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A SHORT STANENENT OF 911

PHILOSOPHY OF BERKETEY

& SOME ORJECTIONS.

PhRiT. IV O John Shaver
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O E?RKELEZ‘S'POSITIQH+SOME OB JECTINNG,

Things {all objects of knowledgelare Ideas. Their "being
is "to Ve perceived? Therefore thev can subeist only in thinking

-
L

Sﬂbstance,An ides can be Llike hothiﬂg but sn idea, therefore 1% ig
impossible that‘there are copiss of ideas oubside the mind,for if
thése afe perceived in any way thon they are idees. ALl gqualities
are ildeas and cannot De abstracied. Material substance iw » loglcal -
contradiction, it connot be kmown,lt cannot explain the intsraction |
between mind end body, it is & ugelese abstraction and there ig no
resl reagon for velieving that it exists.

But eg idess sre perceived and sre therefore ﬁeﬁsive and-
inert they do not explain causality.Much of our sensge experience 1is
inevitable is imposed iﬁ énor@erly'coherenee; Thig ideas reguire aome
cause, beyond our own will. nd they require & spirit whiech thinks wills

end perceives.This apirit is subgtance. Yone of these powers 1g represented

in an idez., Thus we can have onlj a INOTICYT of spirifual substance. We
get it by inference - we recognise our own consclousness our ability
to_thihk will and perceive. and infer that this power can belong to
other spirits. Spiritusl substance is made kmown to us.through the

evidence of its sign lenguage (natural laws) as are all other epirits.

With this Berkeley thinke he hes done sway with several peféistent
prdbiémé.ﬂe has done away with uﬁthinking corporeal substence, the-ﬁroblﬂm
of ﬁhe_divisibility af matter.an& the problem of the intermection of
mind‘aﬁﬁ dody.He suppoges he hag done sway with the basisg for acepticism
reality being idess,there Is no prgblem of the conformity of realify
fo the sense impression,(this problem eriSes_in another light and will
be discussed in time.)Berkeley also supposes he has done swey with the
ddctrina;of shatrect Tdess Fig empiricism mekes him deny all sbstractions

. -

such 28 time &nd snece but with the excention of the ndétion of SPIRIT.
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Tet us now consider some objeotions to_Berkeleys pogition - thoge he
‘anticipetes and some othersg--
1, ohjecgtion- mhet he denies the reslity of things that they svre
nurely chimeras of the mind i.e. that he ig a subjéctive idealigt.

ans. Whatever we conceive in any way remains ss secure s ever. The
distinction between chimeras and vealities reteine its full force.that
which is imposed by the mind of God is real.The reality of a combination
of gense cualities is not denied.

2. obj. We see things ot & distance - how can they be ideasg in our mind?

ans. Space and distance is ‘itself an idea. It is & connection. a sensafion

of color and muscular movement.
3. 0bj. If a thing's reality rests in its bleng nerceived, then things
are. ewery moment being ennihilated and created anew.

@Eﬁ.Bodées can have no existence outeide mind ﬁdes not mean this &r that
particular.mind but ATT, minds. How can we conceve of something existing
unconcevedy?

4., obj. That if extention end figure are exigting in the mind then the
mind is itself extended and figured. 1.e. that hig Philosophy is actually
materielism.

gns. Those gqualities are in the mind only &8 they are perseive&,by it

1.e. not by way of mode oOv attribute but by way of idea.

h. TNatural causes and natural Philosophy are undermined by & denial of
meterial substance.

'ggg.mhis ‘e untrue . Vatursl sclence is baged on observation of
sengible .qualities, fthese ars not denied.
6. Thers is universal assent on behsalf of materisl subsience

ang. . 80 whet.
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7. TFf spirituel substance is the cause of &1l , why the amazing variety
od apperent efficient csuses.

ane.That ie the way God's sign language works . It is in orderly

arrengement so es to make 1% intelligible to the mind. atter Is itseif
inert and in no wsy could it be the sause of anything.

8.( The next is & refutation of the ocosaéionalist hypothesis.) Thera

is an inert senseless substance, unperceived by the mind ,which is the
occasian.of our idess, or ot the presence whereof God ig plessed to excithe
idess in us.

sns. This subsbtence is etill perceived in the mind of God.
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Faving snticipated these cbjections Berkeley proceeds fto discuss the

) : AT
conseguencss of his Fhilosophy . There,still some problems left unsolved .

:Tﬂére ig the problem of ovil. He anewers this by ssying that evil is
_\J) give'§9riety. Gvil 48 elso cauéed“by the working out of the methods of
nafure without which there wouhd be no universe ot all.Againfés‘yetnwe know
oniy innpartf'

,Bérkeley ig gtill left with the problem OF the'difference'between
reality &s imposed ideas from God)and chime#es willwd in the mind . The
snewer ig just as difficult ass if he had not done awsy with material .substance
Tdeag of reality appear involuntarily, they are mdre vivid, they ame'
imposed on our minde in a certain order. These three things are the test.

Finally ,although%he hasg déne away with the problem of the interactim
of mind asnd body, he hes brought upon himeelf another probem, How.does
the one spiwit (God) operate on the other spirits (us)? What is the. .
relationghip between them?
The other objection has been mentioned alreadyf Faving denied

_nstract ideas such as justice and virtne he asctumally undermines hés

own "motion™ of spiritual substance. o .





