tryinyourthoughts,Hylas,ifyoucanconceiveavehementsensationtobewithoutpain,orpleasure.

	HYLAS.Icannot.

	PH1LoNous.Orcanyouframetoyourselfanideaofsens

	iblepainorpleasureingeneral,abstractedfromeveryparticularideaofheat,cold,tastes,smells?&c.

	HYLAS.IdonotfindthatIcan.

	PHILONous.Dothitnotthereforefollow,thatsensiblepainisnothingdistinctfromthosesensationsorideas,inanintensedegree?

	HYLAs.Itisundeniable;andtospeakthetruth,Ibeginto

	suspectaverygreatheatcannotexistbutinamindperceivingit.

	 

	


	PHILONous.What!areyoutheninthatscepticalstateofsuspense,betweenaffirminganddenying?

	HYLAs.IthinkImaybepositiveinthepoint.Averyviolentandpainfulheatcannotexistwithoutthemind.

	PHILONous.Ithathnottherefore,accordingtoyou,any

	realbeing.HYLAS.Iownit.

	PHILONous.Isitthereforecertain,thatthereisnobodyinnaturereallyhot?

	HYLAs.Ihavenotdeniedthereisanyrealheatinbodies.Ionlysay,thereisnosuchthingasanintenserealheat.

	PHILONOUS.Butdidyounotsaybefore,thatalldegreesof

	heatwereequallyreal:oriftherewasanydifference,thatthegreaterweremoreundoubtedlyrealthanthelesser?

	HYLAS.True:butitwas,becauseIdidnotthenconsiderthegroundthereisfordistinguishingbetweenthem,whichInowplainlysee.Anditisthis:becauseintenseheatisnothingelsebutaparticularkindofpainfulsensation;andpaincannotexistbutinaperceivingbeing;itfollowsthatnointenseheatcanreallyexistinanunperceivingcorporealsubstance.Butthisisnoreasonwhyweshoulddenyheatinaninferiordegreetoexistinsuchasubstance.

	PHILONous.Buthowshallwebeabletodiscernthosedegreesofheatwhichexistonlyinthemind,fromthosewhichexistwithoutit?

	HYLAS.Thatisnodifficultmatter.Youknow,theleastpaincannotexistunperceived;whateverthereforedegreeofheatisapain,existsonlyinthemind.Butasforallotherdegreesofheat,nothingobligesustothinkthesameofthem.

	PHILONOUS.Ithinkyougrantedbefore,thatnounper

	ceivingbeingwascapableofpleasure,anymorethanofpain.

	HYLAS.Idid.

	PH1LoNous.Andisnotwarmth,oramoregentledegreeofheatthanwhatcausesuneasiness,apleasure?

	HYLAS.Whatthen?

	PH1LoNous.Consequentlyitcannotexistwithoutthemind

	inanyunperceivingsubstance,orbody.

	 

	


	HYLAS.Soitseems.

	PHILoNous.Sincetherefore,aswellthosedegreesofheatthatarenotpainful,asthosethatare,canexistonlyinathinkingsubstance;maywenotconcludethatexternalbodiesareabsolutelyincapableofanydegreeofheatwhatsoever?

	HYLAS.Onsecondthoughts,Idonotthinkitsoevidentthatwarmthisapleasure,asthatagreatdegreeofheatisapain.PHILONous.Idonotpretendthatwarmthisasgreatapleasureasheatisapain.Butifyougrantittobeevena

	smallpleasure,itservestomakegoodmyconclusion.

	HYLAs.Icouldrathercallitanindolence.Itseemstobenothingmorethanaprivationofbothpainandpleasure.Andthatsuchaqualityorstateasthismayagreetoanunthinkingsubstance,Ihopeyouwillnotdeny.

	PHILONous.Ifyouareresolvedtomaintainthatwarmth,oragentledegreeofheat,isnopleasure,Iknownothowtoconvinceyouotherwise,thanbyappealingtoyourownsense.Butwhatthinkyouofcold?

	HYLAS.ThesamethatIdoofheat.Anintensedegreeofcoldisapain;fortofeelaverygreatcold,istoperceiveagreatuneasiness:itcannotthereforeexistwithoutthemind;butalesserdegreeofcoldmay,aswellasalesserdegreeofheat.PHILoNous.Thosebodiestherefore,uponwhoseapplicationtoourown,weperceiveamoderatedegreeofheat,mustbeconcludedtohaveamoderatedegreeofheatorwarmthinthem:andthose,uponwhoseapplicationwefeel

	alikedegreeofcold,mustbethoughttohavecoldinthem.

	HYLAS.Theymust.

	PH1LoNous.Cananydoctrinebetruethatnecessarilyleads

	amanintoanabsurdity?HYLAS.Withoutdoubtitcannot.

	PHILONous.Isitnotanabsurditytothinkthatthesamethingshouldbeatthesametimebothcoldandwarm?

	HYLAS.Jtis.

	PHILONOUS.Supposenowoneofyourhandshot,andtheothercold,andthattheyarebothatonceputintothesamevesselofwater,inanintermediatestate;willnotthewaterseemcoldtoonehand,andwarmtotheother?

	 

	


	HYLAS.Itwill.

	PHTLONOUS.Oughtwenotthereforebyyourprinciplestoconclude,itisreallybothcoldandwarmatthesametime,thatis,accordingtoyourownconcession,tobelieveanabsurdity.

	HYLAS.Iconfessitseemsso.

	PHTLoNous.Consequently,theprinciplesthemselvesarefalse,sinceyouhavegrantedthatnotrueprincipleleadstoanabsurdity.

	HYLAS.Butafterall,cananythingbemoreabsurdthanto

	say,thereisnoheatinthefire?

	PHILONous.Tomakethepointstillclearer;tellme,whetherintwocasesexactlyalike,weoughtnottomakethesamejudgment?

	HYLAS.Weought.

	PHILONous.Whenapinpricksyourfinger,dothitnotrend

	anddividethefibresofyourflesh?HYLAS.Itdoth.

	PHILONOus.Andwhenacoalburnsyourfinger,dothitanymore?

	HYLAS.Itdothnot.

	PHILONous.Sincethereforeyouneitherjudgethesensa

	tionitselfoccasionedbythepin,noranythinglikeittobeinthepin;youshouldnot,conformablytowhatyouhavenowgranted,judgethesensationoccasionedbythefire,oranythinglikeit,tobeinthefire.

	HYLAS.Well,sinceitmustbeso,Iamcontenttoyieldthispoint,andacknowledge,thatheatandcoldareonlysensationsexistinginourminds:buttherestillremainqualitiesenoughtosecuretherealityofexternalthings.

	PHILONOUS.Butwhatwillyousay,Hylas,ifitshallappearthatthecaseisthesamewithregardtoallothersensiblequalities,andthattheycannomorebesupposedtoexistwithoutthemind,thanheatandcold?

	HYLAS.Thenindeedyouwillhavedonesomethingtothe

	purpose;butthatiswhatIdespairofseeingproved.

	PHTLONOUS.Letusexaminetheminorder.Whatthinkyouoftastes,dotheyexistwithoutthemind,orno?

	HYLAS.Cananymaninhissensesdoubtwhethersugarissweet,orwormwoodbitter?

	 

	


	PHILONOUS.Informme,Hylas.Isasweettasteaparticularkindofpleasureorpleasantsensation,orisitnot?

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONous.Andisnotbitternesssomekindofuneasinessorpain?

	HYLAS.Igrantit.

	PHILONOUS.Ifthereforesugarandwormwoodareunthinkingcorporealsubstancesexistingwithoutthemind,howcansweetnessandbitterness,thatis,pleasureandpain,agreetothem?

	HYLAS.Hold,Philonous,Inowseewhatitwasdeludedmeallthistime.Youaskedwhetherheatandcold,sweetnessandbitterness,werenotparticularsortsofpleasureandpain;towhichIansweredsimply,thattheywere.WhereasIshouldhavethusdistinguished:thosequalities,asperceivedbyus,arepleasuresorpains,butnotasexistingintheexternalobjects.Wemustnotthereforeconcludeabsolutely,thatthereisnoheatinthefire,orsweetnessinthesugar,butonlythatheatorsweetness,asperceivedbyus,arenotinthefireorsugar.Whatsayyoutothis?

	PHILONOUs.Isayitisnothingtothepurpose.Ourdiscourseproceededaltogetherconcerningsensiblethings,whichyoudefinedtobethethingsweimmediatelyperceivebyoursenses.Whateverotherqualitiesthereforeyouspeakof,asdistinctfromthese,Iknownothingofthem,neitherdotheyatallbelongtothepointindispute.Youmayindeedpretendtohavediscoveredcertainqualitieswhichyoudonotperceive,andassertthoseinsensiblequalitiesexistinfireandsugar.Butwhatusecanbemadeofthistoyourpresentpurpose,Iamatalosstoconceive.Tellmethenoncemore,doyouacknowledgethatheatandcold,sweetnessandbitterness(meaningthosequalitieswhichareperceivedbythesenses)donotexistwithoutthemind?

	HYLAS.Iseeitistonopurposetoholdout,soIgiveupthecauseastothosementionedqualities.ThoughIprofessitsoundsoddly,tosaythatsugarisnotsweet.

	PHILONous.Butforyourfarthersatisfaction,takethisalongwithyou:thatwhichatothertimesseemssweet,shalltoadistemperedpalateappearbitter.Andnothingcanbeplainer,thanthatdiverspersonsperceivedifferenttastesin

	 

	


	thesamefood,sincethatwhichonemandelightsin,anotherabhors.Andhowcouldthisbe,ifthetastewassomethingreallyinherentinthefood?

	HYLAS.IacknowledgeIknownothow.

	PHILONous.Inthenextplace,odoursaretobeconsidered.

	Andwithregardtothese,Iwouldfainknow,whetherwhathathbeensaidoftastesdothnotexactlyagreetothem?Aretheynotsomanypleasingordispleasingsensations?

	HYLAS.Theyare.

	PHILONOus.Canyouthenconceiveitpossiblethatthey

	shouldexistinanunperceivingthing?HYLAS.Icannot.

	PHILoNous.Orcanyouimagine,thatfilthandordureaffectthosebruteanimalsthatfeedonthemoutofchoice,withthesamesmellswhichweperceiveinthem?

	HYLAS.Bynomeans.

	PHILoNous.Maywenotthereforeconcludeofsmells,asof

	theotherforementionedqualities,thattheycannotexistinanybutaperceivingsubstanceormind?

	HYLAS.Ithinkso.

	PHILONous.Thenastosounds,*whatmustwethinkofthem:aretheyaccidentsreallyinherentinexternalbodies,ornot?

	HYLAS.Thattheyinherenotinthesonorousbodies,isplain

	fromhence;becauseabellstruckintheexhaustedreceiverofanair-pump,sendsforthnosound.Theairthereforemustbethoughtthesubjectofsound.

	PHILONous.Whatreasonisthereforthat,Hylas?

	HYLAS.Becausewhenanymotionisraisedintheair,weperceiveasoundgreaterorlesser,inproportiontotheair'smotion;butwithoutsomemotionintheair,weneverhearanysoundatall.

	PHILoNous.Andgrantingthatweneverhearasoundbutwhensomemotionisproducedintheair,yetIdonotseehowyoucaninferfromthence,thatthesounditselfisintheair.

	HYLAS.Itisthisverymotionintheexternalair,thatpro

	ducesinthemindthesensationofsound.For,striking
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	onthedrumoftheear,itcausethavibration,whichbytheauditorynervesbeingcommunicatedtothebrain,thesoulisthereuponaffectedwiththesensationcalledsound.

	PHILONous.What!issoundthenasensation?

	HYLAs.Itellyou,asperceivedbyus,itisaparticularsen-sationinthemind.

	PHILONOUs.Andcananysensationexistwithoutthemind?HYLAs.Nocertainly.

	PHILoNous.Howthencansound,beingasensationexistintheair,ifbytheairyoumeanasenselesssubstanceexistingwithoutthemind?

	HYLAs.Youmustdistinguish,Philonous,betweensoundasitisperceivedbyus,andasitisinitself;or(whichisthesamething)betweenthesoundweimmediatelyperceive,andthatwhichexistswithoutus.Theformerindeedisaparticularkindofsensation,butthelatterismerelyavibrativeorundulatorymotionintheair.

	PHILONous.IthoughtIhadalreadyobviatedthatdistinctionbytheanswerIgavewhenyouwereapplyingitinalikecasebefore.Buttosaynomoreofthat;areyousurethenthatsoundisreallynothingbutmotion?

	HYLAS.Iam.

	PHILONous.Whateverthereforeagreestorealsound,may

	withtruthbeattributedtomotion.HYLAS.Itmay.

	PHILoNous.Itisthengoodsensetospeakofmotion,asofathingthatisloud,sweet,acute,orgrave.

	HYLAS.Iseeyouareresolvednottounderstandme.Isitnotevident,thoseaccidentsormodesbelongonlytosensiblesound,orsoundinthecommonacceptationoftheword,butnottosoundintherealandphilosophicsense,which,asIjustnowtoldyou,isnothingbutacertainmotionoftheair?

	PHILoNous.Itseemsthentherearetwosortsofsound,theonevulgar,orthatwhichisheard,theotherphilosophicalandreal.

	HYLAS.EvenSO.

	PHILoNous.Andthelatterconsistsinmotion.

	 

	
HYLAs.Itoldyousobefore.

	PH1LoNous.Tellme,Hylas,towhichofthesensesthinkyou,theideaofmotionbelongs:tothehearing?

	HYLAS.Nocertainly,buttothesightandtouch.PHILONous.Itshouldfollowthen,thataccordingtoyou,

	realsoundsmaypossiblybeseenorfelt,butneverheard.

	HYLAs.Lookyou,Philonous,youmayifyoupleasemakeajestofmyopinion,butthatwillnotalterthetruthofthings.Iownindeed,theinferencesyoudrawmeinto,soundsomethingoddly;butcommonlanguage,youknow,isframedby,andfortheuseofthevulgar:wemustnotthereforewonder,ifexpressionsadaptedtoexactphilosophicnotions,seemuncouthandoutoftheway.

	PHILoNous.Isitcometothat?1assureyou,Iimaginemyselftohavegainednosmallpoint,sinceyoumakesolightofdepartingfromcommonphrasesandopinions;itbeingamainpartofourinquiry,toexaminewhosenotionsarewidestofthecommonroad,andmostrepugnanttothegeneralsenseoftheworld.Butcanyouthinkitnomorethanaphilosophicalparadox,tosaythatrealsoundsareneverheard,andthattheideaofthemisobtainedbysomeothersense.Andistherenothinginthiscontrarytonatureandthetruthofthings?

	BYLAS.Todealingenuously,Idonotlikeit.Andaftertheconcessionsalreadymade,Ihadaswellgrantthatsoundstoohavenorealbeingwithoutthemind.

	PHILONOUS.AndIhopeyouwillmakenodifficultytoacknowledgethesameofcolours.

	1-1YLAs.Pardonme:thecaseofcolours*isverydifferent.Cananythingbeplainer,thanthatweseethemontheobjects?PHILONous.Theobjectsyouspeakofare,Isuppose,cor

	porealsubstancesexistingwithoutthemind.BYLAS.Theyare.

	PHILONOus.Andhavetrueandrealcoloursinheringin

	them?

	BYLAS.Eachvisibleobjecthaththatcolourwhichweseein

	it.

	PHILONOUS.How!Isthereanythingvisiblebutwhatwe

	perceivebysight?
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	HYLAS.Thereisnot.

	PHILONOus.Anddoweperceiveanythingbysense,which

	wedonotperceiveimmediately?

	HYLAS.HowoftenmustIbeobligedtorepeatthesamething?Itellyou,wedonot.

	PHILONOUS.Havepatience,goodHylas;andtellmeonce

	more,whetherthereisanythingimmediatelyperceivedbythesenses,exceptsensiblequalities.Iknowyouassertedtherewasnot:butIwouldnowbeinformed,whetheryoustillpersistinthesameopinion.

	HYLAS.Ido.

	PHILONous.Pray,isyourcorporealsubstanceeitherasen

	siblequality,ormadeupofsensiblequalities?

	HYLAS.Whataquestionthatis!whoeverthoughtitwas?

	PHILONOUS.Myreasonforaskingwas,becauseinsaying,eachvisibleobjecthaththatcolourwhichweseeinit,youmakevisibleobjectstobecorporealsubstances;whichimplieseitherthatcorporealsubstancesaresensiblequalities,orelsethatthereissomethingbesidesensiblequalitiesperceivedbysight:butasthispointwasformerlyagreedbetweenus,andisstillmaintainedbyyou,itisaclearconsequence,thatyourcorporealsubstanceisnothingdistinctfromsensiblequalities.

	HYLAS.Youmaydrawasmanyabsurdconsequencesasyouplease,andendeavourtoperplextheplainestthings;butyoushallneverpersuademeoutofmysenses.Iclearlyunderstandmyownmeaning.

	PHILONOUS.Iwishyouwouldmakemeunderstandittoo.Butsinceyouareunwillingtohaveyournotionofcorporealsubstanceexamined,Ishallurgethatpointnofarther.Onlybepleasedtoletmeknow,whetherthesamecolourswhichwesee,existinexternalbodies,orsomeother.

	HYLAS.Theverysame.

	PH1LoNous.What!arethenthebeautifulredandpurpleweseeonyonderclouds,reallyinthem?Ordoyouimaginetheyhaveinthemselvesanyotherform,thanthatofadarkmistorvapour?

	HYLAs.Imustown,Philonous,thosecoloursarenotreally

	 

	


	inthecloudsastheyseemtobeatthisdistance.Theyareonlyapparentcolours.

	PHTLONous.Apparentcallyouthem?howshallwedistinguishtheseapparentcoloursfromreal?

	HYLAS.Veryeasily.Thosearetobethoughtapparent,whichappearingonlyatadistance,vanishuponanearerapproach.

	PHTLONOUS.AndthoseIsupposearetobethoughtreal,

	whicharediscoveredbythemostnearandexactsurvey.HYLAS.Right.

	PHILONous.Isthenearestandexactestsurveymadebythehelpofamicroscope,orbythenakedeye?

	HYLAS.Byamicroscope,doubtless.

	PHILONOus.Butamicroscopeoftendiscoverscoloursinan

	objectdifferentfromthoseperceivedbytheunassistedsight.Andincasewehadmicroscopesmagnifyingtoanyassigneddegree;itiscertain,thatnoobjectwhatsoeverviewedthroughthem,wouldappearinthesamecolourwhichitexhibitstothenakedeye.

	HYLAS.Andwhatwillyouconcludefromallthis?Youcan

	notarguethattherearereallyandnaturallynocoloursonobjects:becausebyartificialmanagementstheymaybealtered,ormadetovanish.

	PHILONous.Ithinkitmayevidentlybeconcludedfromyourownconcessions,thatallthecoloursweseewithournakedeyes,areonlyapparentasthoseontheclouds,sincetheyvanishuponamorecloseandaccurateinspection,whichisaffordedusbyamicroscope.Thenastowhatyousaybywayofprevention:Iaskyou,whethertherealandnaturalstateofanobjectisbetterdiscoveredbyaverysharpandpiercingsight,orbyonewhichislesssharp?

	HYLAS.Bytheformerwithoutdoubt.

	PHILONous.Isitnotplainfromdioptrics,thatmicroscopesmakethesightmorepenetrating,andrepresentobjectsastheywouldappeartotheeye,incaseitwerenaturallyendowedwithamostexquisitesharpness?

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PH1LoNous.Consequentlythemicroscopicalrepresentationistobethoughtthatwhichbestsetsforththereal

	 

	


	natureofthething,orwhatitisinitself.Thecoloursthereforebyitperceived,aremoregenuineandreal,thanthoseperceivedotherwise.

	HYLAS.Iconfessthereissomethinginwhatyousay.PHTLONous.Besides,itisnotonlypossiblebutmanifest,

	thatthereactuallyareanimals,whoseeyesarebyNature

	framedtoperceivethosethings,whichbyreasonoftheirminutenessescapeoursight.Whatthinkyouofthoseinconceivablysmallanimalsperceivedbyglasses?Mustwesupposetheyareallstarkblind?Or,incasetheysee,canitbeimaginedtheirsighthathnotthesameuseinpreservingtheirbodiesfrominjuries,whichappearsinthatofallotheranimals?Andifithath,isitnotevident,theymustseeparticleslessthantheirownbodies,whichwillpresentthemwithafardifferentviewineachobject,fromthatwhichstrikesoursenses?Evenourowneyesdonotalwaysrepresentobjectstousafterthesamemanner.Inthejaundice,everyoneknowsthatallthingsseemyellow.Isitnotthereforehighlyprobable,thoseanimalsinwhoseeyeswediscernaverydifferenttexturefromthatofours,andwhosebodiesaboundwithdifferenthumours,donotseethesamecoloursineveryobjectthatwedo?Fromallwhich,shoulditnotseemtofollow,thatallcoloursareequallyapparent,andthatnoneofthosewhichweperceivearereallyinherentinanyoutwardobject?

	HYLAS.Jtshould.

	PHILONous.Thepointwillbepastalldoubt,ifyouconsider,thatincasecolourswererealpropertiesoraffectionsinherentinexternalbodies,theycouldadmitofnoalteration,withoutsomechangewroughtintheverybodiesthemselves:butisitnotevidentfromwhathathbeensaid,thatupontheuseofmicroscopes,uponachangehappeninginthehumoursoftheeye,oravariationofdistance,withoutanymannerofrealalterationinthethingitself,thecoloursofanyobjectareeitherchanged,ortotallydisappear?Nayallothercircumstancesremainingthesame,changebutthesituationofsomeobjects,andtheyshallpresentdifferentcolourstotheeye.Thesamethinghappensuponviewinganobjectinvariousdegreesoflight.

	 

	


	Andwhatismoreknown,thanthatthesamebodiesappeardifferentlycolouredbycandle-light,fromwhattheydointheopenday?Addtothesetheexperimentofaprism,whichseparatingtheheterogeneousraysoflight,altersthecolourofanyobject;andwillcausethewhitesttoappearofadeepblueorredtothenakedeye.Andnowtellme,whetheryouarestillofopinion,thateverybodyhathits

	truerealcolourinheringinit;andifyouthinkithath,Iwouldfainknowfartherfromyou,whatcertaindistanceandpositionoftheobject,whatpeculiartextureandformationoftheeye,whatdegreeorkindoflightisnecessaryforascertainingthattruecolour,anddistinguishingitfromapparentones.

	HYLAs.Iownmyselfentirelysatisfied,thattheyareall

	equallyapparent;andthatthereisnosuchthingascolourreallyinheringinexternalbodies,butthatitisaltogetherinthelight.Andwhatconfirmsmeinthisopinionis,thatinproportiontothelight,coloursarestillmoreorlessvivid;andiftherebenolight,thenaretherenocoloursperceived.Besides,allowingtherearecoloursonexternalobjects,yethowisitpossibleforustoperceivethem?Fornoexternalbodyaffectsthemind,unlessitactfirstonourorgansofsense.Buttheonlyactionofbodiesismotion;andmotioncannotbecommunicatedotherwisethanbyimpulse.Adistantobjectthereforecannotactontheeye,norconsequentlymakeitselforitspropertiesperceivabletothesoul.Whenceitplainlyfollows,thatitisimmediatelysomecontiguoussubstance,whichoperatingontheeyeoccasionsaperceptionofcolours:andsuchislight.

	PHILONous.How!islightthenasubstance?

	HYLAS.Itellyou,Philonous,externallightisnothingbutathinfluidsubstance,whoseminuteparticlesbeingagitatedwithabriskmotion,andinvariousmannersreflectedfromthedifferentsurfacesofoutwardobjectstotheeyes,communicatedifferentmotionstotheopticnerves;whichbeingpropagatedtothebrain,causethereinvariousimpressions:andtheseareattendedwiththesensationsofred,blue,yellow,&c.

	 

	


	PHILONous.Itseemsthen,thelightdothnomorethanshaketheopticnerves.

	HYLAS.Nothingelse.

	PHILONous.Andconsequenttoeachparticularmotionof

	thenervesthemindisaffectedwithasensation,whichissomeparticularcolour.

	HYLAS.Right.

	PHILONous.Andthesesensationshavenoexistencewith

	outthemind.

	HYLAS.Theyhavenot.

	PHILONous.Howthendoyouaffirmthatcoloursareinthelight,sincebylightyouunderstandacorporealsubstanceexternaltothemind?

	HYLAs.Lightandcolours,asimmediatelyperceivedbyus,Igrantcannotexistwithoutthemind.Butinthemselvestheyareonlythemotionsandconfigurationsofcertaininsensibleparticlesofmatter.

	PH1LoNous.Colourstheninthevulgarsense,ortakenfor

	theimmediateobjectsofsight,cannotagreetoanybutaperceivingsubstance.

	HYLAS.ThatiswhatIsay.

	PHILONous.Wellthen,sinceyougiveupthepointastothosesensiblequalities,whicharealonethoughtcoloursbyallmankindbeside,youmayholdwhatyoupleasewithregardtothoseinvisibleonesofthephilosophers.Itisnotmybusinesstodisputeaboutthem;onlyIwouldadviseyoutobethinkyourself,whetherconsideringtheinquiryweareupon,itbeprudentforyoutoaffirm,theredandbluewhichweseearenotrealcolours,butcertainunknownmotionsandfigureswhichnomaneverdidorcansee,aretrulyso.Arenottheseshockingnotions,andarenottheysubjecttoasmanyridiculousinferences,asthoseyouwereobligedtorenouncebeforeinthecaseofsounds?

	HYLAS.Ifranklyown,Philonous,thatitisinvaintostandoutanylonger.Colours,sounds,tastes,inaword,allthosetermedsecondaryqualities,havecertainlynoexistencewithoutthemind.ButbythisacknowledgmentImustnotbesupposedtoderogateanythingfromtherealityofmatter
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	orexternalobjects,seeingitisnomorethanseveralphilosophersmaintain,whoneverthelessarethefarthestimaginablefromdenyingmatter.Fortheclearerunderstandingofthis,youmustknowsensiblequalitiesarebyphilosophersdividedintoprimaryandsecondary.Theformerareextension,figure,solidity,gravity,motion,andrest.Andthesetheyholdexistreallyinbodies.Thelatterarethoseaboveenumerated;orbriefly,allsensiblequalitiesbesidetheprimary,whichtheyassertareonlysomanysensationsorideasexistingnowherebutinthemind.Butallthis,Idoubtnot,youarealreadyapprisedof.Formypart,Ihavebeenalongtimesensibletherewassuchanopinioncurrentamongphilosophers,butwasneverthoroughlyconvincedofitstruthtillnow.

	PHILONous.Youarestillthenofopinion,thatextensionandfiguresareinherentinexternalunthinkingsubstances.

	HYLAS.Iam.

	PHILONous.Butwhatifthesameargumentswhichare

	broughtagainstsecondaryqualities,willholdgoodagainstthesealso?

	HYLAs.WhythenIshallbeobligedtothink,theytooexistonlyinthemind.

	PHILONous.Isityouropinion,theveryfigureandextensionwhichyouperceivebysense,existintheoutwardobjectormaterialsubstance?

	HYLAS.Itis.*

	PHILONous.Haveallotheranimalsasgoodgroundstothinkthesameofthefigureandextensionwhichtheyseeandfeel?

	HYLAS.Withoutdoubt,iftheyhaveanythoughtatall.

	PHILONous.Answerme,Hylas.Thinkyouthesenseswere

	bestoweduponallanimalsfortheirpreservationandwellbeinginlife?orweretheygiventomenaloneforthisend?

	HYLAS.Imakenoquestionbuttheyhavethesameuseinallotheranimals.

	PHILONous.Ifso,isitnotnecessarytheyshouldbeenabledbythemtoperceivetheirownlimbs,andthosebodieswhicharecapableofharmingthem?

	HYLAS.Certainly.

	 

	


	PHILONous.Amite*thereforemustbesupposedtoseehisownfoot,andthingsequalorevenlessthanit,asbodiesofsomeconsiderabledimension;thoughatthesametimetheyappeartoyouscarcediscernible,oratbestassomanyvisiblepoints.

	HYLAs.Icannotdenyit.

	PHILONous.Andtocreatureslessthanthemitetheywillseemyetlarger.

	HYLAS.Theywill.

	PHILONOUS.Insomuchthatwhatyoucanhardlydiscern,willtoanotherextremelyminuteanimalappearassomehugemountain.

	HYLAS.AllthisIgrant.

	PH1LoNous.Canoneandthesamethingbeatthesametimeinitselfofdifferentdimensions?

	HYLAs.Thatwereabsurdtoimagine.

	PHILONous.Butfromwhatyouhavelaiddownitfollows,thatboththeextensionbyyouperceived,andthatperceivedbythemiteitself,aslikewiseallthoseperceivedbylesseranimals,areeachofthemthetrueextensionofthemite'sfoot,thatistosay,byyourownprinciplesyouareledintoanabsurdity.

	HYLAS.Thereseemstobesomedifficultyinthepoint.

	PHILONous.Again,haveyounotacknowledgedthatno

	realinherentpropertyofanyobjectcanbechanged,withoutsomechangeinthethingitself?

	HYLAS.Ihave.

	PHILoNous.Butasweapproachtoorrecedefromanobject,thevisibleextensionvaries,beingatonedistancetenoranhundredtimesgreaterthanatanother.Dothitnotthereforefollowfromhencelikewise,thatitisnotreallyinherentintheobject?

	HYLAS.IownIamatalosswhattothink.

	PHILONous.Yourjudgmentwillsoonbedetermined,ifyouwillventuretothinkasfreelyconcerningthisquality,asyouhavedoneconcerningtherest.Wasitnotadmittedasagoodargument,thatneitherheatnorcoldwasinthewater,becauseitseemedwarmtoonehand,andcoldtotheother?

	HYLAS.ItWaS.

	 

	


	PHILONOUS.Isitnottheverysamereasoningtoconclude,thereisnoextensionorfigureinanobject,becausetooneeyeitshallseemlittle,smooth,andround,whenatthesametimeitappearstotheother,great,uneven,andangular?

	HYLAS.Theverysame.Butdoththislatterfacteverhappen?PHILONOUS.Youmayatanytimemaketheexperiment,bylookingwithoneeyebare,andwiththeotherthrougha

	microscope.

	HYLAs.Iknownothowtomaintainit,andyetIamlothto

	giveupextension,Iseesomanyoddconsequencesfollowinguponsuchaconcession.

	PHILONOUS.Odd,sayyou?Aftertheconcessionsalreadymade,Ihopeyouwillstickatnothingforitsoddness.*Butontheotherhandshoulditnotseemveryodd,ifthegeneralreasoningwhichincludesallothersensiblequalitiesdidnotalsoincludeextension?Ifitbeallowedthatnoideanoranythinglikeanideacanexistinanunperceivingsubstance,thensurelyitfollows,thatnofigureormodeofextension,whichwecaneitherperceiveorimagine,orhaveanyideaof,canbereallyinherentinmatter;nottomentionthepeculiardifficultytheremustbe,inconceivingamaterialsubstance,priortoanddistinctfromextension,tobethesubstratumofextension.Bethesensiblequalitywhatit

	will,figure,orsound,orcolour;itseemsalikeimpossibleit

	shouldsubsistinthatwhichdothnotperceiveit.

	HYLAs.Igiveupthepointforthepresent,reservingstillarighttoretractmyopinion,incaseIshallhereafterdiscoveranyfalsestepinmyprogresstoit.

	PH1LoNous.Thatisarightyoucannotbedenied.Figuresandextensionbeingdispatched,weproceednexttomotion.Canarealmotioninanyexternalbodybeatthesametimebothveryswiftandveryslow?

	HYLAS.Itcannot.

	PH1LoNous.Isnotthemotionofabodyswiftinareciprocalproportiontothetimeittakesupindescribinganygivenspace?Thusabodythatdescribesamileinanhour,movesthreetimesfasterthanitwouldincaseitdescribedonlyamileinthreehours.

	 

	


	HYLAS.Iagreewithyou.

	PH1LoNous.Andisnottimemeasuredbythesuccessionof

	ideasinourminds?*HYLAS.Itis.

	PH1LoNous.Andisitnotpossibleideasshouldsucceedoneanothertwiceasfastinyourmind,astheydoinmine,orinthatofsomespiritofanotherkind.

	HYLAS.Iownit.

	PHILONous.Consequentlythesamebodymaytoanotherseemtoperformitsmotionoveranyspaceinhalfthetimethatitdothtoyou.Andthesamereasoningwillholdastoanyotherproportion:thatistosay,accordingtoyourprinciples(sincethemotionsperceivedarebothreallyintheobject)itispossibleoneandthesamebodyshallbereallymovedthesamewayatonce,bothveryswiftandveryslow.Howisthisconsistenteitherwithcommonsense,orwithwhatyoujustnowgranted?

	HYLAs.Ihavenothingtosaytoit.

	PHILONOUS.Thenasforsolidity;eitheryoudonotmeananysensiblequalitybythatword,andsoitisbesideourinquiry:orifyoudo,itmustbeeitherhardnessorresistance.Butboththeoneandtheotherareplainlyrelativetooursense:itbeingevident,thatwhatseemshardtooneanimal,mayappearsofttoanother,whohathgreaterforceandfirmnessoflimbs.Norisitlessplain,thattheresistanceIfeelisnotinthebody.

	HYLAs.Iowntheverysensationofresistance,whichisallyouimmediatelyperceive,isnotinthebody,butthecauseofthatsensationis.

	PH1LoNous.Butthecausesofoursensationsarenotthingsimmediatelyperceived,andthereforenotsensible.ThispointIthoughthadbeenalreadydetermined.

	HYLAs.Iownitwas;butyouwillpardonmeifIseemalittleembarrassed:Iknownothowtoquitmyoldnotions.

	PHILONous.Tohelpyouout,dobutconsider,thatifextensionbeonceacknowledgedtohavenoexistencewithoutthemind,thesamemustnecessarilybegrantedofmotion,solidity,andgravity,sincetheyallevidentlysupposeexten-

	 

	


	sion.Itisthereforesuperfluoustoinquireparticularlyconcerningeachofthem.Indenyingextension,youhavedeniedthemall.tohaveanyrealexistence.

	HYLAS.Iwonder,Philonous,ifwhatyousaybetrue,whythosephilosopherswhodenythesecondaryqualitiesanyrealexistence,shouldyetattributeittotheprimary.lfthereisnodifferencebetweenthem,howcanthisbeaccountedfor?

	PH1LoNous.Itisnotmybusinesstoaccountforeveryopinionofthephilosophers.Butamongotherreasonswhichmaybeassignedforthis,itseemsprobable,thatpleasureandpainbeingratherannexedtotheformerthanthelatter,maybeone.Heatandcold,tastesandsmells,havesomethingmorevividlypleasingordisagreeablethantheideasofextension,figure,andmotion,affectuswith.Anditbeingtoovisiblyabsurdtohold,thatpainorpleasurecanbeinanunperceivingsubstance,menaremoreeasilyweanedfrombelievingtheexternalexistenceofthesecondary,thantheprimaryqualities.Youwillbesatisfiedthereissomethinginthis,ifyourecollectthedifferenceyoumadebetweenanintenseandmoremoderatedegreeofheat,allowingtheonearealexistence,whileyoudeniedittotheother.Butafterall,thereisnorationalgroundforthatdistinction;forsurelyanindifferentsensationisastrulyasensation,asonemorepleasingorpainful;andconsequentlyshouldnotanymorethantheybesupposedtoexistinanunthinkingsubject.

	HYLAS.Itisjustcomeintomyhead,Philonous,thatIhavesomewhereheardofadistinctionbetweenabsoluteandsensibleextension.Nowthoughitbeacknowledgedthatgreatandsmall,consistingmerelyintherelationwhichotherextendedbeingshavetothepartsofourownbodies,donotreallyinhereinthesubstancesthemselves;yetnothingobligesustoholdthesamewithregardtoabsoluteextension,whichissomethingabstractedfromgreatandsmall,fromthisorthatparticularmagnitudeorfigure.Solikewiseastomotion,swiftandslowarealtogetherrelativetothesuccessionofideasinourownminds.Butitdothnotfollow,becausethosemodificationsofmotion

	 

	


	existnotwithoutthemind,thatthereforeabsolutemotionabstractedfromthemdothnot.

	PHTLONOUS.Praywhatisitthatdistinguishesonemotion,oronepartofextensionfromanother?Isitnotsomethingsensible,assomedegreeofswiftnessorslowness,somecertainmagnitudeorfigurepeculiartoeach?

	HYLAS.IthinkSO.

	PHILONous.Thesequalitiesthereforestrippedofallsen

	sibleproperties,arewithoutallspecificandnumericaldifferences,astheSchoolscallthem.

	HYLAS.Theyare.

	PHILONous.Thatistosay,theyareextensioningeneral,andmotioningeneral.

	HYLAS.LetitbeSO.

	PHILONous.Butitisanuniversallyreceivedmaxim,thateverythingwhichexists,isparticular.Howthencanmotioningeneral,orextensioningeneralexistinanycorporealsubstance?

	HYLAs.Iwilltaketimetosolveyourdifficulty.PHILONous.ButIthinkthepointmaybespeedilydecided.

	Withoutdoubtyoucantell,whetheryouareabletoframe

	thisorthatidea.NowIamcontenttoputourdisputeonthisissue.Ifyoucanframeinyourthoughtsadistinctabstractideaofmotionorextension,divestedofallthosesensiblemodes,asswiftandslow,greatandsmall,roundandsquare,andthelike,whichareacknowledgedtoexistonlyinthemind,Iwillthenyieldthepointyoucontendfor.Butifyoucannot,itwillbeunreasonableonyoursidetoinsistanylongeruponwhatyouhavenonotionof.

	HYLAS.Toconfessingenuously,Icannot.

	PHTLONous.Canyouevenseparatetheideasofextensionandmotion,fromtheideasofallthosequalitieswhichtheywhomakethedistinction,termsecondary.

	HYLAS.What!isitnotaneasymatter,toconsiderextension

	andmotionbythemselves,abstractedfromallothersensiblequalities?Prayhowdothemathematicianstreatofthem?

	PHILONous.Iacknowledge,Hylas,itisnotdifficulttoformgeneralpropositionsandreasoningsaboutthosequalities,

	 

	


	withoutmentioninganyother;andinthissensetoconsiderortreatofthemabstractedly.ButhowdothitfollowthatbecauseIcanpronouncethewordmotionbyitself,Icanformtheideaofitinmymindexclusiveofbody?Orbecausetheoremsmaybemadeofextensionandfigures,withoutanymentionofgreatorsmall,oranyothersensiblemodeorquality;thatthereforeitispossiblesuchanabstractideaofextension,withoutanyparticularsizeorfigure,orsensiblequality,shouldbedistinctlyformed,andapprehendedbythemind?Mathematicianstreatofquantity,withoutregardingwhatothersensiblequalitiesitisattendedwith,asbeingaltogetherindifferenttotheirdemonstrations.Butwhenlayingasidethewords,theycontemplatethebareideas,Ibelieveyouwillfind,theyarenotthepureabstractedideasofextension.

	HYLAs.Butwhatsayyoutopureintellect?Maynotab

	stractedideasbeframedbythatfaculty?

	PHILoNous.SinceIcannotframeabstractideasatall,itisplain,Icannotframethembythehelpofpureintellect,whatsoeverfacultyyouunderstandbythosewords.Besides,nottoinquireintothenatureofpureintellectanditsspiritualobjects,asvirtue,reason,God,orthelike;thusmuchseemsmanifest,thatsensiblethingsareonlytobeperceivedbysense,orrepresentedbytheimagination.Figuresthereforeandextensionbeingoriginallyperceivedbysense,donotbelongtopureintellect.Butforyourfarthersatisfaction,tryifyoucanframetheideaofanyfigure,abstractedfromallparticularitiesofsize,orevenfromothersensiblequalities.

	HYLAS.Letmethinkalittle-IdonotfindthatIcan.*

	PHILONous.Andcanyouthinkitpossible,thatshouldreallyexistinNature,whichimpliesarepugnancyinitsconception?

	HYLAS.Bynomeans.

	PHILONous.Sincethereforeitisimpossibleevenforthe

	mindtodisunitetheideasofextensionandmotionfromallothersensiblequalities,dothitnotfollow,thatwheretheoneexist,therenecessarilytheotherexistlikewise?

	HYLAs.Itshouldseemso.

	PH1LoNous.Consequentlytheverysameargumentswhich

	 

	


	youadmitted,asconclusiveagainstthesecondaryqualities,arewithoutanyfartherapplicationofforceagainsttheprimarytoo.Besides,ifyouwilltrustyoursenses,isitnotplainallsensiblequalitiescoexist,ortothem,appearasbeinginthesameplace?Dotheyeverrepresentamotion,orfigure,asbeingdivestedofallothervisibleandtangiblequalities?

	HYLAS.Youneedsaynomoreonthishead.Iamfreetoown,iftherebenosecreterrororoversightinourproceedingshitherto,thatallsensiblequalitiesarealiketobedeniedexistencewithoutthemind.Butmyfearis,thatIhavebeentooliberalinmyformerconcessions,oroverlookedsomefallacyorother.Inshort,Ididnottaketimetothink.PHILONous.Forthatmatter,Hylas,youmaytakewhattimeyoupleaseinreviewingtheprogressofourinquiry.Youareatlibertytorecoveranyslipsyoumighthavemade,orofferwhateveryouhaveomitted,whichmakesfor

	yourfirstopinion.

	HYLAS.OnegreatoversightItaketobethis:thatIdidnotsufficientlydistinguishtheobjectfromthesensation.*Nowthoughthislattermaynotexistwithoutthemind,yetitwillnotthencefollowthattheformercannot.

	PHILONOUS.Whatobjectdoyoumean?theobjectofthesenses?

	HYLAS.Thesame.

	PHILoNous.Itisthenimmediatelyperceived.HYLAS.Right.

	PHILoNous.Makemetounderstandthedifferencebe

	tweenwhatisimmediatelyperceived,andasensation.

	HYLAs.ThesensationItaketobeanactofthemindperceiving;besidewhich,thereissomethingperceived;andthisIcalltheobject.Forexample,thereisredandyellowonthattulip.Butthentheactofperceivingthosecoloursisinmeonly,andnotinthetulip.

	PHILONOUS.Whattulipdoyouspeakof?isitthatwhich

	yousee?

	HYLAS.Thesame.

	PHILONOUS.Andwhatdoyouseebesidecolour,figure,andextension?

	HYLAS.Nothing.

	 

	


	PHILONous.Whatyouwouldsaythenis,thattheredandyellowarecoexistentwiththeextension;isitnot?

	HYLAS.Thatisnotall;Iwouldsay,theyhavearealexistence

	withoutthemind,insomeunthinkingsubstance.

	PH1LoNous.ThatthecoloursarereallyinthetulipwhichIsee,ismanifest.Neithercanitbedenied,thatthistulipmayexistindependentofyourmindormine;butthatanyimmediateobjectofthesenses,thatis,anyidea,orcombinationofideas,shouldexistinanunthinkingsubstance,orexteriortoallminds,isinitselfanevidentcontradiction.NorcanIimaginehowthisfollowsfromwhatyousaidjustnow,towitthattheredandyellowwereonthetulipyousaw,sinceyoudonotpretendtoseethatunthinkingsubstance.

	HYLAS.Youhaveanartfulway,Philonous,ofdivertingour

	inquiryfromthesubject.

	PH1LoNous.Iseeyouhavenomindtobepressedthatway.

	Toreturnthentoyourdistinctionbetweensensationandobject;ifItakeyouright,youdistinguishineveryperceptiontwothings,theoneanactionofthemind,theothernot.

	HYLAS.True.

	PHILONOus.Andthisactioncannotexistin,orbelongto

	anyunthinkingthing;butwhateverbesideisimpliedinaperception,may.

	HYLAS.Thatismymeaning.

	PH1LoNous.Sothatiftherewasaperceptionwithoutanyactofthemind,itwerepossiblesuchaperceptionshouldexistinanunthinkingsubstance.

	HYLAS.Igrantit.Butitisimpossiblethereshouldbesuchaperception.

	PHILONOUS.Whenisthemindsaidtobeactive?

	HYLAS.Whenitproduces,putsanendto,orchangesanything.

	PHILONous.Canthemindproduce,discontinue,orchange

	anythingbutbyanactofthewill?HYLAS.Itcannot.

	PHILONOUS.Themindthereforeistobeaccountedactiveinitsperceptions,sofarforthasvolitionisincludedinthem.

	 

	


	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONous.Inpluckingthisflower,Iamactive,becauseIdoitbythemotionofmyhand,whichwasconsequentuponmyvolition;solikewiseinapplyingittomynose.Butiseitherofthesesmelling?

	HYLAS.No.

	PHILONOUS.Iacttooindrawingtheairthroughmynose;becausemybreathingsoratherthanotherwise,istheeffectofmyvolition.Butneithercanthisbecalledsmelling:forifitwere,IshouldsmelleverytimeIbreathedinthatmanner.

	HYLAS.True.

	PHILONOUS.Smellingthenissomewhatconsequenttoallthis.

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONous.ButIdonotfindmywillconcernedanyfar

	ther.Whatevermorethereis,asthatIperceivesuchaparticularsmelloranysmellatall,thisisindependentofmywill,andthereinIamaltogetherpassive.Doyoufinditotherwisewithyou,Hylas?

	HYLAS.No,theverysame.

	PH1LoNous.Thenastoseeing,isitnotinyourpowertoopenyoureyes,orkeepthemshut;toturnthemthisorthatway?

	HYLAS.Withoutdoubt.

	PH1LONous.Butdothitinlikemannerdependonyourwill,thatinlookingonthisflower,youperceivewhiteratherthananyothercolour?Ordirectingyouropeneyestowardyonderpartoftheheaven,canyouavoidseeingthesun?Orislightordarknesstheeffectofyourvolition?

	HYLAS.Nocertainly.

	PH1LoNous.Youarethenintheserespectsaltogetherpassive.

	HYLAS.Iam.

	PHILONOUS.Tellmenow,whetherseeingconsistsinperceivinglightandcolours,orinopeningandturningtheeyes?

	HYLAs.Withoutdoubt,intheformer.

	PHILONOUS.Sincethereforeyouareintheveryperception

	 

	


	oflightandcoloursaltogetherpassive,whatisbecomeofthatactionyouwerespeakingof,asaningredientineverysensation?Anddothitnotfollowfromyourownconcessions,thattheperceptionoflightandcolours,includingnoactioninit,mayexistinanunperceivingsubstance?Andisnotthisaplaincontradiction?

	HYLAs.Iknownotwhattothinkofit.

	PH1LoNous.Besides,sinceyoudistinguishtheactiveandpassiveineveryperception,youmustdoitinthatofpain.Buthowisitpossiblethatpain,beitaslittleactiveasyouplease,shouldexistinanunperceivingsubstance?Inshort,dobutconsiderthepoint,andthenconfessingenuously,whetherlightandcolours,tastes,sounds,&c.arenotallequallypassionsorsensationsinthesoul.Youmayindeedcallthemexternalobjects,andgivetheminwordswhatsubsistenceyouplease.Butexamineyourownthoughts,andthentellmewhetheritbenotasIsay?

	HYLAs.Iacknowledge,Philonous,thatuponafairobser

	vationofwhatpassesinmymind,Icandiscovernothingelse,butthatIamathinkingbeing,affectedwithvarietyofsensations;neitherisitpossibletoconceivehowasensationshouldexistinanunperceivingsubstance.Butthenontheotherhand,whenIlookonsensiblethingsinadifferentview,consideringthemassomanymodesandqualities,Ifinditnecessarytosupposeamaterialsubstratum,withoutwhichtheycannotbeconceivedtoexist.

	PH1LoNous.Materialsubstratumcallyouit?Pray,bywhichofyoursensescameyouacquaintedwiththatbeing?

	HYLAS.Itisnotitselfsensible;itsmodesandqualitiesonlybeingperceivedbythesenses.

	PHILONOUS.Ipresumethen,itwasbyreftexionandreasonyouobtainedtheideaofit.

	HYLAs.Idonotpretendtoanyproperpositiveideaofit.HoweverIconcludeitexists,becausequalitiescannotbeconceivedtoexistwithoutasupport.

	PH1LoNous.Itseemsthenyouhaveonlyarelativenotionofit,orthatyouconceiveitnototherwisethanbyconceivingtherelationitbearstosensiblequalities.

	HYLAS.Right.

	 

	


	PHILoNous.Bepleasedthereforetoletmeknowwhereinthatrelationconsists.

	HYLAs.Isitnotsufficientlyexpressedinthetermsubstra

	tum,orsubstance?

	PHILONous.Ifso,thewordsubstratumshouldimport,thatitisspreadunderthesensiblequalitiesoraccidents.

	HYLAS.True.

	PHILONOUS.Andconsequentlyunderextension.HYLAS.IOWnit.

	PHILONous.Itisthereforesomewhatinitsownnatureen

	tirelydistinctfromextension.

	HYLAs.Itellyou,extensionisonlyamode,andmatterissomethingthatsupportsmodes.Andisitnotevidentthethingsupportedisdifferentfromthethingsupporting?

	PHILoNous.Sothatsomethingdistinctfrom,andexclusiveofextension,issupposedtobethesubstratumofextension.

	HYLAS.JustSO.

	PHlLONous.Answerme,Hylas.Canathingbespreadwithoutextension?orisnottheideaofextensionnecessarilyincludedinspreading?

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILoNous.Whatsoeverthereforeyousupposespreadunderanything,musthaveinitselfanextensiondistinctfromtheextensionofthatthingunderwhichitisspread.

	HYLAS.Itmust.

	PHILoNous.Consequentlyeverycorporealsubstancebeingthesubstratumofextension,musthaveinitselfanotherextensionbywhichitisqualifiedtobeasubstratum:andsoontoinfinity.AndIaskwhetherthisbenotabsurdinitself,andrepugnanttowhatyougrantedjustnow,towit,thatthesubstratumwassomethingdistinctfrom,andexclusiveofextension.

	HYLAS.Aybut,Philonous,youtakemewrong.Idonotmeanthatmatterisspreadinagrossliteralsenseunderextension.Thewordsubstratumisusedonlytoexpressingeneralthesamethingwithsubstance.

	PHILONous.Wellthen,letusexaminetherelationimpliedinthetermsubstance.Isitnotthatitstandsunderaccidents?

	 

	


	HYLAS.Theverysame.

	PH1LoNous.Butthatonethingmaystandunderorsupportanother,mustitnotbeextended?

	HYLAS.Itmust.

	PH1LoNous.Isnotthereforethissuppositionliabletothesameabsurditywiththeformer?

	HYLAS.Youstilltakethingsinastrictliteralsense:thatisnotfair,Philonous.

	PH1LoNous.Iamnotforimposinganysenseonyourwords:youareatlibertytoexplainthemasyouplease.OnlyIbeseechyou,makemeunderstandsomethingbythem.Youtellme,mattersupportsorstandsunderaccidents.How!isitasyourlegssupportyourbody?

	HYLAs.No;thatistheliteralsense.

	PHILONous.Prayletmeknowanysense,literalornotliteral,thatyouunderstanditin.--HowlongmustIwaitforananswer,Hylas?

	HYLAs.IdeclareIknownotwhattosay.IoncethoughtIunderstoodwellenoughwhatwasmeantbymatter'ssupportingaccidents.ButnowthemoreIthinkonit,thelesscanIcomprehendit;inshort,IfindthatIknownothingofit.

	PHILONous.Itseemsthenyouhavenoideaatall,neither

	relativenorpositiveofmatter;youknowneitherwhatitisinitself,norwhatrelationitbearstoaccidents.

	HYLAS.Iacknowledgeit.

	PHILONous.Andyetyouasserted,thatyoucouldnotconceivehowqualitiesoraccidentsshouldreallyexist,withoutconceivingatthesametimeamaterialsupportofthem.

	HYLAS.Idid.

	PHILONous.Thatistosay,whenyouconceivethereal

	existenceofqualities,youdowithalconceivesomethingwhichyoucannotconceive.

	HYLAs.ItwaswrongIown.ButstillIfearthereissomefallacyorother.Praywhatthinkyouofthis?Itisjustcomeintomyhead,thatthegroundofallourmistakesliesinyourtreatingofeachqualitybyitself.Now,Igrantthateachqualitycannotsinglysubsistwithoutthemind.Colourcannotwithoutextension,neithercanfigurewithoutsome

	 

	


	othersensiblequality.Butastheseveralqualitiesunitedorblendedtogetherformentiresensiblethings,nothinghinderswhysuchthingsmaynotbesupposedtoexistwithoutthemind.

	PHILONous.Either,Hylas,youarejesting,orhaveaverybadmemory.Thoughindeedwewentthroughallthequalitiesbynameoneafteranother;yetmyarguments,orratheryourconcessionsnowheretendedtoprove,thatthesecondaryqualitiesdidnotsubsisteachalonebyitself;butthattheywerenotatallwithoutthemind.Indeedintreatingoffigureandmotion,weconcludedtheycouldnotexistwithoutthemind,becauseitwasimpossibleeveninthoughttoseparatethemfromallsecondaryqualities,soastoconceivethemexistingbythemselves.Butthenthiswasnottheonlyargumentmadeuseofuponthatoccasion.But(topassbyallthathathbeenhithertosaid,andreckonitfornothing,ifyouwillhaveitso)Iamcontenttoputthewholeuponthisissue.Ifyoucanconceiveitpossibleforanymixtureorcombinationofqualities,oranysensibleobjectwhatever,toexistwithoutthemind,thenIwillgrantitactuallytobeso.

	HYLAS.Ifitcomestothat,thepointwillsoonbedecided.Whatmoreeasythantoconceiveatreeorhouseexistingbyitself,independentof,andunperceivedbyanymindwhatsoever?Idoatthispresenttimeconceivethemexistingafterthatmanner.

	PHILONous.Howsayyou,Hylas,canyouseeathingwhichisatthesametimeunseen?

	HYLAS.No,thatwereacontradiction.

	PHILONous.Isitnotasgreatacontradictiontotalkof

	conceivingathingwhichisunconceived'?*

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONOUS.Thetreeorhousethereforewhichyouthinkof,isconceivedbyyou.

	HYLAS.Howshoulditbeotherwise?

	PHILONous.Andwhatisconceived,issurelyinthemind.

	HYLAs.Withoutquestion,thatwhichisconceivedisinthe

	mind.

	PHTLONous.Howthencameyoutosay,youconceiveda

	 

	


	houseortreeexistingindependentandoutofallmindswhatsoever?

	HYLAS.ThatwasIownanoversight;butstay,letmeconsiderwhatledmeintoit.-Itisapleasantmistakeenough.AsIwasthinkingofatreeinasolitaryplace,wherenoonewaspresenttoseeit,methoughtthatwastoconceiveatreeasexistingunperceivedorunthoughtof,notconsideringthatImyselfconceiveditallthewhile.ButnowIplainlysee,thatallIcandoistoframeideasinmyownmind.Imayindeedconceiveinmyownthoughtstheideaofatree,orahouse,oramountain,butthatisall.Andthisisfarfromproving,thatIcanconceivethemexistingoutofthemindsofallspirits.

	PH1LoNous.Youacknowledgethenthatyoucannotpossiblyconceive,howanyonecorporealsensiblethingshouldexistotherwisethaninamind.

	HYLAS.Ido.

	PHILONOUS.Andyetyouwillearnestlycontendforthe

	truthofthatwhichyoucannotsomuchasconceive.

	HYLAs.IprofessIknownotwhattothink,butstilltherearesomescruplesremainwithme.IsitnotcertainIseethingsatadistance?Dowenotperceivethestarsandmoon,forexample,tobeagreatwayoff?Isnotthis,Isay,manifesttothesenses?

	PH1LoNous.Doyounotinadreamtooperceivethoseorthelikeobjects?

	HYLAS.Ido.

	PHILONous.Andhavetheynotthenthesameappearanceofbeingdistant?

	HYLAS.Theyhave.

	PHtLONous.Butyoudonotthenceconcludetheapparitionsinadreamtobewithoutthemind?

	HYLAS.Bynomeans.

	PHILONous.Yououghtnotthereforetoconcludethatsensibleobjectsarewithoutthemind,fromtheirappearanceormannerwhereintheyareperceived.

	HYLAS.Iacknowledgeit.Butdothnotmysensedeceiveme

	inthosecases?

	PHtLONous.Bynomeans.Theideaorthingwhichyouimmediatelyperceive,neithersensenorreasoninformyou
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	thatitactuallyexistswithoutthemind.Bysenseyouonlyknowthatyouareaffectedwithsuchcertainsensationsoflightandcolours,&c.Andtheseyouwillnotsayarewithoutthemind.

	HYLAS.True:butbesideallthat,doyounotthinkthesightsuggestssomethingofoutnessordistance?

	PHILONous.Uponapproachingadistantobject,dothevisiblesizeandfigurechangeperpetually,ordotheyappearthesameatalldistances?

	HYLAS.Theyareinacontinualchange.

	PHILONous.Sightthereforedothnotsuggestoranywayinformyou,thatthevisibleobjectyouimmediatelyperceive,existsatadistance,*orwillbeperceivedwhenyouadvancefartheronward,therebeingacontinuedseriesofvisibleobjectssucceedingeachother,duringthewholetimeofyourapproach.

	HYLAS.Itdothnot;butstillIknow,uponseeinganobject,

	whatobjectIshallperceiveafterhavingpassedoveracertaindistance:nomatterwhetheritbeexactlythesameorno:thereisstillsomethingofdistancesuggestedinthecase.

	PHILONOus.GoodHylas,dobutreflectalittleonthepoint,andthentellmewhethertherebeanymoreinitthanthis.Fromtheideasyouactuallyperceivebysight,youhavebyexperiencelearnedtocollectwhatotherideasyouwill(accordingtothestandingorderofNature)beaffectedwith,aftersuchacertainsuccessionoftimeandmotion.

	HYLAS.Uponthewhole,Itakeittobenothingelse.

	PH1LONous.Nowisitnotplain,thatifwesupposeamanbornblindwasonasuddenmadetosee,hecouldatfirsthavenoexperienceofwhatmaybesuggestedbysight.

	HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONous.Hewouldnotthenaccordingtoyouhaveanynotionofdistanceannexedtothethingshesaw;butwouldtakethemforanewsetofsensationsexistingonlyinhismind.

	HYLAS.Itisundeniable.

	PHILONous.Buttomakeitstillmoreplain:Isnotdistance

	alineturnedendwisetotheeye?HYLAS.Itis.

	 

	


	PH1LoNous.Andcanalinesosituatedbeperceivedbysight?

	HYLAS.Itcannot.

	PHILONous.Dothitnotthereforefollowthatdistanceisnotproperlyandimmediatelyperceivedbysight?

	HYLAS.Itshouldseemso.

	PHILONous.Again,isityouropinionthatcoloursareatadistance?

	HYLAS.Itmustbeacknowledged,theyareonlyinthemind.

	PHILONous.Butdonotcoloursappeartotheeyeascoexistinginthesameplacewithextensionandfigures?

	HYLAS.Theydo.

	PHILONous.Howcanyouthenconcludefromsight,thatfiguresexistwithout,whenyouacknowledgecoloursdonot;thesensibleappearancebeingtheverysamewithregardtoboth?

	HYLAs.Iknownotwhattoanswer.

	PHILONOUS.Butallowingthatdistancewastrulyandimmediatelyperceivedbythemind,yetitwouldnotthencefollowitexistedoutofthemind.Forwhateverisimmediatelyperceivedisanidea:andcananyideaexistoutofthemind?

	HYLAs.Tosupposethat,wereabsurd:butinformme,

	Philonous,canweperceiveorknownothingbesideourideas?

	PHILONous.Asfortherationaldeducingofcausesfromeffects,thatisbesideourinquiry.Andbythesensesyoucanbesttell,whetheryouperceiveanythingwhichisnotimmediatelyperceived.AndIaskyou,whetherthethingsimmediatelyperceived,areotherthanyourownsensationsorideas?Youhaveindeedmorethanonce,inthecourseofthisconversation,declaredyourselfonthosepoints;butyouseembythislastquestiontohavedepartedfromwhatyouthenthought.

	HYLAs.Tospeakthetruth,Philonous,Ithinktherearetwokindsofobjects,theoneperceivedimmediately,whicharelikewisecalledideas;theotherarerealthingsorexternalobjectsperceivedbythemediationofideas,whicharetheirimagesandrepresentations.NowIown,ideasdonotexist

	 

	


	withoutthemind;butthelattersortofobjectsdo.*IamsorryIdidnotthinkofthisdistinctionsooner;itwouldprobablyhavecutshortyourdiscourse.

	PHILoNous.Arethoseexternalobjectsperceivedbysense,orbysomeotherfaculty?

	HYLAS.Theyareperceivedbysense.

	PHILONous.How!isthereanythingperceivedbysense,

	whichisnotimmediatelyperceived?

	HYLAS.Yes,Philonous,insomesortthereis.Forexample,whenIlookonapictureorstatueofJuliusC<esar,Imaybesaidafteramannertoperceivehim(thoughnotimmediately)bymysenses.

	PHILONous.Itseemsthen,youwillhaveourideas,whichaloneareimmediatelyperceived,tobepicturesofexternal

	things:andthatthesealsoareperceivedbysense,inasmuch

	astheyhaveaconformityorresemblancetoourideas.HYLAS.Thatismymeaning.

	PHILONous.AndinthesamewaythatJuliusC<esar,inhimselfinvisible,isneverthelessperceivedbysight;realthingsinthemselvesimperceptible,areperceivedbysense.

	HYLAS.Intheverysame.

	PHILoNous.Tellme,Hylas,whenyoubeholdthepictureofJuliusC<esar,doyouseewithyoureyesanymorethansomecoloursandfigureswithacertainsymmetryandcompositionofthewhole?

	HYLAS.Nothingelse.

	PHILoNous.Andwouldnotaman,whohadneverknown

	anythingofJuliusC<esar,seeasmuch?HYLAS.Hewould.

	PHILoNous.Consequentlyhehathhissight,andtheuseofit,inasperfectadegreeasyou.

	HYLAS.Iagreewithyou.

	PHILONous.WhencecomesitthenthatyourthoughtsaredirectedtotheRomanEmperor,andhisarenot?Thiscannotproceedfromthesensationsorideasofsensebyyouthenperceived;sinceyouacknowledgeyouhavenoadvantageoverhiminthatrespect.Itshouldseemthereforetoproceedfromreasonandmemory:shoulditnot?

	HYLAS.Itshould.

	 

	


	PHILONOUS.Consequentlyitwillnotfollowfromthatinstance,thatanythingisperceivedbysensewhichisnotimmediatelyperceived.ThoughIgrantwemayinoneacceptationbesaidtoperceivesensiblethingsmediatelybysense:thatis,whenfromafrequentlyperceivedconnexion,theimmediateperceptionofideasbyonesensesuggeststothemindothersperhapsbelongingtoanothersense,whicharewonttobeconnectedwiththem.Forinstance,whenIhearacoachdrivealongthestreets,immediatelyIperceiveonlythesound;butfromtheexperienceIhavehadthatsuchasoundisconnectedwithacoach,Iamsaidtohearthecoach.Itisneverthelessevident,thatintruthandstrictness,nothingcanbeheardbutsound:andthecoachisnotthenproperlyperceivedbysense,butsuggestedfromexperience.Solikewisewhenwearesaidtoseeared-hotbarofiron;thesolidityandheatoftheironarenottheobjectsofsight,butsuggestedtotheimaginationbythecolourandfigure,whichareproperlyperceivedbythatsense.Inshort,thosethingsaloneareactuallyandstrictlyperceivedbyanysense,whichwouldhavebeenperceived,incasethatsamesensehadthenbeenfirstconferredonus.Asforotherthings,itisplaintheyareonlysuggestedtothemindbyexperiencegroundedonformerperceptions.ButtoreturntoyourcomparisonofCcesar'spicture,itisplain,ifyoukeeptothat,youmustholdtherealthingsorarchetypesofourideasarenotperceivedbysense,butbysomeinternalfacultyofthesoul,asreasonormemory.Iwouldthereforefainknow,whatargumentsyoucandrawfromreasonfortheexistenceofwhatyoucallrealthingsormaterialobjects.Orwhetheryouremembertohaveseenthemformerlyastheyareinthemselves?orifyouhaveheardorreadofanyonethatdid.

	HYLAS.Isee,Philonous,youaredisposedtoraillery;butthatwillneverconvinceme.

	PHILONous.Myaimisonlytolearnfromyou,thewaytocomeattheknowledgeofmaterialbeings.Whateverweperceive,isperceivedeitherimmediatelyormediately:bysense,orbyreasonandreflexion.Butasyouhaveexcludedsense,prayshewmewhatreasonyouhavetobelievetheir

	 

	


	existence;orwhatmediumyoucanpossiblymakeuseof,toproveiteithertomineoryourownunderstanding.

	HYLAS.Todealingenuously,Philonous,nowIconsiderthepoint,IdonotfindIcangiveyouanygoodreasonforit.Butthusmuchseemsprettyplain,thatitisatleastpossiblesuchthingsmayreallyexist.Andaslongasthereisnoabsurdityinsupposingthem,IamresolvedtobelieveasIdid,tillyoubringgoodreasonstothecontrary.

	PHILONous.What?isitcometothis,thatyouonlybelieve

	theexistenceofmaterialobjects,andthatyourbeliefisfoundedbarelyonthepossibilityofitsbeingtrue?Thenyouwillhavemebringreasonsagainstit:thoughanotherwouldthinkitreasonable,theproofshouldlieonhimwhoholdstheaffirmative.Andafterall,thisverypointwhichyouarenowresolvedtomaintainwithoutanyreason,isineffectwhatyouhavemorethanonceduringthisdiscourseseengoodreasontogiveup.Buttopassoverallthis;ifIunderstandyourightly,yousayourideasdonotexistwithoutthemind;butthattheyarecopies,images,orrepresentationsofcertainoriginalsthatdo.

	HYLAS.Youtakemeright.

	PHILONous.Theyarethenlikeexternalthings.

	HYLAS.Theyare.

	PHILONous.Havethosethingsastableandpermanentnatureindependentofoursenses;oraretheyinaperpetualchange,uponourproducinganymotionsinourbodies,suspending,exerting,oralteringourfacultiesororgansofsense.

	HYLAS.Realthings,itisplain,haveafixedandrealnature,

	whichremainsthesame,notwithstandinganychangeinoursenses,orinthepostureandmotionofourbodies;whichindeedmayaffecttheideasinourminds,butitwereabsurdtothinktheyhadthesameeffectonthingsexistingwithoutthemind.

	PHILONous.Howthenisitpossible,thatthingsperpetuallyfleetingandvariableasourideas,shouldbecopiesorimagesofanythingfixedandconstant?Orinotherwords,sinceallsensiblequalities,assize,figure,colour,&c.thatis,ourideasarecontinuallychanginguponeveryalterationin

	 

	


	thedistance,medium,orinstrumentsofsensation;howcananydeterminatematerialobjectsbeproperlyrepresentedorpaintedforthbyseveraldistinctthings,eachofwhichissodifferentfromandunliketherest?Orifyousayitresemblessomeoneonlyofourideas,howshallwebeabletodistinguishthetruecopyfromallthefalseones?

	HYLAS.Iprofess,Philonous,Iamataloss.Iknownotwhattosaytothis.

	PHILONous.Butneitheristhisall.Whicharematerialob

	jectsinthemselves,perceptibleorimperceptible?

	HYLAS.Properlyandimmediatelynothingcanbeperceivedbutideas.Allmaterialthingsthereforeareinthemselvesinsensible,andtobeperceivedonlybytheirideas.

	PH1LoNous.Ideasthenaresensible,andtheirarchetypesororiginalsinsensible.

	HYLAS.Right.

	PHILONous.Buthowcanthatwhichissensiblebelikethat

	whichisinsensible?Canarealthinginitselfinvisiblebelikeacolour;orarealthingwhichisnotaudible,belikeasound?Inaword,cananythingbelikeasensationoridea,butanothersensationoridea?

	HYLAS.Imustown,Ithinknot.

	PHILONous.Isitpossiblethereshouldbeanydoubtinthe

	point?Doyounotperfectlyknowyourownideas?

	HYLAS.Iknowthemperfectly;sincewhatIdonotperceiveorknow,canbenopartofmyidea.

	PH1LoNous.Considertherefore,andexaminethem,and

	thentellmeiftherebeanythinginthemwhichcanexistwithoutthemind:orifyoucanconceiveanythinglikethemexistingwithoutthemind.

	HYLAs.Uponinquiry,Ifinditisimpossibleformetocon

	ceiveorunderstandhowanythingbutanideacanbelikeanidea.Anditismostevident,thatnoideacanexistwithoutthemind.

	PHILONous.Youarethereforebyyourprinciplesforcedtodenytherealityofsensiblethings,sinceyoumadeittoconsistinanabsoluteexistenceexteriortothemind.Thatistosay,youareadownrightsceptic.SoIhavegainedmypoint,whichwastoshewyourprinciplesledtoscepticism.

	 

	


	HYLAS.ForthepresentIam,ifnotentirelyconvinced,atleastsilenced.

	PHILONOUS.Iwouldfainknowwhatmoreyouwouldrequireinordertoaperfectconviction.Haveyounothadthelibertyofexplainingyourselfallmannerofways?Wereanylittleslipsindiscourselaidholdandinsistedon?Orwereyounotallowedtoretractorreinforceanythingyouhadoffered,asbestservedyourpurpose?Hathnoteverythingyoucouldsaybeenheardandexaminedwithallthefairnessimaginable?Inaword,haveyounotineverypointbeenconvincedoutofyourownmouth?Andifyoucanatpresentdiscoveranyflawinanyofyourformerconcessions,orthinkofanyremainingsubterfuge,anynewdistinction,colour,orcommentwhatsoever,whydoyounotproduceit?

	HYLAS.Alittlepatience,Philonous.Iamatpresentso

	amazedtoseemyselfensnared,andasitwereimprisonedinthelabyrinthsyouhavedrawnmeinto,thatonthesuddenitcannotbeexpectedIshouldfindmywayout.Youmustgivemetimetolookaboutme,andrecollectmyself.

	PHILONous.Hark;isnotthisthecollege-bell?

	HYLAS.Itringsforprayers.

	PH1LoNous.Wewillgointhenifyouplease,andmeethereagainto-morrowmorning.Inthemeantimeyoumayemployyourthoughtsonthismorning'sdiscourse,andtryifyoucanfindanyfallacyinit,orinventanynewmeanstoextricateyourself.

	HYLAS.Agreed.

	 

	


	

	

	THESECONDDIALOGUE

	

	HYLAS.Ibegyourpardon,Philonous,fornotmeetingyousooner.Allthismorningmyheadwassofilledwithourlateconversation,thatIhadnotleisuretothinkofthetimeoftheday,orindeedofanythingelse.

	PH1LoNous.Iamgladyouweresointentuponit,inhopesiftherewereanymistakesinyourconcessions,orfallaciesinmyreasoningsfromthem,youwillnowdiscoverthemtome.

	HYLAS.Iassureyou,IhavedonenothingeversinceIsaw

	you,butsearchaftermistakesandfallacies,andwiththatviewhaveminutelyexaminedthewholeseriesofyesterday'sdiscourse:butallinvain,forthenotionsitledmeinto,uponreviewappearstillmoreclearandevident;andthemoreIconsiderthem,themoreirresistiblydotheyforcemyassent.

	PHILONous.Andisnotthis,thinkyou,asignthattheyaregenuine,thattheyproceedfromNature,andareconformabletorightreason?Truthandbeautyareinthisalike,thatthestrictestsurveysetsthembothofftoadvantage.Whilethefalselustreoferroranddisguisecannotendurebeingreviewed,ortoonearlyinspected.

	HYLAS.Iownthereisagreatdealinwhatyousay.Norcananyonebemoreentirelysatisfiedofthetruthofthoseoddconsequences,solongasIhaveinviewthereasoningsthatleadtothem.Butwhentheseareoutofmythoughts,thereseemsontheotherhandsomethingsosatisfactory,sonaturalandintelligibleinthemodernwayofexplainingthings,thatIprofessIknownothowtorejectit.

	PHJLONOus.Iknownotwhatwayyoumean.

	HYLAS.Imeanthewayofaccountingforoursensationsorideas.

	PHILONous.Howisthat?

	HYLAS.Itissupposedthesoulmakesherresidenceinsomepartofthebrain,fromwhichthenervestaketheirrise,andarethenceextendedtoallpartsofthebody:andthatout-
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	wardobjectsbythedifferentimpressionstheymakeontheorgansofsense,communicatecertainvibrativemotionstothenerves;andthesebeingfilledwithspirits,propagatethemtothebrainorseatofthesoul,whichaccordingtothevariousimpressionsortracestherebymadeinthebrain,isvariousaffectedwithideas.

	PHILoNous.Andcallyouthisanexplicationofthemannerwherebyweareaffectedwithideas?

	HYLAs.Whynot,Philonous,haveyouanythingtoobjectagainstit?

	PHILoNous.IwouldfirstknowwhetherIrightlyunderstandyourhypothesis.Youmakecertaintracesinthebraintobethecausesoroccasionsofourideas.Praytellme,whetherbythebrainyoumeananysensiblething?

	HYLAS.WhatelsethinkyouIcouldmean?

	PHILoNous.Sensiblethingsareallimmediatelyperceivable;andthosethingswhichareimmediatelyperceivable,areideas;andtheseexistonlyinthemind.Thusmuchyouhave,ifImistakenot,longsinceagreedto.

	HYLAS.Idonotdenyit.

	PHILONous.Thebrainthereforeyouspeakof,beingasen

	siblething,existsonlyinthemind.Now,Iwouldfainknowwhetheryouthinkitreasonabletosuppose,thatoneideaorthingexistinginthemind,occasionsallotherideas.Andifyouthinkso,prayhowdoyouaccountfortheoriginofthatprimaryideaorbrainitself?

	HYLAs.Idonotexplaintheoriginofourideasbythat

	brainwhichisperceivabletosense,thisbeingitselfonly

	acombinationofsensibleideas,butbyanotherwhichI

	imagine.

	PH1LoNous.Butarenotthingsimaginedastrulyinthe

	mindasthingsperceived?HYLAS.Imustconfesstheyare.

	PHILoNous.Itcomesthereforetothesamething;andyouhavebeenallthiswhileaccountingforideas,bycertain

	motionsorimpressionsinthebrain,thatis,bysome

	alterationsinanidea,whethersensibleorimaginableitmattersnot.

	HYLAS.Ibegintosuspectmyhypothesis.

	 

	


	PHILONous.Besidespirits,allthatweknoworconceiveareourownideas.Whenthereforeyousay,allideasareoccasionedbyimpressionsinthebrain,doyouconceivethisbrainorno?Ifyoudo,thenyoutalkofideasimprintedinanidea,causingthatsameidea,whichisabsurd.Ifyoudonotconceiveit,youtalkunintelligibly,insteadofformingareasonablehypothesis.

	HYLAS.Inowclearlyseeitwasameredream.Thereisnothinginit.

	PHILONous.Youneednotbemuchconcernedatit:forafterall,thiswayofexplainingthings,asyoucalledit,couldneverhavesatisfiedanyreasonableman.Whatconnexionistherebetweenamotioninthenerves,andthesensationsofsoundorcolourinthemind?orhowisitpossibletheseshouldbetheeffectofthat?

	HYLAS.ButIcouldneverthinkithadsolittleinit,asnowitseemstohave.

	PHTLONous.Wellthen,areyouatlengthsatisfiedthatnosensiblethingshavearealexistence;andthatyouareintruthanarrantsceptic?

	HYLAS.Itistooplaintobedenied.

	PHILONous.Look!arenotthefieldscoveredwithadelight

	fulverdure?Istherenotsomethinginthewoodsandgroves,intheriversandclearspringsthatsoothes,thatdelights,thattransportsthesoul?Attheprospectofthewideanddeepocean,orsomehugemountainwhosetopislostintheclouds,orofanoldgloomyforest,arenotourmindsfilledwithapleasinghorror?Eveninrocksanddeserts,istherenotanagreeablewildness?Howsincereapleasureisittobeholdthenaturalbeautiesoftheearth!Topreserveandrenewourrelishforthem,isnottheveilofnightalternatelydrawnoverherface,anddothshenotchangeherdresswiththeseasons?Howaptlyaretheelementsdisposed?WhatvarietyanduseinthemeanestproductionsofNature?Whatdelicacy,whatbeauty,whatcontrivanceinanimalandvegetablebodies?Howexquisitelyareallthingssuited,aswelltotheirparticularends,astoconstituteappositepartsofthewhole!Andwhiletheymutuallyaidandsupport,dotheynotalsosetoffandillustrateeachother?Raisenowyourthoughtsfromthis
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	ballofearth,toallthosegloriousluminariesthatadornthehigharchofheaven.Themotionandsituationoftheplanets,aretheynotadmirableforuseandorder?Werethose(miscallederratic)globeseverknowntostray,intheirrepeatedjourneysthroughthepathlessvoid?Dotheynotmeasureareasroundthesuneverproportionedtothetimes?Sofixed,soimmutablearethelawsbywhichtheunseenAuthorofNatureactuatestheuniverse.Howvividandradiantisthelustreofthefixedstars!Howmagnificentandrichthatnegligentprofusion,withwhichtheyappeartobescatteredthroughoutthewholeazurevault!Yetifyoutakethetelescope,itbringsintoyoursightanewhostofstarsthatescapethenakedeye.Heretheyseemcontiguousandminute,buttoanearerviewimmenseorbsoflightatvariousdistances,farsunkintheabyssofspace.Nowyoumustcallimaginationtoyouraid.Thefeeblenarrowsensecannotdescryinnumerableworldsrevolvingroundthecentralfires;andinthoseworldstheenergyofanall-perfectminddisplayedinendlessforms.Butneithersensenorimaginationarebigenoughtocomprehendtheboundlessextentwithallitsglitteringfurniture.Thoughthelabouringmindexertandstraineachpowertoitsutmostreach,therestillstandsoutungraspedasurplusageimmeasurable.Yetallthevastbodiesthatcomposethismightyframe,howdistantandremotesoever,arebysomesecretmechanism,somedivineartandforcelinkedinamutualdependenceandintercoursewitheachother,evenwiththisearth,whichwasalmostsliptfrommythoughts,andlostinthecrowdofworlds.Isnotthewholesystemimmense,beautiful,gloriousbeyondexpressionandbeyondthought!Whattreatmentthendothosephilosophersdeserve,whowoulddeprivethesenobleanddelightfulscenesofallreality?Howshouldthoseprinciplesbeentertained,thatleadustothinkallthevisiblebeautyofthecreationafalseimaginaryglare?Tobeplain,canyouexpectthisscepticismofyourswillnotbethoughtextravagantlyabsurdbyallmenofsense?

	HYLAS.Othermenmaythinkastheyplease:butforyourpartyouhavenothingtoreproachmewith.Mycomfortis,youareasmuchascepticasIam.

	 

	


	PHILONous.There,Hylas,Imustbegleavetodifferfromyou.

	HYLAs.What!haveyouallalongagreedtothepremises,and

	doyounowdenytheconclusion,andleavemetomaintainthoseparadoxesbymyselfwhichyouledmeinto?Thissurelyisnotfair.

	PHILONous.IdenythatIagreedwithyouinthosenotionsthatledtoscepticism.Youindeedsaid,therealityofsensiblethingsconsistedinanabsoluteexistenceoutofthemindsofspirits,ordistinctfromtheirbeingperceived.Andpursuanttothisnotionofreality,youareobligedtodenysensiblethingsanyrealexistence:thatis,accordingtoyourowndefinition,youprofessyourselfasceptic.ButIneithersaidnorthoughttherealityofsensiblethingswastobedefinedafterthatmanner.Tomeitisevident,forthereasonsyouallowof,thatsensiblethingscannotexistotherwisethaninamindorspirit.WhenceIconclude,notthattheyhavenorealexistence,butthatseeingtheydependnotonmythought,andhaveanexistencedistinctfrombeingperceivedbyme,theremustbesomeothermindwhereintheyexist.Assurethereforeasthesensibleworldreallyexists,sosureisthereaninfiniteomnipresentspiritwhocontainsandsupportsit.*

	HYLAs.What!thisisnomorethanIandallChristianshold;nay,andallotherstoowhobelievethereisaGod,andthatheknowsandcomprehendsallthings.

	PHILONous.Ay,buthereliesthedifference.MencommonlybelievethatallthingsareknownorperceivedbyGod,becausetheybelievethebeingofaGod,whereasIontheotherside,immediatelyandnecessarilyconcludethebeingofaGod,becauseallsensiblethingsmustbeperceivedbyhim.

	HYLAs.Butsolongasweallbelievethesamething,whatmatterisithowwecomebythatbelief?

	PHILONous.Butneitherdoweagreeinthesameopinion.Forphilosophers,thoughtheyacknowledgeallcorporealbeingstobeperceivedbyGod,yettheyattributetothemanabsolutesubsistencedistinctfromtheirbeingperceivedbyanymindwhatever,whichIdonot.Besides,isthereno

	 

	
differencebetweensaying,thereisaGod,thereforeheperceivesallthings:andsaying,sensiblethingsdoreallyexist:andiftheyreallyexist,theyarenecessarilyperceivedbyaninfinitemind:thereforethereisaninfinitemind,orGod.Thisfurnishesyouwithadirectandimmediatedemonstration,fromamostevidentprinciple,ofthebeingofaGod.Divinesandphilosophershadprovedbeyondallcontroversy,fromthebeautyandusefulnessoftheseveralpartsofthecreation,thatitwastheworkmanshipofGod.Butthatsettingasideallhelpofastronomyandnaturalphilosophy,allcontemplationofthecontrivance,order,andadjustmentofthings,aninfinitemindshouldbenecessarilyinferredfromthebareexistenceofthesensibleworld,isanadvantagepeculiartothemonlywhohavemadethiseasyreflexion:thatthesensibleworldisthatwhichweperceivebyourseveralsenses;andthatnothingisperceivedbythesensesbesideideas;andthatnoideaorarchetypeofanideacanexistotherwisethaninamind.Youmaynow,withoutanylaborioussearchintothesciences,withoutanysubtletyofreason,ortediouslengthofdiscourse,opposeandbafflethemoststrenuousadvocateforatheism.Thosemiserablerefuges,whetherinaneternalsuccessionofunthinkingcausesandeffects,orinafortuitousconcourseofatoms;thosewildimaginationsofVanini,*Hobbes,andSpinoza;inawordthewholesystemofatheism,isitnotentirelyoverthrownbythissinglereflexionontherepugnancyincludedinsupposingthewhole,oranypart,eventhemostrudeandshapelessofthevisibleworld,toexistwithoutamind?Letanyoneofthoseabettorsofimpietybutlookintohisownthoughts,andtheretryifhecanconceivehowsomuchasarock,adesert,achaos,orconfusedjumbleofatoms;howanythingatall,eithersensibleorimaginable,canexistindependentofamind,andheneedgonofarthertobeconvincedofhisfolly.Cananythingbefairerthantoputadisputeonsuchanissue,andleaveittoamanhimselftoseeifhecanconceive,eveninthought,whatheholdstobetrueinfact,andfromanotionaltoallowitarealexistence?*

	HYLAS.Itcannotbedenied,thereissomethinghighlyserviceabletoreligioninwhatyouadvance.Butdoyounot

	 

	
thinkitlooksverylikeanotionentertainedbysomeeminentmoderns,*ofseeingallthingsinGod?

	PHILONous.Iwouldgladlyknowthatopinion;prayexplainittome.

	HYLAs.Theyconceivethatthesoulbeingimmaterial,isincapableofbeingunitedwithmaterialthings,soastoperceivetheminthemselves,butthatsheperceivesthembyherunionwiththesubstanceofGod,whichbeingspiritualisthereforepurelyintelligible,orcapableofbeingtheimmediateobjectofaspirit'sthought.Besides,thedivineessencecontainsinitperfectionscorrespondenttoeachcreatedbeing;andwhichareforthatreasonpropertoexhibitorrepresentthemtothemind.

	PHILONous.Idonotunderstandhowourideas,whichare

	thingsaltogetherpassiveandinert,canbetheessence,oranypart(orlikeanypart)oftheessenceorsubstanceofGod,whoisanimpassive,indivisible,purelyactivebeing.Manymoredifficultiesandobjectionsthereare,whichoccuratfirstviewagainstthishypothesis;butIshallonlyaddthatitisliabletoalltheabsurditiesofthecommonhypotheses,inmakingacreatedworldexistotherwisethaninthemindofaspirit.Besideallwhichithaththispeculiartoitself;thatitmakesthatmaterialworldservetonopurpose.Andifitpassforagoodargumentagainstotherhypothesesinthesciences,thattheysupposeNatureorthedivinewisdomtomakesomethinginvain,ordothatbytediousround-aboutmethods,whichmighthavebeenperformedinamuchmoreeasyandcompendiousway,whatshallwethinkofthathypothesiswhichsupposesthewholeworldmadeinvain?

	HYLAS.Butwhatsayyou,arenotyoutooofopinionthatweseeallthingsinGod?IfImistakenot,whatyouadvancecomesnearit.

	PHILONous.Fewmenthink,yetallwillhaveopinions.

	Hencemen'sopinionsaresuperficialandconfused.Itisnothingstrangethattenets,whichinthemselvesareeversodifferent,shouldneverthelessbeconfoundedwitheachotherbythosewhodonotconsiderthemattentively.Ishallnotthereforebesurprised,ifsomemenimaginethatIrun

	 

	


	intotheenthusiasmofMalebranche,thoughintruthIamveryremotefromit.Hebuildsonthemostabstractgeneralideas,whichIentirelydisclaim.Heassertsanabsoluteexternalworld,whichIdeny.Hemaintainsthatwearedeceivedbyoursenses,andknownottherealnaturesorthetrueformsandfiguresofextendedbeings;ofallwhichIholdthedirectcontrary.Sothatuponthewholetherearenoprinciplesmorefundamentallyoppositethanhisandmine.Itmustbeowned*IentirelyagreewithwhattheholyScripturesaith,thatinGodwelive,andmove,andhaveourbeing.Butthatweseethingsinhisessenceafterthemannerabovesetforth,Iamfarfrombelieving.Takehereinbriefmymeaning.ItisevidentthatthethingsIperceivearemyownideas,andthatnoideacanexistunlessitbeinamind.Norisitlessplainthattheseideasorthingsbymeperceived,eitherthemselvesortheirarchetypes,existindependentlyofmymind,sinceIknowmyselfnottobetheirauthor,itbeingoutofmypowertodetermineatpleasure,whatparticularideasIshallbeaffectedwithuponopeningmyeyesorears.Theymustthereforeexistinsomeothermind,whosewillitistheyshouldbeexhibitedtome.Thethings,Isay,immediatelyperceived,areideasorsensations,callthemwhichyouwill.Buthowcananyideaorsensationexistin,orbeproducedby,anythingbutamindorspirit?Thisindeedisinconceivable;andtoassertthatwhichisinconceivable,istotalknonsense:Isitnot?

	HvLAs.Withoutdoubt.

	PHILONous.Butontheotherhand,itisveryconceivablethattheyshouldexistin,andbeproducedby,aspirit;sincethisisnomorethanIdailyexperienceinmyself,inasmuchasIperceivenumberlessideas;andbyanactofmyWillcanformagreatvarietyofthem,andraisethemupinmyimagination:thoughitmustbeconfessed,thesecreaturesofthefancyarenotaltogethersodistinct,sostrong,vivid,andpermanent,asthoseperceivedbymysenses,whichlatterarecalledrealthings.FromallwhichIconclude,thereisamindwhichaffectsmeeverymomentwithallthesensibleimpressionsIperceive.Andfromthevariety,order,andmannerofthese,IconcludetheAuthorofthemtobewise,

	 

	


	powerful,andgood,beyondcomprehension.Markitwell;Idonotsay,IseethingsbyperceivingthatwhichrepresentsthemintheintelligiblesubstanceofGod.ThisIdonotunderstand;butIsay,thethingsbymeperceivedareknownbytheunderstanding,andproducedbythewill,ofaninfinitespirit.Andisnotallthismostplainandevident?Isthereanymoreinit,thanwhatalittleobservationofourownminds,andthatwhichpassesinthemnotonlyenablethustoconceive,butalsoobligethustoacknowledge?

	HYLAS.IthinkIunderstandyouveryclearly;andowntheproofyougiveofaDeityseemsnolessevident,thanitissurprising.ButallowingthatGodistheSupremeandUniversalCauseofallthings,yetmaynottherebestillathirdnaturebesidesspiritsandideas?Maywenotadmitasubordinateandlimitedcauseofourideas?Inaword,maytherenotforallthatbematter?

	PHILONous.HowoftenmustIinculcatethesamething?Youallowthethingsimmediatelyperceivedbysensetoexistnowherewithoutthemind:butthereisnothingperceivedbysense,whichisnotperceivedimmediately:thereforethereisnothingsensiblethatexistswithoutthemind.Thematterthereforewhichyoustillinsiston,issomethingintelligible,Isuppose;somethingthatmaybediscoveredbyreason,andnotbysense.

	HYLAS.Youareintheright.

	PHILONous.Prayletmeknowwhatreasoningyourbeliefofmatterisgroundedon;andwhatthismatterisinyourpresentsenseofit.

	HYLAs.Ifindmyselfaffectedwithvariousideas,whereofIknowIamnotthecause;neitheraretheythecauseofthemselves,orofoneanother,orcapableofsubsistingbythemselves,asbeingaltogetherinactive,fleeting,dependentbeings.Theyhavethereforesomecausedistinctfrommeandthem:ofwhichIpretendtoknownomore,thanthatitisthecauseofmyideas.Andthisthing,whateveritbe,Icallmatter.

	PHILONous.Tellme,Hylas,hatheveryonealibertytochangethecurrentpropersignificationannexedtoacommonnameinanylanguage?Forexample,supposeatravellershouldtellyou,thatinacertaincountrymenmightpass

	 

	


	unhurtthroughthefire;and,uponexplaininghimself,youfoundhemeantbythewordfirethatwhichotherscallwater:orifheshouldasserttherearetreeswhichwalkupontwolegs,meaningmenbythetermtrees.Wouldyouthinkthisreasonable?

	HYLAS.No;Ishouldthinkitveryabsurd.Commoncustomis

	thestandardofproprietyinlanguage.Andforanymantoaffectspeakingimproperly,istoperverttheuseofspeech,andcanneverservetoabetterpurpose,thantoprotractandmultiplydisputeswherethereisnodifferenceinopinion.

	PHILONous.Anddothnotmatter,inthecommoncurrent

	acceptationoftheword,signifyanextended,solid,moveable,unthinking,inactivesubstance?

	HYLAS.Itdoth.

	PHILONOUS.Andhathitnotbeenmadeevident,thatnosuchsubstancecanpossiblyexist?Andthoughitshouldbeallowedtoexist,yethowcanthatwhichisinactivebeacause;orthatwhichisunthinkingbeacauseofthought?Youmayindeed,ifyouplease,annextothewordmatteracontrarymeaningtowhatisvulgarlyreceived;andtellmeyouunderstandbyitanunextended,thinking,activebeing,whichisthecauseofourideas.Butwhatelseisthis,thantoplaywithwords,andrunintothatveryfaultyoujustnowcondemnedwithsomuchreason?Idobynomeansfindfaultwithyourreasoninginthatyoucollectacausefromthephenomena;butIdenythatthecausededuciblebyreasoncanproperlybetermedmatter.

	HYLAS.Thereisindeedsomethinginwhatyousay.ButIamafraidyoudonotthoroughlycomprehendmymeaning.IwouldbynomeansbethoughttodenythatGodoranInfiniteSpiritisthesupremecauseofallthings.AllIcontendfor,is,thatsubordinatetothesupremeagentthereisacauseofalimitedandinferiornature,whichconcursintheproductionofourideas,notbyanyactofwillorspiritualefficiency,butbythatkindofactionwhichbelongstomatter,viz.motion.

	PH1LoNous.Ifind,youareateveryturnrelapsingintoyouroldexplodedconceit,ofamoveableandconsequentlyanextendedsubstanceexistingwithoutthemind.What!Have

	 

	


	youalreadyforgotyouwereconvinced,orareyouwillingIshouldrepeatwhathasbeensaidonthathead?Intruththisisnotfairdealinginyou,stilltosupposethebeingofthatwhichyouhavesooftenacknowledgedtohavenobeing.Butnottoinsistfartheronwhathasbeensolargelyhandled,Iaskwhetherallyourideasarenotperfectlypassiveandinert,includingnothingofactioninthem?

	HYLAS.Theyare.

	PHILONous.Andaresensiblequalitiesanythingelsebutideas?

	HYLAs.HowoftenhaveIacknowledgedthattheyarenot?

	PHILONous.Butisnotmotionasensiblequality?HYLAS.Itis.

	PHILONOUS.Consequentlyitisnoaction.

	HYLAs.Iagreewithyou.Andindeeditisveryplain,thatwhenIstirmyfinger,itremainspassive;butmywillwhichproducedthemotion,isactive.

	PH1LoNous.NowIdesiretoknowinthefirstplace,

	whethermotionbeingallowedtobenoaction,youcanconceiveanyactionbesidesvolition:andinthesecondplace,whethertosaysomethingandconceivenothingbenottotalknonsense:andlastly,whetherhavingconsideredthepremises,youdonotperceivethattosupposeanyefficientoractivecauseofourideas,otherthanspirit,ishighlyabsurdandunreasonable?

	HYLAS.Igiveupthepointentirely.Butthoughmattermaynotbeacause,yetwhathindersitsbeinganinstrumentsubservienttothesupremeagentintheproductionofourideas?

	PHILONous.Aninstrument,sayyou;praywhatmaybethe

	figure,springs,wheels,andmotionsofthatinstrument?

	HYLAS.ThoseIpretendtodeterminenothingof,boththe

	substanceanditsqualitiesbeingentirelyunknowntome.

	PHILONous.What?Youarethenofopinion,itismadeupofunknownparts,thatithathunknownmotions,andanunknownshape.

	HYLAs.Idonotbelieveithathanyfigureormotionatall,beingalreadyconvinced,thatnosensiblequalitiescanexistinanunperceivingsubstance.

	 

	


	PHILONOUS.Butwhatnotionisitpossibletoframeofaninstrumentvoidofallsensiblequalities,evenextensionitself?

	HYLAS.Idonotpretendtohaveanynotionofit.PHILONous.Andwhatreasonhaveyoutothink,thisun

	known,thisinconceivablesomewhatdothexist?IsitthatyouimagineGodcannotactaswellwithoutit,orthatyoufindbyexperiencetheuseofsomesuchthing,whenyouformideasinyourownmind?

	HYLAS.Youarealwaysteasingmeforreasonsofmybelief.Pray,whatreasonshaveyounottobelieveit?

	PHILONous.Itistomeasufficientreasonnottobelievetheexistenceofanything,ifIseenoreasonforbelievingit.Butnottoinsistonreasonsforbelieving,youwillnotsomuch

	asletmeknowwhatitisyouwouldhavemebelieve,since

	yousayyouhavenomannerofnotionofit.Afterall,letmeentreatyoutoconsiderwhetheritbelikeaphilosopher,orevenlikeamanofcommonsense,topretendtobelieveyouknownotwhat,andyouknownotwhy.

	HYLAS.Hold,Philonous.WhenItellyoumatterisaninstrument,Idonotmeanaltogethernothing.Itistrue,Iknownottheparticularkindofinstrument;buthoweverIhavesomenotionofinstrumentingeneral,whichIapplytoit.

	PH1LONous.Butwhatifitshouldprovethatthereissomething,eveninthemostgeneralnotionofinstrument,astakeninadistinctsensefromcause,whichmakestheuseofitinconsistentwiththedivineattributes?

	HYLAS.Makethatappear,andIshallgiveupthepoint.

	PHrLONous.Whatmeanyoubythegeneralnatureornotionofinstrument?

	HYLAs.Thatwhichiscommontoallparticularinstruments,composeththegeneralnotion.

	PHILONous.Isitnotcommontoallinstruments,thattheyareappliedtothedoingthosethingsonly,whichcannotbeperformedbythemereactofourwills?Thusforinstance,Ineveruseaninstrumenttomovemyfinger,becauseitisdonebyavolition.ButIshoulduseone,ifIweretoremovepartofarock,ortearupatreebytheroots.Areyouofthesamemind?Orcanyoushewanyexamplewhereaninstru-
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	mentismadeuseofinproducinganeffectimmediatelydependingonthewilloftheagent?

	HYLAS.Iown,Icannot.

	PHILONous.Howthereforecanyousuppose,thatanallperfectspirit,onwhosewillallthingshaveanabsoluteandimmediatedependence,shouldneedaninstrumentinhisoperations,ornotneedingitmakeuseofit?Thusitseemstomethatyouareobligedtoowntheuseofalifelessinactiveinstrument,tobeincompatiblewiththeinfiniteperfectionofGod;thatis,byyourownconfession,togiveupthepoint.

	HYLAS.ItdothnotreadilyoccurwhatIcanansweryou.

	PHILONous.Butmethinksyoushouldbereadytoownthetruth,whenithathbeenfairlyprovedtoyou.Weindeed,whoarebeingsoffinitepowers,areforcedtomakeuseofinstruments.Andtheuseofaninstrumentsheweththeagenttobelimitedbyrulesofanother'sprescription,andthathecannotobtainhisend,butinsuchawayandbysuchconditions.Whenceitseemsaclearconsequence,thatthesupremeunlimitedagentusethnotoolorinstrumentatall.Thewillofanomnipotentspiritisnosoonerexertedthanexecuted,withouttheapplicationofmeans,which,iftheyareemployedbyinferioragents,itisnotuponaccountofanyrealefficacythatisinthem,ornecessaryaptitudetoproduceanyeffect,butmerelyincompliancewiththelawsofNature,orthoseconditionsprescribedtothembythefirstcause,whoishimselfabovealllimitationorprescriptionwhatsoever.

	HYLAS.Iwillnolongermaintainthatmatterisaninstrument.However,Iwouldnotbeunderstoodtogiveupitsexistenceneither;since,notwithstandingwhathathbeensaid,itmaystillbeanoccasion.*

	PHILONous.Howmanyshapesisyourmattertotake?Or

	howoftenmustitbeprovednottoexist,beforeyouarecontenttopartwithit?Buttosaynomoreofthis(thoughbyallthelawsofdisputationImayjustlyblameyouforsofrequentlychangingthesignificationoftheprincipalterm)

	Iwouldfainknowwhatyoumeanbyaffirmingthatmatter
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	isanoccasion,havingalreadydeniedittobeacause.Andwhenyouhaveshewninwhatsenseyouunderstandoccasion,prayinthenextplacebepleasedtoshewmewhatreasoninducethyoutobelievethereissuchanoccasionofourideas.

	HYLAS.Astothefirstpoint:byoccasionImeananinactiveunthinkingbeing,atthepresencewhereofGodexcitesideasinourminds.

	PHTLONous.Andwhatmaybethenatureofthatinactiveunthinkingbeing?

	HYLAS.Iknownothingofitsnature.

	PHTLONous.Proceedthentothesecondpoint,andassignsomereasonwhyweshouldallowanexistencetothisinactive,unthinking,unknownthing.

	HYLAS.Whenweseeideasproducedinourmindsafteranorderlyandconstantmanner,itisnaturaltothinktheyhavesomefixedandregularoccasions,atthepresenceofwhichtheyareexcited.

	PHILONous.YouacknowledgethenGodalonetobethecauseofourideas,andthathecausesthematthepresenceofthoseoccasions.

	HYLAS.Thatismyopinion.

	PHILONous.ThosethingswhichyousayarepresenttoGod,withoutdoubtHeperceives.

	HYLAs.Certainly;otherwisetheycouldnotbetoHimanoccasionofacting.

	PH1LoNous.Nottoinsistnowonyourmakingsenseofthishypothesis,oransweringallthepuzzlingquestionsanddifficultiesitisliableto:Ionlyaskwhethertheorderandregularityobservableintheseriesofourideas,orthecourseofNature,benotsufficientlyaccountedforbythewisdomandpowerofGod;andwhetheritdothnotderogatefromthoseattributes,tosupposeHeisinfluenced,directed,orputinmind,whenandwhatHeistoact,byanyunthinkingsubstance.Andlastlywhether,incaseIgrantedallyoucontendfor,itwouldmakeanythingtoyourpurpose,itnotbeingeasytoconceivehowtheexternalorabsoluteexistenceofanunthinkingsubstance,distinctfrom
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	itsbeingperceived,canbeinferredfrommyallowingthattherearecertainthingsperceivedbythemindofGod,whicharetoHimtheoccasionofproducingideasinus.

	HYLAS.Iamperfectlyatalosswhattothink,thisnotionofoccasionseemingnowaltogetherasgroundlessastherest.PHILONous.Doyounotatlengthperceive,thatinallthesedifferentacceptationsofmatter,youhavebeenonlysupposingyouknownotwhat,fornomannerofreason,andto

	nokindofuse?

	HYLAS.Ifreelyownmyselflessfondofmynotions,sincetheyhavebeensoaccuratelyexamined.Butstill,methinksIhavesomeconfusedperceptionthatthereissuchathingasmatter.

	PHILONous.Eitheryouperceivethebeingofmatterimmediately,ormediately.Ifimmediately,prayinformmebywhichofthesensesyouperceiveit.Ifmediately,letmeknowbywhatreasoningitisinferredfromthosethingswhichyouperceiveimmediately.Somuchfortheperception.Thenforthematteritself,Iaskwhetheritisobject,substratum,cause,instrument,oroccasion?Youhavealreadypleadedforeachofthese,shiftingyournotions,andmakingmattertoappearsometimesinoneshape,theninanother.Andwhatyouhaveofferedhathbeendisapprovedandrejectedbyyourself.Ifyouhaveanythingnewtoadvance,Iwouldgladlyhearit.

	HYLAS.IthinkIhavealreadyofferedallIhadtosayonthoseheads.Iamatalosswhatmoretourge.

	PHrLONous.Andyetyouarelothtopartwithyouroldprejudice.Buttomakeyouquititmoreeasily,Idesirethat,besidewhathasbeenhithertosuggested,youwillfartherconsiderwhether,uponsuppositionthatmatterexists,youcanpossiblyconceivehowyoushouldbeaffectedbyit?Orsupposingitdidnotexist,whetheritbenotevidentyoumightforallthatbeaffectedwiththesameideasyounoware,andconsequentlyhavetheverysamereasonstobelieveitsexistencethatyounowcanhave?

	HYLAs.Iacknowledgeitispossiblewemightperceiveallthingsjustaswedonow,thoughtherewasnomatterintheworld;neithercanIconceive,iftherebematter,howit
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	shouldproduceanyideainourminds.AndIdofarthergrant,youhaveentirelysatisfiedme,thatitisimpossiblethereshouldbesuchathingasmatterinanyoftheforegoingacceptations.ButstillIcannothelpsupposingthatthereismatterinsomesenseorother.WhatthatisIdonotindeedpretendtodetermine.

	PHILONous.Idonotexpectyoushoulddefineexactlythenatureofthatunknownbeing.Onlybepleasedtotellme,whetheritisasubstance:andifso,whetheryoucansupposeasubstancewithoutaccidents;orincaseyousupposeittohaveaccidentsorqualities,Idesireyouwillletmeknowwhatthosequalitiesare,atleastwhatismeantbymatter'ssupportingthem.

	HYLAS.Wehavealreadyarguedonthosepoints.Ihavenomoretosaytothem.Buttopreventanyfartherquestions,letmetellyou,Iatpresentunderstandbymatterneithersubstancenoraccident,thinkingnorextendedbeing,neithercause,instrument,noroccasion,butsomethingentirelyunknown,*distinctfromallthese.

	PHILONous.Itseemsthenyouincludeinyourpresentnotionofmatter,nothingbutthegeneralabstractideaofentity.

	HYLAS.Nothingelse,saveonlythatIsuper-addtothisgeneralideathenegationofallthoseparticularthings,qualities,orideasthatIperceive,imagine,orinanywiseapprehend.

	PHILONous.Praywheredoyousupposethisunknownmattertoexist?

	HYLAS.OhPhilonous!nowyouthinkyouhaveentangledme;forifIsayitexistsinplace,thenyouwillinferthatitexistsinthemind,sinceitisagreed,thatplaceorextensionexistsonlyinthemind:butIamnotashamedtoownmyignorance.Iknownotwhereitexists;onlyIamsureitexistsnotinplace.Thereisanegativeanswerforyou:andyoumustexpectnoothertoallthequestionsyouputforthefutureaboutmatter.

	PHILONous.Sinceyouwillnottellmewhereitexists,be

	pleasedtoinformmeafterwhatmanneryousupposeittoexist,orwhatyoumeanbyitsexistence.

	 

	


	HYLAS.Itneitherthinksnoracts,neitherperceives,norisperceived.

	PHILONOUS.Butwhatistherepositiveinyourabstracted

	notionofitsexistence?

	HYLAS.Uponaniceobservation,IdonotfindIhaveanypositivenotionormeaningatall.ItellyouagainIamnotashamedtoownmyignorance.Iknownotwhatismeantbyitsexistence,orhowitexists.

	PHILONous.Continue,goodHylas,toactthesameingenuouspart,andtellmesincerelywhetheryoucanframeadistinctideaofentityingeneral,prescindedfromandexclusiveofallthinkingandcorporealbeings,allparticularthingswhatsoever.

	HYLAS.Hold,letmethinkalittle...Iprofess,Philonous,IdonotfindthatIcan.*AtfirstglancemethoughtIhadsomediluteandairynotionofpureentityinabstract;butuponcloserattentionithathquitevanishedoutofsight.ThemoreIthinkonit,themoreamIconfirmedinmyprudentresolutionofgivingnonebutnegativeanswers,andnotpretendingtotheleastdegreeofanypositiveknowledgeorconceptionofmatter,itswhere,itshow,itsentity,oranythingbelongingtoit.

	PHILoNous.Whenthereforeyouspeakoftheexistenceof

	matter,youhavenotanynotioninyourmind.HYLAS.Noneatall.

	PHILoNous.Praytellmeifthecasestandsnotthus:atfirst,fromabeliefofmaterialsubstanceyouwouldhaveitthattheimmediateobjectsexistedwithoutthemind;thenthattheirarchetypes;thencauses;nextinstruments;thenoccasions:lastly,somethingingeneral,whichbeinginterpretedprovesnothing.Somattercomestonothing.Whatthinkyou,Hylas,isnotthisafairsummaryofyourwholeproceeding?

	HYLAs.Bethatasitwill,yetIstillinsistuponit,thatour

	notbeingabletoconceiveathing,isnoargumentagainstitsexistence.

	PHILONous.Thatfromacause,effect,operation,sign,orothercircumstance,theremayreasonablybeinferredtheexistenceofathingnotimmediatelyperceived,andthatit
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	wereabsurdforanymantoargueagainsttheexistenceofthatthing,fromhishavingnodirectandpositivenotionofit,Ifreelyown.Butwherethereisnothingofallthis;whereneitherreasonnorrevelationinduceustobelievetheexistenceofathing;wherewehavenotevenarelativenotionofit;whereanabstractionismadefromperceivingandbeingperceived,fromspiritandidea:lastly,wherethereisnotsomuchasthemostinadequateorfaintideapretendedto:Iwillnotindeedthenceconcludeagainsttherealityofanynotionorexistenceofanything:butmyinferenceshallbe,thatyoumeannothingatall:thatyouemploywordstonomannerofpurpose,withoutanydesignorsignificationwhatsoever.AndIleaveittoyoutoconsiderhowmerejargonshouldbetreated.

	HYLAS.Todealfranklywithyou,Philonous,yourargumentsseeminthemselvesunanswerable,buttheyhavenotsogreataneffectonmeastoproducethatentireconviction,thatheartyacquiescencewhichattendsdemonstration.IfindmyselfstillrelapsingintoanobscuresurmiseofIknownotwhat,matter.

	PHILONOUS.Butareyounotsensible,Hylas,thattwothingsmustconcurtotakeawayallscruple,andworkaplenaryassentinthemind?Letavisibleobjectbesetinneversoclearalight,yetifthereisanyimperfectioninthesight,oriftheeyeisnotdirectedtowardsit,itwillnotbedistinctlyseen.Andthoughademonstrationbeneversowellgroundedandfairlyproposed,yetifthereiswithalastainofprejudice,orawrongbiasontheunderstanding,canitbeexpectedonasuddentoperceiveclearlyandadherefirmlytothetruth?No,thereisneedoftimeandpains:theattentionmustbeawakenedanddetainedbyafrequentrepetitionofthesamethingplacedoftinthesame,oftindifferentlights.Ihavesaiditalready,andfindImuststillrepeatandinculcate,thatitisanunaccountablelicenceyoutakeinpretendingtomaintainyouknownotwhat,foryouknownotwhatreason,toyouknownotwhatpurpose.Canthisbeparalleledinanyartorscience,anysectorprofessionofmen?Oristhereanythingsobarefacedlygroundlessandunreasonabletobemetwitheveninthelowestof

	 

	


	commonconversation?Butperhapsyouwillstillsay,mattermayexist,thoughatthesametimeyouneitherknowwhatismeantbymatter,orbyitsexistence.Thisindeedissurprising,andthemoresobecauseitisaltogethervoluntary,younotbeingledtoitbyanyonereason;forIchallengeyoutoshewmethatthinginNaturewhichneedsmattertoexplainoraccountforit.

	HYLAS.Therealityofthingscannotbemaintainedwithoutsupposingtheexistenceofmatter.Andisnotthis,thinkyou,agoodreasonwhyIshouldbeearnestinitsdefence?

	PHILONOUS.Therealityofthings!Whatthings,sensibleorintelligible?

	HYLAS.Sensiblethings.

	PHILONOUS.Myglove,forexample?

	HYLAS.Thatoranyotherthingperceivedbythesenses.

	PHILONous.Buttofixonsomeparticularthing;isitnotasufficientevidencetomeoftheexistenceofthisglove,thatIseeit,andfeelit,andwearit?Orifthiswillnotdo,howisitpossibleIshouldbeassuredoftherealityofthisthing,whichIactuallyseeinthisplace,bysupposingthatsomeunknownthingwhichIneverdidorcansee,existsafteranunknownmanner,inanunknownplace,orinnoplaceatall?Howcanthesupposedrealityofthatwhichisintangible,beaproofthatanythingtangiblereallyexists?orofthatwhichisinvisible,thatanyvisiblething,oringeneralofanythingwhichisimperceptible,thataperceptibleexists?Dobutexplainthis,andIshallthinknothingtoohardforyou.

	HYLAS.Uponthewhole,Iamcontenttoowntheexistenceofmatterishighlyimprobable;butthedirectandabsoluteimpossibilityofitdoesnotappeartome.

	PHILONOUS.Butgrantingmattertobepossible,yetupon

	thataccountmerelyitcanhavenomoreclaimtoexistence,thanagoldenmountainoracentaur.

	HYLAS.Iacknowledgeit;butstillyoudonotdenyitispossible;andthatwhichispossible,foraughtyouknow,mayactuallyexist.

	PH1LoNous.Idenyittobepossible;andhave,ifImistakenot,evidentlyprovedfromyourownconcessionsthatitis
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	not.Inthecommonsenseofthewordmatter,isthereanymoreimplied,thananextended,solid,figured,moveablesubstanceexistingwithoutthemind?Andhavenotyouacknowledgedoverandover,thatyouhaveseenevidentreasonfordenyingthepossibilityofsuchasubstance?

	HYLAs.True,butthatisonlyonesenseofthetermmatter.PHILONous.Butisitnottheonlypropergenuinereceivedsense?Andifmatterinsuchasensebeprovedimpossible,mayitnotbethoughtwithgoodgroundsabsolutelyimpossible?Elsehowcouldanythingbeprovedimpossible?Orindeedhowcouldtherebeanyproofatallonewayorother,toamanwhotakesthelibertytounsettleandchange

	thecommonsignificationofwords?

	HYLAs.Ithoughtphilosophersmightbeallowedtospeakmoreaccuratelythanthevulgar,andwerenotalwaysconfinedtothecommonacceptationofaterm.

	PHILONous.Butthisnowmentionedisthecommonre

	ceivedsenseamongphilosophersthemselves.Butnottoinsistonthat,haveyounotbeenallowedtotakematterinwhatsenseyoupleased?Andhaveyounotusedthisprivilegeintheutmostextent,sometimesentirelychanging,atothersleavingoutorputtingintothedefinitionofitwhateverforthepresentbestservedyourdesign,contrarytoalltheknownrulesofreasonandlogic?Andhathnotthisshiftingunfairmethodofyoursspunoutourdisputetoanunnecessarylength;matterhavingbeenparticularlyexamined,andbyyourownconfessionrefutedineachofthosesenses?Andcananymoreberequiredtoprovetheabsoluteimpossibilityofathing,thantheprovingitimpossibleineveryparticularsense,thateitheryouoranyoneelseunderstandsitin?

	HYLAs.ButIamnotsothoroughlysatisfiedthatyouhaveprovedtheimpossibilityofmatterinthelastmostobscureabstractedandindefinitesense.

	PHILONOUS.Whenisathingshewntobeimpossible?

	HYLAs.Whenarepugnancyisdemonstratedbetweentheideascomprehendedinitsdefinition.

	PHILONous.Butwheretherearenoideas,therenorepugnancycanbedemonstratedbetweenideas.

	 

	


	HYLAS.Iagreewithyou.

	PHILONOUS.Nowinthatwhichyoucalltheobscureindefinitesenseofthewordmatter,itisplain,byyourownconfession,therewasincludednoideaatall,nosenseexceptanunknownsense,whichisthesamethingasnone.YouarenotthereforetoexpectIshouldprovearepugnancybetweenideaswheretherearenoideas;ortheimpossibilityofmattertakeninanunknownsense,thatisnosenseatall.Mybusinesswasonlytoshew,youmeantnothing;andthisyouwerebroughttoown.Sothatinallyourvarioussenses,youhavebeenshewedeithertomeannothingatall,orifanything,anabsurdity.Andifthisbenotsufficienttoprovetheimpossibilityofathing,Idesireyouwillletmeknowwhatis.

	HYLAS.Iacknowledgeyouhaveprovedthatmatterisimpossible;nordoIseewhatmorecanbesaidindefenceofit.ButatthesametimethatIgiveupthis,Isuspectallmyothernotions.Forsurelynonecouldbemoreseeminglyevidentthanthisoncewas:andyetitnowseemsasfalseandabsurdaseveritdidtruebefore.ButIthinkwehavediscussedthepointsufficientlyforthepresent.TheremainingpartofthedayIwouldwillinglyspend,inrunningoverinmythoughtstheseveralheadsofthismorning'sconversation,andto-morrowshallbegladtomeetyouhereagainaboutthesametime.

	PHILONous.Iwillnotfailtoattendyou.

	 

	


	

	

	THETHIRDDIALOGUE

	

	PHILONous.Tellme,Hylas,whatarethefruitsofyesterday'smeditation?Hathitconfirmedyouinthesamemindyouwereinatparting?orhaveyousinceseencausetochangeyouropinion?

	HYLAS.Trulymyopinionis,thatallouropinionsarealike

	vainanduncertain.Whatweapproveto-day,wecondemnto-morrow.Wekeepastiraboutknowledge,andspendourlivesinthepursuitofit,whenalas!weknownothingallthewhile:nordoIthinkitpossibleforusevertoknowanythinginthislife.Ourfacultiesaretoonarrowandtoofew.Naturecertainlyneverintendedusforspeculation.

	PHILONOUS.What!sayyouwecanknownothing,Hylas?

	HYLAS.Thereisnotthatsinglethingintheworld,whereofwecanknowtherealnature,orwhatitisinitself.

	PH1LoNous.WillyoutellmeIdonotreallyknowwhatfire

	orwateris?

	HYLAs.Youmayindeedknowthatfireappearshot,andwaterfluid:butthisisnomorethanknowingwhatsensationsareproducedinyourownmind,upontheapplicationoffireandwatertoyourorgansofsense.Theirinternalconstitution,theirtrueandrealnature,youareutterlyinthedarkastothat.

	PHILONOUS.DoInotknowthistobearealstonethatIstandon,andthatwhichIseebeforemyeyestobearealtree?

	HYLAS.Know?No,itisimpossibleyouoranymanaliveshouldknowit.Allyouknow,is,thatyouhavesuchacertainideaorappearanceinyourownmind.Butwhatisthistotherealtreeorstone?Itellyou,thatcolour,figure,andhardness,whichyouperceive,arenottherealnaturesofthosethings,orintheleastlikethem.Thesamemaybesaidofallotherrealthingsorcorporealsubstanceswhichcomposetheworld.Theyhavenoneofthemanythinginthemselves,likethosesensiblequalitiesbyusperceived.
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	Weshouldnotthereforepretendtoaffirmorknowanythingofthemastheyareintheirownnature.

	PHILONOUS.Butsurely,Hylas,Icandistinguishgold,for

	example,fromiron:andhowcouldthisbeifIknewnotwhateithertrulywas?

	HYLAS.Believeme,Philonous,youcanonlydistinguishbetweenyourownideas.Thatyellowness,thatweight,andothersensiblequalities,thinkyoutheyarereallyinthegold?Theyareonlyrelativetothesenses,andhavenoabsoluteexistenceinNature.Andinpretendingtodistinguishthespeciesofrealthings,bytheappearancesinyourmind,youmayperhapsactaswiselyashethatshouldconcludetwomenwereofadifferentspecies,becausetheirclotheswerenotofthesamecolour.

	PH1LoNous.Itseemsthenwearealtogetherputoffwiththeappearancesofthings,andthosefalseonestoo.TheverymeatIeat,andtheclothIwear,havenothinginthemlikewhatIseeandfeel.

	HYLAS.Evenso.

	PHILONOUS.Butisitnotstrangethewholeworldshouldbethusimposedon,andsofoolishastobelievetheirsenses?AndyetIknownothowitis,butmeneat,anddrink,andsleep,andperformalltheofficesoflifeascomfortablyandconveniently,asiftheyreallyknewthethingstheyareconversantabout.

	HYLAS.Theydoso:butyouknowordinarypracticedoesnotrequireanicetyofspeculativeknowledge.Hencethevulgarretaintheirmistakes,andforallthat,makeashifttobustlethroughtheaffairsoflife.Butphilosophersknowbetterthings.

	PHILONOUS.Youmean,theyknowthattheyknownothing.

	HYLAs.Thatistheverytopandperfectionofhumanknowledge.

	PHILONOUs.Butareyouallthiswhileinearnest,Hylas;andareyouseriouslypersuadedthatyouknownothingrealintheworld?Supposeyouaregoingtowrite,wouldyounotcallforpen,ink,andpaper,likeanotherman;anddoyounotknowwhatitisyoucallfor?

	HYLAs.HowoftenmustItellyou,thatIknownotthereal
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	natureofanyonethingintheuniverse?Imayindeeduponoccasionmakeuseofpen,ink,andpaper.Butwhatanyoneofthemisinitsowntruenature,IdeclarepositivelyIknownot.Andthesameistruewithregardtoeveryothercorporealthing.And,whatismore,wearenotonlyignorantofthetrueandrealnatureofthings,butevenoftheirexistence.Itcannotbedeniedthatweperceivesuchcertainappearancesorideas;butitcannotbeconcludedfromthencethatbodiesreallyexist.Nay,nowIthinkonit,Imustagreeablytomyformerconcessionsfartherdeclare,thatitisimpossibleanyrealcorporealthingshouldexistinNature.

	PHILONous.Youamazeme.Waseveranythingmorewildandextravagantthanthenotionsyounowmaintain:andisitnotevidentyouareledintoalltheseextravaganciesbythebeliefofmaterialsubstance?Thismakesyoudreamofthoseunknownnaturesineverything.Itisthisoccasionsyourdistinguishingbetweentherealityandsensibleappearancesofthings.Itistothisyouareindebtedforbeingignorantofwhateverybodyelseknowsperfectlywell.Noristhisall:youarenotonlyignorantofthetruenatureofeverything,butyouknownotwhetheranythingreallyexists,orwhetherthereareanytruenaturesatall;forasmuchasyouattributetoyourmaterialbeingsanabsoluteorexternalexistence,whereinyousupposetheirrealityconsists.*Andasyouareforcedintheendtoacknowledgesuchanexistencemeanseitheradirectrepugnancy,ornothingatall,itfollowsthatyouareobligedtopulldownyourownhypothesisofmaterialsubstance,andpositivelytodenytherealexistenceofanypartoftheuniverse.Andsoyouareplungedintothedeepestandmostdeplorable

	scepticismthatevermanwas.Tellme,Hylas,isitnotasI

	say?

	HYLAS.Iagreewithyou.Materialsubstancewasnomorethananhypothesis,andafalseandgroundlessonetoo.Iwillnolongerspendmybreathindefenceofit.Butwhateverhypothesisyouadvance,orwhatsoeverschemeofthingsyouintroduceinitsstead,Idoubtnotitwillappeareverywhitasfalse:letmebutbeallowedtoquestionyou
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	uponit.Thatis,suffermetoserveyouinyourownkind,andIwarrantitshallconductyouthroughasmanyperplexitiesandcontradictions,totheverysamestateofscepticismthatImyselfaminatpresent.

	PHILONOUS.Iassureyou,Hylas,Idonotpretendtoframeanyhypothesisatall.Iamofavulgarcast,simpleenoughtobelievemysenses,andleavethingsasIfindthem.Tobeplain,itismyopinion,thattherealthingsarethoseverythingsIseeandfeel,andperceivebymysenses.TheseIknow,andfindingtheyanswerallthenecessitiesandpurposesoflife,havenoreasontobesolicitousaboutanyotherunknownbeings.Apieceofsensiblebread,forinstance,wouldstaymystomachbetterthantenthousandtimesasmuchofthatinsensible,unintelligible,realbreadyouspeakof.Itislikewisemyopinion,thatcoloursandothersensiblequalitiesareontheobjects.Icannotformylifehelpthinkingthatsnowiswhite,andfirehot.Youindeed,whobysnowandfiremeancertainexternal,unperceived,unperceivingsubstances,areintherighttodenywhitenessorheat,tobeaffectionsinherentinthem.ButI,whounderstandbythosewordsthethingsIseeandfeel,amobligedtothinklikeotherfolks.AndasIamnoscepticwithregardtothenatureofthings,soneitheramIastotheirexistence.Thatathingshouldbereallyperceivedbymysenses,andatthesametimenotreallyexist,istomeaplaincontradiction;sinceIcannotprescindorabstract,eveninthought,theexistenceofasensiblethingfromitsbeingperceived.Wood,stones,fire,water,flesh,iron,andthelikethings,whichInameanddiscourseof,arethingsthatIknow.AndIshouldnothaveknownthem,butthatIperceivedthembymysenses;andthingsperceivedbythesensesareimmediatelyperceived;andthingsimmediatelyperceivedareideas;andideascannotexistwithoutthemind;theirexistencethereforeconsistsinbeingperceived;whenthereforetheyareactuallyperceived,therecanbenodoubtoftheirexistence.Awaythenwithallthatscepticism,allthoseridiculousphilosophicaldoubts.Whatajestisitforaphilosophertoquestiontheexistenceofsensiblethings,tillhehathitprovedtohimfromtheveracityofGod:ortopretendourknowledgeinthispointfallsshortof

	 

	


	intuitionordemonstration?Imightaswelldoubtofmyownbeing,*asofthebeingofthosethingsIactuallyseeandfeel.

	HYLAS.Notsofast,Philonous:yousayyoucannotconceivehowsensiblethingsshouldexistwithoutthemind.Doyounot?

	PHILONOUS.Ido.

	HYLAS.Supposingyouwereannihilated,cannotyouconceiveitpossible,thatthingsperceivablebysensemaystillexist?

	PH1LONous.Ican;butthenitmustbeinanothermind.WhenIdenysensiblethingsanexistenceoutofthemind,Idonotmeanmymindinparticular,butallminds.Nowitisplaintheyhaveanexistenceexteriortomymind,sinceIfindthembyexperiencetobeindependentofit.Thereisthereforesomeothermindwhereintheyexist,duringtheintervalsbetweenthetimesofmyperceivingthem:aslikewisetheydidbeforemybirth,andwoulddoaftermysupposedannihilation.Andasthesameistrue,withregardtoallotherfinitecreatedspirits;itnecessarilyfollows,thereisanomnipresenteternalMind,whichknowsandcomprehendsallthings,andexhibitsthemtoourviewinsuchamanner,andaccordingtosuchrulesashehimselfhathordained,andarebyustermedtheLawsofNature.*

	HYLAS.Answerme,Philonous.Areallourideasperfectlyinertbeings?Orhavetheyanyagencyincludedinthem?

	PHILONOUS.Theyarealtogetherpassiveandinert.

	HYLAS.AndisnotGodanagent,abeingpurelyactive?PHILONOUS.Iacknowledgeit.

	HYLAs.Noideathereforecanbelikeunto,orrepresentthenatureofGod.

	PHILONOUS.Itcannot.

	HYLAs.SincethereforeyouhavenoideaofthemindofGod,howcanyouconceiveitpossible,thatthingsshouldexistinhismind?Or,ifyoucanconceivethemindofGodwithouthavinganideaofit,whymaynotIbeallowedtoconceivetheexistenceofmatter,notwithstandingthatIhavenoideaofit?

	PHILONous.Astoyourfirstquestion;IownIhaveproperlynoidea,eitherofGodoranyotherspirit;forthesebeing

	 

	


	active,cannotberepresentedbythingsperfectlyinert,asourideasare.Idoneverthelessknow,thatIwhoamaspiritorthinkingsubstance,existascertainly,asIknowmyideasexist.Farther,IknowwhatImeanbythetermsIandmyself;andIknowthisimmediately,orintuitively,thoughIdonotperceiveitasIperceiveatriangle,acolour,orasound.Themind,spiritorsoul,isthatindivisibleunextendedthing,whichthinks,acts,andperceives.Isayindivisible,becauseunextended;andunextended,becauseextended,figured,moveablethings,areideas;andthatwhichperceivesideas,whichthinksandwills,isplainlyitselfnoidea,norlikeanidea.Ideasarethingsinactive,andperceived:andspiritsasortofbeingsaltogetherdifferentfromthem.Idonotthereforesaymysoulisanidea,orlikeanidea.However,takingthewordideainalargesense,mysoulmaybesaidtofurnishmewithanidea,thatis,animage,orlikenessofGod,thoughindeedextremelyinadequate,ForallthenotionIhaveofGod,isobtainedbyreflectingonmyownsoulheighteningitspowers,andremovingitsimperfections.Ihavetherefore,thoughnotaninactiveidea,yetinmyselfsomesortofanactivethinkingimageoftheDeity.AndthoughIperceiveHimnotbysense,yetIhaveanotionofHim,orknowHimbyreflexionandreasoning.MyownmindandmyownideasIhaveanimmediateknowledgeof;andbythehelpofthese,domediatelyapprehendthepossibilityoftheexistenceofotherspiritsandideas.Farther,frommyownbeing,andfromthedependencyIfindinmyselfandmyideas,Idobyanactofreason,necessarilyinfertheexistenceofaGod,andofallcreatedthingsinthemindofGod.Somuchforyourfirstquestion.Forthesecond:Isupposebythistimeyoucananswerityourself.Foryouneitherperceivematterobjectively,asyoudoaninactivebeingoridea,norknowit,asyoudoyourselfbyareflexact:neitherdoyoumediatelyapprehenditbysimilitudeoftheoneortheother:noryetcollectitbyreasoningfromthatwhichyouknowimmediately.AllwhichmakesthecaseofmatterwidelydifferentfromthatoftheDeity.

	HYLAs.Yousayyourownsoulsuppliesyouwithsomesort

	 

	


	ofanideaorimageofGod.Butatthesametimeyouacknowledgeyouhave,properlyspeaking,noideaofyourownsoul.Youevenaffirmthatspiritsareasortofbeingsaltogetherdifferentfromideas.Consequentlythatnoideacanbelikeaspirit.Wehavethereforenoideaofanyspirit.Youadmitneverthelessthatthereisspiritualsubstance,althoughyouhavenoideaofit;whileyoudenytherecanbesuchathingasmaterialsubstance,becauseyouhavenonotionorideaofit.Isthisfairdealing?Toactconsistently,youmusteitheradmitmatterorrejectspirit.Whatsayyoutothis?

	PHILONOUS.Isayinthefirstplace,thatIdonotdenytheexistenceofmaterialsubstance,merelybecauseIhavenonotionofit,butbecausethenotionofitisinconsistent,orinotherwords,becauseitisrepugnantthatthereshouldbeanotionofit.Manythings,foroughtIknow,mayexist,whereofneitherInoranyothermanhathorcanhaveanyideaornotionwhatsoever.Butthenthosethingsmustbepossible,thatis,nothinginconsistentmustbeincludedintheirdefinition.Isaysecondly,thatalthoughwebelievethingstoexistwhichwedonotperceive;yetwemaynotbelievethatanyparticularthingexists,withoutsomereasonforsuchbelief:butIhavenoreasonforbelievingtheexistenceofmatter.Ihavenoimmediateintuitionthereof:neithercanImediatelyfrommysensations,ideas,notions,actionsorpassions,inferanunthinking,unperceiving,inactivesubstance,eitherbyprobablededuction,ornecessaryconsequence.Whereasthebeingofmyself,thatis,myownsoul,mindorthinkingprinciple,Ievidentlyknowbyreftexion.YouwillforgivemeifIrepeatthesamethingsinanswertothesameobjections.Intheverynotionordefinitionofmaterialsubstance,thereisincludedamanifestrepugnanceandinconsistency.Butthiscannotbesaidofthenotionofspirit.Thatideasshouldexistinwhatdothnotperceive,orbeproducedbywhatdothnotact,isrepugnant.Butitisnorepugnancytosay,thataperceivingthingshouldbethesubjectofideas,oranactivethingthecauseofthem.Itisgrantedwehaveneitheranimmediateevidencenorademonstrativeknowledgeoftheexistenceof

	 

	


	otherfinitespirits;butitwillnotthencefollowthatsuchspiritsareonafootwithmaterialsubstances:iftosupposetheonebeinconsistent,anditbenotinconsistenttosupposetheother;iftheonecanbeinferredbynoargument,andthereisaprobabilityfortheother;ifweseesignsandeffectsindicatingdistinctfiniteagentslikeourselves,andseenosignorsymptomwhateverthatleadstoarationalbeliefofmatter.Isaylastly,thatIhaveanotionofspirit,thoughIhavenot,strictlyspeaking,anideaofit.Idonotperceiveitasanideaorbymeansofanidea,butknowitbyreflexion.

	HYLAS.Notwithstandingallyouhavesaid,tomeitseems,thataccordingtoyourownwayofthinking,andinconsequenceofyourownprinciples,itshouldfollowthatyouareonlyasystemoffloatingideas,withoutanysubstancetosupportthem.Wordsarenottobeusedwithoutameaning.Andasthereisnomoremeaninginspiritualsubstancethaninmaterialsubstance,theoneistobeexplodedaswellastheother.

	PHILONous.HowoftenmustIrepeat,thatIknoworamconsciousofmyownbeing;andthatImyselfamnotmyideas,butsomewhatelse,athinkingactiveprinciplethatperceives,knows,wills,andoperatesaboutideas.IknowthatI,oneandthesameself,perceivebothcoloursandsounds:*thatacolourcannotperceiveasound,norasoundacolour:thatIamthereforeoneindividualprinciple,distinctfromcolourandsound;and,forthesamereason,fromallothersensiblethingsandinertideas.ButIamnotinlikemannerconsciouseitheroftheexistenceoressenceofmatter.Onthecontrary,Iknowthatnothinginconsistentcanexist,andthattheexistenceofmatterimpliesaninconsistency.Farther,IknowwhatImean,whenIaffirmthatthereisaspiritualsubstanceorsupportofideas,thatis,thataspiritknowsandperceivesideas.ButIdonotknowwhatismeant,whenitissaid,thatanunperceivingsubstancehathinherentinitandsupportseitherideasorthearchetypesofideas.Thereisthereforeuponthewholenoparityofcasebetweenspiritandmatter.

	HYLAS.Iownmyselfsatisfiedinthispoint.Butdoyouin

	 

	


	earnestthink,therealexistenceofsensiblethingsconsistsintheirbeingactuallyperceived?Ifso;howcomesitthatallmankinddistinguishbetweenthem?Askthefirstmanyoumeet,andheshalltellyou,tobeperceivedisonething,andtoexistisanother.

	PHJLONous.Iamcontent,Hylas,toappealtothecommonsenseoftheworldforthetruthofmynotion.Askthegardener,whyhethinksyondercherry-treeexistsinthegarden,andheshalltellyou,becauseheseesandfeelsit;inaword,becauseheperceivesitbyhissenses.Askhim,whyhethinksanorange-treenottobethere,andheshalltellyou,becausehedoesnotperceiveit.Whatheperceivesbysense,thathetermsarealbeing,andsaithitis,orexists;butthatwhichisnotperceivable,thesame,hesaith,hathnobeing.

	HYLAs.Yes,Philonous,Igranttheexistenceofasensiblethingconsistsinbeingperceivable,butnotinbeingactuallyperceived.

	PHJLONous.Andwhatisperceivablebutanidea?Andcananideaexistwithoutbeingactuallyperceived?Thesearepointslongsinceagreedbetweenus.

	HYLAS.Butbeyouropinionneversotrue,yetsurelyyouwillnotdenyitisshocking,andcontrarytothecommonsenseofmen.Askthefellow,whetheryondertreehathanexistenceoutofhismind:whatanswerthinkyouhewouldmake?

	PHJLONous.ThesamethatIshouldmyself,towit,thatitdothexistoutofhismind.ButthentoaChristianitcannotsurelybeshockingtosay,therealtreeexistingwithouthismindistrulyknownandcomprehendedby(thatis,existsin)theinfinitemindofGod.Probablyhemaynotatfirstglancebeawareofthedirectandimmediateproofthereisofthis,inasmuchastheverybeingofatree,oranyothersensiblething,impliesamindwhereinitis.Butthepointitselfhecannotdeny.Thequestionbetweenthematerialistsandmeisnot,whetherthingshavearealexistenceoutofthemindofthisorthatperson,butwhethertheyhaveanabsoluteexistence,distinctfrombeingperceivedbyGod,andexteriortoallminds.Thisindeedsomeheathensand

	 

	


	philosophershaveaffirmed,butwhoeverentertainsnotionsoftheDeitysuitabletotheHolyScriptures,willbeofanotheropinion.

	HYLAS.Butaccordingtoyournotions,whatdifferenceistherebetweenrealthings,andchimerasformedbytheimagination,orthevisionsofadream,sincetheyareallequallyinthemind?

	PHTLONOUS.Theideasformedbytheimaginationarefaint

	andindistinct;theyhavebesidesanentiredependenceonthewill.Buttheideasperceivedbysense,thatis,realthings,aremorevividandclear,andbeingimprintedonthemindbyaspiritdistinctfromus,havenotalikedependenceonourwill.Thereisthereforenodangerofconfoundingthesewiththeforegoing:andthereisaslittleofconfoundingthemwiththevisionsofadream,whicharedim,irregular,andconfused.Andthoughtheyshouldhappentobeneversolivelyandnatural,yetbytheirnotbeingconnected,andofapiecewiththeprecedingandsubsequenttransactionsofourlives,theymighteasilybedistinguishedfromrealities.Inshort,bywhatevermethodyoudistinguishthingsfromchimerasonyourownscheme,thesame,itisevident,willholdalsouponmine.Foritmustbe,Ipresume,bysomeperceiveddifference,andIamnotfordeprivingyouofanyonethingthatyouperceive.

	HYLAS.Butstill,Philonous,youhold,thereisnothingintheworldbutspiritsandideas.Andthis,youmustneedsacknowledge,soundsveryoddly.

	PHILONous.Iownthewordidea,notbeingcommonlyusedforthing,soundssomethingoutoftheway.Myreasonforusingitwas,becauseanecessaryrelationtothemindisunderstoodtobeimpliedbythatterm;anditisnowcommonlyusedbyphilosophers,todenotetheimmediateobjectsoftheunderstanding.Buthoweveroddlythepropositionmaysoundinwords,yetitincludesnothingsoverystrangeorshockinginitssense,whichineffectamountstonomorethanthis,towit,thatthereareonlythingsperceiving,andthingsperceived;orthateveryunthinkingbeingisnecessarily,andfromtheverynatureofitsexistence,perceivedbysomemind;ifnotbyanyfinite

	 

	


	createdmind,yetcertainlybytheinfinitemindofGod,inwhomwelive,andmove,andhaveourbeing.Isthisasstrangeastosay,thesensiblequalitiesarenotontheobjects:or,thatwecannotbesureoftheexistenceofthings,orknowanythingoftheirrealnatures,thoughwebothseeandfeelthem,andperceivethembyalloursenses?

	HYLAs.Andinconsequenceofthis,mustwenotthinkthere

	arenosuchthingsasphysicalorcorporealcauses;butthataspiritistheimmediatecauseofallthephenomenainNature?Cantherebeanythingmoreextravagantthanthis?

	PHILONous.Yes,itisinfinitelymoreextravaganttosay,athingwhichisinert,operatesonthemind,andwhichisunperceiving,isthecauseofourperceptions.Besides,thatwhichtoyou,Iknownotforwhatreason,seemssoextravagant,isnomorethantheHolyScripturesassertinahundredplaces.InthemGodisrepresentedasthesoleandimmediateAuthorofallthoseeffects,whichsomeheathensandphilosophersarewonttoascribetoNature,matter,fate,orthelikeunthinkingprinciple.ThisissomuchtheconstantlanguageofScripture,thatitwereneedlesstoconfirmitbycitations.

	HYLAS.Youarenotaware,Philonous,thatinmakingGodtheimmediateauthorofallthemotionsinNature,youmakehimtheauthorofmurder,sacrilege,adultery,andthelikeheinoussins.

	PHILONous.Inanswertothat,Iobservefirst,thattheimputationofguiltisthesame,whetherapersoncommitsanactionwithorwithoutaninstrument.IncasethereforeyousupposeGodtoactbythemediationofaninstrument,oroccasion,calledmatter,youastrulymakeHimtheauthorofsinasI,whothinkHimtheimmediateagentinallthoseoperationsvulgarlyascribedtoNature.Ifartherobserve,thatsinormoralturpitudedothnotconsistintheoutwardphysicalactionormotion,butintheinternaldeviationofthewillfromthelawsofreasonandreligion.Thisisplain,inthatthekillinganenemyinabattle,orputtingacriminallegallytodeath,isnotthoughtsinful,thoughtheoutwardactbetheverysamewiththatinthecaseofmurder.Since

	 

	


	thereforesindothnotconsistinthephysicalaction,themakingGodanimmediatecauseofallsuchactions,isnotmakinghimtheauthorofsin.Lastly,IhavenowheresaidthatGodistheonlyagentwhoproducesallthemotionsinbodies.Itistrue,Ihavedeniedthereareanyotheragentsbesidespirits:butthisisveryconsistentwithallowingtothinkingrationalbeings,intheproductionofmotions,theuseoflimitedpowers,ultimatelyindeedderivedfromGod,butimmediatelyunderthedirectionoftheirownwills,whichissufficienttoentitlethemtoalltheguiltoftheiractions.

	HYLAS.Butthedenyingmatter,Philonous,orcorporealsubstance;thereisthepoint.Youcanneverpersuademethatthisisnotrepugnanttotheuniversalsenseofmankind.Wereourdisputetobedeterminedbymostvoices,Iamconfidentyouwouldgiveupthepoint,withoutgatheringthevotes.

	PH1LoNous.Iwishbothouropinionswerefairlystatedandsubmittedtothejudgmentofmenwhohadplaincommonsense,withouttheprejudicesofalearnededucation.Letmeberepresentedasonewhotrustshissenses,whothinksheknowsthethingsheseesandfeels,andentertainsnodoubts,oftheirexistence;andyoufairlysetforthwithallyourdoubts,yourparadoxes,andyourscepticismaboutyou,andIshallwillinglyacquiesceinthedeterminationofanyindifferentperson.*Thatthereisnosubstancewhereinideascanexistbesidespirit,istomeevident.Andthattheobjectsimmediatelyperceivedareideas,isonallhandsagreed.Andthatsensiblequalitiesareobjectsimmediatelyperceived,noonecandeny.Itisthereforeevidenttherecanbenosubstratumofthosequalitiesbutspirit,inwhichtheyexist,notbywayofmodeorproperty,butasathingperceivedinthatwhichperceivesit.Idenythereforethatthereisanyunthinkingsubstratumoftheobjectsofsense,andinthatacceptationthatthereisanymaterialsubstance.Butifbymaterialsubstanceismeantonlysensiblebody,thatwhichisseenandfelt(andtheunphilosophicalpartoftheworld,Idaresay,meannomore)thenIammorecertainofmatter'sexistencethanyou,oranyotherphilosopher,pre-
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	tendtobe.IftherebeanythingwhichmakesthegeneralityofmankindaversefromthenotionsIespouse,itisamisapprehensionthatIdenytherealityofsensiblethings:butasitisyouwhoareguiltyofthatandnotI,itfollowsthatintruththeiraversionisagainstyournotions,andnotmine.IdothereforeassertthatIamascertainasofmyownbeing,thattherearebodiesorcorporealsubstances(meaningthethingsIperceivebymysenses),andthatgrantingthis,thebulkofmankindwilltakenothoughtabout,northinkthemselvesatallconcernedinthefateofthoseunknownnatures,andphilosophicalquiddities,whichsomemenaresofondof.

	HYLAS.Whatsayyoutothis?Since,accordingtoyou,menjudgeoftherealityofthingsbytheirsenses,howcanamanbemistakeninthinkingthemoonaplainlucidsurface,aboutafootindiameter;orasquaretower,seenatadistance,round;oranoar,withoneendinthewater,crooked?

	PHILONous.Heisnotmistakenwithregardtotheideasheactuallyperceives;butintheinferenceshemakesfromhispresentperceptions.Thusinthecaseoftheoar,whatheimmediatelyperceivesbysightiscertainlycrooked;andsofarheisintheright.Butifhethenceconclude,thatupontakingtheoaroutofthewaterheshallperceivethesamecrookedness;orthatitwouldaffecthistouch,ascrookedthingsarewonttodo:inthatheismistaken.Inlikemanner,ifheshallconcludefromwhatheperceivesinonestation,thatincaseheadvancestowardthemoonortower,heshouldstillbeaffectedwiththelikeideas,heismistaken.Buthismistakeliesnotinwhatheperceivesimmediatelyandatpresent(itbeingamanifestcontradictiontosupposeheshoulderrinrespectofthat)butinthewrongjudgmenthemakesconcerningtheideasheapprehendstobeconnectedwiththoseimmediatelyperceived:orconcerningtheideasthat,fromwhatheperceivesatpresent,heimagineswouldbeperceivedinothercircumstances.ThecaseisthesamewithregardtotheCopernicansystem.Wedonothereperceiveanymotionoftheearth:butitwereerroneousthencetoconclude,thatincasewewereplacedatasgreat

	 

	


	adistancefromthat,aswearenowfromtheotherplanets,weshouldnotthenperceiveitsmotion.

	HYLAS.Iunderstandyou;andmustneedsownyousaythingsplausibleenough:butgivemeleavetoputyouinmindofonething.Pray,Philonous,wereyounotformerlyaspositivethatmatterexisted,asyouarenowthatitdoesnot?

	PHILONOUS.Iwas.Buthereliesthedifference.Before,my

	positivenesswasfoundedwithoutexamination,uponprejudice;butnow,afterinquiry,uponevidence.

	HYLAS.Afterall,itseemsourdisputeisratheraboutwordsthanthings.Weagreeinthething,butdifferinthename.Thatweareaffectedwithideasfromwithoutisevident;anditisnolessevident,thattheremustbe(Iwillnotsayarchetypes,but)powerswithoutthemind,correspondingtothoseideas.Andasthesepowerscannotsubsistbythemselves,thereissomesubjectofthemnecessarilytobeadmitted,whichIcallmatter,andyoucallspirit.Thisisallthedifference.

	PHILONous.Pray,Hylas,isthatpowerfulbeing,orsubjectofpowers,extended?

	HYLAS.Ithathnotextension;butithaththepowertoraiseinyoutheideaofextension.

	PHILONous.Itisthereforeitselfunextended.HYLAS.Igrantit.

	PHILONous.Isitnotalsoactive?

	HYLAs.Withoutdoubt:otherwise,howcouldweattributepowerstoit?

	PH1LoNous.Nowletmeaskyoutwoquestions:first,whetheritbeagreeabletotheusageeitherofphilosophersorothers,togivethenamemattertoanunextendedactivebeing?Andsecondly,whetheritbenotridiculouslyabsurdtomisapplynamescontrarytothecommonuseoflanguage?

	HYLAS.Wellthen,letitnotbecalledmatter,sinceyouwillhaveitso,butsomethirdnaturedistinctfrommatterandspirit.For,whatreasonistherewhyyoushouldcallitspirit?doesnotthenotionofspiritimply,thatitisthinkingaswellasactiveandunextended?

	PHILONous.Myreasonisthis:becauseIhaveamindtohavesomenotionormeaninginwhatIsay;butThaveno
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	notionofanyactiondistinctfromvolition,neithercanIconceivevolitiontobeanywherebutinaspirit:thereforewhenIspeakofanactivebeing,Iamobligedtomeanaspirit.Beside,whatcanbeplainerthanthatathingwhichhathnoideasinitself,cannotimpartthemtome;andifithathideas,surelyitmustbeaspirit.Tomakeyoucomprehendthepointstillmoreclearlyifitbepossible:Iassertaswellasyou,thatsinceweareaffectedfromwithout,wemustallowpowerstobewithoutinabeingdistinctfromourselves.Sofarweareagreed.Butthenwedifferastothekindofthispowerfulbeing.Iwillhaveittobespirit,youmatter,orIknownotwhat(Imayaddtoo,youknownotwhat)thirdnature.ThusIproveittobespirit.FromtheeffectsIseeproduced,Iconcludethereareactions;andbecauseactions,volitions;andbecausetherearevolitions,theremustbeawill.Again,thethingsIperceivemusthaveanexistence,theyortheirarchetypes,outofmymind:butbeingideas,neithertheynortheirarchetypescanexistotherwisethaninanunderstanding:thereisthereforeanunderstanding.Butwillandunderstandingconstituteinthestrictestsenseamindorspirit.Thepowerfulcausethereforeofmyideas,isinstrictproprietyofspeechaspirit.

	HYLAS.AndnowIwarrantyouthinkyouhavemadethepointveryclear,littlesuspectingthatwhatyouadvanceleadsdirectlytoacontradiction.IsitnotanabsurditytoimagineanyimperfectioninGod?

	PHILONOUS.Withoutdoubt.

	HYLAs.Tosufferpainisanimperfection.

	PHILONOUS.Itis.

	HYLAs.Arewenotsometimesaffectedwithpainanduneasinessbysomeotherbeing?

	PHILONOUS.Weare.

	HYLAs.Andhaveyounotsaidthatbeingisaspirit,andisnotthatspiritGod?

	PHILONOUS.Igrantit.

	HYLAS.Butyouhaveasserted,thatwhateverideaswe

	perceivefromwithout,areinthemindwhichaffectsus.TheideasthereforeofpainanduneasinessareinGod;orinotherwords,Godsufferspain:thatistosay,thereisanimperfectionintheDivineNature,whichyou

	 

	


	acknowledgedwasabsurd.Soyouarecaughtinaplaincontradiction.

	PHILoNous.ThatGodknowsorunderstandsallthings,andthatHeknowsamongotherthingswhatpainis,eveneverysortofpainfulsensation,andwhatitisforHiscreaturestosufferpain,Imakenoquestion.ButthatGod,thoughHeknowsandsometimescausespainfulsensationsinus,canHimselfsufferpain,Ipositivelydeny.Wewhoarelimitedanddependentspirits,areliabletoimpressionsofsense,theeffectsofanexternalagent,whichbeingproducedagainstourwills,aresometimespainfulanduneasy.ButGod,whomnoexternalbeingcanaffect,whoperceivesnothingbysenseaswedo,whosewillisabsoluteandindependent,causingallthings,andliabletobethwartedorresistedbynothing;itisevident,suchabeingasthiscansuffernothing,norbeaffectedwithanypainfulsensation,orindeedanysensationatall.Wearechainedtoabody,thatistosay,ourperceptionsareconnectedwithcorporealmotions.BytheLawofourNatureweareaffecteduponeveryalterationinthenervouspartsofoursensiblebody:whichsensiblebodyrightlyconsidered,isnothingbutacomplexionofsuchqualitiesorideas,ashavenoexistencedistinctfrombeingperceivedbyamind:sothatthisconnexionofsensationswithcorporealmotions,meansnomorethanacorrespondenceintheorderofNaturebetweentwosetsofideas,orthingsimmediatelyperceivable.ButGodisapurespirit,disengagedfromallsuchsympathyornaturalties.Nocorporealmotionsareattendedwiththesensationsofpainorpleasureinhismind.Toknoweverythingknowableiscertainlyaperfection;buttoendure,orsuffer,orfeelanythingbysense,isanimperfection.Theformer,Isay,agreestoGod,butnotthelatter.Godknowsorhathideas;butHisideasarenotconvey'dtoHimbysense,*asoursare.Yournotdistinguishingwherethereissomanifestadifference,makesyoufancyyouseeanabsurditywherethereisnone.

	HYLAS.Butallthiswhileyouhavenotconsidered,thatthe

	quantityofmatterhathbeendemonstratedtobeproportionaltothegravityofbodies.Andwhatcanwithstanddemonstration?

	 

	


	PHILONous.Letmeseehowyoudemonstratethatpoint.

	HYLAS.Ilayitdownforaprinciple,thatthemomentsorquantitiesofmotioninbodies,areinadirectcompoundedreasonofthevelocitiesandquantitiesofmattercontainedinthem.Hence,wherethevelocitiesareequal,itfollows,themomentsaredirectlyasthequantityofmatterineach.Butitisfoundbyexperience,thatallbodies(batingthesmallinequalities,arisingfromtheresistanceoftheair)descendwithanequalvelocity;themotionthereforeofdescendingbodies,andconsequentlytheirgravity,whichisthecauseorprincipleofthatmotion,isproportionaltothequantityofmatter:whichwastobedemonstrated.

	PHILONous.Youlayitdownasaself-evidentprinciple,thatthequantityofmotioninanybody,isproportionaltothevelocityandmattertakentogether:andthisismadeuseoftoproveaproposition,fromwhencetheexistenceofmatterisinferred.Prayisnotthisarguinginacircle?

	HYLAS.InthepremiseIonlymean,thatthemotionisproportionaltothevelocity,jointlywiththeextensionandsolidity.

	PH1LoNous.Butallowingthistobetrue,yetitwillnotthencefollow,thatgravityisproportionaltomatter,inyourphilosophicsenseoftheword;exceptyoutakeitforgranted,thatunknownsubstratum,orwhateverelseyoucallit,isproportionaltothosesensiblequalities;whichtosuppose,isplainlybeggingthequestion.Thatthereismagnitudeandsolidity,orresistance,perceivedbysense,Ireadilygrant;aslikewisethatgravitymaybeproportionaltothosequalities,Iwillnotdispute.Butthateitherthesequalitiesasperceivedbyus,orthepowersproducingthemdoexistinamaterialsubstratum;thisiswhatIdeny,andyouindeedaffirm,butnotwithstandingyourdemonstration,havenotyetproved.

	HYLAs.Ishallinsistnolongeronthatpoint.Doyouthinkhowever,youshallpersuademethenaturalphilosophershavebeendreamingallthiswhile;praywhatbecomesofalltheirhypothesesandexplicationsofthephenomena,whichsupposetheexistenceofmatter?

	PHILONous.Whatmeanyou,Hylas,bythephenomena?

	 

	


	HYLAS.ImeantheappearanceswhichIperceivebymysenses.

	PHILONous.Andtheappearancesperceivedbysense,aretheynotideas?

	HYLAS.Ihavetoldyousoahundredtimes.

	PHILoNous.Therefore,toexplainthephenomena,istoshewhowwecometobeaffectedwithideas,inthatmannerandorderwhereintheyareimprintedonoursenses.Isitnot?

	HYLAS.Jtis.

	PHILONous.Nowifyoucanprove,thatanyphilosopherhathexplainedtheproductionofanyoneideainourmindsbythehelpofmatter,Ishallforeveracquiesce,andlookonallthathathbeensaidagainstitasnothing:butifyoucannot,itisinvaintourgetheexplicationofphenomena.Thatabeingendowedwithknowledgeandwill,shouldproduceorexhibitideas,iseasilyunderstood.Butthatabeingwhichisutterlydestituteofthesefacultiesshouldbeabletoproduceideas,orinanysorttoaffectanintelligence,thisIcanneverunderstand.ThisIsay,thoughwehadsomepositiveconceptionofmatter,thoughweknewitsqualities,andcouldcomprehenditsexistence,wouldyetbesofarfromexplainingthings,thatitisitselfthemostinexplicablethingintheworld.Andyetforallthis,itwillnotfollow,thatphilosophershavebeendoingnothing;forbyobservingandreasoningupontheconnexionofideas,theydiscoverthelawsandmethodsofNature,whichisapartofknowledgebothusefulandentertaining.

	HYLAS.Afterall,canitbesupposedGodwoulddeceiveallmankind?Doyouimagine,hewouldhaveinducedthewholeworldtobelievethebeingofmatter,iftherewasnosuchthing?

	PHILoNous.Thateveryepidemicalopinionarisingfromprejudice,orpassion,orthoughtlessness,maybeimputedtoGod,astheAuthorofit,Ibelieveyouwillnotaffirm.Whatsoeveropinionwefatheronhim,itmustbeeitherbecausehehasdiscoveredittousbysupernaturalrevelation,orbecauseitissoevidenttoournaturalfaculties,whichwereframedandgivenusbyGod,thatitisimpossibleweshouldwithholdourassentfromit.Butwhereisthe

	 

	


	revelation?orwhereistheevidencethatextortsthebeliefofmatter?Nay,howdoesitappear,thatmattertakenforsomethingdistinctfromwhatweperceivebyoursenses,isthoughttoexistbyallmankind,orindeedbyanyexceptafewphilosophers,whodonotknowwhattheywouldbeat?Yourquestionsupposesthesepointsareclear;andwhenyouhaveclearedthem,Ishallthinkmyselfobligedtogiveyouanotheranswer.InthemeantimeletitsufficethatItellyou,IdonotsupposeGodhasdeceivedmankindatall.

	HYLAS.Butthenovelty,Philonous,thenovelty!Therelies

	thedanger.Newnotionsshouldalwaysbediscountenanced;theyunsettlemen'sminds,andnobodyknowswheretheywillend.

	PHILONous.Whytherejectinganotionthathathnofoundationeitherinsenseorinreason,orindivineauthority,shouldbethoughttounsettlethebeliefofsuchopinionsasaregroundedonalloranyofthese,Icannotimagine.Thatinnovationsingovernmentandreligion,aredangerous,andoughttobediscountenanced,Ifreelyown.Butistherethelikereasonwhytheyshouldbediscouragedinphilosophy?Themakinganythingknownwhichwasunknownbefore,isaninnovationinknowledge:andifallsuchinnovationshadbeenforbidden,menwould*havemadeanotableprogressintheartsandsciences.Butitisnoneofmybusinesstopleadfornoveltiesandparadoxes.Thatthequalitiesweperceive,arenotontheobjects:thatwemustnotbelieveoursenses:thatweknownothingoftherealnatureofthings,andcanneverbeassuredevenoftheirexistence:thatrealcoloursandsoundsarenothingbutcertainunknownfiguresandmotions:thatmotionsareinthemselvesneitherswiftnorslow:thatthereareinbodiesabsoluteextensions,withoutanyparticularmagnitudeorfigure:thatathingstupid,thoughtlessandinactive,operatesonaspirit:thattheleastparticleofabody,containsinnumerableextendedparts.Thesearethenovelties,thesearethestrangenotionswhichshockthegenuineuncorruptedjudgmentofallmankind;andbeingonceadmitted,embarrassthemindwithendlessdoubtsanddifficulties.Anditisagainsttheseandthelikeinnovations,Iendeavourtovindicatecommon
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	sense.Itistrue,indoingthis,Imayperhapsbeobligedtousesomeambages,*andwaysofspeechnotcommon.Butifmynotionsareoncethoroughlyunderstood,thatwhichismostsingularinthem,willineffectbefoundtoamounttonomorethanthis:thatitisabsolutelyimpossible,andaplaincontradictiontosuppose,anyunthinkingbeingshouldexistwithoutbeingperceivedbyamind.Andifthisnotionbesingular,itisashameitshouldbesoatthistimeofday,andinaChristiancountry.

	HYLAS.Asforthedifficultiesotheropinionsmaybeliableto,thoseareoutofthequestion.Itisyourbusinesstodefendyourownopinion.Cananythingbeplainer,thanthatyouareforchangingallthingsintoideas?You,Isay,whoarenotashamedtochargemewithscepticism.Thisissoplain,thereisnodenyingit.

	PHILONous.Youmistakeme.Iamnotforchangingthingsintoideas,butratherideasintothings;sincethoseimmediateobjectsofperception,whichaccordingtoyou,areonlyappearancesofthings,Itaketobetherealthingsthemselves.

	HYLAS.Things!youmaypretendwhatyouplease;butitiscertain,youleaveusnothingbuttheemptyformsofthings,theoutsideonlywhichstrikesthesenses.

	PHILONOUS.Whatyoucalltheemptyformsandoutsideof

	things,seemstometheverythingsthemselves.Noraretheyemptyorincompleteotherwise,thanuponyoursupposition,thatmatterisanessentialpartofallcorporealthings.Weboththereforeagreeinthis,thatweperceiveonlysensibleforms:buthereinwediffer,youwillhavethemtobeemptyappearances,Irealbeings.Inshortyoudonottrustyoursenses,Ido.

	HYLAS.Yousayyoubelieveyoursenses;andseemtoap

	plaudyourselfthatinthisyouagreewiththevulgar.Accordingtoyoutherefore,thetruenatureofathingisdiscoveredbythesenses.Ifso,whencecomesthatdisagreement?Whyisnotthesamefigure,andothersensiblequalities,perceivedallmannerofways?andwhyshouldweuseamicroscope,thebettertodiscoverthetruenatureofabody,ifitwerediscoverabletothenakedeye?
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	sameobjectthatwefeel;neitheristhesameobjectper

	ceivedbythemicroscope,whichwasbythenakedeye.Butincaseeveryvariationwasthoughtsufficienttoconstituteanewkindorindividual,theendlessnumberorconfusionofnameswouldrenderlanguageimpracticable.Thereforetoavoidthisaswellasotherinconveniencieswhichareobviousuponalittlethought,mencombinetogetherseveralideas,apprehendedbydiverssenses,orbythesamesenseatdifferenttimes,orindifferentcircumstances,butobservedhowevertohavesomeconnexioninNature,eitherwithrespecttoco-existenceorsuccession;allwhichtheyrefertoonename,andconsiderasonething.HenceitfollowsthatwhenIexaminebymyothersensesathingIhaveseen,itisnotinordertounderstandbetterthesameobjectwhichIhadperceivedbysight,theobjectofonesensenotbeingperceivedbytheothersenses.AndwhenIlookthroughamicroscope,itisnotthatImayperceivemoreclearlywhatIperceivedalreadywithmybareeyes,theobjectperceivedbytheglassbeingquitedifferentfromtheformer.Butinbothcasesmyaimisonlytoknowwhatideasareconnectedtogether;andthemoreamanknowsoftheconnexionofideas,themoreheissaidtoknowofthenatureofthings.Whatthereforeifourideasarevariable;whatifoursensesarenotinallcircumstancesaffectedwiththesameappearances?Itwillnotthencefollow,theyarenottobetrusted,orthattheyareinconsistenteitherwiththemselvesoranythingelse,exceptitbewithyourpreconceivednotionof(Iknownotwhat)onesingle,unchanged,unperceivable,realnature,markedbyeachname:whichprejudiceseemstohavetakenitsrisefromnotrightlyunderstandingthecommonlanguageofmenspeakingofseveraldistinctideas,asunitedintoonethingbythemind.Andindeedthereiscausetosuspectseveralerroneousconceitsofthephilosophersareowingtothesameoriginal:whiletheybegantobuildtheirschemes,notsomuchonnotionsaswords,whichwereframedbythevulgar,merelyforconveniencyanddispatchinthecommonactionsoflife,withoutanyregardtospeculation.

	 

	


	HYLAs.MethinksIapprehendyourmeaning.

	PH1LoNous.Itisyouropinion,theideasweperceivebyoursensesarenotrealthings,butimages,orcopiesofthem.Ourknowledgethereforeisnofartherreal,thanasourideasarethetruerepresentationsofthoseoriginals.Butasthesesupposedoriginalsareinthemselvesunknown,itisimpossibletoknowhowfarourideasresemblethem;orwhethertheyresemblethematall.Wecannotthereforebesurewehaveanyrealknowledge.Farther,asourideasareperpetuallyvaried,withoutanychangeinthesupposedrealthings,itnecessarilyfollowstheycannotallbetruecopiesofthem:orifsomeare,andothersarenot,itisimpossibletodistinguishtheformerfromthelatter.Andthisplungesusyetdeeperinuncertainty.Again,whenweconsiderthepoint,wecannotconceivehowanyidea,oranythinglikeanidea,shouldhaveanabsoluteexistenceoutofamind:norconsequently,accordingtoyou,howthereshouldbeanyrealthinginNature.Theresultofallwhichis,thatwearethrownintothemosthopelessandabandonedscepticism.Nowgivemeleavetoaskyou,first,whetheryourreferringideastocertainabsolutelyexistingunperceivedsubstances,astheiroriginals,benotthesourceofallthisscepticism?Secondly,whetheryouareinformed,eitherbysenseorreason,oftheexistenceofthoseunknownoriginals?Andincaseyouarenot,whetheritbenotabsurdtosupposethem?Thirdly,whether,uponinquiry,youfindthereisanythingdistinctlyconceivedormeantbytheabsoluteorexternalexistenceofunperceivingsubstances?Lastly,whetherthepremisesconsidered,itbenotthewisestwaytofollowNature,trustyoursenses,andlayingasideallanxiousthoughtaboutunknownnaturesorsubstances,admitwiththevulgarthoseforrealthings,whichareperceivedbythesenses?

	HYLAS.Forthepresent,Ihavenoinclinationtotheansweringpart.Iwouldmuchratherseehowyoucangetoverwhatfollows.Prayarenottheobjectsperceivedbythesensesofone,likewiseperceivabletootherspresent?Iftherewereanhundredmorehere,theywouldallseethegarden,thetrees,andflowersasIseethem.Buttheyare
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	notinthesamemanneraffectedwiththeideasIframeinmyimagination.Doesnotthismakeadifferencebetweentheformersortofobjectsandthelatter?

	PHILONous.Igrantitdoes.NorhaveIeverdeniedadifferencebetweentheobjectsofsenseandthoseofimagination.Butwhatwouldyouinferfromthence?Youcannotsaythatsensibleobjectsexistunperceived,becausetheyareperceivedbymany.

	HYLAs.Iown,Icanmakenothingofthatobjection:butithathledmeintoanother.Isitnotyouropinionthatbyoursensesweperceiveonlytheideasexistinginourminds?

	PHILONOUS.Itis.

	HYLAS.Butthesameideawhichisinmymind,cannotbeinyours,orinanyothermind.Dothitnotthereforefollowfromyourprinciples,thatnotwocanseethesamething?Andisnotthishighlyabsurd?

	PHILONous.Ifthetermsamebetakeninthevulgar

	acceptation,itiscertain(andnotatallrepugnanttotheprinciplesImaintain)thatdifferentpersonsmayperceivethesamething;orthesamethingorideaexistindifferentminds.Wordsareofarbitraryimposition;andsincemenareusedtoapplythewordsamewherenodistinctionorvarietyisperceived,andIdonotpretendtoaltertheirperceptions,itfollows,thatasmenhavesaidbefore,severalsawthesamething,sotheymayuponlikeoccasionsstillcontinuetousethesamephrase,withoutanydeviationeitherfromproprietyoflanguage,orthetruthofthings.Butifthetermsamebeusedintheacceptationofphilosophers,whopretendtoanabstractednotionofidentity,then,accordingtotheirsundrydefinitionsofthisnotion(foritisnotyetagreedwhereinthatphilosophicidentityconsists),itmayormaynotbepossiblefordiverspersonstoperceivethesamething.Butwhetherphilosophersshallthinkfittocallathingthesameorno,is,Iconceive,ofsmallimportance.Letussupposeseveralmentogether,allenduedwiththesamefaculties,andconsequentlyaffectedinlikesortbytheirsenses,andwhohadyetneverknowntheuseoflanguage;theywouldwithoutquestionagreeintheirperceptions.Thoughperhaps,whentheycametotheuseof

	 

	


	speech,someregardingtheuniformnessofwhatwasperceived,mightcallitthesamething:othersespeciallyregardingthediversityofpersonswhoperceived,mightchoosethedenominationofdifferentthings.Butwhoseesnotthatallthedisputeisaboutaword?towit,whetherwhatisperceivedbydifferentpersons,mayyethavethetermsameappliedtoit?Orsupposeahouse,whosewallsoroutwardshellremainingunaltered,thechambersareallpulleddown,andnewonesbuiltintheirplace;andthatyoushouldcallthisthesame,andIshouldsayitwasnotthesamehouse:wouldwenotforallthisperfectlyagreeinourthoughtsofthehouse,consideredinitself?andwouldnotallthedifferenceconsistinasound?Ifyoushouldsay,wedifferedinournotions;forthatyousuperaddedtoyourideaofthehousethesimpleabstractedideaofidentity,whereasIdidnot;IwouldtellyouIknownotwhatyoumeanbythatabstractedideaofidentity;andshoulddesireyoutolookintoyourownthoughts,andbesureyouunderstoodyourself...Whysosilent,Hylas?Areyounotyetsatisfied,menmaydisputeaboutidentityanddiversity,withoutanyrealdifferenceintheirthoughtsandopinions,abstractedfromnames?Takethisfartherreflexionwithyou:thatwhethermatterbeallowedtoexistorno,thecaseisexactlythesameastothepointinhand.Forthematerialiststhemselvesacknowledgewhatweimmediatelyperceivebyoursenses,tobeourownideas.Yourdifficultytherefore,thatnotwoseethesamething,makesequallyagainstthematerialistsandme.

	HYLAs.Buttheysupposeanexternalarchetype,*towhichreferringtheirseveralideas,theymaytrulybesaidtoperceivethesamething.

	PHILONous.And(nottomentionyourhavingdiscardedthosearchetypes)somayyousupposeanexternalarchetypeonmyprinciples;external,Imean,toyourownmind;thoughindeeditmustbesupposedtoexistinthatmindwhichcomprehendsallthings;butthenthisservesalltheendsofidentity,aswellasifitexistedoutofamind.AndIamsureyouyourselfwillnotsay,itislessintelligible.

	 

	


	HYLAS.Youhaveindeedclearlysatisfiedme,eitherthatthereisnodifficultyatbottominthispoint;oriftherebe,thatitmakesequallyagainstbothopinions.

	PHTLONOUs.Butthatwhichmakesequallyagainsttwocontradictoryopinions,canbeaproofagainstneither.

	HYLAS.Iacknowledgeit.Butafterall,Philonous,whenI

	considerthesubstanceofwhatyouadvanceagainstscepticism,itamountstonomorethanthis.Wearesurethatwereallysee,hear,feel;inaword,thatweareaffectedwithsensibleimpressions.

	PHTLONous.Andhowareweconcernedanyfarther?Iseethischerry,Ifeelit,Itasteit:andIamsurenothingcannotbeseen,orfelt,ortasted:itisthereforereal.Takeawaythesensationsofsoftness,moisture,redness,tartness,andyoutakeawaythecherry.Sinceitisnotabeingdistinctfromsensations;acherry,Isay,isnothingbutacongeriesofsensibleimpressions,orideasperceivedbyvarioussenses:whichideasareunitedintoonething(orhaveonenamegiventhem)bythemind;becausetheyareobservedtoattendeachother.Thuswhenthepalateisaffectedwithsuchaparticulartaste,thesightisaffectedwitharedcolour,thetouchwithroundness,softness,&c.Hence,whenIsee,andfeel,andtaste,insundrycertainmanners,Iamsurethecherryexists,orisreal;itsrealitybeinginmyopinionnothingabstractedfromthosesensations.Butifbythewordcherryyoumeananunknownnaturedistinctfromallthosesensiblequalities,andbyitsexistencesomethingdistinctfromitsbeingperceived;thenindeedIown,neitheryounorI,noranyoneelsecanbesureitexists.*

	HYLAs.Butwhatwouldyousay,Philonous,ifIshouldbringtheverysamereasonsagainsttheexistenceofsensiblethingsinamind,whichyouhaveofferedagainsttheirexistinginamaterialsubstratum?

	PHILONous.WhenIseeyourreasons,youshallhearwhatI

	havetosaytothem.

	HYLAs.Isthemindextendedorunextended?PHTLONOUS.Unextended,withoutdoubt.

	HYLAS.Doyousaythethingsyouperceiveareinyourmind?

	 

	


	PHILONOUS.Theyare.

	HYLAs.Again,haveInotheardyouspeakofsensibleimpressions?

	PHILONOUS.Ibelieveyoumay.

	HYLAS.Explaintomenow,0Philonous!howitispossiblethereshouldberoomforallthosetreesandhousestoexistinyourmind.Canextendedthingsbecontainedinthatwhichisunextended?Orarewetoimagineimpressionsmadeonathingvoidofallsolidity?Youcannotsayobjectsareinyourmind,asbooksinyourstudy:orthatthingsareimprintedonit,asthefigureofasealuponwax.Inwhatsensethereforearewetounderstandthoseexpressions?Explainmethisifyoucan:andIshallthenbeabletoanswerallthosequeriesyouformerlyputtomeaboutmysubstratum.

	PHILONOUS.Lookyou,Hylas,whenIspeakofobjectsasexistinginthemindorimprintedonthesenses;Iwouldnotbeunderstoodinthegrossliteralsense,aswhenbodiesaresaidtoexistinaplace,orasealtomakeanimpressionuponwax.Mymeaningisonlythatthemindcomprehendsorperceivesthem;andthatitisaffectedfromwithout,orbysomebeingdistinctfromitself.Thisismyexplicationofyourdifficulty;andhowitcanservetomakeyourtenetofanunperceivingmaterialsubstratumintelligible,Iwouldfainknow.

	HYLAS.Nay,ifthatbeall,IconfessIdonotseewhatusecan

	bemadeofit.Butareyounotguiltyofsomeabuseoflanguageinthis?

	PH1LoNous.Noneatall:itisnomorethancommoncustom,whichyouknowistheruleoflanguage,hathauthorized:nothingbeingmoreusual,thanforphilosopherstospeakoftheimmediateobjectsoftheunderstandingasthingsexistinginthemind.Noristhereanythinginthis,butwhatisconformabletothegeneralanalogyoflanguage;mostpartofthementaloperationsbeingsignifiedbywordsborrowedfromsensiblethings;asisplaininthetermscomprehend,reflect,discourse,&c.whichbeingappliedtothemind,mustnotbetakenintheirgrossoriginalsense.

	HYLAs.Youhave,Iown,satisfiedmeinthispoint:butthere

	 

	


	stillremainsonegreatdifficulty,whichIknownothowyouwillgetover.Andindeeditisofsuchimportance,thatifyoucouldsolveallothers,withoutbeingabletofindasolutionforthis,youmustneverexpecttomakemeaproselytetoyourprinciples.

	PHILONOUS.Letmeknowthismightydifficulty.

	HYLAs.TheScriptureaccountoftheCreation,iswhatap

	pearstomeutterlyirreconcileablewithyournotions.MosestellsusofaCreation:aCreationofwhat?ofideas?Nocertainly,butofthings,ofrealthings,solidcorporealsubstances.Bringyourprinciplestoagreewiththis,andIshallperhapsagreewithyou.

	PH1LoNous.Mosesmentionsthesun,moon,andstars,earthandsea,plantsandanimals:thatallthesedoreallyexist,andwereinthebeginningcreatedbyGod,Imakenoquestion.Ifbyideas,youmeanfictionsandfanciesofthemind,thenthesearenoideas.Ifbyideas,youmeanimmediateobjectsoftheunderstanding,orsensiblethingswhichcannotexistunperceived,oroutofamind,thenthesethingsareideas.Butwhetheryoudo,ordonotcallthemideas,itmatterslittle.Thedifferenceisonlyaboutaname.Andwhetherthatnameberetainedorrejected,thesense,thetruthandrealityofthingscontinuesthesame.Incommontalk,theobjectsofyoursensesarenottermedideasbutthings.Callthemsostill:providedyoudonotattributetothemanyabsoluteexternalexistence,andIshallneverquarrelwithyouforaword.TheCreationthereforeIallowtohavebeenacreationofthings,ofrealthings.Neitheristhisintheleastinconsistentwithmyprinciples,asisevidentfromwhatIhavenowsaid;andwouldhavebeenevidenttoyouwithoutthis,ifyouhadnotforgottenwhathadbeensooftensaidbefore.Butasforsolidcorporealsubstances,IdesireyoutoshewwhereMosesmakesanymentionofthem;andiftheyshouldbementionedbyhim,oranyotherinspiredwriter,itwouldstillbeincumbentonyoutoshewthosewordswerenottakeninthevulgaracceptation,forthingsfallingunderoursenses,butinthephilosophicacceptation,formatter,oranunknownquiddity,withanabsoluteexistence.Whenyou

	 

	


	haveprovedthesepoints,then(andnottillthen)mayyoubringtheauthorityofMosesintoourdispute.

	HYLAS.Itisinvaintodisputeaboutapointsoclear.Iam

	contenttoreferittoyourownconscience.AreyounotsatisfiedthereissomepeculiarrepugnancybetweentheMosaicaccountoftheCreation,andyournotions?

	PH1LoNous.Ifallpossiblesense,whichcanbeputonthefirstchapterofGenesis,maybeconceivedasconsistentlywithmyprinciplesasanyother,thenithasnopeculiar

	repugnancywiththem.Butthereisnosenseyoumaynotas

	wellconceive,believingasIdo.Since,besidespirits,allyouconceiveareideas;andtheexistenceoftheseIdonotdeny.Neitherdoyoupretendtheyexistwithoutthemind.

	HYLAs.Prayletmeseeanysenseyoucanunderstanditin.PHrLONous.Why,IimaginethatifIhadbeenpresentattheCreation,Ishouldhaveseenthingsproducedintobeing;thatis,becomeperceptible,intheorderdescribedbythesacredhistorian.IeverbeforebelievedtheMosaicaccount

	oftheCreation,andnowfindnoalterationinmymannerofbelievingit.Whenthingsaresaidtobeginorendtheirexistence,wedonotmeanthiswithregardtoGod,butHiscreatures.AllobjectsareeternallyknownbyGod,orwhichisthesamething,haveaneternalexistenceinhismind:butwhenthingsbeforeimperceptibletocreatures,arebyadecreeofGod,madeperceptibletothem;thenaretheysaidtobeginarelativeexistence,withrespecttocreatedminds.UponreadingthereforetheMosaicaccountoftheCreation,Iunderstandthattheseveralpartsoftheworldbecamegraduallyperceivabletofinitespirits,endowedwithproperfaculties;sothatwhoeversuchwerepresent,theywereintruthperceivedbythem.Thisistheliteralobvioussensesuggestedtome,bythewordsoftheHolyScripture:inwhichisincludednomentionornothought,eitherofsubstratum,instrument,occasion,orabsoluteexistence.Anduponinquiry,Idoubtnot,itwillbefound,thatmostplainhonestmen,whobelievetheCreation,neverthinkofthosethingsanymorethanI.Whatmetaphysicalsenseyoumayunderstanditin,youonlycantell.

	HYLAS.But,Philonous,youdonotseemtobeaware,that

	 

	


	youallowcreatedthingsinthebeginning,onlyarelative,andconsequentlyhypotheticalbeing:thatistosay,uponsuppositiontherewerementoperceivethem,withoutwhichtheyhavenoactualityofabsoluteexistence,whereinCreationmightterminate.Isitnotthereforeaccordingtoyouplainlyimpossible,theCreationofanyinanimatecreaturesshouldprecedethatofman?AndisnotthisdirectlycontrarytotheMosaicaccount?

	PHILONOUS.InanswertothatIsay,first,createdbeingsmightbegintoexistinthemindofothercreatedintelligences,besidemen.YouwillnotthereforebeabletoproveanycontradictionbetweenMosesandmynotions,unlessyoufirstshew,therewasnootherorderoffinitecreatedspiritsinbeingbeforeman.Isayfarther,incaseweconceivetheCreation,asweshouldatthistimeaparcelofplantsorvegetablesofallsorts,producedbyaninvisiblepower,inadesertwherenobodywaspresent:thatthiswayofexplainingorconceivingit,isconsistentwithmyprinciples,sincetheydepriveyouofnothing,eithersensibleorimaginable:thatitexactlysuitswiththecommon,natural,undebauchednotionsofmankind:ThatitmanifeststhedependenceofallthingsonGod;andconsequentlyhathallthegoodeffectorinfluence,whichitispossiblethatimportantarticleofourfaithshouldhaveinmakingmenhumble,thankful,andresignedtotheirCreator.Isaymoreover,thatinthisnakedconceptionofthings,divestedofwords,therewillnotbefoundanynotionofwhatyoucalltheactualityofabsoluteexistence.Youmayindeedraiseadustwiththoseterms,andsolengthenourdisputetonopurpose.ButIentreatyoucalmlytolookintoyourownthoughts,andthentellmeiftheyarenotanuselessandunintelligiblejargon.

	HYLAS.Iown,1havenoveryclearnotionannexedtothem.Butwhatsayyoutothis?Doyounotmaketheexistenceofsensiblethingsconsistintheirbeinginamind?AndwerenotallthingseternallyinthemindofGod?Didtheynotthereforeexistfromalleternity,accordingtoyou?Andhowcouldthatwhichwaseternal,becreatedintime?Cananythingbeclearerorbetterconnectedthanthis?

	 

	
rg8      HylasandPhilonous:ThirdDialogue

	

	PH1LONous.Andarenotyoutooofopinion,thatGodknewallthingsfrometernity?

	HYLAS.Iam.

	PHTLONOUS.ConsequentlytheyalwayshadabeingintheDivineIntellect.

	HYLAS.ThisIacknowledge.

	PHTLONous.Byyourownconfessiontherefore,nothingisnew,orbeginstobe,inrespectofthemindofGod.Soweareagreedinthatpoint.

	HYLAS.WhatshallwemakethenoftheCreation?

	PHTLONOus.Maywenotunderstandittohavebeenentirelyinrespectoffinitespirits;sothatthings,withregardtous,mayproperlybesaidtobegintheirexistence,orbecreated,whenGoddecreedtheyshouldbecomeperceptibletointelligentcreatures,inthatorderandmannerwhichhethenestablished,andwenowcallthelawsofNature?Youmaycallthisarelative,orhypotheticalexistenceifyouplease.Butsolongasitsuppliesuswiththemostnatural,obvious,andliteralsenseoftheMosaichistoryoftheCreation;solongasitanswersallthereligiousendsofthatgreatarticle;inaword,solongasyoucanassignnoothersenseormeaninginitsstead;whyshouldwerejectthis?Isittocomplywitharidiculousscepticalhumourofmakingeverythingnonsenseandunintelligible?Iamsureyoucannotsay,itisforthegloryofGod.Forallowingittobeathingpossibleandconceivable,thatthecorporealworldshouldhaveanabsolutesubsistenceextrinsicaltothemindofGod,aswellastothemindsofallcreatedspirits:yethowcouldthissetfortheithertheimmensityoromniscienceoftheDeity,orthenecessaryandimmediatedependenceofallthingsonhim?Nay,woulditnotratherseemtoderogatefromthoseattributes?

	HYLAS.Well,butastothisdecreeofGod's,formakingthingsperceptible:whatsayyou,Philonous,isitnotplain,Goddideitherexecutethatdecreefromalleternity,oratsomecertaintimebegantowillwhathehadnotactuallywilledbefore,butonlydesignedtowill.Iftheformer,thentherecouldbenoCreationorbeginningofexistenceinfinitethings.Ifthelatter,thenwemustacknowledgesome-

	 

	
thingnewtobefalltheDeity;whichimpliesasortofchange:andallchangearguesimperfection.

	PHILONous.Prayconsiderwhatyouaredoing.Isitnotevident,thisobjectionconcludesequallyagainstacreationinanysense;nay,againsteveryotheractoftheDeity,discoverablebythelightofNature?Noneofwhichcanweconceive,otherwisethanasperformedintime,andhavingabeginning.Godisabeingoftranscendentandunlimitedperfections:hisnaturethereforeisincomprehensibletofinitespirits.Itisnotthereforetobeexpected,thatanyman,whethermaterialistorimmaterialist,shouldhaveexactlyjustnotionsoftheDeity,hisattributes,andwaysofoperation.Ifthenyouwouldinferanythingagainstme,yourdifficultymustnotbedrawnfromtheinadequatenessofourconceptionsoftheDivineNature,whichisunavoidableonanyscheme;butfromthedenialofmatter,ofwhichthereisnotoneword,directlyorindirectly,inwhatyouhavenowobjected.

	HYLAs.Imustacknowledge,thedifficultiesyouareconcernedtoclear,aresuchonlyasarisefromthenonexistenceofmatter,andarepeculiartothatnotion.Sofaryouareintheright.ButIcannotbyanymeansbringmyselftothinkthereisnosuchpeculiarrepugnancybetweentheCreationandyouropinion;thoughindeedwheretofixit,Idonotdistinctlyknow.

	PHILONOUS.Whatwouldyouhave!doInotacknowledgeatwo-foldstateofthings,theoneectypalornatural,theotherarchetypalandeternal?Theformerwascreatedintime;thelatterexistedfromeverlastinginthemindofGod.Isnotthisagreeabletothecommonnotionsofdivines?orisanymorethanthisnecessaryinordertoconceivetheCreation?Butyoususpectsomepeculiarrepugnancy,thoughyouknownotwhereitlies.Totakeawayallpossibilityofscrupleinthecase,dobutconsiderthisonepoint.EitheryouarenotabletoconceivetheCreationonanyhypothesiswhatsoever;andifso,thereisnogroundfordislikeorcomplaintagainstmyparticularopiniononthatscore:oryouareabletoconceiveit;andifso,whynotonmyprinciples,sincetherebynothingconceivableistaken

	 

	


	away?Youhaveallalongbeenallowedthefullscopeofsense,imagination,andreason.Whateverthereforeyoucouldbeforeapprehend,eitherimmediatelyormediatelybyyoursenses,orbyratiocinationfromyoursenses;whateveryoucouldperceive,imagineorunderstand,remainsstillwithyou.IfthereforethenotionyouhaveoftheCreationbyotherprinciplesbeintelligible,youhaveitstilluponmine;ifitbenotintelligible,Iconceiveittobenonotionatall;andsothereisnolossofit.Andindeeditseemstomeveryplain,thatthesuppositionofmatter,thatis,athingperfectlyunknownandinconceivable,cannotservetomakeusconceiveanything.AndIhope,itneednotbeprovedtoyou,thatiftheexistenceofmatterdothnotmaketheCreationconceivable,theCreation'sbeingwithoutitinconceivable,canbenoobjectionagainstitsnonexistence.

	HYLAs.Iconfess,Philonous,youhavealmostsatisfiedmeinthispointoftheCreation.

	PHrLoNous.Iwouldfainknowwhyyouarenotquitesatisfied.YoutellmeindeedofarepugnancybetweentheMosaichistoryandimmaterialism:butyouknownotwhereitlies.Isthisreasonable,Hylas?CanyouexpectIshouldsolveadifficultywithoutknowingwhatitis?Buttopassbyallthat,wouldnotamanthinkyouwereassuredthereisnorepugnancybetweenthereceivednotionsofmaterialistsandtheinspiredwritings?

	HYLAS.AndsoIam.

	PHILoNous.OughtthehistoricalpartofScripturetobeunderstoodinaplainobvioussense,orinasensewhichismetaphysical,andoutoftheway?

	HYLAS.Intheplainsense,doubtless.

	PHILONous.WhenMosesspeaksofherbs,earth,water,&c.ashavingbeencreatedbyGod;thinkyounotthesensiblethings,commonlysignifiedbythosewords,aresuggestedtoeveryunphilosophicalreader?

	HYLAS.Icannothelpthinkingso.

	PHILoNous.Andarenotallideas,orthingsperceivedbysense,tobedeniedarealexistencebythedoctrineofthematerialists?

	 

	


	HYLAS.ThisIhavealreadyacknowledged.

	PHILoNous.TheCreationtherefore,accordingtothem,wasnotthecreationofthingssensible,whichhaveonlyarelativebeing,butofcertainunknownnatures,whichhaveanabsolutebeing,whereinCreationmightterminate.

	HYLAS.True.

	PHILONous.Isitnotthereforeevident,theassertersofmatterdestroytheplainobvioussenseofMoses,withwhichtheirnotionsareutterlyinconsistent;andinsteadofitobtrudeonusIknownotwhat,somethingequallyunintelligibletothemselvesandme?

	HYLAS.Icannotcontradictyou.

	PHILONous.MosestellsusofaCreation.ACreationofwhat?ofunknownquiddities,ofoccasions,orsubstratums?Nocertainly;butofthingsobvioustothesenses.Youmustfirstreconcilethiswithyournotions,ifyouexpectIshouldbereconciledtothem.

	HYLAS.Iseeyoucanassaultmewithmyownweapons.

	PHILONous.Thenastoabsoluteexistence;wasthereeverknownamorejejunenotionthanthat?Somethingitis,soabstractedandunintelligible,thatyouhavefranklyownedyoucouldnotconceiveit,muchlessexplainanythingbyit.Butallowingmattertoexist,andthenotionofabsoluteexistencetobeasclearaslight;yetwasthiseverknowntomaketheCreationmorecredible?Nayhathitnotfurnishedtheatheistsandinfidelsofallages,withthemostplausibleargumentagainstaCreation?Thatacorporealsubstance,whichhathanabsoluteexistencewithoutthemindsofspirits,shouldbeproducedoutofnothingbythemerewillofaspirit,hathbeenlookeduponasathingsocontrarytoallreason,soimpossibleandabsurd,thatnotonlythemostcelebratedamongtheancients,butevendiversmodernandChristianphilosophershavethoughtmattercoeternalwiththeDeity.Laythesethingstogether,andthenjudgeyouwhethermaterialismdisposesmentobelievethecreationofthing.

	HYLAs.Iown,Philonous,Ithinkitdoesnot.Thisofthe

	CreationisthelastobjectionIcanthinkof;andImustneedsownithathbeensufficientlyansweredaswellasthe

	 

	


	rest.Nothingnowremainstobeovercome,butasortofunaccountablebackwardnessthatIfindinmyselftowardyournotions.

	PHILONOUS.Whenamanisswayed,heknowsnotwhy,to

	onesideofaquestion;canthis,thinkyou,beanythingelsebuttheeffectofprejudice,whichneverfailstoattendoldandrootednotions?AndindeedinthisrespectIcannotdenythebeliefofmattertohaveverymuchtheadvantageoverthecontraryopinion,withmenofalearnededucation.

	HYLAS.Iconfessitseemstobeasyousay.

	PHILONOUS.Asabalancethereforetothisweightofprejudice,letusthrowintothescalethegreatadvantagesthatarisefromthebeliefofimmaterialism,bothinregardtoreligionandhumanlearning.ThebeingofaGod,andincorruptibilityofthesoul,thosegreatarticlesofreligion,aretheynotprovedwiththeclearestandmostimmediateevidence?WhenIsaythebeingofaGod,Idonotmeananobscuregeneralcauseofthings,whereofwehavenoconception,butGod,inthestrictandpropersenseoftheword.Abeingwhosespirituality,omnipresence,providence,omniscience,infinitepowerandgoodness,areasconspicuousastheexistenceofsensiblethings,ofwhich(notwithstandingthefallaciouspretencesandaffectedscruplesofsceptics)thereisnomorereasontodoubt,thanofourownbeing.Thenwithrelationtohumansciences;innaturalphilosophy,whatintricacies,whatobscurities,whatcontradictions,haththebeliefofmatterledmeninto!Tosaynothingofthenumberlessdisputesaboutitsextent,continuity,homogeneity,gravity,divisibility,&c.dotheynotpretendtoexplainallthingsbybodiesoperatingonbodies,accordingtothelawsofmotion?andyet,aretheyabletocomprehendhowanyonebodyshouldmoveanother?Nay,admittingtherewasnodifficultyinreconcilingthenotionofaninertbeingwithacause;orinconceivinghowanaccidentmightpassfromonebodytoanother;yetbyalltheirstrainedthoughtsandextravagantsuppositions,havetheybeenabletoreachthemechanicalproductionofanyoneanimalorvegetablebody?Cantheyaccountbythelawsofmotion,forsounds,tastes,smells,orcolours,orfortheregularcourseofthings?Havetheyaccountedbyphysical

	 

	


	principlesfortheaptitudeandcontrivance,evenofthemostinconsiderablepartsoftheuniverse?Butlayingasidematterandcorporealcauses,andadmittingonlytheefficiencyofanall-perfectmind,arenotalltheeffectsofNatureeasyandintelligible?Ifthephenomenaarenothingelsebutideas;Godisaspirit,butmatteranunintelligent,unperceivingbeing.Iftheydemonstrateanunlimitedpowerintheircause;Godisactiveandomnipotent,butmatteraninertmass.Iftheorder,regularity,andusefulnessofthem,canneverbesufficientlyadmired;Godisinfinitelywiseandprovident,butmatterdestituteofallcontrivanceanddesign.Thesesurelyaregreatadvantagesinphysics.NottomentionthattheapprehensionofadistantDeity,naturallydisposesmentoanegligenceintheirmoralactions,whichtheywouldbemorecautiousof,incasetheythoughtHimimmediatelypresent,andactingontheirmindswithouttheinterpositionofmatter,orunthinkingsecondcauses.Theninmetaphysics;whatdifficultiesconcerningentityinabstract,substantialforms,hylarchicprinciples,plasticnatures,substanceandaccident,principleofindividuation,possibilityofmatter'sthinking,originofideas,themannerhowtwoindependentsubstances,sowidelydifferentasspiritandmatter,shouldmutuallyoperateoneachother?*Whatdifficulties,Isay,andendlessdisquisitionsconcerningtheseandinnumerableotherthelikepoints,doweescapebysupposingonlyspiritsandideas?Eventhemathematicsthemselves,ifwetakeawaytheabsoluteexistenceofextendedthings,becomemuchmoreclearandeasy;themostshockingparadoxesandintricatespeculationsinthosesciences,dependingontheinfinitedivisibilityoffiniteextension,whichdependsonthatsupposition.Butwhatneedistheretoinsistontheparticularsciences?Isnotthatoppositiontoallsciencewhatsoever,thatphrensyoftheancientandmodernsceptics,builtonthesamefoundation?Orcanyouproducesomuchasoneargumentagainsttherealityofcorporealthings,orinbehalfofthatavowedutterignoranceoftheirnatures,whichdothnotsupposetheirrealitytoconsistinanexternalabsoluteexistence?Uponthissuppositionindeed,theobjectionsfromthechangeofcoloursina

	 

	


	pigeon'sneck,ortheappearancesofabrokenoarinthewater,mustbeallowedtohaveweight.Butthoseandthelikeobjectionsvanish,ifwedonotmaintainthebeingofabsoluteexternaloriginals,butplacetherealityofthingsinideas,fleetingindeed,andchangeable;howevernotchangedatrandom,butaccordingtothefixedorderofNature.Forhereinconsiststhatconstancyandtruthofthings,whichsecuresalltheconcernsoflife,anddistinguishesthatwhichisrealfromtheirregularvisionsofthefancy.

	HYLAs.Iagreetoallyouhavenowsaid,andmustownthatnothingcaninclinemetoembraceyouropinion,morethantheadvantagesIseeitisattendedwith.Iambynaturelazy;andthiswouldbeamightyabridgementinknowledge.Whatdoubts,whathypotheses,whatlabyrinthsofamusement,whatfieldsofdisputation,whatanoceanoffalselearning,maybeavoidedbythatsinglenotionofimmaterialism?

	PH1LoNous.Afterall,isthereanythingfartherremainingtobedone?Youmayrememberyoupromisedtoembracethatopinion,whichuponexaminationshouldappearmostagreeabletocommonsense,andremotefromscepticism.Thisbyyourownconfessionisthatwhichdeniesmatter,ortheabsoluteexistenceofcorporealthings.Noristhisall;thesamenotionhasbeenprovedseveralways,viewedindifferentlights,pursuedinitsconsequences,andallobjectionsagainstitcleared.Cantherebeagreaterevidenceofitstruth?orisitpossibleitshouldhaveallthemarksofatrueopinion,andyetbefalse?

	HYLAs.Iownmyselfentirelysatisfiedforthepresentinallrespects.ButwhatsecuritycanIhavethatIshallstillcontinuethesamefullassenttoyouropinion,andthatnounthought-ofobjectionordifficultywilloccurhereafter?

	PHILONous.Pray,Hylas,doyouinothercases,whenapointisonceevidentlyproved,withholdyourassentonaccountofobjectionsordifficultiesitmaybeliableto?Arethedifficultiesthatattendthedoctrineofincommensurablequantities,oftheangleofcontact,oftheasymptotestocurvesorthelike,sufficienttomakeyouholdoutagainst

	 

	


	mathematicaldemonstration?OrwillyoudisbelievetheprovidenceofGod,becausetheremaybesomeparticularthingswhichyouknownothowtoreconcilewithit?Iftherearedifficultiesattendingimmaterialism,thereareatthesametimedirectandevidentproofsforit.Butfortheexistenceofmatter,thereisnotoneproof,andfarmorenumerousandinsurmountableobjectionslieagainstit.Butwherearethosemightydifficultiesyouinsiston?Alas!youknownotwhereorwhattheyare;somethingwhichmaypossiblyoccurhereafter.Ifthisbeasufficientpretenceforwithholdingyourfullassent,youshouldneveryieldittoanyproposition,howfreesoeverfromexceptions,howclearlyandsolidlysoeverdemonstrated.

	HYLAs.Youhavesatisfiedme,Philonous.

	PH1LoNous.Buttoarmyouagainstallfutureobjections,dobutconsider,thatwhichbearsequallyhardontwocontradictoryopinions,canbeaproofagainstneither.Wheneverthereforeanydifficultyoccurs,tryifyoucanfindasolutionforitonthehypothesisofthematerialists.Benotdeceivedbywords;butsoundyourownthoughts.Andincaseyoucannotconceiveiteasierbythehelpofmaterialism,itisplainitcanbenoobjectionagainstimmaterialism.Hadyouproceededallalongbythisrule,youwouldprobablyhavesparedyourselfabundanceoftroubleinobjecting;sinceofallyourdifficultiesIchallengeyoutoshewonethatisexplainedbymatter;nay,whichisnotmoreunintelligiblewith,thanwithoutthatsupposition,andconsequentlymakesratheragainstthanforit.Youshouldconsiderineachparticular,whetherthedifficultyarisesfromthenonexistenceofmatter.Ifitdothnot,youmightaswellarguefromtheinfinitedivisibilityofextensionagainstthedivineprescience,asfromsuchadifficultyagainstimmaterialism.AndyetuponrecollectionIbelieveyouwillfindthistohavebeenoften,ifnotalwaysthecase.Youshouldlikewisetakeheednottoargueonapetitioprincipii.*Oneisapttosay,theunknownsubstancesoughttobeesteemedrealthings,ratherthantheideasinourminds:andwhocantellbuttheunthinkingexternalsubstancemayconcurasacauseorinstrumentintheproductionofourideas?Butis

	 

	


	notthisproceedingonasuppositionthattherearesuchexternalsubstances?Andtosupposethis,isitnotbeggingthequestion?Butaboveallthingsyoushouldbewareofimposingonyourselfbythatvulgarsophism,whichiscalledignoratioelenchi.*YoutalkedoftenasifyouthoughtImaintainedthenon-existenceofsensiblethings:whereasintruthnoonecanbemorethoroughlyassuredoftheirexistencethanIam:anditisyouwhodoubt;Ishouldhavesaid,positivelydenyit.Everythingthatisseen,felt,heard,oranywayperceivedbythesenses,isontheprinciplesIembrace,arealbeing,butnotonyours.Remember,thematteryoucontendforisanunknownsomewhat(ifindeeditmaybetermedsomewhat)whichisquitestrippedofallsensiblequalities,andcanneitherbeperceivedbysense,norapprehendedbythemind.Remember,Isay,thatitisnotanyobjectwhichishardorsoft,hotorcold,blueorwhite,roundorsquare,&c.ForallthesethingsIaffirmdoexist.ThoughindeedIdenytheyhaveanexistencedistinctfrombeingperceived;orthattheyexistoutofallmindswhatsoever.Thinkonthesepoints;letthembeattentivelyconsideredandstillkeptinview.Otherwiseyouwillnotcomprehendthestateofthequestion;withoutwhichyourobjectionswillalwaysbewideofthemark,andinsteadofmine,maypossiblybedirected(asmorethanoncetheyhavebeen)againstyourownnotions.

	HYLAS.Imustneedsown,Philonous,nothingseemstohavekeptmefromagreeingwithyoumorethanthissamemistakingthequestion.Indenyingmatter,atfirstglimpseIamtemptedtoimagineyoudenythethingsweseeandfeel;butuponrefiexionfindthereisnogroundforit.Whatthinkyouthereforeofretainingthenamematter,andapplyingittosensiblethings?Thismaybedonewithoutanychangeinyoursentiments:andbelievemeitwouldbeameansofreconcilingthemtosomepersons,whomaybemoreshockedataninnovationinwordsthaninopinion.

	PHILONous.Withallmyheart:retainthewordmatter,andapplyittotheobjectsofsense,ifyouplease,providedyoudonotattributetothemanysubsistencedistinctfromtheirbeingperceived.Ishallneverquarrelwithyouforanex-

	 

	


	pression.Matter,ormaterialsubstance,aretermsintroducedbyphilosophers;andasusedbythem,implyasortofindependency,orasubsistencedistinctfrombeingperceivedbyamind:butareneverusedbycommonpeople;orifever,itistosignifytheimmediateobjectsofsense.Onewouldthinktherefore,solongasthenamesofallparticularthings,withthetermssensible,substance,body,stuff,andthelike,areretained,thewordmattershouldbenevermissedincommontalk.Andinphilosophicaldiscoursesitseemsthebestwaytoleaveitquiteout;sincethereisnotperhapsanyonethingthathathmorefavouredandstrengthenedthedepravedbentofthemindtowardatheism,thantheuseofthatgeneralconfusedterm.

	HYLAS.Wellbut,Philonous,sinceIamcontenttogiveupthenotionofanunthinkingsubstanceexteriortothemind,IthinkyououghtnottodenymetheprivilegeofusingthewordmatterasIplease,andannexingittoacollectionofsensiblequalitiessubsistingonlyinthemind.Ifreelyownthereisnoothersubstanceinastrictsense,thanspirit.ButIhavebeensolongaccustomedtothetermmatter,thatIknownothowtopartwithit.Tosay,thereisnomatterintheworld,isstillshockingtome.Whereastosay,thereisnomatter,ifbythattermbemeantanunthinkingsubstanceexistingwithoutthemind:butifbymatterismeantsomesensiblething,whoseexistenceconsistsinbeingperceived,thenthereismatter:thisdistinctiongivesitquiteanotherturn:andmenwillcomeintoyournotionswithsmalldifficulty,whentheyareproposedinthatmanner.Forafterall,thecontroversyaboutmatterinthestrictacceptationofit,liesaltogetherbetweenyouandthephilosophers;whoseprinciples,Iacknowledge,arenotnearsonatural,orsoagreeabletothecommonsenseofmankind,andHolyScripture,asyours.Thereisnothingweeitherdesireorshun,butasitmakes,orisapprehendedtomakesomepartofourhappinessormisery.Butwhathathhappinessormisery,joyorgrief,pleasureorpain,todowithabsoluteexistence,orwithunknownentities,abstractedfromallrelationtous?Itisevident,thingsregardusonlyastheyarepleasingordispleasing:andtheycanpleaseordisplease,

	 

	


	onlysofarforthastheyareperceived.Fartherthereforewearenotconcerned;andthusfaryouleavethingsasyoufoundthem.Yetstillthereissomethingnewinthisdoctrine.Itisplain,Idonotnowthinkwiththephilosophers,noryetaltogetherwiththevulgar.Iwouldknowhowthecasestandsinthatrespect:precisely,whatyouhaveaddedto,oralteredinmyformernotions.

	PHILONous.Idonotpretendtobeasetter-upofnewnotions.Myendeavourstendonlytouniteandplaceinaclearerlightthattruth,whichwasbeforesharedbetweenthevulgarandthephilosophers:theformerbeingofopinion,thatthosethingstheyimmediatelyperceivearetherealthings;andthelatter,thatthethingsimmediatelyperceived,areideaswhichexistonlyinthemind.Whichtwonotionsputtogether,doineffectconstitutethesubstanceofwhatIadvance.*

	HYLAs.Ihavebeenalongtimedistrustingmysenses;methoughtIsawthingsbyadimlight,andthroughfalseglasses.Nowtheglassesareremoved,andanewlightbreaksinuponmyunderstanding.IamclearlyconvincedthatIseethingsintheirnativeforms;andamnolongerinpainabouttheirunknownnaturesorabsoluteexistence.ThisisthestateIfindmyselfinatpresent:thoughindeedthecoursethatbroughtmetoit,Idonotyetthoroughlycomprehend.YousetoutuponthesameprinciplesthatAcademics,Cartesians,andthelikesects,usuallydo;andforalongtimeitlookedasifyouwereadvancingtheirphilosophicalscepticism;butintheendyourconclusionsaredirectlyoppositetotheirs.

	PHILONOus.Yousee,Hylas,thewaterofyonderfountain,howitisforcedupwards,inaroundcolumn,toacertainheight;atwhichitbreaksandfallsbackintothebasinfromwhenceitrose:itsascentaswellasdescent,proceedingfromthesameuniformlaworprincipleofgravitation.Justso,thesameprincipleswhichatfirstviewleadtoscepticism,pursuedtoacertainpoint,bringmenbacktocommonsense.
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	PRINCIPLESOFHUMANKNOWLEDGE

	

	ThePreface

	
	6 thiswasomittedfromB,the1734edition,butitssentimentsaresufficientlytothepointtomeritinclusion.



	

	Introduction

	
	7 Introduction:bothLockeandBerkeleystarttheirmajorworkwithalongattackonwhattheytaketobethesourceoftheerrorsoftheiropponents.Inbothcases,thispurgingoferrorismeanttoclearthewayforacorrectempiricism.Inbothcases,therealcontributionofthesesupposedlyimportantpreliminariesisunclear.Lockeattacks'innateideas'.Ontheonehand,itisplainwhyanempiricistshouldwishtoprovethatwehavenoothersourceofknowledgeexceptexperienceand,therefore,thatwehavenoinnateknowledge.Ontheotherhand,Locke'swayofattackinginnateideasseemstoconcernitselfentirelywiththegenesisofourideas,notwiththeirjustificationandhardlytoengagewiththerolegiventoaprioritruthandreasoningasitisfoundinDescartes,Spinoza,orPlato.Locke'sattackseemshardlyrelevanttotherealissuesbetweenrationalismandempiricism.Inasimilarway.itis,fromacertainperspective,clearwhysomeonewhobelievesthatesseestpercipishouldwanttoinsistthatourgenuineconceptsoperatebycloselyreflectingexperienceandshouldnotbebuiltupinto'abstract'structures.Buthisattackonabstractideas,apartfromrefutinganeccentricaccountofgeneralityhefindsinLocke,hardlyseemstorelatetoanythingelseinthehistoryofphilosophy.NeitherLockenorBerkeleyhadcapturedthesourceoftheiropponents''errors'inthewaytheythoughttheyhad.Bythesametoken,byfailingtoanalysecorrectlywhattheywereagainst,theyalsofailedtoexpresswhatconstitutesaproperempiricism,astheyunderstoodit.Thishasbeenaperennialproblemforempiricism.Humethoughtonecouldsimplysaythatallideasarefadedimpressions,thenhadtoadmitthatwecouldhaveanideaofashadewehadneverexperienced,therebyadmittingakindofaprioristructureincolourperceptionthathisempiricismdidnotallow.And,inthetwentiethcentury,thefailuretocontrivea



	 

	


	plausibleversionoftheverificationprincipleisanotherinstanceofthesamedifficulty.

	InBerkeley'scase,theunclarityhasitsrootsinaconfusionaboutwhethertheoffendingabstractnessisafeatureoftheideasaspsychologicalphenomena,orwhetheritisafeatureoftheircontents-thattheyareideasofimproperlyabstractconceptions.TheattackonLockeisanattackontheformer,foritsburdenisthattherecouldnotbeanactualpsychologicalepisodeofthekindLockeappearstosayabstractideasare.Furthermore,Berkeleyexplicitlyexonerateshisopponentsofclaimingtoconceiveofimpossiblyabstractthings,forhesays,ats.7='Itisagreedonallhands,thatthequalitiesormodesofthingsdoneverreallyexisteachofthemapartbyitself...'Thusitisonlytotheaccountoftheconceivingthatheobjects,nottotheirideaofwhatisconceivedof.Thisistheoppositeofwhatherequiresifabstractionistobethesourceofourfalseconceptionsofmatterandmind-independence,forthesearethecontentsofconceptions,notthepsychologicalvehicleofthem.Equally,whenheattacksthosewhobelievenumbersareobjectsforbeingdeceivedbyabstraction,itistheobjectoftheconception,notthemodeofconceivingheiscallingabstract.

	Anatleastpartialresolutionofthisproblemcanbefoundin

	Berkeley'simagistictheoryofthought,accordingtowhichconceptsarejustimagesandtheimageisorcontainsthecontentoftheconcept.Theimageis,forBerkeley,identicalwith(afacetof)thethingitisanimageof,sothedistinctionbetweenconceivinganditsobjectisdissolved.Idiscussinsection(vii)oftheIntroductionhowtheimagistictheoryissupposedtofunctionintheargumentforimmaterialism,andwhatitsweaknessesareasatheoryofconcepts:and,insection(viii),why,thoughafailureassuchatheory,itmaynotbesobadasatheoryofcertainkindsofconceptualcontent.

	
	7 Butnosooner...comprehend:aclassicinstanceofthisisthefirstofDescartes'sMeditations.



	Itissaid...things:e.g.inLocke,Essay,1.1.s:4·3·6.

	
	8 principles...philosophy:Jessop,inhisedition,says:'Thechiefoftheimpugnedprinciplesare-thatthereareabstract"ideas";that"ideas"canbecopiesofwhatisbydefinitionunperceivable;thatthecorporealexistsindependentlyofanymentalapprehensionwhatever;thatthecorporealhascausalpower,i.e.originateschange;andthatmindis,orwouldbeifourknowingwereadequate,an"idea",i.e.anobjectofthesamegeneralkind,on



	 

	
ExplanatoryNotes:Principles      2II

	

	thesameplane,astheobjectsofsense.Therearederivativeprinciples,suchastheuntrustworthinessofthesenses,andtheinfinitedivisibilityofmatter.'Thisisausefullist,butitshouldberememberedthattheerrorofabstractionismeanttounderliealltherest:sees.6.

	rssuchanidea:therearethose,suchasYolton,whodenythatLocke'sideasareimagesandsaythattheyaremorelikeideasinourintellectualistsense.ItishardtoseewhatisthedifficultyLockehasinmindifitisnotthatofformingtheseverystrangeimages-theconceptordefinitionofatriangledoesnotseemattendedwithanyproblem.

	r6triangle:inCthissectionendedhere;theremainderwasaddedinB.

	19'Tis...impracticable:ThisshowshowoddisBerkeley'sconceptofanidea.Whatisadefinitionofifnotanideaorconcept?IfBerkeleyweretoreplythatitisofthemeaningofaword,whatnotionarewetohaveofmeaningthatdoesnotreintroducetheproblem?

	communicating...language:thedoctrineofthisparagraphhasprovedpopularwithmodernphilosopherswhowishtoemphasizetheemotivemeaningofwordsandWittgensteinianapproachesto'meaningasuse',notreference.Whetherornottheseapproacheshaveanymeritintheirownright,IdonotthinktheyaremuchhelptoBerkeley.Heisstrugglingwiththeproblemofgeneralityandthisresidesasmuchinemotiveeffectorotherkindsofstandardsofusageasitdoesinreference.(Theconceptofarule,whichinvolvesgenerality,ismuchdiscussedinconnectionwithWittgenstein.)Itisnohelptosaythatwemaybe'affectedwiththepromiseofagoodthing,thoughwehavenoideawhatitis',forwemusthavetheconceptofagoodthingevenifwehavenopictureofwhatparticulargooditis:anditistheconceptweshouldbeinterestedin.

	22many...words:forexample,Hobbes,Leviathan,r.4;Locke,

	Essay,3·10.

	

	PartI

	24PartI:themaintextiscalled'PartI'becauseBerkeleyhadintendedtowriteasecondpartdealingwiththenatureofspirit:indeedheclaimsthathedid'makeconsiderableprogressinit',butlostitonajourneyinItalyandcouldnotbebotheredrewritingit.IcannotbelievethatBerkeleyisnottellingthetruth,butitisalsoalmostimpossibletobelievethatanyinterest-

	 

	


	ingideashemayhavehadonspiritwouldnothavefoundtheirwayintoAlciphron,whichconcernsthephilosophyofreligion,orSiris'eccentricmetaphysicalmeditations.HewaspreparedtoreworktheTheoryofVisionintotheTheoryofVisionVindicated,andtheThreeDialogueswerecomposedbecausethePrincipleshadescapednotice.Itisincrediblethatheshouldnothavefoundsomevehicleforpublishinganyideasonspiritwithwhichhewasatallsatisfied.

	InBerkeley'sargumentofss.1-5,thefirsttwosectionssummarizehissystem,andfromthelasthalfsentenceofs.2totheendofs.3isaratherforcedappealtointuitiontosupportthatsystem.Ins.4hehastofacethefactthatitisan'opinionstrangelyprevailing'that'sensibleobjectshaveanexistence...distinctfromtheirbeingperceived...'Thatthereshouldbesuchaprevailingopinionisparticularlystrangeasitisbasedona'manifestcontradiction'.Heexplainsitins.5astheseductivepowerofabstractideas.

	ItisnotsurprisingthatfewwereinfluencedbyBerkeley'sargumentsonreadingthePrinciples.Thebluntappealtointuitionisnotconvincing.Itdoesnotseem'evident',asheclaims,thatthe'ideasimprintedonsense...cannotexistotherwisethaninamindperceivingthem',northattheexistenceofthetableconsistsintheactualandpossibleexperiencesonemighthaveofit(though,ofcourse,itsexistencedoesimplytheavailabilityofsuchexperiences).AndtheargumentthatthemindindependenceofsensiblequalitiesisamanifestcontradictionseemstorestonpreciselythatambiguityinLocke'suseof'idea'forwhichsomanycriticizedhim.Theword'idea'normallymeans,roughly,'thought',andthoughtsaremind-dependent,but'idea'asusedbyLocketomean'whateveristheobjectoftheunderstandingwhenamanthinks',doesnotseemtohavethisimplication.Norisitobvious,asheimplies,thatasensoryideathatis,asensoryobject-isthesameasasensation.

	Theappealtothedangerofabstractideasshows,however,thatthereisadeeperrationaletoBerkeley'sintuition.Asthelastsentenceofs.5makesclear,anon-abstract-thatis,animagistic-conceptionofanobjectwillrepresentitasitwouldbeifperceivedfromacertainperspective,sothatallconceptionisintermsofwhataperceptionwouldbelike.Thislineofargumentisdevelopedinss.22-4.TheIntroduction,andss.1-5,ss.22-4ofthemaintextconstituteamoreorlesscompleteargument.SeeEditor'sIntroduction,(vii)and(viii).

	 

	


	24operationsofthemind:somecommentatorshavebeenworriedbythefactthatBerkeleydoesnotbelievethatoperationsofthemindgiverisetoideas,butonlytonotions,foractivitiescannotbecaughtinthe'stillframe'ofanidea.Theyare,however,objectsofhumanknowledgeandideasintheloosesensethatBerkeleyoccasionallyallows.Seess.27,35-40,142fornotions.

	
	26 perceptionofit:followingthis,Aadds:'Intruththeobjectandthesensationarethesamething,andcannotthereforebeabstractedfromeachother.'



	Tobeconvinced...perceived:thissentenceexhibitsBerkeley'simagism.Thetaskoneisaskedtotrytoperformcannotbesimplyaverbal-conceptualone,foritisdifficulttoseewhatonewouldtherebetryingtodo,exceptformingastraightforwardsentence;thetaskisthatofconcentratingtoseewhetheronecanformacertainkindofimage.

	
	27 therecanbe...ideas:again,thisseemstorelyontheambiguityoftheterm'idea'.



	anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea:IdiscussthismaximintheEditor'sIntroduction,sectionvc.TheglossBerkeleyheregivesit-'acolourorfigurecanbelikenothingbutanothercolourorfigure'-showsthatitcanbemultiplyambiguous.Theglosssuggeststheinnocuous'aqualitycanbelikenothingbutthesamekindofquality'.Thenthereisthestronger'anything(or,perhaps,anyquality)whichisanobjectofamentalactivitycanbelikenothingbutsomethingwhichisalsotheobjectofamentalactivity'.Third,'theindubitablysubjectivecontentofamentalstate(forexample,asensation)couldbelikenothingthatwasnotalsothesubjectivecontentofamentalstate'.Thefirstandthethirdoftheseare,Ithink,uncontroversial,butthesecondiswhatisrequiredanditseemstobegthequestionand/orcashinontheambiguityofLocke'suseof'idea'.IsuggestintheEditor'sIntroduction,however,waysinwhich,bytheuseoftheassimilationargument,onecouldgetfromthethirdtothesecond.

	Thereisasomewhatdifferentambiguityintheargumentat

	theendofs.8.Acolourquaqualitycouldneverbeinvisible,butitcouldbeinvisiblequahavingacertainontologicallocation.Thusaredpatchcouldbeinvisiblebecauseitqualifiedanareaofphysicalspaceandnotanareaofavisualfield,butquareditwouldbejustliketheredthatqualifiesavisualfield.

	Somethereare:Locke,Essay,2.8.

	 

	


	
	28 extension...inconceivable:ontheonehand,thisisagainanappealtoimagism.Ontheotherhand,thethoughtthatmattercannotbepurelyformalorgeometricalandmustpossesssomequalityatleastanalogoustoasecondaryqualityisonethatitisdifficulttoabandon.SeeRobinson,MatterandSense,ch.7·



	greatandsmall,swiftandslow:itisnaturaltoobjectthatthesearerelativetermsandnotobjectivesizes.ThatthereisnosuchthingasobjectivesizecanbegotfromtheargumentaboutthemiteinthefirstDialogue(seeEditor'sIntroduction,vi)and,perhaps,fromtheargumentsins.12ands.13thatnumberandunityaresubjective,forthiswouldmakeanymetricforsizesubjective.

	materiaprima:Aristotle,likemostoftheancients,believedthattherearefourelements,earth,fire,air,andwater,eachelementpossessingtwoqualities;forexample,fireishotanddry,earthhotandwet,etc.Healsobelievedthattheseelementscouldtransformintoeachother,sothatifitswetnesswerereplacedbydryness,aportionofearthwouldbetransformedintofire.Furthermore,hebelievedthatwhenanythingchanged,somethingmustunderliethatchangeandpersistthroughit.Inthecaseofelementalchangethereisnomorebasicdescribablekindofthingtounderlieit,sowhatunderlieselementalchangemustbeabare,characterlessmateriality,called'primematter'.Itcannotexistonitsownandisapurepotentialityforbeingsomedeterminateelementorother.SomescholarsnowdenythatAristotlebelievedinprimematter.Forthetextandathoroughdiscussion,seeC.J.F.Williams'stranslationofandcommentaryonDeGenerationeetCorruptioneintheClarendonAristotleseries.

	
	29 Thatnumber...respects:theargumentisthat,becausecountingisconcept-relative,thentherearenoobjectivefactsaboutnumber.So,becausesomethingmaybeonewordandfourlettersitisneitheronenorfourobjectively.Fromthisitwouldseemtofollowthat,iftheindividuationofobjectsissortalrelative(thatis,kind-orconcept-relative)thentheindividuationofobjectsismind-dependent.If,inQuine'swords,thereis'noentitywithoutidentity',thiswouldmaketheirexistencemind-depenllnt.Themovefromsortal-relativitytominddependencewouldnotbevalidiftherewerenaturalkindsintheworld.ThecrucialpremissinBerkeley'sargumentisthattherecannotbenaturalkindsiftherearealternativewaysofindividuating-somethingcannotnaturallybebothoneword



	 

	


	andfourletters,foritcannotbebothoneandfour.Thisraisesthekindofissuesdiscussedin,forexample,DavidWiggins,SamenessandSubstance.

	Unity...mind:LockesaysthisatEssay,2.7·7;2.16.1.

	
	30 Thoughitmustbeconfessed...object:theargumentins.14hastwoparts.First,itsaysthattheargumentfromillusionisjustasapplicabletoprimaryqualitiesastosecondary.Secondittakesthatargumentasshowingthatthequalitiestowhichitisapplied'havenoexistenceinmatter,orwithoutthemind'.Thefirstclaimiscorrect,thesecondcopiesamistakeofLocke's(Essay,



	2.8.21).Theargumentfromillusiononlyshowsthatthoseinstancesofthequalityofwhichwearedirectlyawareexistonlyinthemind,notthattherearenootherinstancesoutsidethemind.Lockeis,therefore,wrongtousetheargumenttoshowthatsecondaryqualitiesareessentiallysubjective.Inthemiddleofs.15,Berkeleymoreorlessrecognizesthispoint,andhastofallbackonpreviousarguments.

	Itissaid:Locke,Essay,2.8.19;2.23.2;1.4·8.

	
	31 how...toknowthis?:ss.18-20statetheepistemologicalargumentagainstanexternalworld.Onceitisagreedthatwearenotdirectlyawareofsuchaworld,thenbeliefinitcannotbejustifiedfromperception.Soitmustbefromreason,butthepossibilityoftotalhallucinationshowsthatthereisnonecessaryconnectionwhichcouldformthefoundationofsuchreasoning.Ins.19,however,Berkeleyconsiderswhatwewouldnowcallanargumenttothebestexplanationforpositingaworld.Hehasnoobjectiontothisasakindofargumentbutthinksitwillnotdointhiscontext.Hedoesnotargue,ashedoesins.25,thatthephysicalworldwouldbeauselesssuppositionbecause,asnothingbutawillcanreallycauseanything,aphysicalworldcouldnotbetheexplanationofourexperience.Hisargumentismoresophisticatedanddoesnotdependonthedoctrinethatallcausationiswill.Itrestsonthefactthatitappearswhollyunintelligiblewhybodiesshouldgiverisespecificallytoexperience,eveniftheyarecausallyactivewithrespecttoeachother.Ithasbeenremarked,atleastfromLocke,thatthereisnowaythattheproductionofconsciousstatescanbemadeintelligiblefromtheperspectiveofphysicalscience.Mostofthestrategiesfordoingsoarereductionist,suchasbehaviourismandfunctionalism,and,intheviewofmostotherphilosophers,simplydenytherealityofconsciousness.



	33saysomewhatofthem:thisisdone,ss.85-134.

	 

	


	
	33 nobodybytoperceivethem:resumptionofthestrategyfroms.5·Noticetheextremelypsychologisticconceptionofconceivabilityins.22ands.24.Theargumentins.23isextensivelydiscussedintheEditor'sIntroduction.Tosees.23asadevelopmentofs.5,seePeacocke,inFosterandRobinson(eds.).Hearguesthatallimaginingisasfromaviewpointandthatitis,therefore,problematicwhetheronecanformanempiricalconceptionofhowtheobjectisinitself,independentlyofallperceptualperspectives.

	34 nosuchthingcontainedinthem:itismoreplausibletosaythatvisualideasdonotincludepowerthanthattactileonesdonot.

	35 Thoughitmust...words:thelastsentenceofthissectionwasinsertedonlyinB.

	36 enablesus...benefitoflife:thisisapointatwhichBerkeleycanbeseennottohavebeenawareofamajorproblemforidealismorphenomenalism.Thelawsofnaturearestatedintermsofthebehaviourofphysicalobjectsandeventsnotintermsofideas.Itisthefundamentalprincipleofanalyticalphenomenalismthatstatementsabouttheformercanbeanalysedintostatementsaboutthelatter.Ifthiswerepossiblethenitwouldbepossibletoreinterpretthelawsofnatureasbeingaboutideas.Iftheanalysiswereimpossiblethenonewouldhavetoacceptthatphysicalconceptswerebasictonaturallaws,evenifthethingstheyappliedtowerenothingmorethancollectionsofideas.Thismarksamajordistinctionoftypesofidealism.Asamatteroffact,theattempttoanalysephysicalconceptsintermsofideasisgenerallyagreedtohavebeenunsuccessful.ThatwecannoteliminateoranalyseourphysicalconceptsisamajorfeatureofKantianidealism.



	40thingsratherthanideas:followingnaturallyfromthepreviousnote,wecansaythatBerkeleyfailstonoticetheneedforamoredevelopedaccountofwhatmakesasetofideasintoaphysicalthing,and,hence,failstonoticetheproblemsinsuchaconstruction.

	
	43 continualcreation:thedoctrineofcontinuouscreationistheorthodoxdoctrine.Forexample,StThomasAquinas.SummaTheologiae,pt.I,q.104,art.r.

	44 infiniteandshapeless:thisisaninterestingreductioontheconceptofmatter.Itcouldbereconstructedasfollows:



	

	
		Matter,ifphysicallyreal,isinfinitelydivisible.



	 

	


	2.Anyrealfeatureofaphysicalorempiricalrealityisrepresentableinperception.

	3·Anyperceptualrepresentationhasfiniteextent(i.e.isnotinfinitelysmall).Therefore

	4·Anyrealfeatureofaphysicalorempiricalrealityisof

	positivefiniteextent.Therefore

	5·Anypieceofmatter,ifphysicallyreal,consistsofaninfinitenumberoffinitelylargepieces.

	6.Anythinginfiniteisformless(fortohaveformistobe

	bounded,whichcontradictsinfinity).Therefore7·Allpiecesofmatterareinfiniteandformless.

	supposetheargumentcanbeavoidedifonedistinguishesbetweenbeingempiricallyinfinitelydivisible,sothereareaninfinityofactualphysicalparts,andbeingmathematicallysodivisible,asisanycontinuum.Thepartsoftheformerwouldhavetobeempiricallyrealandso,perhaps,inprincipleperceptiblebysomepossiblesense:butthepartsofacontinuumaremerepointsandnotrealinthesamesense,and,certainly,notnecessarilyperceptiblebyanything.Infact,inawaysimilartoZeno'sparadoxes,Berkeleyistryingtogenerateaboundlessinfiniteoutofthedelimitedinfiniteofthecontinuum.

	

	
	45 thinkwiththelearned,andspeakwiththevulgar:JessopnotesthatthistagisquotedbyBaconinDeAugmentisScientiarum(5.4)andisfromthesixteenth-centuryItalian,AugustinusNiphus.



	

	
	46 schoolmen...modernphilosophers:amongstthemedievals,JessopcitesThomasBradwardine(c.I290-1349),Nicholasd'Autrecourt(fourteenthcent.),andAlgazel(105<}-IIII)ashavinghelddoctrineslikethis.Amongstthemoderns,Descartes,PrincipiaI.28;Malebranche,Recherche,6.2.3:SamuelClarke,DiscourseontheBeingandAttributesofGod.



	
	53 inwhomwelive,move,andhaveourbeing:Acts17:28.

	54 unknownoccasion...willofGod:anoccasion,inthissense,iscontrastedwithacause.SomeCartesians-forexample,Malebranche-believedthatmindandmattercouldnotinteract,soGodproducedtheappropriate'interactive'effectsdirectly.Thestateofthematerialworld(presumablyofthebrain)beingtheoccasionforHisactingdirectlyonmind,andthestateofamind(forexample,anactofwill)beingtheoccasionofhisactingdirectlyonthebraintoproducethewilledbehaviour.



	 

	


	59Somethereare:JessopcitesMalebranche,Entretienssurlametaphysique,andBayle,Dictionairehistorique,s.v.'Zenon',n.H,ands.v.'Phyrron',n.B.

	
	62 archetypes:prototypesormodelsforotherderivativeinstancesorcopies.

	63 thatofotherspiritsbyreason:Berkeley'ssystemonlyovercomesscepticismifwehavegroundsforbelievingintheideashadbyothersandnotourselves.ThevictimofaCartesianevildemon,orthe'braininavat'beingfedcoherenthallucinatoryexperiencesbythewickedscientist,canbesureoftheexistenceoftheirownideas,butarewronginbelievingthattheyarepartofareal,intersubjectiveworld.Thiscomesdowntotheproblemofotherminds,for,iftheotherbodiesweseemtoexperiencedohavetheappropriateexperiencesassociatedwiththem,asweassumetheydo,thentheworldis,byBerkelianstandards,arealone.AsGodisdirectlyresponsibleforourperceptionsofotherbodiesthereisnocausalnecessityfortheretobeotherhumanmindsassociatedwiththem.Everythingthenturnsonhavingaproofthatthespiritwhocausesourexperiencesisnot,inthisrespect,adeceiver.ItisfairtosaythatBerkeleydoesnotgivethisproblemtheattentionitdeserves,talkingasif,oncehehasarguedthatourexperiencesmustbecausedbyGod,hehassolvedalldifficulties.Hedoesnotrecognizetheindependenceoftheproblemofotherminds.Seealsonoteons.147.

	64 mustbeinanothermind:thisisnotstrictlyconsistentwiththedoctrineofs.3,whichallowsahypotheticalexistencetounperceivedobjects.ThefactthateverythingexistsinGod's



	mindhasledsomescholarstodistinguishbetweenidealism,accordingtowhichobjectsaremadeupsolelyofactualideasandareguaranteedtheirpermanentexistencebytheirpermanentpresence,inarchetypalform,inGod'smind:andphenomenalism,accordingtowhichobjectsconsistofactualideasandthetruthofcounterfactualsaboutwhatexperiencespeoplewouldhaveorwouldhavehadunderappropriatecircumstances.ThequestionthenariseswhetherBerkeleywasanidealist,inthisstrictsense,oraphenomenalistwhoheldthatGodguaranteedthetruthofthecounterfactuals:orwhetherheinconsistentlyoscillatedbetweenthetwo.ThisquestionisnicelydealtwithbyUrmsoninhisBerkeley.Hearguesthatthereisnoinconsistencyinthetext,andthatBerkeley'sidealismisaformoftheisticphenomenalism.Indeed,itisnotclearwhythearchetypalexistenceoftheideasinthemindofGodneedbedifferentfromHis

	 

	


	possessingtheappropriateintentionswithrespecttoHiscreatures'experiences.

	
	65 uncreatedandcoeternal:theeternityofmatterwasthemostcommonviewamongsttheGreeks,becausetheyfoundthenotionofcreationfromnothingunintelligible.Forexample,Aristotle,DeCaelo,2.1,283h26ff.



	Mind...sustainsallthings:BerkeleynevergivesattentiontotheobviouspossibilityofapaganBerkelianism,accordingtowhichdifferentspiritsmightberesponsibleforprovidingtheexperiencesassociatedwithdifferentobjects.Thesuncouldthenhaveitsownspiritwhichprovidesuswithoursun-appropriateexperiences:ingeneral,differentpartsofnaturewouldhavetheirrulingspirit.ThiswasthekindofBerkelianismsupportedbythemoreromanticallyIrishYeats.

	
	66 Socinians:earlyunitarians,denyingtheTrinityandthedivinityofJesus.

	67 Time...successionofideasinourminds:inhissecondlettertoJohnson,Berkeleysaysthatthesuccessionofideasconstitutestimeandisnotsimplyitsmetric.Issuesconnectedwithtime,space,thecontinuum,orinfinityareamongthemostintractableinphilosophy.OneproblemwithBerkeley'stheoryisthatitwouldseemtobenecessarythattheindividualideaswhosesuccessionmakesuptimemustthemselveshavedurationorlessthananinfinitenumberofthemcouldnotpossesstemporalextent.Timecannot,thereforeconsistinthesuccessionofideasfortheymustpossessitindividually.Thenaturalresponseisthattheindividualideaspossesstheminimaldiscernibletimeinterval,liketheminimavisibi/iathataresupposedtomakeupspace.Thedifficultywiththisisthatitishardtothinkofanypositiveextentordurationwithoutitmakingsensetothinkthattheremustbewithinitahalfofthatextentorduration.



	thesoulalwaysthinks:Descartesbelievedthatthesoulalwaysthinks.Heneededthisbecauseofhisviewthatconsciousness

	(i.e.thought)istheessenceofmind,soitcanneverlackit.Seehis'ResponsetotheFifthSetofObjections'.Berkeleyhadaddedtothissectioninmanuscriptthefollowing

	SureIamthatshou'danyonetellmethereisatimewhereinaspiritactuallyexistswithoutperceiving,oranideawithoutbeingperceiv'd,orthatthereisa3rdsortofbeingwhichexiststhoitneitherwillsnorperceivesnorisperceived,hiswordswouldhavenoothereffectonmymindthanifhetalk'dinan

	 

	


	unknownlanguage.Tisindeedaneasiematterforamantosaythemindexistswithoutthinking,buttoconceiveameaningthat.maycorrespondtothosesounds,ortoframeanotionofaspirit'sexistenceabstractedfromitsthinking,thisseemstomeimpossible,andIsuspectthateventheywhoarethestiffestabettersofthattenentmightabatesomewhatoftheirfirmnesswou'dtheybutlayasidethewordsandcalmlyattendingtotheirownthoughtsexaminewhattheymeantbythem.

	
	68 amantobehappyoranobjectgood:theargumentofthissectionisthatiftherearenoabstractideas,thenthereisnoroleforconceptualanalysis.Thisis.atleast,anaturalconclusion:noticethattheexamplesgivenofhappiness,goodness,justice,andvirtuearetypicalofthethingsthatPlatotriestodefine.PresumablyPlatonicformsareparadigmsofabstractideas.Berkeleyarguesthat,withhisontology,tostrivetoprovidenecessaryandsufficientconditionsfortheapplicationofaconcept,whenweknowperfectlywellinpracticehowtoapplyit,ispurepedantry.Ontheotherhand,itisunclearwhyaproperdefinitionofgeneralideas,asheconceivesofthem,isnotjustasnecessaryasforgeneralideasconceivedofasabstract.

	69 butoflate...insensibleparticles:seeLocke'srealessences:Essay,3·3·15ff.

	70 someare...forpronouncinguniversal:inthisandthefollowingsectionBerkeleydoesnotmerelyrejectarealistinterpretationofsciencebutdoubtstheexistenceofexceptionlessscientificlaws.evenintheoperationalsense.Insomeways,hisviewofnaturallawisAristotelian-thingshappen'usuallyorforthemostpart'ratherthanuniversally.HisbeliefintheirreducibilityofteleologicalexplanationisalsoAristotelian.This'reactionary'aspectofBerkeley'sphilosophyofscienceisdevelopedatlengthinSiris.



	71Thosemen:thissectioninAbegins:'Itappearsfromsection66,etc.thatthesteady,consistentmethodesofnature,maynotbeunfitlystyledthelanguageofitsAuthor,wherebyhediscovershisattributestoourview,anddirectsushowtoactfortheconvenienceandfelicityoflife.Andtome,thosemen...'

	72Thebestkey...admiredtreatise:Ahasinstead.'Thebestgrammarofthekindwearespeakingof,willeasilybeacknowledgedtobeatreatiseofmechanics,demonstratedandappliedtonature,byaphilosopherofaneighbouringnationwhomallthe

	 

	


	worldadmire.Ishallnottakeuponmetomakeremarks,ontheperformanceofthatextraordinaryperson:onlysomethingshehasadvanced,sodirectlyoppositetothedoctrinewehavehithertolaiddown,thatweshouldbewanting,intheregardduetotheauthorityofsogreataman,didwenottakesomenoticeofthem.Intheentranceofthatjustlyadmiredtreatise...'ThetreatisereferredtohereandinBisNewton'sPrincipia.BerkeleydiscussesthetopicsofthesesectionsmorefullyinDeMotu.ThereferenceinAtoNewtonasaphilosopher'ofaneighbouringnation'isoftencitedasevidencethatBerkeleythoughtofhimselfasIrish.Bycontrast,when,slightlyoveracenturylater,theDukeofWellingtonwasaskedwhetherhe,beingborninIreland,ofAnglo-Irishfamily.consideredhimselfIrish,replied'noteverythingborninastableisahorse'.

	

	75experiment:the'bucketexperiment'isoneoftwothoughtexperimentsthatNewtonemployedtoshowthatspacewasabsolutenotrelative.Imagineabucketcontainingwaterandsuspendedbyarope.Nowimaginethebucketspinning-sayturningituntiltheropebecomestenseandlettingitgo.Atfirstthebucketwillturnleavingthewaterstationary,but,asaresultoffriction,thewaterwillstarttoturnwiththebucket.untilitisfullyturningwiththebucketandsostationarywithrespecttoit.Centrifugalforcewillmakethewaterhigherattheedge,withatroughinthemiddle.Nowsupposethatthebucketistheonlythinginthephysicaluniverse.Itwillnotbespinningwithrespecttoanything,but,asthestateofthewatershows,itisspinning.Henceitismovingthroughabsolute,notrelative,space.Intheotherthoughtexperimentweimaginetwometalspheresjoinedbyatautrope.Ifthespheresbegintospinroundeachothertensionincreasesintherope.Iftheyarealoneinthephysicaluniverse,theyarenotmovingwithrespecttoanything,yettheincreasedtensionshowstheyaremoving,hencethey,too,arcmovinginabsolutespace.

	AsfarasIamaware,noonehasansweredtheseargumentssatisfactorily.Machclaimedthatwedonotknowthatthesephenomenawouldoccurinanotherwiseemptyuniverse,butasneitherthecentrifugalforcenorthetensionarecausedbythegravitationalpullofotherbodies,theassumptionisreasonable.Berkeley'sanswerseemsunsatisfactory,forhedeniesthatthewaterismovingandso,presumably,believesitssurfacemustremainfiatinanyworldwherenothingelseexists.Thisisprobablynotthelineheshouldhavetaken,fortheexperimentcanbe

	 

	


	turnedtohisadvantage,byusingittoshowthatthereisnoadequateaccountofautonomousphysicalspace.Theexperimentsshowthattherelationalviewisdefectiveandthestandardobjectionsshowthatabsolutespaceisimpossible.Physicaltheoryseemstorequirethatthebucketshouldspin.Ifspaceisnotabsolutethentheideaofitsspinningcannotbeexplainedbyreferencetoitsrelationshiptootherpossibleobjects,fortosaythatitwouldbemovingrelativetosomethingatppresupposesanindependentidentityofthatpoint.Thenotionoftherotationofasingleobjectrounditsownaxismakesclearsenseinavisualorphenomenalfield.So,withoutabsolutespace,onlybyreferencetowhatitwouldbeexperientiallylikecanthephenomenaNewtoncitesmakesense.Ifabsolutespaceisadefectiveconceptionthenspacemustbeaconstructfromexperience.(IamgratefultomycolleagueBarryDaintonforexplainingtheexperiments.)

	
	76 dilemmatowhichseveral...employedtheirthoughts:inentry



	298ofthePhilosophicalCommentariesBerkeleysaysthatLocke,More,andRaphson'seemtomakeGodextended'.

	
	77 difficilesnugae:Latinfor'difficulttrivialities'.



	79Tostudythemfortheirownsake:thequestionofwhethernumbersneedtobetreatedasentitiesintheirownright-Platonismaboutnumbers-isstillaveryliveissue.PractisingmathematiciansareoftenPlatonists,Godelbeingastrikingexample.Foramoderndefenceofrealism,seeBobHale,AbstractObjects(Oxford:Blackwell,1987).Berkeley'spositionseemstobeamixtureofextremenominalism,whichturnsnumbersintonumerals,andthereductionofnumberstosets,sothat'five',forexample,standsforanygroupoffivethings.Theformertheoryiswhollyincapableofdealingwiththenecessityofmathematicaltruth,forsignsareruledonlybyconvention,or,derivatively,bythelawsofnaturewhichgovernthethingstheyaresignsof,butarithmeticaltruthsarenotcontingentineitheroftheseways.

	82nosuchthingastheten-thousandthpartofaninch:Berkeley'sargumenthereshowsthathehasnotproperlyworkedoutthedifferencebetweenthephysicalandthephenomenal.Theuseofmicroscopesandotherinstrumentsgivesaperfectlygoodsensetothenotionofaten-thousandthofaninchasapartofthephysicalworld.The'idea'thatrepresentsthatsizewhensomeoneviewsthroughamicroscopewillnotbeoneten-thousandththesizeofthe'idea'hehaswhenviewinganinch-longobjectinanormalway.Theremaybenosensetotheideaofoneten-

	 

	


	thousandthofavisualfield.Oneresponsetothisproblemistodenythatthemicroscopicisarealpartofthephysicalworld.Itexistsonlyasatheoreticaldeviceforpredictionandexplanation.ItisdifficulttoreconcilethiswiththefactthatmagnificationcomesindegreesandBerkeleywouldnotwanttosaythatwhatisseenthroughanordinarymagnifyingglassisunreal.Theonlyconsistentpositionistotreatthephysicalontology,bothattheordinaryandscientificlevels,asanecessarymodeofinterpretingexperience,whichinterpretationhasaconceptualstructureofitsown,notnecessarilyintelligibledirectlyintermsofthepropertiesofideas.This,ofcourse,wouldbedifficulttofitwitheverythingBerkeleysaysaboutabstraction.

	84itbeingimpossible:followingthis,Aalsohas:'Andwhatevermathematiciansmaythinkoffluxionsorthedifferentialcalculusandthelike,alittlereflectionwillshowthem,thatinworkingbythesemethods,theydonotconceiveorimaginelinesorsurfaceslessthanwhatareperceivabletosense.Theymay,indeed,callthoselittleandalmostinsensiblequantitiesinfinitesimalsorinfinitesimalsofinfinitesimals,iftheyplease:butatbottomthisisall,theybeingintruthfinite,nordocsthesolutionofproblemsrequirethesupposinganyother.Butthiswillbemostclearlymadeouthereafter.'

	

	
	87 weunderstandthemeaningoftheword:thiscriterionofmeaningfulness,namelythatwetakeourselvestounderstandthewords,istooliberalforBerkeley'sotherpurposes,asitwouldallowinmostabstractions.



	

	Itmustnot...:Astartslessabruptly:'Thenaturalimmortalityofthesoulisanecessaryconsequenceoftheforegoingdoctrine.Butbeforeweattempttoprovethis,itisfitthatweexplainthemeaningofthattenet.Itmustnot...'

	

	
	88 wemaynot...verbalconcern:thissecondhalfofs.142wasaddedinB.



	

	
	89 retire...meaning:inA,insteadof'retire'totheend,thereis:'departfromsomereceivedprejudicesandmodesofspeech,andretiringintothemselvesattentivelyconsidertheirownmeaning.Butthedifficultiesarisingonthisheaddemandamoreparticulardisquisition,thansuitsthedesignsofthistreatise.'

	90 whoworksallinall:ICorinthiansr2:6



	

	bywhomallthingsconsist:Colossiansr:!7·

	 

	


	90otherpersons:thisreinforcesthepointmadeinthenotetopage

	64.Berkeleytakestheevidenceforotherhumanmindsasunproblematiceventhoughsuchmindsarenotdirectlyresponsiblefortheideasweperceiveoftheirbodies.

	

	upholdingallthingsby...hisPower:Hebrewsr:3·

	

	94Manicheanheresy:towhichStAugustinesubscribedbeforehisconversiontoCatholicorthodoxy.Itheldthattherewasanevilgodaswellasagoodone.ItwaspartlyreactionagainstthisheresythatledAugustinetoemphasizethatevilhasnopositiveexistenceandisamereabsenceofgood.

	

	

	THREEDIALOGUES

	

	InAandBthesubtitlereads:'Thedesignofwhichisplainlytodemonstratetherealityandperfectionofhumanknowledge,theincorporealnatureofthesoul,andtheimmediateprovidenceofaDeity:inoppositiontoscepticsandatheists.Also,toopenamethodforrenderingthesciencesmoreeasy,useful,andcompendious.'

	TheThreeDialogueswerewrittenbecausethePrincipleshad

	failedtomakeanimpact.Thereis,therefore,asimilaritybetweenBerkeley'sreasonsforwritingthemandBurne'sforfollowinguphisTreatisewiththeEnquiries.Inbothcasestheauthorhadnottakenenoughcareintheoriginalworktopresentshockingdoctrineinthemostdigestibleform.TheargumentofthePrincipleshadrestedtoomuchontheessentiallyobscureattackonabstractideas.TheDialoguesbeginsfromissuesinthephilosophyofperceptionwithwhichhisreaderswerefamiliarandwhichseemedintuitivelyeasytounderstand.Theoverallstructureoftheargumentcanberepresentedasfollows.

	r.Allsensiblequalities,bothprimaryandsecondary.existas·ideas-thatis,inthemind.

	2.Nothingcanbelikeanideabutanidea.Therefore

	3·Allsensiblequalities,bothprimaryandsecondary,exist

	onlyinthemind.

	Therearethenvariousarguments,mainlyintheSecondDialogue,toshowthatconceptionsofmatterthattrytodowithoutimputingsensiblequalitiestoit,arevacuous.

	Theargumentfor(r)dividesintotwoparts;firstaproofthatsecondaryqualitiesexistasideas,thenthesameforprimaryqualities.Thisargument,however,takesplaceundertheshadow

	 

	


	ofaconfusion,namelythatprovingthataqualityexistsinthemindshowsthatitexistsinthatformonly.Seenoteons.rsofthePrinciples.Astheyareoriginallypresented,therefore,theargumentsfor(r)aretakentobeargumentsfor(3),fromwhich(r)isnotthoughttodiffer.ItiswhenHylasrealizesthatrefutingnai'verealismisnotequivalenttorefutingrepresentativerealismthatPhilonousisobligedtoemploy(2)tocompletetheargument.

	TheformofrepresentativerealismthatPhilonousistryingto

	controvertatthatstageisnotLockeanrepresentativerealism,butonethatholdsthattheexternalworldpossessesbothprimaryandsecondaryqualities(thatis,(2a)not(2b)ofmyEditor'sIntroduction)forthedistinctioninstatusbetweenprimaryandsecondaryqualitieshasalreadybeenattacked.Thesubargumentwhichdoesthisis

	

	r.Secondaryqualitiesdonot/cannotexistoutsidethemind.

	2.Primaryqualitiescannotbeconceivedtoexistwithoutsecondaryqualities.Therefore

	3·Neitherprimarynorsecondaryqualitiesexistoutsidethemind.

	

	ThesecondpremissofthesecondargumentislessgeneralandlessimportanttoBerkeley'ssystemthanthesecondpremissofthefirst.

	

	103ThePreface:thiswasomittedfromC.

	

	FirstDialogue

	ro7Philonous:fromtheGreek,meaning'loverofmind'.

	

	Hylas:fromtheGreek,meaning'matter'.

	

	109mydenial...youraffirmation:thescepticismoftheancientsceptics,suchasPyrrho(c.36s-c.275Be).wasfoundedonthebeliefthateveryreasonforbelievingapropositioncouldbematchedbyanequallygoodonefornotbelievingit.Soonewassupposedtosuspendbeliefandthisdetachmentfromcaringaboutthetruthwasmeanttobringpeaceofmind.Thediscussionherefollowsthemovetoamoremodernsenseoftheterm,inwhichscepticismisdoubtingordenyingtherealityoffundamentalobjectsofbelief.suchasGodortheexternalworld.Thethoughtthatscepticismisengenderedbythewayoursensecontentsstandasa'veilofperception'betweenthesubjectandtheworldismodernnotclassical.

	 

	


	II2Butisnot...heat...pain?:BerkeleyhereuseswhatIcall,intheEditor'sIntroduction,theassimilationargumentagainstanaiverealisttheoryoftheperceptionofheat.

	r.Greatheatisidenticaltopain.

	2.Painismind-dependent:itisnotpossibleforanunperceiv-ingthingtohavepain.

	3·Materialsubstanceisnotaperceivingthing.Therefore4·Materialsubstanceisnotasubjectofpain.Therefore5·Materialsubstanceisnotasubjectofheat.

	ToavoidtheconclusionHylasdecidesthatgreatheatcausespainbutisnotidenticalwithit.Philonous'replyisthatas,whenbeingburnt,wehaveone,painful,sensation,thepainandtheheatmustbeoneidea.Heprobablyshouldhavesaidthattheyarefeaturesofoneandthesameidea,liketheshapeandcolourofavisualdatum,whichcanbediscernedbyselectiveattention(seemyEditor'sIntroduction(vii)).ThenwhenHylasarguesthatverymoderateheathasneitherpainnorpleasurewithit,PhilonouscouldhaverepliedthatifafeatureFiseverafeatureofakindofideawhichpossessesanotherfeatureGwhichisessentiallymind-dependentthenanyideaofwhichFisafeaturewillbemind-dependent:anideacannotmoveinandoutofbeingmind-dependentasitacquiresotherfeatures.Instead,Philonousresortstotheargumentfromillusiontoclinchthecaseagainstheat.Thissamestrategy-assimilationfollowedbyillusion-isusedagainstnaiverealismabouttasteandsmell.

	rr8astosounds:thestrategyagainstsoundisentirelydifferentfromthoseusedsofar;itisthecausalargumentagainstnaiverealism.Hylas'responseinvolvesthefirstuseinthedialogueoftheprimary-secondaryqualitydistinctioninthemannerofLockeandcontemporaryscience.Theexperimentwiththebellinanear-vacuumwasperformedbyOttovonGuericke(1602-86),whowasalsotheinventoroftheair-pump.

	120thecaseofcolours:thestrategyagainstcolouristheargumentfromillusion,puttingmoststressonthegenerationof'unreal'colours,liketheillusorypurpleofmountainsandblueofthesky,andthedifferencesofcolourundermicroscopicperception.Hecitestheordinaryvariationsofperceptiblecolourofobjectsinpassing.Newton'sexperimentswithprismsandlighthadtakenplaceaboutfiftyyearsbeforeBerkeleywrotetheDialogues.

	126Isityouropinion...?Itis:thisisaverystrangeview-orappearstobe.Hylasappearstoagreethattheverysameinstancesofshapeasthoseweseeareintheexternalworld,

	 

	


	thoughnotthesameinstancesofcolour;thoughtheshapesare,itwouldseem,nothingbuttheoutlinesofthecolours.IdiscussthisintheEditor'sIntroduction(iv).Thisviewisnotsimplystrangeinitself,butitisoddthatitshouldbementionedinthiscontext,whereHylashasjustreferredtocontemporaryphilosophers,whopropoundednotthisprimaryqualitydirectrealism,butLockeanrepresentativerealism.Perhapsby'veryfigureandextension'Berkeleydoesnotmeanverysameinstance,butspecificallyjustlike:thecontrastiswiththesuggestionsoontofollowthatobjectspossessextensionwithnospecificmagnitude(or,presumably,form).Theargumentbasedonthedifferenceinperceptionbetweenmitesandmenwhichfollowscanbeinterpreted(asIdointheEditor'sIntroduction)asanargumentagainstthepossibilityofextensionexistingasrealandunperceived:butPhilonouscomparesittotheargumentusedtoshowthatwedonotperceiveheatdirectly.Thissuggeststhatthe'mite'argumentisagainstadirectrealistaccountoftheperceptionofshape,whichrequiresthatHylasispropoundingprimaryqualitydirectrealism.Mostprobably,thereisconfusionbeingcaused-onceagain-bytheuncertaintyaboutwhattheargumentfromillusionproves.IfHylasisfollowingLocke'sapparentprinciplethatanyproofthatwedonotperceiveagivenqualitydirectlyisipsofactoaproofthatthatqualitydoesnotexistoutsidethemind,thenthehypothesisthatprimaryqualitiesexistoutsidethemindwillentailthatweperceivethemdirectly.Giventhatithasalreadybeenprovedthatwedonotperceivesecondaryqualitiesdirectly,thisisprimaryqualitydirectrealism.

	127mite:Idiscussthe'mite'argumentintheEditor'sIntroduction(vi).

	128Odd...oddness:thiswastheextentofthisspeechinthefirsttwoeditions,therestwasaddedinC.

	129timemeasured...inourminds?:seediscussionoftimeinPrinciples,s.98.

	
	132 Letmethink...1donotfindthatIcan:thisremarkandsomeintheprecedingpassageonlymakesenseif'frametheidea'means'formanimage':itisdifficulttoseewhattheproblemwouldbeinthinkingtheconceptsinanyothersense.

	133 distinguishtheobjectfromthesensation:thisandthefollowingargumentconcerningsubstratumarediscussedintheEditor'sIntroduction,sect.(vb)



	 

	


	139acontradiction...conceivingathingwhichisunconceived?:seeIntroduction(v)andthesecondnoteonPrinciples,p.33·

	141the...objectyou...perceive,existsatadistance:thisisdealtwithingreaterdetailinEssayTowardsaNewTheoryofVisionandTheoryofVisionVindicated.

	143ideasdonotexistwithoutthemind...objectsdo:itisfromthispointthatthediscussionisdirectedunequivocallyagainstrepresentativerealism,thoughagainsttheformthatallowssecondaryqualitiestobepossessedbymatter.Hehasthreeargumentsagainst,twoofthemseriousandoneextremelyweak.Thefirstisepistemological-thatwecouldnotcometoknowoftheexistenceofanexternalworld.ThisisdiscussedmoresatisfactorilyatPrinciples,ss.18-20.Thesecondistheweakclaim,'thingsperpetuallyfleetingandvariableasourideas[couldnotbe]copiesorimagesofanythingfixedorconstant'.Thethirdistheprinciplethat'anideacanbelikenothingbutanidea',whichisdiscussedatlengthintheEditor'sIntroduction,s.(vc).

	

	SecondDialogue

	
	152 infiniteomnipresentspiritwho...supportsit:seesecondnoteonthePrinciples,p.65.SeealsonoteonPrinciples,p.64.

	153 Vanini,Hobbes,andSpinoza:thatHobbes,famousfortheLeviathan,wasamaterialistisuncontroversial.Spinoza,inhisEthics,identifiestheworldwithGod,becauseitisanecessarybeing.Itisapermanentmatterofcontroversywhetherhewasamaterialistwhocalledthephysicalworld'God'orwhetherhereallybelievedthattheworldasawholewasbothphysicalandconscious.VaniniwasanItalianpriestburnedforatheismin1606.



	toallowitarealexistence?:Berkeley'spointremainsagoodone.Naturalisticexplanationsoftheorderintheworld-forexample,theDarwinianexplanationoforderinlivingcreaturesthatButlerandPaleycitedintheirnaturaltheology-canoverturnthetraditionalarguments,butnotBerkeley's;for.withoutmatter,therecouldnotbeanaturalisticexplanationoftheworld.

	
	154 anotionentertainedbysomeeminentmoderns:thisisMalebranche'sview.

	155 Fewmenthink...Itmustbeowned:thispanofthespeechwasaddedinC.



	160occasion:seethenoteonPrinciples,p.54·

	 

	
r63somethingentirelyunknown:theconceptsofmatterdiscussedfromheretotheend,whichdenyitallpositiveknownfeaturesandputitoutsidespaceandtime,canbecomparedwithKant'snoumenon;itisanutterlyunknowable,non-mentalplaceholder.

	r64IdonotfindthatIcan:anotherinstanceinwhichthepeculiarityofHylas'effortstothinksuggestthattheideasmustbeimages.

	

	ThirdDialogue

	171externalexistence,wherein...realityconsists:thisisanotherinstance,likethatdiscussedatPrinciples,p.36,whereBerkeleyisunawareofthedegreeofautonomyofphysicalconcepts.IfPutnam,Kripke,andothermodernphilosophersarecorrect,natural-kindsubstancenames-suchas'water','salt','tiger'operatebydesignatingtherealessencesorscientificstructureofthekindsofthingsinquestion;theydonothaveapropernominalessence,ordeterminateverbaldefinition.(Fortheseterms,seeLocke'sEssay,3.6.)Theinternalstructuresarenotknownbyordinaryperception.Allthiscouldbetrueofourphysicalconceptsevenifinternalstructureshadapurelytheoreticalorhypotheticalexistence,asanidealistorphenomenalistrequires.Berkeleytalksasifitwerenotpartofourordinaryconceptofthephysicalthatitpossessedpropertiesthatarehiddenfromnormalperceptionandareessentialtoit.Hedoesnotneedtoclaimthis-thoughanyempiricistwillinsistthatthecontentofanymicroscopicdescriptionwillbeconstrainedby.andgivensenseby,itsrelationtoexperience.

	Noneofthishasaverydirectconnectionwithscepticism.For

	this,seenoteonPrinciples,p.63.Thediscussionmovesratheruneasilybetweenknowingtherealnatureofthingsandknowingwhethertheyexistatall.

	173mightaswelldoubtofmyownbeing:seePrinciples,ibid.

	BerkeleydoesneedaproofofthegoodnessofGodbeforehecanovercomescepticismofthe'evildemon'or'braininavat'kind.

	LawsofNature:atPrinciples,s.30Berkeleyhadsaidthatthelawsofnaturegoverntheorderingofideasandhereitisphysicalthings.Forwhythismakesadifference,seenoteonthatpassage(p.36).

	176perceivebothcoloursandsounds:thetheorythattheselfismerelyacollectionofideaswasdefendedbyHume,butheneverseemedtogettogripswiththepointBerkeleymakeshere.

	 

	


	No'bundletheorist'haseversatisfactorilyexplainedtherelationbetweenthecontentsofthedifferentsensesandfacultiesthatconstitutestheirbeingexperiencedasbelongingtothesamesubject.Asthis'unityofapperception'(inKant'sphrase)hadbeenremarkedonbyAristotle(DeAnima,425br2)aswellasusedexplicitlybyBerkeleytorejectthebundletheory,itisstrangethatithasnotreceivedmoreseriousattention.

	ISOLetmeberepresented...determinationofanyindifferentperson:whatfollowsisanilluminatingargument.Itruns:

	r.Itisevidentthatonlymindshaveideas.

	2.Itisonallhandsagreedthatallobjectsofimmediateperceptionareideas.

	3·Noonecandenythatsensiblequalitiesareobjectsofimmediateperception.Therefore

	4·Sensiblequalitiesexistonlyinminds.

	Theargumentisvalid.Point(3)statesthecommon-senseornaiverealisttheoryofperception.Itlooks,therefore,asifcommonsenseiscommittedtoidealism.Buttheflawisthat(I)and(2)equivocatebetweenthenaturalandtheLockeansenseof'idea'.Inthenormalsense,itisevidentthatonlymindshaveideas,butitisagreedonlyamongstLockeanphilosopherstocalleverythingthemindconcernsitselfwith,an'idea',asopposedtosomeotherkindofthing.

	ItisworthconsideringwhetheraseriousargumentcanbebroughtfortheLockeanconflationofalltheobjectsofthemindwithideas,asnormallyunderstood.By'seriousargument'Imean,atleast,onethatdoesnotrestsimplyontakingtheexpression'inthemind'inanoverlyliteralway.Amoreseriousreasonwouldprobablystartfromtheclaimthatthemindcanrelatetosomethingasanobjectofthoughtonlyifthereissomekindofmentalrepresentationofitwhichis'inthemind'inthemoreliteralsense.Ifthisisaugmentedwiththedoctrinethatmentalrepresentationsareimages,withtheunderstandingthatimagesneitherhave,norarevehiclesfor,anythingwithintrinsicintentionality,thenonehastheLockeandoctrine.Thelatterrequirement-theabsenceofintrinsicintentionality-isderivedfromthenominalistreactionagainstAristotle.Aristotlebelievedthatthoughtwasaccompaniedbyimages,butthecapacityofapsychologicalepisodetopossessthedefiningpropertiesofthoughtdependednotontheimagesbutontheformswhichtheimagesmadeavailable:theintellectabstractstheformsfromtheimages,whicharethevehicleswherebytheforms

	 

	


	aremadeavailabletoconsciousness.Forms,whichare,whenthought,universals,areparadigmsofabstractideas.Therejectionofsuchabstractioninfavourofanominalistparticularismtherejectionofalluniversalornon-particularentities-leavesonewithimagespureandsimple.Inbrief,Locke'sconceptionofanideacanbederivedbycombiningthethoughtthatamentalactrequiresamentalvehiclewiththeinsistencethatthatvehicleisentirelyparticularinitsnature.Thisisatonewiththefailuresofimagismtodealwiththought;seethediscussionofPrinciples

	s.23intheEditor'sIntroduction.

	r84ideas...notconveyedtoHimbysense:thislookssuspiciouslyclosetoallowingGodtohaveabstractideas.ThespiritofBerkeley'sgeneraltheoryisthatsensibleobjectshaveonlytheirsensibleform-thereisnotsomerefinedintellectualversionofthesamecontent.BerkeleyiscarefulnottoattributeGod'spossessionofarchetypalversionsoftheideastoHisbeingpureintellect.withoutsensation,forthatwouldprompttheresponsethatourintellectis,assuch,immaterial,andshouldbeabletograspqualitiesintheirintellectualform.ButhedoesputitdowntoGod'sbeingwhollyactive-thatis,purewill,andhisaccountofthehumanselfisthatitis,initself,justwill(seeA.C.LloydinFosterandRobinson(eds.)).ThepointisthatBerkeley'sneedtodenythatGodhasexperiencesofacertainkindwhilstallowingHimtheknowledgethatwouldgowiththoseexperiencesforceshimtoallowthattheobjectsofourcognitioncantakeanon-perceptualform;andthatitisdifficulttoseewhatobjectiontherecouldinprinciplebetoallowingasimilarkindofcognitiontothehumanspirit,whichisanimageofthedivine.

	r87menwould:thereisadisputeamongstscholarswhethera'not'wasomittedfromallthreeeditions(whichisone'simmediatereactiontothesense)orwhetherthereisironyinthemodeofexpression.

	r88ambages:circumlocutions,darkorobscurelanguage.

	192theysupposeanexternalarchetype:Hylashastheimportantpointthatwemakesenseoftheworldnotjustasabundleofsensiblefeatures,butasobjectsandthat,therefore,anunderstandingofobjectconceptsisrequired.Thisfitsinwithmuchmodernconceptualanalysis.Berkeley,likeLockeandtheempiricistsingeneral,beforethedevelopmentof'logicalempiricism'inthetwentiethcentury,regardsthisasaspeciesofscholasticism:giventhatweknowthatobjectsarenomorethan

	 

	
collectionsofideasandarenotunitedbyrealoccultentitiessuchasforms,orpossessedofScotus'smysterious'this-ness'thenworkingoutnecessaryandsufficientconditionsfortheapplicationsofconceptsispurepedantry.

	193neitheryounorI...canbesureitexists:Berkeleyisfailingagaintonoticethescopegivenforscepticismbytheimportancetohissystemofintersubjectivity.SeenoteonPrinciples,p.63.

	203substantialforms...oneachother:thesetopicsaretakenfromthescholastics,theCambridgePlatonists,Locke,andDescartes.ItisfairtoremarkthatBerkeleyfailedtodeliverPartIIofthePrinciples.whichwouldhaveexplainedthenatureofspirit-themajormetaphysicallacunainhisownsystem.

	
	205 petitioprincipii:thefallacyofbeggingthequestion.

	206 ignoratioelenchi:thefallacyofmissingthepoint.

	207 whichtwonotions...constitutethesubstanceofwhatIadvance:thisisavaluablewayoflookingatBerkeley'ssystem,butPhilonous'wayofdescribingitasplacing'inaclearerlightthattruth,whichwasbeforesharedbetweenthevulgarandthephilosophers'isalittledisingenuous.Thevulgarandthephilosophershadincompatiblepositions,namelynaiveandrepresentativerealism.Berkelianidealismisformedbymeldingthedirecttheoryofperceptionfromtheformerwiththelatter'sbeliefthattheobjectsofthemindarepurelymental.Thisismoretheproductionofanewsystembycompromise,ratherthanexposingasharedtruth.Berkelianismisnotsomuchpurecommonsense,asthebestonecandoforcommonsense,inthelightoftheargumentsofthephilosophers.Oneisforcedtochoosebetweenthedirectintuitionthatwhatweareawareofistheworlditselfandthesomewhatmoremetaphysicalconvictionofitsabsolutemind-independence.Berkeleyveryplausiblyjudgesthattheformerismoreessentialtobeingathomeintheworld.
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