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a gr€at part of 3erkeleyrs poleuic is coupletely poiltless. Attotion

beloags to those facts of usrtal- Iife for rhose eoqJ:natioa ps5chologlr

has 3ret dme Li.ttle at:11. But we are uevertbeless aLl-neJl enorgb

acqu:5ated with it tbnugb i.nner ecqeriencel treL3- oorgh foa tbe prob-

1en of abstractioa to be consider.Ed es solved. as so@ as it has beo

re&rced to the pheaonecra of atteation aad of the association of ideas,

which reducibiJity tbe author caa scareely dorbt.

the Last discussj.on bas Ied o" ftor 3ck61eJ.|s negative

position on abstraction 8uo bis gositlve qae on goerz^lizaticlal frou

the questiou abqrrt the content of concspts to tb€ question o+ thei.:r

extension, as rrell- as to the reLabioa of couteut to eo<tensioa, a

tooic about nhi-ch consid€rabl-e conftrsiou &egu€erbly sti1l e:cists 6ven

il the nerer log'ic and psycholory. It is tbeefore advisable fi:rst

to search for sone clarity of otrr orm before ccnti.urriag the mlri.u,ntion

of tserkeIey. If re bave once achieved srch clarity, then the criticism

of tserkeley as neIL as of his folloners riJJ- groceed. Eor6 griclcl.y aa&

rrith uore ass-uranco. And, nhen it cdnes to discussi-ng recent coatri-

butions re wifJ- eas .J-y be able to abstaiu'flo critic1su slnce ',b,e

conparison w5.fa force itselJ upoE th6 reader.

3erkeley hinssJ:8r as we bave s€€4s he5 5iven us the point of

[199] vigw frou rrhich not only the justif5.cation of his uajor obJections
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st:soke rnay be acccrqtAished gradrrat1y, *ep try step, aad to this end it

bas aLaSrs proved, esslest and at tbe se^re t:-rne uost pt:ofitabl€ to nake

a cr{.tical- epuil:rtioa of nh.Et bas besr accorolisbed tbe basis of on€t s

our irrvestigatlcr. If, thereforr, oa€ of tbe trp abstractlon th.eorj-es

rrhich norr opDose each othgr flilt b€ thoroughay eui-ued here il the

fols. tbat bas been'given it bty its first aad nost -oruiaot gropcrrots,

then tbere is at least sme U{e tbat such an investigatloD, Eay yield

s66slhing usef\ra aot ou.ly for tbe histor.5r of oh'r.so?hrbrt r'lso for

the cla^:ificatioa of the questi-o itse3-f.

tf86] Eistorians bave never proved verlr cautians i.u eonteudilg tbat

a Later event nas the necessa:r result of this or th,t eanlLier one;

i-udeed, they are accrrstoned to uake asserfioas of tb-s sort vetTr ccn-

fidcttlS as i.f it rrere uot as a srJ.a rcst r+irFicnlt eir€D to uake'

olausible tbat tbere actuall5r is soEa cmecf5.o. In this *q."i

the facts Hhicb, so to qreak, groy5.ded tbo i.ryetns for the foretiqa

of the uoderrr uorirtal5.sE-c gbs*,ractio '-b.eorar D'st'coqt as itD ex-

ception. ''r,lhoever br5ags to Ei-ud tha cbaraetciza'bio of abstract

tr5.deasn given bry Jobr Locke ire the Fourtb Book of his Bssav Cmcernjrre

h:uan Understandile rr5JJ., at least to&yr bardly be abJ.e aot to lhink

tbat a reactioa, such as '.he otre rdicb occnrred socr ocnrgh ia Ber-

keJ.efls rrritilgs, 16s p]ain'Iy uavcridable.

trFor, nhen wE nicely lgflect upoa tbortr rrrites Lockerl nve

shqll $nd tb.t neene:lz]- ideasn ar€ fictioDs and contrivauces of the

Ejrrd, that cer-ry diff5.oraty nlth theq and do Dot so easiay offer ther
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Fuae Studies, I.t

i185] there are, r:nfortunately, ou!-y too rnrnl- questions i.u' psy-

chology for which soL:rtions have beeu atteryted ire the Eost various

ways without srcceedirg i-n produeiag a generaa agreeEent about the

solrrtrons. But fortunately ouJ.y in a fenr eases do€s the disagre+

ment go so far tba'v it octends not nerely to the eqrk.oation but

evel to the existence of a psycLic ohenomenon, as is the case rrith

-uhe o_uestiorr of abstraction. Since Berkeley ihe questiou i-s no-'

orJ-y horl one a:sives ai, absi,ract concepts brit, rather, whether there

are such concepts-wLat mrsi be established firsL of all- is not tfiat

ihe ac-' of abs-'raction i-s 1ike, uhether it be a lrsychic occurre!.ce

of i'vs c'o. ki-nci or e'Il'lrinabl-e in'uBrES.of one or raore other osychic

aets ilt'", ratherr wie-'b,er suca a.rr act of absttG;'.ior' ag at :Tl --.-,s-

-$il{S.r -;ite'.her it does not by far surgass 
"he 

hu:naa cagabil-it,ies. :

lhe solutioa of this problem mst encounter considerabl€

rrifficul"y if strch a l-ong 
"i-me 

b,as gtoduc€d so Li.tt].e progress.

Ear:dly wiLl- an fudi-vidu]- today believe tbat he Dossesses sufFj-ci@.t

s-"rogth f-s s]irinale with one blow, as it r,rerel e'l'l deqlt and ccra-

-urov€rsy il this respeet. Brrt rtat calnot be accoupJ3sbed at one

hage nr:-rnbers at the left narg'in refer to ',fi-en Akadeuie der
ifi-ssenschaften 87 (18??).
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sical o! Iog'ical par:t,s of concepts does aot take place as a uatter of

fact, as Locke seos to suppose, ifr frrrthemore, on6 urst reject the

coat:adiction Locke postuJ-atedr does it really foLJ-os !!a! :11 possl-

bllities of abstraction bave beo, reIuded? Cau therg not b6 abstract

coueeptsr provided oD1fth€y bave q differeut or1g5a .nd a-lso are dtf-

fereut ftou. Lockers i.:o that they do uot presuppose tbe conceiv5ag of

a eqat::adietico?

. tb..t ercaetly tLis side of tho questioa eLud.ed. the segaci.ous

lhinkEl is to be regletted, the mrE so sjace sone of his aduisslons

rrbl-ch s€en inccnsistent rlltb the test of his stat--t, bad they only

beo properl-y developed, rigbt beve lad Berkeley to a nrch rlor€ satis-

factor'5r erqll:latioa of the abstractia pheuor!8Boa lhan [6 cquJ.d achieve

on .t--ltB rray he iook.

Oue of these a.+-iisiqts i-s rcst c].ear.Ly stated. as folloss:

ttl' do not deny tbet fthe tt'-- uind] uay abstract in a certain s@6e:

ilasmch as tbose things tbat can realty exi.st, o= be r.eally perceived

asunderl Eey b€ coaceived asrmderl or abstracted oe frou, tbe other;

for i-usta.acee a'Eenr s head frcB bis bo{r, colour froo' uotionl figure ,\
_ -d-

t193] flom raight.rrlS lbe gene:raa e1-in tbrt tbeee ar€ no abstracta I ^

is thus subject to reoarlcable exeegLions. To bo srue, 3er{<eley holds

tbat oD€ does not usr:alJly eryloy'"he nold absLraction i-u tbis senset

tut evo !!af,, g:nnq! be granted. Eitboqt Tra]i+is31ioo. If, for i-u-

stancer one rnnted to coasider bodi-es onJ.y tdth regard to figure aad

color, ehi-le negleCti:ng a'11 otber propertiesl e.g.r weightr solidl-tyt
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etc.r tha probably Bo oae nho di-d nqt consider spaE€ es aD a prd,ori

niaiuitlcrrn rrould hegltate to e,all- thls concegt of e bod5r, thotgh less

abstrect thrn t!6 geonetrical Gre, yet nore abstlaet than the pbysl.cal

coacept of a bodr. Iet clur coacept dil)Eers froa the L,tter by leaving

orrt everything not dlrectly percetvable \r the s€an6 of slght, i.e.;

by L-:.n-lg sut cbaracterLstics nbich as srrcb caa eerteLn\r be percelved.

This does rrot Eeau that oae ueed to go so far as 'rrl5-l-}lam

Ea:d-Itqn rhoe l.a bis Iactules ou Metaohysles. bor=orilg Ianouigulbret

evea Cpeaks of an trabstractlou of the s@s€sf,, qf.ain:lg tbis tbrougb

the stateneat he qootes 1!ou the l-etter: EAs ftnJ-sbed rtltb five di.f-

fereat orlgErDs, ea6b of nLieb, setges to i-utrodq,ce a dertail cLa.ss of

pereepti.oas and representatlons lato the rd.ad, re raturelly distr{bute

al! senslble obJeets i-nto flve species of qualities. lbe hu.ma bodgr,

lf ne oay so speakl is ttrus itselt a ki-ud of abstractive nacblne. ThE

sqases cannot brrt abst::act. If tbe eye did aot abstract colousr it

see tha confornded rath odours dnd wtth tastesr aad odours aud

'tastes norrfd pecessariiy become objects of si.ght.nl9 Eere tbe rrord.

ebsiraetioa is l-udeed uost i-nfell-c1tonsly eqlo5red. For'oy abstractiont

nbetber ol not tbere be sqcb a t,hing, i.s to be ruderslood a psyehic gjf9
I ,

tbrorrgh which sne o! qora i4aas are sepur.ted or si.ngled out of a I:'rger

t19+] coryIex of !5!S.. Unless there is fh:'st srch a co4llexr one csn-
&>

uot te.lk of abstraction. Ecrcee even if one grants r6at certal-nIy i.s

not obvLou,s, narely, tbet tbe causes of tbe several ideas lLhere iu a

si-nele substance, shat is givo are eol4lexes of real qualitlesl but not

i
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selves as rre ar6 apt to irog'ine. For exauqlle, does it not reqrrire sose

p2ihs end slcijLl to forr. tbe general idea of a trianglel (rhicb is yet

aone of the nost abstract, co4reheasive, 'Ed diffj-eultr) for it msi

be neither obI5-que nor rectalgle, neither eguilateral, egrricrr:ral, nor

[I8/] scafenoa; but all- and none of these at once. In effect, it is

sonethilg i-qper{ectl that c:nnot dcist; an' id€a wberein sone Darts of

several different ared iDconsistqrt ideas are grt'"ogether.rr .!'ll:a-, Locke

had in Eind rrith these worrds carnot be il tbe leasb doubtfrrt. Brrt by

not dist5lgu:-sbiag between the el*easion aad the coatent of the con-

cept 
"rianele. 

oe adrrittedly inrrdelrs ihe l:.t*,c nlth a.a irrterral con-

t:s.diction, 2Ed for whoever onee foll-ormd iri-m so far, nothiaE Has Eore

otrrious tha" to go 7et oae step l\rther auC sirc_Iy deny the existence

of such abs',ract concepts.

Accor<iilglyr -,he nain eq5asis il 3er{<e1eyr s ooosltiotl is on

nesation. Ee <ierries 'e!3! inngl' eqterlence gives us bowledga of a

osyc.hic process of abs'.raet:.ng2 and i.a v5-ew of '.he princigle of con-

rraciicti-on danis5 ',he prosslbi-E'5i of a:r abstlac"um (abstract ldea).3

Cosnared lriih these tG, a third objeetiou, ',5e g.rasiion of g@ aa

indi!.idu:l- is supgosed to acquire the abi-Iity',o abstract, wbicb iocke

describes as strca. 1 rli fflsqtre opera"ioar+ is naturally of nrcb less

iqlori"ance. So far, everf,thine is clear a.rlC -ar€cise, bu" -"he saue can-

eoi be said of '"he way in which be -,ried io fi-L-l- the gap thus produced

il -'he oqllanation of -osychic phenouena. ' ' '

The qresticrn j.s si_.@ly: If there ale no abstractar horr is
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u.niversal bowledge possible? 'ulhat il<ieed ja thi-s case is to be under=

stood by uriversality? rrUrriversaEtSn accordi-ug to Ber*e1.ey, rrDot

consi.stiag il tb,e absolute, positive nature or concegticne of an5thircgt

brt in tbe relati.oa it bears to -'he pa:ficuJ:,rs sigtai$-sd or represoted

by it; b5r vj-rtue whereof it is that tb5lgsr F'Eosr or aotioasr belng in

thei-r oro nature uadicular, ate rendered rmiversal.t5 Deaai-ng dtb.

the epi-stenolog;."1 question, we sbala of course not be able to treat

rrgeneral- thir:gsrr in any detail-r but lre shall i-as,tead bave to discusst

[188] i-E 6p1e dslei]r general- nanas aad. gcreral- ..-"$".

3ut ewen if there are no abs'uract geagr3l- ideasr Eeneral ideas

cau yat ar5.se i-a anotber ray. A gazticuJ:.r idea becou,es goeraA rby

being trade to r€present or staad for a'I'l otlc partieu1ar ideas of the

saEe so!t.rt5 Eetce, 
"be 

iCees owe tb.eir genaaEty to rfiet they 5!g-

sisnate: oae therefore considers ther. nrai:her i-a thsi.r reLative capacityt

and as srbsLituted ror'btbers, lhan i3 their qD ltahr€r or for their

ora sake.ttT 3lt1 'uo be sure, se find::a 9erkel-eryno e4fraati-olt of

horr we are to '.hink of this strbstitutioD'r or that reptes-ta'"ion.

this -.heory of g€n€ral concegts seas coqra'.ible rrith irccker s

assertion about 3eneral Ettrds: tF',ttorrals irecme gcaeral- by beirrg nade

',he signs of geueral ideas.ta hrt Bertceley ooDoses this vier. Ac-

coniiirg to hin a sord becoues Seneral- ir5r baine useci as a sigl fer:1'l

particuJ:.r ideas r,lbich iry rrirtue of thair ressEbla4c€ belong 'uo the

sane soeci.as and any one of 'rhicb +-he sorr:l i:rdifferently suggests '"o

the ui-rrd,.9 I'- asl as one sees, rather the sane Plocess as rrr -.he case
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of the fo::uation of general ideas. rrAnd as tb-! pa$+Srrbilile becomes

geaeral, by beilg uade a sign, so tbe naue ]-ine witi-cb. taker absolutely

is garticular, bybeiag a srgn is nede general. Aad as the fo::mer orrcs

its generaEty, not to lts beilg tne sign of a.n abstract or ge:.or:al

'lins, bul 6f r'l'l lrartj-cuLar rishL'lin€s tbat raypossibly exist, so the

Latter orst be thougbt to der5.ve its geoerality &on the sara caus€,

=aqgely, the warious par:ticu]-er 'liaEs dicb. it indifferently denotes.I0
\

[]a9] - tbe goeral conceot, then, aad -"he Eeneral- lrot';' 
-r€ 

boi'b, og-

Posed lq_lbe_gagIe par*,i.cular ideas as sisrs of theu. But holr 4re gen-

eral words and. ganeral- eonce-ots relatetl 'ip @ another? they are not

iderrticalr siace the gelreral i.ieal unli-ke '"he Eeneral war'd, isr as

bas been said, siri'lar i.D. rraruule to the pa*i-cule'r ideas which it reg=e-

seats. \-or is 
"he 

geaeral woad a glgg for the goer:al- i'dea since, as

bas just beea shorn, it desi aai,as ildifforsrtlv all 1=--ticuJ-ar ideas

of 
"be 

same 'o-d.[ !\rrtirerjorel aei'vber tse5lcelef nor aayoue else

either before or afte:r iri-u bes 
"f"i.a 

tbat the J-dea is a si.gn for the

'rorfd. Is ihere -.beu ao coanectlon at alf- betneeo geu€ra'l nords and

genelal ideas? !|at nould seeu. to cou"Fadict .:4erience. let Ber-

keley hinse'lf bas noi, sboru a 
'.ay 

of sobing this diff!-culty. l'Ior

ildeed. i.s it conceivable how at tLis lroirrt an atteuo-'.ed. solutioa could

l-ead to success.

lv-ords thrs beccno general by beeorring sigas for parficuJ-ar

ideas; fron 'uhis '"hougr' oue nrst not infer that evezy time we hear a

general uanae, suchen idea ilr<t necessarj.ly be elrcited in usr si:teet
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ratber, tril readirag aad discousing, *=,[are] bei-g for the uost part

used as lett6rs are i! alEebra. in nbich thougb a par$icuJ-ar quantity be

t190] narked by each. letter, yet to proceed right lt is aot r€T'isite

tbat i-B ev€1Tr step each letter suggest to 5rour thoughts, tbat parti-

cu-lar quaotity it rras appoi-nted !s sftend for.tP tsoleover; there are

geueral- words wbi-ch rare not grounded irr any par:ticnLar i.dea; aa active

nind, f91 ercalqrler rrc'- be neitber aa idea nc si-dlar to aa idearr for

al idea is absolutely i-net''. rr.'Jhence i'" should seo to folJ-ow'"hai

tbose vords uEcb denote an active gr5-ucigle, =*t, oJ spir:Lt do not,

ia a sirict ared proper s6ns€r stand for ideas. .[ad yet they are not

ilsigoi$-ca.u'. neithei; since I oeCerstanC:*at is sgIr;fisd \r tbe telu'
t '

I- or usself or !sro-'r rftat it Erearlsr aatUough it be ao idea, nor like an

i.dea, inrt tbat nlricF fhink5, and wills, aad alqnehrnds !.deas, anci o5l-

, 
erates about thern.nl3 giwi'la1.fy, ee ceuot grcnEd the rprrds nuriber

' and gryl i:e any defirri-,e i-tiear yet rith reqect '"o itoth re uake as- )

, se*io=s :nos'- e'radeat lrrd os"f,ra.l4 
| jr '

trl these statenen'us cotfld easily Iead. oae to i;he be'Iief tbat

3erkeley uea.ni here to co:reet locket s clai-u, ibat rcrrds :rre signs for

ideas by Eafu.n3 '.bern, rather, sigDs for objects csacsive<i. tla.t this

is aot, or at leasb Do" irr 
"his 

geaerzaitS 'uhe viem of 
"be 

kisbnaa

is gerfectlT clearl i.f only because a'" lea* rith respect '"o the er-

-u€r,iral norld, Locker s ihEsis j.u its geoeral- fozcrlation sri3v6d Do olre

better '"iran 3erkeIey, for rfi.ou. aIL so-called octerrral objects are

notbiag iart i<ieas. For 
"he 

resrLr everFne Ersi bave been stnrckr even
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cou{tl.Exes of id€as flon rrhich atroae cne cor:l-d abstact. This objeetioat

though, canaot be nade ia the cas€s to which Ber*ce1ey al.Iudes. Tbet is

eri.dent at fir*, gLence; for evo if ideas bave been p€reaived in sepa-

ratJ.oa Arou eacb other, they could yst thrugh assoclatioa be tied so

closely to each other tbat a s-oecial isycbfc act is l.guir"a to saparate

theu.

It lrjJJ- tbus be better to lestrict the rrod. abstFaction. Belke-

let's disti-nctioa, bowever, is aot therefore rdthout vaLue. lndependerrtly

perceivable par.ts of ideas (abov6 r11 !4s to be ecnesidered are those

nbich, as i-a the above eraq[e, belong to th€ dcmaias of differot senses)

do :-u fact cli.ag far J.ess stroagly to oae another tba:r. those nhich can

always onJ-y be percelved tcgethsr. Tba'. is rfry as a rr:ae abstractioa

ntccaeds in ibe oa€ case far better tban in the other. I can qtite neIL

conceive a piece # roctc saat and i!, doi-g so cqlietely igaore its

tasr-e nhiile it rcul-d be ;"T'osslbL6 for ue '-o ttci.uk srch a uirreral with-

out any co1or.

Ber{<e1e/ s euca4fle of the head and bofti' of a nan is aa ottre\r

different natter and. here corupleteily i:lcelevant. For, if by tiris oca.uple

he ueans to Li-ait the capacity of separating obvsical parts flom each

other by tbe cqadition of i-ndeperrdo,t existeorce orr 6vEBr of udependeat

perceptlbiJaty, thea he inevatably g:rnts i:odefqrslble coasequences

which becorne apparot as soon as oDe atte4tts to apply this gr5-uciple

to the rost irportant of qu.r sensesr siCht,. If we pereeive an objec"

by direct visi-oa, wlich rnay be done at a g3-ance i-a case it is soalJ- or
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dist'arrt, ot b5r nanns of ey Eov€E€Dts 1a case lt is le.ige ol ner, the'

we urst at the seue tire peEeeive 1ts str:=oondiags. Tbe latter nay

Ea!il chrng6, tlrrt soue oae or otirer rrill elrsys be'perceived. Eencel

if Ber{<a1eyfs couditiou E€rra souad, it rlouJ.d seo. that re could not

posslbIy ebstract tbe idea of a:l obJect 0irectfy seeu flsn'sou€ ErxF

lspsding (*fcU. eccordiag to Earkeley 1s as orch as to say flon a coa-

crete surrouadi-ug). t!'isr boreverr ls aot qrrlte tnr,e of aa iadi-rsctly

seea obJet. The bl-aocrile.r fleld of vislqr 5.s bouded above and bel-or

by"eyebronsr Dose arrd cheeks. The uonoeu.l.er fi6l.d els6 bas e visible

i.uer bo:ndar.5r. Thus, everT object, no ratter bor distast flou, the

fixatl-oa posltJ-on i-n, the i.:adicated dirEctioas sttLL FuJ.dr if at a'11

vlsible, bave the deslgnated. parts of tbe face as a srr=oadi.ug. Oqt-

rrardsr thotryh, each v5-sual. field is opeul 4qrt, infia{taly, of cquls€,

yet such that a bouda:ry is not belng perceiv-ed. Oae could appeal to

th5.s circunstence ire Berkeleyr s defense, s5-uce it !s at least posstble

so to a$ust the a.xis of tbe eye that the obJect il questi.or nould

com to lie at tbe verTr edge of the vj.ssl field, thus beilg at leest

la part percelved sitbout sr:cou:ad1ags. But me nbo nakes r6i5 s1-in

ovetlooks, f5.rstt '-het by cbsuce srrch a poslti.on nou-ld occnr accideataLly

tnrt verSr :arely; attd, second, tbat uo one caa rereuber to bsve brougbt

It about i-ateotional-1y, ualess of courle he ra,s lrrterested in the ex-

peri.uant. Ee overloolcil f\:fhewr€, tb^et at tbis octreua end of the

rrlsual field the inages are so reek and LadiEtj.act that they are scarcely

capabla of nore tbaa fecilitating tbe reproducti@ of {rcges obtalaed
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€arlier tbrougb perception by direct vision; and thatr thereforer a .eg-

trast betrleo t.u.di.rectly a-rd directly elif:insd inages world cer4a5-nly

not i-nflusrce the reproduction i.n favor of the forrsr. lifereover, everlr-

oner s erqlerd-eoee agpdars to shon rnanbiguorsly tbat rheu rernobcilg a

seo object ne tead (wsr trith the aid of eye uoveuants) to represat

it as seen as direetly as possibJ.e. Ia shortr everf,thing i.udicates tba.t

indireet visicn i-s of Do use in cnr case. 
,If 

folloqs tbe_br_ .llrPeflsglef

nere rieht. ne wor:J-d be eql1etet i4cafgb].e o-f abstfacf4-ugth6jdea,+f
J-

an.-gEigcji.&eo&b,t -9q,a coql16t€ g. Thls' horr

everr coltrc.digts :1'l etqreriocel sur.ely ervo Berkeley nould bave hesl-

[rs6] tated to 'intaih exlrljcltly rdet, as 116 s€e' mrst .i-q1ieitly

stand an<i f'all- witb rrbat he asseets. t  f  t r  
t t t t l

We woujlC not have dsretrt so 'lmg Go, thi.s al4nreutly so 'i-or

gloi-ut, if Ber{se1e/ s ocarqfle rreEe Dd 6e of tbose nost likely to sug-

gest ',he conect soluticn to the Ein oues€i-qa. One nay doubt rb,ether

he caa i.Enote ueiaphysic.'l or l-og'ical pa*r. But tb€rr be can have uo

such doubt concer:dag ohvsica-]- pat+s. No oe doreHs tbat he notices

:-D. verJr differeut ways the sever=f- inEressioas rlhicb are pr€sqltd

sinrltr.eously to the eye or €ar. Ihrt if @e esks sou€one 6o bas ueve!

agaged i-n phjJ.osophical- speroJ-atioa hos he could uiss this or tbat

ehich b.e uadorbtedly bad before his e5res, he Eil.I si-qly say tbat he

attended to sornethilg corqrletely di:f,ferot. Nor bf cotxr€e does he sus-

pect tbat his ansner coatai-as the poi-at of visrr flou nbich a ua.ch dis-

cussed- philosophical cant::oversy caa be decided ratber easiJgr.
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Moreover, !t i.s easy to shor tbat Berkaley fiusett bad j-a his

trand tb€ key to the reuovaJ- of aal difDiqflties, ildeed, tbat on occasion

he used it spoataaeorsly, as it nare, nblch rnakes lt the uore reulrkabre

that be neverthaless arD€ars not to bave aay irlairg of its tnre sigui-

fi-cance. {[o discem the agreemats or disagremontsrn he says at oae

5llacel trtbere are betrreen ry ideas, to see wtat ideas are iacruded il

aay coupound idea and nbat aotl there is aolhing nore reqrisilte tbaa an

attsrtive oe=ceF+ioa of nbat lgss6s in ry oru, u:cder.staading.n20 teko

in isol^atioa, tiris passage canaoi iart seeo. yelTr stralge; it is barrl to

see hor orre ca! di-sceta the eLenents of a eoryIer of ldeas iJ oue canot

coaceive tbese eleaerrts, drich, of coruse, are abstracta. 3rt the pas-

sage becoaes cor4rl-etely iogerligibJ-e 5-f oae cqasr.lts auothe Dassag€

EL9?7 qb5-ch coatajas the second aad ruost iryorteat of the above-uelr-

tioued adriss5-ons of the lr:Lsh phiJ-osooher. It reads: trl,nd here it

uq.st be acloonledged tbat a il.F Eay consider a f5-gr:re nerely as trian-

guJ-a,rs sithotrt attandi-ng to the particuJ-ar qualitj.es of the algles, or.

reLations of the sid€s. So far he g abstraet: but this rrial aevsr

lrrove that he can fraap aa abgtract ge,er-al- ilcoasistent !g!gg of a

'.ria:lg1e. ra Eke Ea!n6! rr€ EEy coasi-der Petel so far fortb. as rcnr

or so far fortb. as :nirc] , without fra.Eiag thc foleaentioned abstract

ideal either of uaa e1 sf anirc'l; in as u.ch as 2'l'I tbat is perceived

j.s not considered.ila firisthe rcst ard.ent propoaeat of conceptualisu.,

corrld. 
^c""pt.22

In or<ier tc appreciate the sigu-f!.caace of these nor<is aaci,
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at the 5ana !!as, to recognj.zo bori the Irishmn coreld occesicrDally cooe

closer to tb,e tnrth, even at tbe eu<peuse of bi.s consistencyl tbar narry

of his successo!€, one ranst cqnsi-d€r the context Lr. nhich he felt cou-

peL1ed to nake tb,t gtateno.t. On'the basj-s of the above-reprodrced die-

cuss5-on of the g-"i-Lity of ideas aDd. rords, oEe can perbrps ircgins

horr we coEe .eo entertajl general- gropositiorrs. Brrt how cquld.'!tr€r €var

orove theo? The represeutation Bo{reley e4lbasized is errldatly of no

use here; for, tho:gh the 5-dea g represeuts tbe sj:dlar oues !rgrg!, etc.,

the-latter are or:ay'siril-r aud uot equa-l to + Eeoce, Dot ererlrthing

sbich caa be proveC about g need hold for tbe rest. Brt to wtrat exterrt

g does i-a fact represeat the ideas is I€fb coqletetry u.udetersi-aed by

the si4[e citcurnstelce tbar- it represuts theu. Berkaley does uot fail

to sose tbat tbare is a difFicu.lty! he l'i-.elf raises the qre*"ioa of

Proofr a.u.d contirrues: trTo tdrich I aasrcr tbat, thorgh 
"he 

idea f have

in vien uhilst I ua-ke the doastrstio^ bel for bstaace, that of r-

isosceles rectalguJ-ar triaagJ.e r$ose sides ale of a deterui-u:r'"e lengthl

I nay aevertheless be ce=tai.n it qte".rs b a-LL other rectj-Iiaear

tria.rgles, of nbat sort or bigaess soever. LDd that because aeither

[498] the right ang1e, aoi fire eqrre.lit5r, nor the deterti.nate length

of the sides are at e'11 concerned ia tha deuonstratlon.il Eotrevers 5-n

tbese words lies only n&at is alr€ady conteirled in i;ire rlrst passage

cited, nanelp rubat shIle cousiteriag an irrdividual. it Ees il our

power to concentrate attention on 59 cbalacteristic to sucb. aa exteat

tbat ne can ignore the other attritnrtesr $rt if tbat be tbe caset then
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to locke,but al-so the eristeoce of abstract ldeas ca,u be recognized.

Fv€rgine rrho p"V= attentioa to hi.s orE E€trte.L activity easj.ly recog-

nizes @ attstion ploves to be aetive in the fotrati.on of abstraot

concepts'out of concrete oaes. I sf,3lanant by Joh, Stuat+ EiIL, e

produced 
P"fqn 

(see 1733. I rri-lJ- fur*b€:r cLarifir the process. I+. is

equalJy otnrious '"bat what the l-ogi-cie-s crl't the coatent of a coaeept

. coi-ac5-des i-a the casa of abs;tract coacegts only rrith that oart of the

reqrective coacrete couol.ex idea rdrieh is g5.eked out by attotion,

rbile ire the eo<tensloa of tbis coacegt sl] j.ufiyldr-'ls u'st bE corrrrted

which lrave :'11 the attritnrt€s tbat nake up the conteat. But as soou

as rre fleJrt to stalt anaayziag the reLation of abstrac'- and conclote

to u:riversal- aud par{icrflar, rle imq*i:tely ocouater arc obstacle,

which bas ploved fatuJ- 
io 

Eany a philosophical- i.nqri:5r, namel5 rur-

certai-uty aad =;flrsion ia teluinology.

Of coursel uaa5r bave used aad dc use the tems under dissus-

sioa qrita i-uriiscr:Luiaataly for each other. J. St. i[iAL, therefore,

thougbt hineElf entitled to use the nords abstract aDd- concr€t€. wLich

as a consEcntence had becone ueaningless, as it rreree in a lray nLich

follotad '"he schola.stic usage as the bb€ls for a distilction nlthin

'rbe class of general o"r"=.23 fe Gema:cy, too, sone (".g., Ueberrreg,

;q5-egrrart) bave accepted this way of qleking. trievertheless thls use

stilI sufficieatly contradicts or.dirrq4a use for a consideratioa, lrhether

anything at a'l'r can be said in favor of thte iatter, not to cone too

Late. At l.easb one thi-ug apD€ars beSond doubt: one uho claj-ns tbat
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the predicates, e€n€lal aad g!.@9r or p3g!!g3$ aad 94!91 cau

ahreys be asserted of tb,e sa.qg coaceptsr Eee.ns as e. r'uJ.e to bave thereby

recogaize'd. a vertr ir!'or{ant Psyctologii,l fact aud does not la aay ray

nean merely to bave r:ttered an eqlty tautolory. It folJ.oss tbrt i.a on-

dinat'Sr l-ngurge these sorrCs 5-u no ray Fess for syaqaJros. Oa the con-

[200] trarJrr ov€rjron€ recognizes after but a Littls refletiqa that

the nords eoera]- and g!$$ relate to the dosion; the words gp-

stract aa,d ccne:reter to the coateat. A concegt to rftich co::tespondr or

at leasb can correspoad, sever:aJ- objects is geae.aa. Par{,j.cuLar or ja'

dilridlral-r oa the other band is a concept nLich doas uclt p€rElt withort

contradictioa, or at leasb withorrt inrinitsly large iryrDgbability, re-

fer.ence to nore than g ob5eet.24 on tbe 
"1tuo 

baad. it is uost uaturzf-

to cal-l absLract each eoncept which 5-s ',be t**a of a- abstractioa3

ntIle each eoacept to wLich nothilg of the kiad bes as yet bapgenede

wifl bave to be ca]l.d, 
"on.rut".Z5

A definj-tion like the last 
"ro 

could easily be naued an idem

for ideu, for both rer'l]y say rro mor'e tba-: qtrat is caL.Led abstract

is nhat is abstracted.rr Even so, tbis is the rcst Daturalr and coa-

sidering the divergencies i-n J-ingui-stie qsage, this aloue is surely aa

ativaniage. I'Ioreover, it cannot be doubted tba" tbis defirrition also

prowided. the staadarrd. for J. St. iEiIL. Iadeed, U. (Io.. g!1.) declanes

hin<61-f oltposed. 
"oi 

nagrp].y5-ng the oqressicn rabstragt aanar 1o ,]t

nr.es which ars the result of abstr:action . .'.trl btrt Hbet cou-ld bave

caused hi-m to caLL the nam€s of the attributbs rabstractr if uot pre-
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cisely tbe circurstaace tbat they are coasider€d rt:resrrlts of abstractiousrr?

[201] Brt i-f this can be asserted of rhiteness. huueaitv and.g!!g. ,

then certai-n15r elso of rlhite. nen aad g![. Io ercIude tbe ]stter naoes

(or coacepts) fircu tb,e cLa.ss to ntlch tJre forrer belong, a.ltborgh the

specific differeuce of the class is equeffy ebaraeteristic of all, c,-

only be ccnsitiered as a J.og'ical- rlstake. By this it is natrrralay by no

ueeas d@ied tbat there is a differoca betrreeo the nanss of attributes

and those of. objecis, and i-u' orrler to do justice to tbis differqrce also

ia the way one speaks, trithout baving to i:ayeut !€rr DaE6sy tt is perbaps

best to contrast'the fomer gFonp as n.bstEacts. i-D. tbe u:rrrorr senseil

ta'.h abstracta il i,he broader sense of tn6 tq!.

If the te::uilolog5r is sat-+Jed, i: t-has :; tho Do on€ can e.lJ-

the elqress5.ons und€! discuss1ou super{trros. For to each of the latter

correspoads a col4rleted detelsilaat, a sgecific concept, a.ud if tro of

',hese coacepts shorl.d apply to tbe sate object they nould not on that

account be less differeut thaa per.baps the coacegts nftee-i-g at O de-

grees centigradetr aud rrconsistiag of q/Eea atd \rdrogotr, both of

whichr as is weIL loora, caa be asserted of the ena lhing-rater.

hrt does such a coincidace really exist? tbat a concept

could be at the saue ti-na general aad:-Ddi.Tidual-, as Drobi.sch b€-

cA
lievedrzb or at tbe srna li.us abstract aDd ccrocrete as Janes tti]-lZ? aaa

Alexander Bain28 asserteds is autouat!'calJ-gr excluded tl5r the above d+

fi-uitions. The often 669rl gl .in of, tbe i:rverss qre.nti-tativo ratio

of the eoctensioa a^u.d the eont<rt of a coDcelrt ,?9 oo the other band.,
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Eay firrd r11 th€ uore Baady acc€ptence. Tbo Lerr i-a questior can perdags

be eqrressed thrss the greater tie eq<tansicn of a coacep!, the sualler

the ccotent; the greater the eofant, tbe <tnl]lq' tbe qtosi-on. Dc-

prassed differeatlg: the uole gearer.al, the uore abst::act; the less go-

er.al-, the less abstract. ff tbe etzri;cslt is = 1 (a sirryle concqt) thcrr

l2OZ) the octsrsion j.s iraflnitely large. If tbe ccqrtcqt is 5nf5-dtely

large (this is usrally givo, as a cbaracteristi.c of coucrete idees) th@

the erGqrsj.on j-s : I; tbat i.s, each cqrcr.ste idea is tnr+ividuqf; sa.cb.

irrdivid:al oae, corcrete, floa nhicb, it fol-lotrs tbat err abstracta are

goerzJ- and r'11 uulver:sal- coreepts are abstract. ffiasioa and contgrrtl

thereforel ortua,Lly dete:iai-ue eacb. other.

That :1'I eoucrete ideas are in faclt al-so individral urst be

clear to ever5me rho co,siders tbat each eqerete idea of a ps5rchi.cr]

o:r p\rsical- obj*t cqntai-Ds a coryIete1y dEtelziaate ti-loe datuun or a

qnce and. a ti-ue detun, respectavelyl and tbat i.u, ueither of tbs tno

cases cal, a grhraaity of obJeets be aduitted, aatbmgh the reason'rdrich

foririds 'vhis tgpothegis is not co4rletely si;l-r ia the trro caies. -rn

the flr.st casel the cotrar5r cl -;n i:rvolveri a ecatradiction for tbe

rror.d, idsr'.itv signifies, if arrythilag, tba reJatio of cne psyehicai '

ohsrouson to aaotber psycbical- pherroerro drich agrees rith it in 
t

deteruilationsr jlclrrdlrg ti-ue. ilot so i:r the second case. Tbe still

gendirrg diryute a.uong psychologists rdrethq qne care s".30 dif:'.r"rrt

colors at one and the srna pl3gg ai '"be saue t-img shqrls at roest tbat

such an hpothesis is aot ebsurd. The Lar of '-he i.uperetrairility of
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bodles is not analytic. And if it is uot c@trladictory that differcnt

obJects corJ.d at the sa.e tit€ occupy the same ple.ce, then it is bar<l

to iee nby these objects shorrJ.d. lose tbgir dlffersrt indiyidualities

if they,othe:nrj.se by cbanee agreed r,r svcrrlr respect. Tbis distinction

is naturally not of p::aetical s5-gnificaace; for if the lanr of i4en+

trability does uot have uatheletical- eertaiatyr it yet bas Lu :r!y case

ohvsical certa5rty. But this corrl-d acrt tberreby exeryt us frou speci-

fy5-ug this differoce ir the above definitioa of i.udivid:.a1s.

E"oJj the data of ti-ue; respeetivel5r of space aad tiner thus points

unarirbi.guorsly to a siagle i-udividda1.. If ca the other haad oe rrats

i'o iguore soace aad. tirel he cao' do thls only tblorrgh abstraation aad

with ibis t'he idea 5.rr' qrrestion ceas€s to be c@c:!ete. Bttt '.irls is not

to be so rmderstood tbat '"he coacrgte idoa Est csataia aLL the cbas-

acteris'uies of the object conceived. Thare u'y be infinir'6]y rong of

these cbaracteristics; a;nny;ght becrna accessibl-e to the soses oaly

l:.ter, ro-f aot at all-. The ruber of el.oeuts of the csacrgte coa-

eept tlnrs reuaj.os lifrited; acrL eva :l'l 16" at'.ributes looroe to the

!,erson n:.s" be jlcluded it the idea. Indeed, they often c€.DDo-u g! :'11

be i-nclude<i; esSrecially if '"hese attrllrrrtes ltresuPPoso r'elattons to

otb.er objets. lhe coacretun i.ucLudes aotbiag irrrt the co4llex of cbars

aci,eristics r-bi-ch by virtree of '-he natuis of tha object all at oas6

jatnrdes upou the sens€si bencel above alJ-, tbose r*ricb ar€ brought to

eousciousaess by tbe dord.t:ant'""*., as a nr1.e, sight. the data of

other seases are i-acluded only if they i-ElPos€ tiens"loes i-u sucb
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stri!&g Hays tbat they imediately enter l-uto a sti.oag associatioa with

tbee fron the sense of sr,gbt, Eldch assocJ.at1.oa sqrnst be severed at

aLl or oal-y rritn great di0f5-orlty, il tbe cas€ of later reproductions.

fa tbi.s ralrt for e:<a4[e1 the visr:a-l i-uage of a Etet{a]l- ey, for the

nearty specta--or, cqutsine ritb. the sj-o:ataueors1-y geceived audltorSr

seusatioE of the roar, ilto the nhole of a si-p1s ccacr.ete idea. Per-

baps differeut srbjects react differEutly to the saue object. Bot isb

ne stress, in ord.er to avoid uisunderslandirg, that as sootr as tb,€ ob-

ser€r i-u our exaryle gr'l'lc !!6 object of tha idea as ttbis rater.falarr,

he thereby discloses uot oaly tbe erlstoce of a concrgte idea but al-so

'vbst of an abstract ldea. For these 'rorrcls iadicate alreaff. the sqb-

s::q;ts;e. af the obsEwed. phenouaon uader a cl-Ssr rftLcb, subsu4rtion

s:nne! ocsur sitbout a geoer=J- (ald tierefore abstraet) idea.

A. gai-rr ueutioaed a case of a co4rl-etel3r uaique ki-adr nLich

[20I[] dese::ves roantion al-so in this ecu.esbiou. n'fhs, Irr sigbtln he

cJai-rnsr3l nre ca! be uore engaged witl 3Jh€ o.scnlar tbaa tath the op

tical- 6fanant5, o-d wice ver:sa; bui re c--ot eutirely separtte the

tr,ro.tr Eere, thereforel data of co4lletaly different s@ses (vistraf

sa.satioas eDd Erssul.a:: 1.61ings) rrou].d alrays aud ever5nrhere be fused

iato a concrete idea. But lt i.s questioDable thether Baia is right ia

-vhls cla5-u of iaseparabilityr and it nrst at least reuai.u dorrbtf\rJ-'i.u .'

rierr of the cj-rsutstaace that aelhing uore easiay eludes tbe atteotion

than urscul:,r feelircgs.

All concreta coacepts thus are par'tisqlar; but are al'l pats

t /
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ticu1ar concepts al-so concrefe? s.eri'lto' has already atteulted to

establ1sh the eristoee of particrr-la: abstract 5-deas. rtThe notioa of

the flgure of tbe desk before narr he syry.r)Z nj.s o- abstr:act idea . . .

, 
but, it is at the sane tine iadividnal; it represots tJre figure of this

parti-orlar desk, alcd aot the figum of auy othc bo@.n llai4reachable

' as this Eay b€, provlded o16 gr<nrDds, rith Eariltou, the sensible

ona]it.iss ia^ a substaaee, wbose !-ds, is 5-matee it cannot brrt be dnbious

to Es€' rritbout di-scussi.ug it, a g!&3p!Elgi+ theolT so ltequotly at-

tacked as the basis for a psyebological-:-uvestigatioa. hrtting oue.s

sElE for a uomeut itr the pLa,ce of trriltqlrs optrroaeuts, coasider5lg eN-

t€Eal- objeets, to spe.k Eitb, J. St. re rrr33 nerely as ngmups of s€D-

sati-ousrrr one recogni2Es inr+irtely hqr unfortruate it ras to s5rcgJ.e

out just the finrre as 1j aqrEtle. Its figtgE detesirees the exteosion

of the deskl hrt a).so i'.s eolor appears il a co4ll.etely detorined.

figure aad this latter figure uquesfuiooably co+rci-des co4lete\r rith

'.he fo:ner. 3ut does ii, folJ-on tbat re dea.I wlth onJ.y one figure?

Tbis is ',he Eore douttl\l as tbe stelrs1on aad sith it the f5.gure of

tbe desk cal also be gerceived tbrcnrgh the sose of too.ch riiJ.e the eolor

arrd tbe figtlre tbat gces Eith it belong to tbe Srrovinee of the sense of

[205] sight. lhe:reforer susposing all- of this to be conreet, r&at is

one talkiag about ehen'.al-lOrrg about the figut€ of the desk? Evideatly

abqut a glurality and thereby tbe abstraet concept has ceased to be ia-

di!'idua]-.

Even though rrE bave hore apoe'led to tbe autboritlr of J. St.
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lfilJ, b,e hine6J;f fio'r1d bardly sustairr our objecti-a egeiist his ogponat

Hari lten. If, for e*a.qr]-e, the sesr aad the totrched f5.gure really coi-n-

cided couplately, theu he Errul-d bave no uisgivi3gs il takiag theu to be

not only €qua1 bat identical. For he.goes ev€n, fbrther j-a tLi-s directioa;

sincor coasiderS-ug hirself ent t]-e'd. to srrppose m.ctIv €quel attritnrtes

to be idenrtieal-, he creates a nhole cLa.ss of abstract lredlvldual-sr ab-

stract il his sense and tberefore also i.a otrrs. rhrt uheu on-1y one at-

tribrtern he clailsr} nneither var5-abJ.e i.n d,egree Do3 in h-dr is de-

slgnated oy the nrne; as v5.sibl-eaess; tangibleuess; €quelity; sTi2!€r,ess;

uiLk-tft-ai;o€ss; then !16 n:ng caa bar.dly be cosidened goeral; for

tholgh ii denotes a-n attribute of EaDy di-ffersrt obJectsr the attritnte

!!sa]f j-s altay5 conceive{ as qae oeg *.y.rr i.llthout lFr€stioa Hi'i]

here bas, to a qrite extraordinar5r octerrt, r+nguistic usa€€ on h1s side.

One says evergCay and hegrs it sai'd tbat tJris and that tbi-ug bave the

Eggg sizee the gg colorr etc.r but al-aost as ofben the erqrressioa,

eoual color, equal size, etc., occrlr il tbe sau6 casesr so that it nrst

seem uost bigbJ-y grobJ.eratic luo tpp€r] 4l to the firgt ;a5i- of speakiag

siace the secoudploves aqly tbat corluon usag€ does uot a! a]'l loorr hon

to distinguish the sorrds ideatity aaci eqrrafity. lbe orrly thilg to dot

therefore, is io nake the raeanirte of botle Dancrs as clean as ne posslbily

caa. fu fact, if one warrted to cal] uotlri.B idoti-cal wbich rreoqtress

"heEselves 
to cnrr sens€s not by the sane ildividuat seneationsr thenr .-

MiLL correctly naintai-ued again5a Serbert Sp"ac.rr35 nthe humani.Qr even

of one rnan shoulti be consitiered as differeut at',dtnrtes now and !a1f-aDr
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b,orr hence.tr llot evsr absolute gS41!gS of the ssrsations is reqtired;

lZC6j -*e usually ccnsider au objset as stil1 identical if we perceive

i-t at differeut ti-nes aad at <iifferqt placesl aad equality is so far

fron a-1tra5rs going together rrit,h ideotity, thet nb@ rre uake the trlo

perceptions i.n. question stil'l Bor€ siri'la1 by uakirrg the time equa-l

while J.eavi4 the pL.ce deterrlnatioas dilferotl ido'"ity is thereby

beiag excluded. Never*heless, coaf\rs5.on sc:ucely se€t[s possible rith

respect to i-dentity of obiects. 3nt hor about of attributeg? Suppose

we bave two coagnreut trianglea, A aad B. Is the t:=e:cgu1arity of A

ideutical- nith the triaagularity of B? Tbat is, is the triaaguLarity

of A o"he triaagu1arity of B? No oae rri11 doy tbat A crn pe=sist even

.if 
ts is :nnihi'lat,6d, iust as it wilJ. not be cballengeC tbat tbe ai:

tribute cleaves to its objectl gersists rith. i'.e but al-so varri-shes witb,

it: Eeoce, if B uo longer qlsts, thea tbe tria:rgr:J.arity of B <ioes not

exist eitherl riralo A a^ad the tria.r:gu-Larnty of A coDti-ure to e:cist Eta-

disturbed. But aow, accordi.ng to r.F'l't, the triaoguJ.ari"vy of A is the

tda.ugul€.rit r of B. ieacee this self-saue -uria:rgularity both does and

<ioes not er.istr ahich no one will- !E j.us]insd to coasider Posslble.

'.'ibat these aplnrotl-y rather goint)-ess renad(s le.nt to prove is one

tbiag oaly, naral-;' ',h-s' 
"bat 

if oae speaks of the identity of equal

at"ritnrtes of differerri thilgsr idantity i-n the stlong s€nse cou'Ld Dot

possibly be neant, a.nd secondr tbat it is equalJy i-naccurate to callt

as MiIl does, the gelr€lal- idea rrthe One i-u the l[an5r.tr If one rents to

considel an attriint€ as al' individual the:r oue urst recoglize as uany
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attritnted i-adlviduals as th6De are teel. oD6s; l[l].1r s na.bstract ideatr

thersfore ust retei-a qDlversal. m,ctly to i"he sats exteat as the ae-

coryen5rLng ncmcrrEte ldeatr !.s goeral-. lbis e,s elso the reasoa nby

e1rc€dy above (p. 115) rle pt these tabstrastar dth th€ rgelreral' D8!€st.

Ead-ltoa il eny cs,se eane close to tbe tiqtb. in tH.s uatter

silce basica{y he etred rerely i-n the chol.ce e3 oq'q.Ie. If i-ustead

t_2O71 of the figure of the desk he hed d€a1t rith its co].or. his cLaira

rrouJ-d have been jlcontestabl-e floE every poilet of rir. ffi are ex-

anllles of l-Ddivlduel abstraet ideas only oat rdtb anog the ldeas of

attritrrtes? If I thilk of a fl5'ead, I Er.st bave a per.ticnLet i-dee of

hiu; but I do uot loon rrbere he ls right noe; tbat idea thrs facks a

space datun, hoce it call no longer be cqacrst€. I ccne to a place

derE I hor ry flieud bas beo, oalf I do nst hq g@.; ifl thee

fore, I tl*lnk of hin es at this pLacee tbeo I u,st leave tbe tine uDd€-.

terqined. Btrt evo, w!.tJrort such specific occasLons, I thfuk of the

fr5-eod as l.n. his natr:re persJ.stl.ag tbrough tb€ elnngos of space aad

tl.u€r tbat ls, I usnall5r abstract ltoa qnce eud ti-ue i! tb€ case of

the idee of tbis mn. The sare also bolds fq6, in-a{mte objects i.u-

asmch as sprce aad tine do not ccnstitute an essea#.e.i. cietealuirlat5.oa

of tb.eu. Iat us teke aaother ea.4lle: Theo ere greo epples ia a

sack. Sorneoae takes orrt a:r apple, tha go€s to the ovuer eDd gsfts h{n

for this apple. the osrerr rb,o j.s absorted l-n sotns wod<, ansrrers,

rithout loold-ug up: trIou si-IL uot be eble to eat tt, it i-s *1a1

greeo.n fhe sgreaker here certaS-uly tH-nks of cm.ly one apple (Just as

u
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the other bas taken onJ-y one), he abstraets fr.om space (he does uot at

all horr where the apgle is), just as fro, a prtiorLar nomst (the

apple riJI stiJJ be just as uripe i.a an houl as it es an horr: ago).

l\rtberzore, he also bas no deto:rinate idea of the coIor, sbape aad

size of the apple, for even iJ be kren each sne of hi-s apples frora the

otherl 5" 5t;'t1 caDDot bave aagr defj-uite one ia niad si.uce he does ao-,

loownLich bas bea takq sut. Ia a siri]-r Earrner i speek of the

joiner nho bas prodrced !ryr dosk; I i;hink of ouly gg indiv5-dral, but I

hava uever seo hi.m, aad theetrcrre aannot possibly bave a coacrste

idea of hin. If1 fiaall.yr, o'6 c€Dsiders ideas sucb as: the rrisest of

aLL u,o,, the Eost radia.nt of alJ- stars, oue will- aot even fi.ud.',be

trace o! anybhilg ccacr€te; yet they are aevE*betess i.udiwidual-. For,

[208] rf @, nan, for exaqrile, rraee rriser tban a'l'l otberse oae corrld

ss1't ![€E the !p dsest of a],f-, tnrt one could uot strictly speaki!€

crl'l eitber the one wis€se qf r'l'l .

Abstract i.udirEdrr.aJ- concelrts are not by any tn€aas as !are,

thear as one rigbt susoect frou Earriatonrs Hay of pros€uti.ng the na'"ter.

3ut prerbaps w€ sbe.lJ. now srcceed. i.n subsuuing tbe uauy .mFiricalay

gaihered iastances unde! a fEw u:rityi:rg poi-ats o! view. 'rlbat natters

above el'] is, obviously, to ascertafu. ubat is r€quiled to glve an idea

tbe chatacter of aa ijadividuel eoncept. Tbisr it se€Elir caa be doae in

three kiads of rrays: ei"hEr (I) the concept is coucrete, or (2) :-ts

objeet is thought of in rslatiou either to a conctete idea or to its

objeet; and ia garticuJan, i:l a rol.a';ca tbat exciudes a g}r:clity of
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tems oa the lrart of the object, or, flaally, (3) tne rel:,tioh aplies

to n]1 of the individua]-s of the cLass to whlcb the objeet i.a quest5-oa

belongs ritb the single exceptioa of just this object itself.

Tbe fSrst rray coryrehgnds r'11 concrete 1udii-.lne'ts aad nas

already diseussed above rurder the titJ.E of ccocrete ideas nith rlhich

it coi:aci.ded" Thls i.s the fora i.a whi-ch each eryirical datul filst

qters our coasciousoess; and to tbat eo<lot the coac--ste ideas are the

found,atioas of all lcron1.edge. But loor1edge is uot chiefly of qqr ideas

hrt of their objects and it atteryts to isoLato rfrat is cbaracteristic

of the Latter flom the acci.deatal- added. ia the acts preseot5ag tbeu.

'r'IherebSr a]rast a1lray= nhat sakes the idea cocrete rilJ- be sulrpressed, i

flou which aloae it folilows t!a! :]m5:t a'l'I coceds of i.udividuals

srnn6t hrt be abstracta.

lhese abstract irrdividueJ- conceots :rrre DF to be subsr:ued uader

the second and thirrd' of 
"be 

above cases. A relatioa is ch-ract,e$.stic

for the oDe as wEIa as for tbe other. Sut rELe i.u the s€coad group

at l.east the correl-ate i-s stj-|Jl conctetel thls is uo longer so il the

third grorq, so tbat irl tLis case tbe iadivi&a1 coacept eosists gglg

of abstract ccncepts.

[209] of these 'owo cLasses '"be firstr being by far 
"he 

nosL uurnezvus,

is of chief i:rporte.race. ?ertile+- exa4tles er€ those givea rebove, of

tb.e frisrci, of the aprple, and of the joiaer. For a co4rlete clarif5--

cati-oa a few reuarks na5r not be orL of pLace here. Si-nce the corrrelate

here is ahay:s i.udiv5.dua1-, confrrsion is preverrted; this beiag guar:tateeC
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by its orn nature as a coacretum. tbe srne ca:mot be said of everlr

reLati.on. If I say, r!!!g, uanrn (nhorn I just see or bave seen yesterr.

day)r the persoa is coql1.eteJ-y deterroiled. there is a concrete sease

peroeptioa aad a:e object nLich is tbought of as its cause. !!!g sese

perceptiou corild. evidotly only be caused. br5r oae objeetl whereby

naturalIy it is by rro B€aDs prejudged r&ether or aot the object bap-

peDs to be a coll-ectioa. Ttre concretrn c'n :'l <s stand i.D a nor:e ia-

direct reLatioa to tbe object of tbe i-Bdiv5-drr^aJ- idea, as nhen I say:

trThe fatbor of this nan.a 3ere, i;oo, tbo fudividua.lity of 
"he 

coneept

i-s be5oad. dorbt. If on the other hald I bad said: @. of this e,n,

neiebbor of this un, these !rqrJ.d. be geneJ- coneepts whose irrdivi-

duallza"i-on recnri.res fu:*ber deteuiaaiisa. llorr j-ac1dqrtaAly and

ratber obviorsly, does lt e'ke al5r differ.erce for the cbaracter of the

eoncepts coueaived nhether 6at is bei-og coaceived is a thin6 or a

uere attritnrte. An exaryle of the Latter ki-udr aside ftou the coa-

sideratrons u:ged above, ig -hc, ca:t5.eruLa-- absLnactum iTarilt6rn 6slt-

tj-orus. i.&etber I coace-l-"-d '-his desk or the attribute E of $!g deskl

irr either case'"he idea eaa have oaly one object.

The secoad kiad of abstraet :-adit-idual ecncept bas beau srrf-

flcien'"IT rLJlstrated by the exa4lle of tbE visest ron 3sd tbe nost

beauti8rr star. llhtle !n the 
-retior:.s 

cle.ss il nost cases orfy a.u

eaoruous\r Lalge '-q-babiait; excllded the exlstsrce of gggg! ob-

jects, bere this is excluded ty tLe grb,cipl.e of coatradiction. In

language a ryecial. fosr of oqtression, the si.nguJ'ar zuperlative of the
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a{eetives, seens to cor€s!,oDd to these i.deas.

If, accor.dilgly, it folJ-ows Scn our i:rvestigatS-ons tbat not

oDIy el] hrt, ratberr only very f6F iJrdivit+ur] coacepts cau b6 cr]led

concrete, tben it follons directly tbat nhi)-e alJ- gcreral coacepts are

[210] abstr:act, 46! a'11 abstract otles ale g€D€ral. -r{bat, the!, has ,

becone of tbe apareatly so plauslbJ'e principle tbat extension ald con-

tot of concepts vatT i.nv6rsely?

If tbe extosion of a s5-4[e concept is granied to be irefi-

aitely Largel it yet is aot clear rfuw a corc_l.c coacegrt, 'eoo, couf,-d trot

corrprehead inrin!16!y uany objects under it, al+-hogh lrerbaps fewer

tban are uader tbe si-4lle coacegt. But Eith re-spect to the coutent of

a.r i-ndivi.rr:a-A coacept, though, nrity can i-u, ao rray be afuitted. A

concept wlth in+ihitely uny dete i.aat5-ms goes far beyond- the ;irits

of wbat we can grasp; fcr ihe re*e we encouutereC oal.y a liFit€d Due

ber of detersiaations irr the concrete i-Ddivi-dirrl ideas. t[a! t[6 5:na

holds of abstract ildiniduat ideasl oniy to aB €tvs higher degree,

aeeds ss .rnpbasis. -rle do think of tbe i.adiyidurl as endoned lritb i-n-

f5.ai'.ely uany attriiartes (althotrgh oa-boro bty us); 7et the idea of

sonethi.ng i.u.fi:rite surely does not itse1-f lass inrintte y narry eon-

ceived constitusrts. lloreoverr if one consider= '"iese g!!5!$!6r,,

"h€r€ 
is no reasou rfty several iredivi&rals cotrld not agr€a in aa !;q-

$!:.te. nurrber of attributes (the coiDcidenco of space and time deter-

nirlati-ons being obrrioqsly excluded). I! an ildividual rea-L1y has iro-

ful"e1y oany deto:ui.nati-ons aud if oae ouits ftou. then the (filltefy)
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taa.lly which proslrppos€ its i-adiv5-dua-lity, then the 1an-ind61 is st5.ll irr-

f5-nitely large and can lrithout contradictiou be cousidered as geueral.

tr\rthe:nor.e, rra b.ave forad that i-udividuaJ- concepts, though

alJ- baving the saue erctension, can yet be greatly differeat il content.

EquaUy patewly, there ar6 cases nbere arr incleese or a decrease rith

resprcct to the conteut of a coneept leaves the qtension cooJetely un-

ghrng€d, naue.In if one adds to a geuus or species concept a ploprilrtr

izff] of the g6uus or species or ifl qn the c@tralT, try oultti-ag tbe

I,ro-Driunr one redrices th.e concept so errj.ehed to the pu.rle genus or

species coucept, respeetively. I:r brief, thele ca-u be no doubt tbat,

at least ia its geaerality, the pri-adp1e i-a question is coqJ'etely

uatoabl.e. Aecor.diagly, Drobisch bas atte4ted. to establisU35 tn"

' priaciple in at least a 'lirit6d donaiD 'ndr in a fErr e-i-qle ces€s, evci-

'to put the reLatioa of extensioa and corteot iato a uatheetical forr

@J2'3? 3ut there is, i. additiou',, ',he gractical objections at-ready

nade by UeU":*=g38 to thj.s formJ-a, also a theoreticaa oae. Ltobisch

has nade it urcb. €asier fq1 hineslf to solve bis groblenr or !ath6r,

he na-kes a sohti-on possible oDly W bJ-s defisitioD of eD<tsrsion. the

latter, accordi:og !s hin, is nOrde=sd totality of aIL sp€cies coorrdi--

naiedii of ihe concapt of the ob5ectr39 whereby natu::ally are neant 
"he

lonest species. 3ut by'"iris definitioa the E€anlng of '"be $o!d g-

tersion bas been cor4gl.eteJ-y shj-fted; ordirrari-Iy one E€ans by it the

totality of i35s!@]g falli.ug under the coacept ia qrestiou' rahlle

accorrdiag to Dr:obisch i-n the case of tbe lorrest sPeies there caa ao
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longer be a.uy ta.lk of sbeusioa or, at nost, lt is a uait. IrEth tbe

orrililary ueaui.ugl honever, nbi.ch surely is the only prqer onel tbese

fortrlae are i-uapplicable. For, si.aee be eqnetss e'l'l ![9 lorresb species

to 1 (=1) the eo<teasious of the latter are 'vreated as if they rmre alJ

equal, rftich barCly conforss to rea.lity 5-u, aa5r case.

Aside froa the oatbeuatlcal pa:fr honeverl oue rorst agree rrith

Drobischrs nodj-fications. Accordirtg !6 hinr the las rEce{ves this fono:

nCoqering any tro series of suborrdi-nate concegrtsr the oue r&ich bas tbe

larger coateat tban the otber bas the sroelLer eoGosi.oo, and, coavesely,

tbe oG wttich bas the greai,er *tensiou tbea tb6 other bas the soa-lJ.et

E?J27 contot.rr But it urst be kept ia. Ei.d. tlat this is so oaly i.u.

tbe case of a Ei@g_ series of g@ff@!gg! coacepts asd tbst thE

auount of iacrease or decrease is J-eft coql.etely rmdetamiaeC. Bevond

tbese li-uits tbe Law is not evelr alproxiretetry accnrate.

Eere is, br5-eflyl nbat our consideratioas bgve shoru: For the

qeestioa of rhether a conceot is uriversal or partio:J:.r, the nunber of

at"ributes csas"itrttj-ag its coatent is enti--ely i:relevant; uot sor holF

ever, the ouali.tv of these .rttrihrtes. Forl deprendiag on rfretherr witb

regard to these qr::litis5. the existoce of several bdlvj.duaLs co!!€s-

-ooud5lg to the cmcegt in quesiioa is or is not either uatbeeticall.y

or ph5rsically irEossibl-e, tbe coacect orst be cousideeed a: parti.cular

or general.. For tbe questioa of nhether a g4$g!, coacept be uore ot

less u.naversal oa tbe othar bandt the cEt"::rt of eoatel+- 94, irr cortai:r

cases be relevant; the q:ality of corrtent !s aha5rs reletrant; 5rret flon'
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either the latter or the fomer or frou both aloner exactly nothirg

wsuld fol]-qrr (about eoctsrsisn). For exteasj-on i.s a uatter of a reletion

of rrLi-ch the coutot i-s onl-y g te:n Thrsr if it is givear the secoa<i

te::n can be fir:coisbed. oly by eoqrerieace.

It is rcrth notieSag tbat the e:ctensj-oar rrn'like ',he cctterrt,

is not aaybhiag rbich is either as a uatter of couce:n or necessariJ-y

couceived j-a the conceDt. It is trrre tbat frerr tb5.nkilg an idea, one

rli.Ll flequotly also be arrare of r&eftber ats extss5-ca J-s J-ar1ge o!

sm]'I . Errt thi.s is altogerther i.u,asseo;.j.aar aad if srrbseo3eut qrerience

shoss tbat the eo&ensioa i-s far greater tbaa fomer1y be15eved, tbis

does not nake aay cbange flba^usoever in tJre coacept. thai, is rhy the

octesrsion of a r:niversal coucept is u,sually thorgE bf as souethi-ug

rrhieh for sur krorrledge is uodeterziaed, si.oce eay things ey belong

to it wbich rre have never coacsived. lhe actual- extension is just as

independeut of our knorle€e as i-s aa5rtbi.ug a'l se ira the exterral ro:rld.

Thi.s excludes tba'", i.a order 1'or aa indiwidual idea to be srbsuued under

t?f3l a geueraa oa€r, :ts associati-cn betrreea thern urst be established,

"hoqgh 
no ono riJJ- deny 

"ba'u 
srlch as associati-ol is notbi-ug rarer if

only because of the reseubl:acE betnesr the rmiversal concept and the

subordinate particuJar ideas. ',&ere the tesenbl-.ce occlrFsr it ldlt

natrrral.l-y a]so be n'nif€s+. through the repro<iuction of tbe one nsnber

if the other has been presented. 3lrt it is clear tbat one who believed

to bave dj-scovered the.g.ggg. of eertension ia this reproductioa would.

be grievous1y uistaken.
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After this longish, yet f hope uoi rrorthJ-ess, digression, let

us returnr to the exauination of Berlce1ey. As ne sar, he did not realJ.y

use attsrtion as the grilciple of explantatiqa for the phenornenoa of gen-

eral5-zation. Ibiveu by his og-oosition to Locke to deu5':ing aIL abstractionl

he deprived hj-nself of tbe possibility of satisfactoriJ-y solvj-ug the prob-

len. llaay correct obsewatious of det:i'l are nabrr.a.ll5r co4ntib1e rrith

this. Ee rrasr as 116 norr understanrd, elrtirely colrect in g]:iring tbat

universa.Lity does not exist i-u the |absoLute positive beingr of sometbing

by itsel-f. A1so, wbat be says aboot ganeral- concegts nrbstituti-ng for-

individnal- qnes carr be r:ade sense of. 3ut nbatwer he says in thi-s con-

teoct is f::aguerrta4J ated vagu6. Reading tbat ideas qtre thEi.r goeral-i.ty

luo sbat thay .giEqi$g, one siqtly does not hor rfietber tLis is the starb.

o! a iheorlr of association. 3ot one nrst reject rri"hout qualif5-cation

the rriew tba-' coacepts, nwhieh are in tbei.r otn' nature oartisul:.rrr coulC

becone gelr€r:al jl a.uy oibsr way than !y E:-wile uo this natlrr€r.

-rle carurot so Tt.i ckly !,ass over SerJ<ele;d s staterents abou+- the

:-eani:rg of trords. i{e lsrovr already tbat his golcric agtinst l,ocke cannot

be cons'u:ired as supgortiag ihe v!-gw that nords reLate to !$!5. Thisr

boseverr cioes uot preverr'- tserkeleyr s assertions f:ou. beilg nrch closer

'uo the trrle state of affairs thea i.ocker s. tbe Latter bolds the use of

t2a&] words for tbiags to be wrong-headed.h J. 5t. i'rill4l rras right

in poi-ating qrt bow far '*e are from rrarrtilg to assed an5thing about

our ideas by the s€!I3v€!rc€' ntbe srsr is tbe cause of day.d Berkeleyr as

!t ware, stands fu tb.e ulddle in this confLict in that f61 hin'uhe dif-
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ference betneene idea and object does not €rcist. But tbe procress beyond

locke becoues evideat il tbe assertion tbat the gener.al rlord does not

signlfy a general i-dea iart, ratherl indiwidr:al- ones. fn fact, nheu one

saysr rrEach bodgr is heav-vrtr orre n3ver neans tbat tbe gelreral- concept body

is beaq1, or aa3thiag like that. Qtite to the coatrar5r, oae speaks of

"14 
sing].e indivj-drals whieh, accortiag to Ber.keley, are 'orrt individual

ideas.

E-ce, i-f one takes this ',he<i. of Serkeley 'vo be crrly atrout

tbe Eg3g$g. of the goeral- nor.<[, thea it is un5ryeacbable, at least as

Iong as one neglee"s ihe netaphys'icaA asp€ct. Ia the r:nqua)ifieci fo:m

i:e nLicb. re srcountered it- this thesis is uevettheless dubious, as was

uotj.ce<i above (p. 103 ). For, i:r a c@Jcain sase the gaeral- nor.ril is

5!i'l'l 3 sign of a geaer.al- idea. Already Eobbes b.s defirred'e!6 n:ne 4s

na rlorrd.. . .nbich, being pr:oaarneed to others, Eay be to tben a sign of

wbat thought . . . [i=] jl hi-s rind.n And J. St. i.ri'l'l c-.not but r+

cogni'ze that tbis slt3lenant, d1cb. he cites, is correct. Tberefore, 5-f

otr.e utt€rs a e€r:e!af- narne, the hearer ri.ll- as a ruJ-e be jusfiified in

!.aferriag tbat there r,ras before tbe sBeakerr 5 rind an i.dea of several-

irrdivj.Aral objects, tbat !s, a generdl idea wLicb'*as the cause of his

utter5-ag the word. Consecuently, !t wouldbe just as one-sided to c'l-in

"ha'u 
words oalv signify objects a'5 !6 g'lrin tbat they cnr]-v signif! ideas.

Rather 
"hey 

do both, al'"hough, as rmrsL be noticed, €ach in a different,

sease. lloreover, they do neither witbou'u exceptiou. ff one does not

t?J5l r:nderstand a nold, he can yet repeat it. In wLich case lt sig-
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ni-f5-es notbi.q at all-. Less otrriqus is a series of other erceptioas, aad

Berkelay bas a point !.n sal]i;rg attsrtion to theq these are cases rdlere

tbe nords are not 4l :1'l tmi-atelligible to us.

Lt !s a fact tbat rre often use nords and use theu cotzectly

rrithout clearly gnsping tl.eil naanings at tbe EEent ne use theu. I€i.b-

uiz aad Locke bad already noticed tbat before Bedre.ley. AJ-so after bim

tbis fact was th€ subject of repeated discussioa ou both sides of'"he

Ch:nqEt, aad today scbools othenrise as opposed to eacb other as .'he

eqpiricists 414 the i-utuitionists i! r-g1 ar'<i are ia co4llete agree-ent

on this po:-ut.4z But Berkeley w6irt i\*her !,h-n g'll of theo by cl airing

tbat we us6 flords in aceurate aud &l4t&! ju@nots eveu nhere rrG, neve!

bad nor couId. bave aay ideas coanected. rrith tr,eu.43 tb1sl though, nouJ-d.

uake aa episteuolog'ical pripcipJ-e orrt of ihe mrds of the ooet: rFdo

?egriffe febJ-en, da stel-It eil l.Iozt zur rechten ZEit sicb einrt, rhich,

al:.s, me is ouJ-y too ofben justi-fied ia ag_olying to gbflosoohical-

specuJ.at5.ons. ttms we shari- :ot need. either to re$rte this vj-ar of

Berkeley or to o::.ui.ne the eerqlbs he gives.

Ona questiou, horever, nrst still be aa*rered before we tura.

frou. Serkeleyrs doctri-Be '"o tbat of iris succassor, n:nely- shether Serke-

Iey should be gut rnolg l.[6 uccilalist5-c o! among '.,he conceptualist

tbi^rtkers. It is gart3-y because of l.ltis qu€stion tbat re jlcluded the
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t215] kisbnanrs ass€rtions about geoetral DaE€s. tbe naterial then is

ai h:nd; the decisioa rriJL therefore uot talce loag.

One bas beccne so accustoE€d to regarld Serkaley as tha uost

prouinent fourrder of nodem nouilaaisn. tbat oe does aot find it at alJ-

=enarkable wben Ea.ud-lton, for eF@_Ie, siro_Iy calJ-s hj-u nthe secoud great
I t  l t

lsrinali.5lrrl- or nh@ KuDo Fischer asse[+s: rrAnoag 

"he 
newer philo-

soDhels, the noainalistic fiay of tbfukiag is farriAiar, but uo qae fi€ut

firrther thrn !6ftdey i.n pu''ti.Dg it into the foregror:nd of alL philo-

sophice'l refl-eetioa, and uaking it a fta.i2nmte] griaciple.45 AlJ- noui-

na'listic theories of tbis as weLA as of the grrevj-ors cotur5r do il fact

start flotr Berkeley. fbat aioae, tlougU, !-s not suff5-cient proof tbat

\s hine6lf vras a nornin:'list. And oae rerelyneed to teke a look e.-, his

doctri-ne to see the suroubles i-ato rdrich sueh a Droof ruJrs. If oae fol-

lotrs Eau!-lton in cal1.ia€ aorinrlistic €rve:Jr view -Sich c] -inq rrtbat

€verJr notioa, coasi-dered i:l itsalf,, is siagubr, but becones, as it re=e,

generai, 
"irrough 

the i-a'uerrtioa of the ri.d to nake !t !€presen-u evelTf

otb.er resenb'Iiag nosuiolrrn46 
"iro, 

(E€ dtslu also place ',he frish. philo-

sophe! anong ib,e a6rina]igl.5i iA rftich case everltbing is elear end

jusbi-''ieb1e exc:-Dt thE nrre norrirrelis-' i'"se1f, si-ace ggglg have eo es-

sentral pa:*, il such a '.hsorry. lhat uakes it advisable to folLow J.

St. i,iill j1 e-]ling Douisat+5:. those who ilhelci'"bat 

"here 
i.s aothing

generaa excep-' ,r"r"=.t47 Tben it tri-l.l be eviden3' to ever5rone ibat

Serkeley does nor beiong '.o -,bis grouli, siacel ',bough be aclcrowledges

gene:=I nauest he also, as rre sarr, aclcrowledges general- ideas. I'. is
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true. though, tbat i.usofar as there is for hin $qsl661ge througb nozqds

nhich are not based il any ideal he is a nouinalist to aa. e>(tre-o nhlcb,

fortum'uelyr noae of his folloners d,ared to iritatE. For the reste horr

Ez]?) ever, na.Ees, ii truas out, ale for Lin nd et al'l s5566!!4] ia, the

foui-ug of a geaeral coacept. Consequentlyr t*r are foreed to assign bi-u

an interrediate oosition betueen tb,e representatives of noui-ualisu' aad

conceptua.Iism.

Ia order correetly 3,o understend and to apgreciate tsedceleyrs

doetrj-ue of abstraction one u,st keep i-a ri-d tbat it rep=esots above

aLL a stage of transitiotl ,.d developoatr -dicb ras perbaps destjled to

lead to substaatial- successors, yet corld not !4 itsElf overcona the

character of the r:nfilisbed. fa locke we fired tbe oId sernin:'li56r co!l-

sciorrs of i'vs oopositiou !6 1sa1i54r y€t sHll coqatlble aad, urited

with conceptualisn. ?erkeley ue<iiates '"he traa,sitj-on lbom tbe old noui-

Dq]isu' -"o the nen. for wLich the oooosition 'lo concegtualisu is esseatial.

Te'" b.e hinself stitl stauds rliih oae foot oa tbe groutd Hbich he atterc-ts

to uade::uile by bi.s attack oc. absLract iCeas. iiore '"trau thatr he gro-

Doses a l-ine of thought nbich, properly davelopedr could periaps serre

as a4 rursbakabLe foundation of cc;aeeptualisn. fbat is wl11r oae can repeat

-vhe cl-ai:n just uadel '"!ra'" Berkeley st:nds i-n the qiddle betweelr oppos5lg

'rriensl fu -'b.e !\rther sense tbat, after a fashion, he iaclldes todeacies

'"o botb '.heori.es.

3ut one carcnot judge '.he fnrit flon the seed. lhus !t lfas D€ces-

sar1r tbat hls doctrile firs-. had to be properly devel-oped. fbere nas uo
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other rray ef fjsrling out whether he bad sbona the right way. this frrrtber

tievelopaot occurrred i-u the lrerson of the Scot, $!! Egg, to nbose pro-

oose]s we aow tun.

t218] Ilaeid EuEe, i-rl his fi:rst aad nost co4reheasive notk, the

Treatise ConcenrilE Erran Natue. r&ieh al-oae ne sball nor consider,

oqlicitl-y accepts Berkele/s i-avestigaii-oas about the abstractiou

issue. fs qrl'l s tbeir resuft troae of the greatest and nost valuable

rli scoveries tbaae heE been nade of Later years i-a the repnrblie of Ie'b-

tersrn a.ad sets hinself uaref,y-,be task of placing this discoverg cou

pletely beyond dorE through so!!€ agr 
"tgrrr"ott.€ 

lbrough thj.s state-

nent, nieose aceeptibleness l.eaveaothine to be desiredl the relation of

both 3vhiakers to one another seas nost cJ.earily established. Nor bas

arxJroae ever hesitateci'-o characierize Froe's tbeorg of abstracticn as

sinl'ly a repetitiou ald at Eost a new uaderpjrai-ng of Berkeleyrs. 9ven

'"bE nost recqrt a:ed perbaps tbe nost thororgh couerrtator oE Euler s

philosophy, E. Pfleidel€tr4g i= Do €lccoption.

But irr soite of tLis it i,s not advisable to disregard. coc

pletety the rray in which he resrverues the opi.nions of Berkeloy E€rttly

because of wba" hg hins6lE saJrs abqrt hi-s reLatioa to the Lat-v€Ei 3erke-

Ieyl be saysr trbas asserted., tbat al.I general id.eas are 1olhing irt-' pa+

ij.cuLar olresr €ruletced io a certai-a te::n' wbich gives '.hem a Eore o<to-
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siy6 significatj.on and uakes theu recal-l- uoon occasioa otber ildiwidua-ls,

nhieh ale si-qiLar to theu,.'5O Is this rcalfy tserkeleyrs vielr?A ff wo

have above conectly r€pr€s@ted the Latter, tbesr the diffeeace i.s ob-

r5-oub. It is correct that for tserkeley as for Srua tbe geueral- ideas

are parti-orlar ideas with gaeral- signifi-cati6.52 hrt it :-s !g$ tbat

E?J91 accotrding to BerkE1ey they owe their goeral-ity to '"he €ocpr€s-

sions r,rhi-ch a:re imexed with then. Tbat nothi.g ia BerkeJ-eyr s ercositioa

i-ndicates a conneetion betrre€n words a:rd gener:al ideas bas alread5r been

shoro above.53 And tbat Slaets rnterrrretation is i.u direct cqnfLict wi',h

the kishnaar s futention folJoos easiJ-y fron the foilori-ug coasideratlon:

torrarrcl the eod of the ofta. cited i-utroductioa to the Treatise on the

Prj-acio]-es of Funan Knorledee we read: rSj-uce tberefore nords are so

apt to inEose on the prrdslstsrrrringe nbatever ideas I consider, I shall-

eadaavor tvo take then bare 3gd nrksd iato ry vieff, keeoirre out of trrrr

tborehts. so far as f as abler !b€gj3g. nhich 1oq aad const€.nte use

bath so strictly uaited 'n'i15 *.h.u. u54 $ug! ilhinLing rrithout ranes

-*hich nrrely, like el] scisr"j.fi-c '"bi.r5rgr _DrssuD_lroses geueral concepta

.rou14 accordilg to Eurer be sfupl.y isErossibler s5-uce eccor-iin6 Lo iris

olritlior, partisuLar ideas becoae geoer=3- oaly tbroqh the noxis con-

' aected rrith'uheu. Imcer i-f the -rcDds a!€ separated freu the i<ieast

'"hen 
"be 

la-uter bave J.osfu thei.r 6eneraEty a.ad @e ccrald uot uuder*rsld

horr Serkeley could oqpect in bis sciqtifie irrvestigatioas to beaefit

frou ^,his appnoach. I'" folJ-orrs eecl'F--el-y tha" trurae bas introduce<i

an otir.ely a'lis1 fE3tql€ into tserkeley's tioctrire.
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Ilaturally it is al entirely di-fferent qu€stion nhetber tbi-s nen

feature is not olso an essential lrrgr€ss on the riay gsrkeley took, if

on\r one imotes his effort to eronciEste the concepts from the worrC.s.

One thirE c:n b€ seqr froro. tb,e verT forur.latiou of Er.mer s thesis, eveu

before oaa enters irrto his argurnents: The uost essenti:I gaos in Berka-

Ie/ s gosition bave beon flLled.. Tn soal6 rzy at leasbr the relation b+

l?zOJ tweeu geaeral norrds an{ goe.al ideas bas beea specif5-ed. Above

alJ-, the questisa of @ a particrrlar idea comes to rrrepresentrr or to

Itdesi.gDa-.err o',he! si.:ciLar ideas and so to becoua general, has fornd an

answer. ;.lhether the hypothesis be ',aabls or notl it bas in ,ny case

becone clear aaci capable of beiag discressed due to the vay tbet narnes

occupy the foregrounci. Psycbol.ogy carr M] y gai-n fisu. a discussioa of

ihis hpothesis. For thls reasos iuue coudu.cted tbe investigation of

abstracta nore and more independerrtly th-n one i.s usully rrilli.ag io

adqit. Ee, not 3erkeIey, bas given to rrords a position so p!olEi!eD',

!a our roental life that it justifi-es our cal-lilg his and hi s suceessorsl

theories nori-nalisti-c. tbus hel far uor-e tbal tserkeley, cieserses tb,e

iitle of the real founder of uocie:rc nouinalisra.

Let us aow look Bo!.e closelX in-uo 5r:mer s iaquiries. -,'lbat they

start from is the fact ',hat nost or E]'t general ideas absLract from the

s_oeci.al deEree of qrality a.rrd q:arrtity, on 
"he 

gowrd tbat such ab-
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llatu:ralJ-y it is an uti^rely different question nbether tbis uer

feature is not ,'lso an esseotial progrrtss on the r?ii gsakeley tookr if

on\r oue isrores his effott to euaacipate the concepts fron the rrords.

One thins co. be seerr fron the verT fororlatioa of Erners thesisr even

before one otels into hi-s arEuneats: The uost esserrtiaf- EE in Berk+-

Ie3'r s gosition bave been flL1ed., T. sona riay at leastr the reLation bs

LZo) tween geueral norrds and gencl ideas bas beea specified. Above

all, the guestioa of @ a parti.cular 5.dee coues to srtepresentrr or to

rrdesignaterr o'.h€E siuiLar ideas and so to irccona general, bas fourd an

€Insr6r. i{hether the bypothesis be '.eoabJ-e or aotl it bas ia any case

becotre clear and capable of being discnssed. dae to the rray tbet nanes

occuDy the foregrrcun<i. Psychology cau oly 6ai.u frou a diser:ssioa of

this hpothesis. For this reasoe Funa 661fu1gted the i.nvestigation of

abstracta uore aad nore i-udependotJ-y tbau qae is usrral-ly rriJ-li.og io

adrit. Eer not 3er{<eIeyr bas givo, to rsds e position so p!orin@-'

i-a our nental life that it jusrLAE€s our calliag his and bis successols:

theories nocirralistic. Tlms b€r fa.r uorE tban tserke1e5 tiese:ses the

iitle of the real fouder of uoderr noriralisrl.

Let us now look nore closely in"o Eumer s i-aqniries. -dbat they

start' frou. is tbe faet 
"bat 

nost or aIJ- gene:zl ideas abstract from the

special deEree of qual-ity aad qr:antity, on 
"he 

grourrci tbat such ab-
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stractioa could barrdly grorrnd a differeoce j:n kind. retr rrtbe abstract

idea of a rlan r.eprresents nen of a'11 s:5-26s aud aAt quall-vie:; rlhich ttis

concluded i.g senne! do, but elther by represerrting at oac6 2l'I possible

sizes and a'I'I pbssible qualit5-es; or b1 r-5rresotiag ao par.b,icular one

at alI.tr fhe for.uer aEp€ars to pr:esuplross en inf\nite uataa capacitg

ttnrs one chose tbe Latter. Eu:ne, for his part, euts to shorr, f5-rsfr,

"bat 
it i-s i-upossible to cqnceave either quaatity or qua-lity without a

deterroi-aate degree; and, secod, tbet i:r qite of our E€r€ly fi-ulte

ueattJ- eapacitn rr.s c:rn foltn tra aotion of ''l'l DossibJ-€ degrees of q.Ia.rrtity

and qualityrn aot couqlletely, lvo be su!€, yet in' a e'y sr:fficiot fq1 a'l'l

!,racticaJ. purpos6s. 55

The first, negaiave pa:t of foi-5 glain Sute supports rri-'h'vbe

follorrine ilrree argunents:

t22LJ 1. l.lbatevel is different is distirgr=slab1.e; aad nbatever is

disti-agtrisbab]-e is al.so sepa::able b, thought, 'nd coav€rse156 wbatever

!s separable is ']so distia6:isbable aad therefore <iifferen-,. rn orter

',o decide whether il the case of abstractioa segaratioa can oecur, aJJ-

oae needs ',c do isl therefor.e, to ascertaj.u d.ether rrbat is abstrac'ced

i-a a go.eral idea is dist:rrguisbabl-e a.ud dirfereut f::oa tbat reuains as .

iavs slrDDos€<i essence. Bui, e.g., tbe dete:milate logth of a ljne is no

B,or€ diffelsrt 
"Lran 

distinguisbabl.e from the lire itselfr endr irr geaeralt

ihe deteraiaate <iegree of a qualiiy fron the quali+-y ltself. Eence there

can be ao ouestion of separati-@.-<6

Z. I-" is recognize<i t!ra'" we are rot conscious of arry i"EtDes-
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sion Do-' deterairate as to the degree of qraAity and qrantity; tJee op-

posite coutails a contradiction i-o, telus. &rt ideas are hrt copies of

:.4rrassicns rdrich differ floa tbo. qtlv tbrough tb6ir lesser iatecrsity.

Eoce they, too, orst be deteasi:rate as to degree.T

3. Errer5rone adults tbat eveqfthi:cg :-u natrre is indiv5-duaI,

and tbat it ttotrJ.d be absurd. to acher1edge a r€al- ltacngl.e rrithout de-

terd.nate diran5lgrr5. ti!G,'. is absurd in rea]'ity 1s1sf,, alca ba so i-u. the

ideal for notbnlg 5.s i-qlossibl-a for rirlcb a cJ'ear aad distinctr idea can

be fo:ne'd. ilrrtheroorer to !om, tne ide, of an object aa,C to t'orr,

sirpl.y aa idea :-s oae artd the 5:no, for tJre referoce of tbe !<lea to an

object i-s only aa exbenraJ- deoorqinatio uot grouodeC i.u the !4EIg of

the i<iea. If it is therefore !-rcossibIe to folu the i.dea of an objeet

ritbori detets!,uation as 4Lo degreel tbc. the saue is tnie of an idea as

s,r"h.F

AlL abstract ideas are, thefole, il theuselves i3d!v!rrrt:] ;

iar" they can uouetbeless be nsed in tbo€ht as ;r they rlere geueral-.

lb.erei-n lies tbe oositive 9ar€ of &re's g]ain.

t?221 ihe -ey in 'dirici. gartiqO.ar ldeas attai-a tbis genee-!- ar-

glicainli'.y is !n '.he folJonlrg: rdb,en rle bave fqnd a :'esobl:nce

anong sevelal- objects, '.bat often ocg|rr to usr LE ap-Dly tbe saue naue

to a'l'l of theur shatever d-fferacEs rrc Eay obsewe in the <ie6rees of

'"heir quarrtitir and qualityl and -'&aruever other differqlces :lay aPPeat

arcng then Afber rm bave acquired a custoa of this lcindr tbe bearhg

of tbat na.ue redves the idea oi one of tbepe objeetsr and nakes the
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irog'5-nation concoive rrith i" a]'l il5 palti.cul:T cirsunstanc€s and pro-

portions. !h!'v Ers the sane norrd 5-s sulrposrd to bave been frequently af

plied to other indavidrals, tbat are differerrt i.u uaay respects from

tbat idear rdricb i5 imarliate\r preserrt to the rjld; the word not being

able to revlve tbe idea qf :11 of thes€ !.udiyid:alsr orrly torches the

sor:J-, if I uay be aal.oCd so to s!r6ak, a.ud rEeives tbat eustour wLich

we bave acqairr d iry stuveying tbeu,. Ttey are uot really and i-u fact

presot to 
"he -it(i, 

irrt only ia pow6r; uor do -r-e dranr 
"h66 

rll su1

disti.uctiy ia the ;rogilarui-oa, but keep outselves j.u a readin€ss 'vo sLr

vey a:ly of theml as rI€ tray be proqted by a gresent design or tlecessiley.

The uozd raises un the fudiv5.dual idea aloag rith. a certai-a custou; e.trd

',ba" custom prodlrces a.ny other iDdlvidtral- @.e, for rdeich -rler tray have

occasiqa. Bli3v zs '"he produetion of alJ of the ideass -'o rdrich the nane

nay be ap-Dlytd, is i-u nosi cases !.ruprossibler rre abt'dge ibat work by a

rnore 1n:tiaa consideration., 'Fd clrd hrt fenr i.ncoavoieaces to arise i-n.

our reasotljjrg !!on'"hat abd-@enent.rl

Ibis is -"o be at"t{.tntt€d'"o ths rhos'. extraorrdilary c:rqlb

staacelrr -.ba" 
"his 

custotr dsq im6diateJ-y br5-ngs to rhd any one of

otber indivj-<iuals in cas6 'rte forr b3' cheYlco a '"hought whi-ch <ioes agree

irith'"b,e 

-61't7idra1 

i.l question. Ifl for exa4le, we hean '.be uane

"rlantE1e. 
lre r}r:st 

"birl-k 
of, says a ga-:ti.euJar ecadlateraf triarg].e;

12"37 if, houeverl oD -uhi 5 groruci rle i!ou-l-d -;ant tc assert '"hat' everT

"riangle 
bas equal- eng1-esl an isosceles or scaaene '.riangle rrouJld !r-

nediately occur auo us. If nothi:eg of this sozt bappeosr this is 6re
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to a defect of the inteAleciua.I facu-lties, idrich r5-Ll easily b6coue the

caune of fal-se judgeloots. ?his, though, occrxrs for the rost gart onl-y

rith abstnrse and ernplicated j.deas. As a natter of faet, *"he crrstom is

so fixed tbat g and the saoe idea can be cornected ritb dlfferent rlorrCs

without th€r€ b€i.g any dnnger of d-stal<e. The ror.ds, fierrre. recti-

ljlear f5-are, rezular f:-Eure. trianela. eorif-ateraa triangla. for in-

sta,ucee cquld :1'l go rrith the idea of oae aad tbe s2n. eotiJ.atera3- '"r5.-

arcgle before the ui:cd.

trBefore tbose habi'"s bave becoue eaiirely perfect, periraps tbe

Find E:ry not be cqntent with forgiag the idea of o.i5i Eg bdlvidrlel-, hrt

Eey FUD ovet severalr i:r ord,er to nake itself cqrehend its owl nening,

aad the cot@ass of thai colJ-eetioa, r&ich rt i.d-qrds 
"o 

elqrress try the

g.aeral- terr. that se uay fi:c tle ne-nin€ of ihe rcrd, $glEg.r rle uay

revolve il orr nind the i-daas of circ].es, sigules, parallelograns, tri-

aagles of dlffer.eat sizes and prognrtioes, arrd uay Bot r€st ort one imge

or idea. Eonever tbis nay be, rtis ce*ail !!a! we fo::m tbe idea of ia-

dividuals, nhenever tre use aly g@eraL 
"erni 

tbat rr.e seldoa or n6yer caD

E:6aust ',bese i:adirridrrals; eDd !b4! those, rdri-ch renab, ar€ obly r€p1e

sented t5r u,eans of tbat hai:!t, iry nLich we recaan theur wheneve! any

lrr€sont occasi-on reqri.res 11.n59

tbe onay goi.rrt ia '"hj-s erT'laoation nhich seens diffieu.lt to

Euae is tbat euston. rdri.cb. glays srch stl iF{'ottant role ia it. 3trt

siace it i-s ioossible to reduce the E€s&aJ- operations to their ulti-

rnate causes, a nental act is srrffici-ently eo-lailed if cnre poi-ats out'
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otber asts wLich are analogors to it or strogort, it. Io this ptrrDose

Euue eoirrts out tbat a habitus is olten eonnected rri-th a si-ugle nord,

r.247 for oraqrle, neuories of s€otsrces and of 
""."".& 

Ia. our ease,

Ec,!€ov€rr tbe re-entry into consciousoess of the requited idea wj-IL be

greatly facill-tated by the si-miLaritv of tbe i-rrdiyidnJ- coacepts r:nited

und€r a gaeral. 
"ocgtess5.orr.5l 

ffrnffn tbe irqerfectioa cbaracteristic

of all gcreral- ideas ,'l.o bas its aaalogies: rB caD fotu. no adequate

ideas of La.rige rnubars, yet tbis does uot dishut orrr rea"on:ag.62

$iri'lady, we speak of i.utricate thiags, srcb. as gov€rnnaut, chrrch,

without baviag baforq rnrr uinds a't'l the si41e ideas contained in these

corcIe*es. 'r{e trilJ- never{beless not predicate an5rthing contradictorlr

of tbeo because the euston of brirrging the idees i-uto certail relatiogs

Exteads to the tprds.53

lEtb tbat Rue hopes ',o bav€ srffieiotly sqlroorted his byg*

tbesis. 65 aqrbasis is oa tbe negatave -oroof. After abstract ideas

have been sboln to be irqpossible, there arises tbe need to orpla.il the

facts and there is in his opinien no otbe ray tbr the one ha has

t"tc"u.4

Under the cj-rcurstances w€t .uool 5rr ou cdtical exauilation

of ArE6' s ar€utl€rrt, shalJ- stez't, froa its neeative parL.

the nelrr fonorlation of tb,e negatiTe tbesis is aost striki-ag.

Frou the begirrnirlg of section lfl it fol).or"'s sufficiently beyond dou$,



L45

tbat it i.s Eruers irrtentice. to deny a]-J- abstractioo.65 Nevertheless, he

thea asserts uor-e specifically, ntbat rtj.s utterly i4gossible to con-

ceive angr quantity or qua-litn withort fonci.ug a grecise notion of its

lz}Jf dege"=.o6 Eow few cases of abstract,iou tbi.s covers is obvious.

For if in fact rt is i-qossible to couceive qrra-lity or quantity separable

fron their degrees, aslhing rtatsoever Hsrrfd 6s i-!'Iied as to niretber or

cot ccqllexes of dua-litios di.ch ar€ Eor€ tbea just eraduallv difr'ereut

coatain separrable €ilanents. To salect, a striJci-ng eoca4l1e, surery bo oDe

rrirl want to c'l-ip tbat coLor is a degree of eo<tensioa or entensi.on a

degree of coror. Eencel aceorrcia.g to ihrrcrs thesis, notJeireg rrould 9re-

veat us from coucelring a srrrface Eitborlt color. -{et this is dat a1-

ready Janes lfirl gave as a cnrcial c-se of the n:aseoarabre associat-.lon

of i.deas.f67

thus, i'" lroutd seem that as lcag as an attritrrrte letrairrs deter-

rinate as to glgggg tb,e possibllity of folri.ng abstract ideas of !t re-

naiJls tuaffected. lioreover, il r1'l '.bose cases in -Si.ch'uher€ are <iif-

fercnces of degree, such as edtra]. or !$glglle3, the ',besis does aot

-68apPly. -- le[rcer evea supposS-ng tba'- :luEB succeeded i:r est'ab]jshing h.i<

thesis in an i-rseArtabJ-e ray, ',he cosclusj.on draro fi:on itl -,bat e'I'l

generaa concepts a.re essentially.oa"r.t"r@ sti-ll does not follqw. Also,

at least a" S.rst g3:nce1 thi-s concllsion seerns r,o eLa.sh rritb. one of the

chief <iirlsions of :'l'l ps5rchlcal gheoonenon, r&ich E:ue groposed. !hai,

ral<Es it seeE evea stra.uger.

Aecording luo iiuttr€' as 6verJnrtr6 horrs, percepti-ons are either

i-qress5.ous or id.eas erd, :I5s, either si-ryIe or couplex.To rrThor rrr 5.
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adds ia, ool:nation, na pa:*ioilar colo:r, taste, a:rd. sarerl are quatiti.es

a]'l 1patr"4 together ia this apple, ttis easyto perceive they are nort the

sane, but are at leasb distilguishable from each other.tr only under a

certai:r assuqrtion is tbat lnogosition of Eru,er s coqratibl,e with the

theory rurder discussion, ald everr tbcr oaly if qne sulrDos€s tbat hE er-

pressed hin-eslf mos." i-'ccurately. rf in sgeakiag siryly of ;coIo!.,

Eune ueans evergthing the eye perceives il the a1ryl1es, tshrs outting i-nto

one si-rqrle idea boLh a deterriaate color aad a detorinate exteusion,

thea rtat he says is not hconsisteat. It speaks for tbis i-utergretati_on

'"bat Fr.na jrr the lrassage b€re r!rr61s4 agpareatly rrants to coutrast, the

gelceptions of the dilferent senses vith each othe. Aqairrst tbis il-

terpretatioa, it caa, be urrged, ja. additioa to the rrcrti:rg, that even irc

the a-opendi:c to tbe third book of his rork, --u-e e-Ebadzes tba., eolor

ideas are s$[e icieas wathort as rnlch as aeoi,ioailg ectension.?

ari f one Dosr'rakes tb,e passage as it is, tben thE coutra-

dictioa caanot be avoide<i. For ebat is aa idea of coIor, oveu if it

were the oost detene.:cate sbade, other 
"baa 

aa ab*,eactum? ADd leat

goes for colo= o]so goes for'rastee etc., i. shotA, for each rtsi.role

ideatr. oae cquld geebaps adduce irr defose of -guua that he soeaks rdu

oaly of siole ideas but ar,so or' sin1tle i.mressions and tbat the fors

ner colJ.d. just as welJ- be considered as copies of the Latter, 5ust as'

couoould ldeas are cooies of corqround lrqpressioas, aad that therefore

'"be acceptance of si Ere ideas does not i-uvorve an act of abstrastion.

If one 'va-kes Euqet s theory of space into considerati-on, gar.ticuJarly
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rrith. resoect to the coEaec"ioa of color and octension, tbis objection is

not rrithout a poirt. 'rle sbal-l see tbat accolrdirg to Eune on6 c:rD !re!r-

ceive color€d Doi.Bts which are uuqtoded, rrith tr^- j-dea of €r<t<lsion

bery o--crted :! us onJ.y by thair ar:rang€otont. Tlnrs i-a this case rre ltels

l?271 ceive color withort er<tasiqu. But even if thi-s rrele coreet,

oae rlouJ.d therefore perceive uot qr}r color. ',rle rlofld indeed bavo

colored ooirrts t&ich at the ]-easf cor-].d not Lack a 
-oLa.ce deteruilati.oa.

lforeovarr tbis side of ihe qlestio does ao" evo. eoter ',he apple exa4r1e.

The color of the apple i.s (if onty becase of the differeuces in hue) the

color of a surface, that is, aecorr*llg to ifor, of several poi-uts nbose

aralgeaaat is of corrrse al-so perceived. lhat nakes it rqrch EotE aa&eulaA

to i:rtemrEt 5:mers'rriEw so'"bat ne r€ceive only co4rl-ex irqlressions, arld

arive onay',hrough +'56 rn:lys5.s of the cqrl.ex ideas cop5iing them at

'"hei.r si-qtle 6lenrrts, lrhich tbo j-tr tura oer.rit the infe!€ace to tbeir

5i-FIe orig'ina-ls. fi:se hinqelf cofirrs tbi-s irterpretatioa in t"!re se-

cond uroofr to be dissussed preseublg of bis thesisr nhea sta'"ing tbat

trno S.4lression c€tr becoqe pres@t to the uildr witbcrri beftg deieluiaed

in its ciegrees both of quart''ity aad oraaity.rrTZ If there is no i-qtres-

sioa rli',hout deterqilatE dEer€e of qu,aaii'y aad quantity, ',he!e tbere is

cdrta:a-1f aoae rri',hout this quality aad. quan"ity thernselves. Egtce no

si.rrole ldea ce- be fo:ued 6c€p!u br5r abstraciion.

That seeus rea.Ily so obrrious tha-, oDe uight refer orrlv to '"he

qretLi.ott dretber or aot qlerrtity a:ed quality can be coaceived without

detelcilete degree, Iearilg aside as nerely an irraceurate forsrfation
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nbatever seens ts dlag ia thE uhole of tbe tbeory of abstraetion. Tet,

ou the other liaade statenents of this latter kind are so vigorous and

Eune qealcs of hinc6l11 so oplicitly as an advocate of Bedceley'r s theorlrl

tbat one finaffy e€r6es rith -"he traditioaeJ- futeqcetation of Ar.E€r s

doctrine, aliringting tb,a eoutr:adic"ioas a.uong his cLai.us rtich tbat ir-

volves by sulposing tbat he i\rtlbI€d. his e4rressioas. lhe solutioa is

not sa'visfactorXr. ''tle arr up ag'inst one gf those cases nhele objectioas

l?287 Egrins! eacb. of the ^.,wo posslble j-ate4cetatioa5 s3s i16 min-

'vained.

Let us aor.r exarina i-u de-ail- 
"he 

force of r-ira tbree argurcn'us

wbich -'n'-e presents i-n supgrort of bis negative chjn.

lb.e groposition with -*&j-cb frue opos his first proof ald

wir-icb al.so is repeatedy used fu. ihe l"a3,er oart's of the ireatide ap-

gears bj.ghJ-y dqubtf\rl-. iow sbala ne ulderstaud 
"he 

eqr:ating of 'uh€

differeot rrii;h the cii*.tuguisbab1e? Is '"'bat distilgalsbeble ndrieh'

srrgrosirrg rrnlj:cited discri.uina'"ion by tbe seases of ev@ '"he least dE- .

ferences, couJ.d. not be considered as equal? If sor '"he proposition i-s

"anr'uological 
a.rd of no grac"i-cal- use. If notr '"hen it i.s falser un-

iess crae r.?lrted -uo cl-ain. tba'., fcr e-:r:lp1e, 'rhe nebuLaer nhieb. iL

Eerschcl is lirour to bave ruakea :1'l for sy*"os of starsr 1r€rrB a'u tbet



LIE

ti-me a'l'l r'liks and tbat sou,e of tbem cbanged i-uto glowi-ng ganes only

thFtrgb the application of spectrzJ- en:lysis in eogloring tha.

But far nore ircortant for the lrroof tban tbis $-r'st Pro-Do-

oa','-oil is tb one nbich ireedist€]Jr folloss itr uanelyr tbat evq':fthilg

distinct c'n be sqrarated. Oae is at flrst surllrisod'-bat a po'laric

against the existence of absLrac*,a ccrtaircs, agai-ast tbe separation

theoryla Lockers sqlse, a cqncosdoa:arger tban any defeoder of ab

stractiqr $ould uake today. A referoce 
"o 

tJre cases alread;r toucbed.

upcnr of tbe inseparable associ-aticn, so-called., srffices to brlrg boue

the i-roort, of tbis concessiqr. iir.ue, honever, dranrs Aron !t qtrite

coeeetly a concllsion il his favor. 5or, if his exa4rles srtfficet

c,h oEre objeet (at least aot h favor of sel|alabilIity) againstr his

dawilg tbis eonclusiou..

Btrt can one concede tbat the dertetuilate l6n€th o3 4 'l;ne is

leithe distilct nor disti-uguisbabl-e fron the lile itselfl I1 the

lstgtb. and the line are aot dj.ffe!€Dtr tho^ they are tbe sa.me. -tEth

'"he length the l,ine i-s al-so dvo. ilhetber 
"he 

l-atter is straight or

ben'u, wbether !i Lies ia this or tbat pJ-ane is then coryletely i-ma-

terial.. ior if ihe J-ogth !s the se.uc as the line; then the lirte i.s

also '"he sane as '"he langth and aotbiag else canr come into cqrsideration.

lZ29J iio less straage coDseqnEnces folfow fron tha se'cond exa-ole. lhe

ciegree of a quaJity is sulrgosed not to be different fbou' the Latter.

Tberefore, the degree is tha sau€r as the qralityl !.€.r pink is the

5rrne 35 1sd. alt dark red j-s also the salr€ as red; hence oiclk is tbe
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s'ne as dark red. 0r1 iJr case one sBpposes piak to be differeat fron

dark redl then red i.s differ.errt ftou. red.

After nbat i."s been said, no douH is left abort tbe value of

'"be arguuot ora-uined. 9r:se not ooly bas oroved t&at he naatad to

!,=o?e. 3y hor.ring tbat everyEhi.ng disti:rguisbabre caa a^Lso be separately

coaceivedr be bas gu.t rnto his opponeutsr baads u€rtr ileaDons 6a6]ing tho

to vi.udicate 
"hed.r 

tbeories far beyond tbe boundaries of tnrtb,.

?he secon<i at€u!l@i,, 're bave seo, srtarts ton' its beiag con-

'"radici'or1r io allow au i-4rressioa sbieb is uob detedlate -*ith resoeet

',o the degree of quantity aad quality. lt aa,other smgrk of Euet s, to

irhich Greecr, justly caLled at',eutioa1z3 i" o14lo".i. to tbis. Ia di-s-

cussiag ![s iffit€EjaEty of ',he sor)-r?4 irae favors the theorg ;reou-

dqreti irg. severaJ- net-apEyEici-5srt tlliE an obiec-v uav ed.st. and yei

!29 no @lt Ee ccBiirues: nAa object uay be saiti -uo be uo r&ere,

ehst lts garts are aot so si'v'o.ated rith rcspect to each o^,her, as to

fors, aley ffguta or quaaii'uy; nor'vhs rdrole with respect &,o oauher bodj-es

so as to Emsrer to our notions or eorntigui'"y or di*aace. iior- ^'hi-s is

evidear-'Iy 
"he 

case sire! a1'l ortr psrcep-ef-oas aad objects, ercept ',hose of

the sight aad feeli.l€. A rooral, relf.ection ca.srot be glacrd oa the right

or on 
"he 

leit band or' a pass5-o!r, Dor can a su,elA or sqund be either of
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from the fev passages rre quoted i.:r the course of sur exposj-ti-onr by the

fact tbat Berkeley iadj-scrird.a:rtely speeks ouce of ldeasr and once of

objects. In the Treatise. sect. I e:ed 2r trideasrr aad robJects of lnr.naa

loowledgen are €q)ressly equrted rrith one another. There can therefore

be no question of opposi:rg the trro to each other nheu 1t comes to the

s1gnifi-catJ-o,n of F'nes. It r.athei appeers to fo1lot- frou the above-

msrtioneC axemles that Berkeley iras bere gti-ded by two verlr <iifferot

poilts of vigr. WorrCs such as soul- alo rilci cio not sh.nd for ideas bo-

cause accoFdjlg to Berkelet' s nefu.physi-cs L'e ca.n bave no idea rcbatever

i191] of the active beaner of ideas.l5 As to rower. lt wou]-d. at least

be pleuslble +uc appeal- to the ilactivity of 
"be 

i<ieas. Berkelelr d.oe" '

not do tbat. As to nunber. he could !o', d.o r-,; and the same goes for

such words as charce *d f,g!9.r15 irbich are na',i-oned, i:c. the sarLs con-

text. -','ilatr thor could tserkeley ilave tec j.-n ri.ci? Sjlce be hinsElf

did not flrrther clarify the po:lt, on€ can onJ.y offer a coJec'"r:re. It

is perbaps Eo+ pl4rrsible '"o -.Lirk of -,hose ror.cs of vhich, qeakilg as

one orrdi:narily- does, one usuaf.J-y saSis tha'" tbey do not desig::ate parti-

cular thilgs but, ratherl attri'o,r'"es or reL:.'visns. If al]. ganera.l coo-

cepts are by thair nature concrete, the.:a it roest be at least v€ry doubt-

fl.:-I wleether a npreciserr ldea crn coEr€spond to objects wLichr as such,

do not exist at e11. Ln the case cf the norrC mlmber. for i-nstancet i't

does not suJfi-ce to tLi:ek of t'!.o or three; for one caa.aot foru a con-

crete idea even of !hen, but onJ.y of thilgs cor.:reted. In such cases we

eqloy nords rd:-ich, thorgh far fbom bei:ag neaninglesse are yet rorrCs
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[230] a cilculer or a square figure.rr Eorr nrch of this nay be graated,

horl nrch mrst be rejeetedl rr€ 5ha11 gertaps l.earrc. fbom some later r€-

flections. For our prescrt lruqpose i.t suffi.ces to bave established tbat

f,qp hine6]-:f adralts the posslbi-Iityl i.udeede tbe eodsteac€, of i;Elr:sssions

rithout qurrtitn Ttnrs he canno,t, al-in, rithout opealy eontradicting hi-u

seJ.fr tbat a1l- i-ryeessiorrs arrs <iei,erri.uate rrith respect to Tr'1ity ot

€ven a. des?ee of quarrtitg or he caa, u.ke this s]rin 6nty :Jr a v€lTr

special- se(1s6. Moreover, on tire other si-de, it bas al-ready beerr noted

above that there are qua-Iities Hhich do aot wea addt of a dete::rai-nation

of degt€et sittch as, for ocalolel tri-alguJar and qrradratic (not to osntion

relationa]- cr_ue'lities ) .

ihe seqrd step nbieh Suna tekes in thi-s proof catladicts a

principle wLich be hiruself bas e6racgi ear.Lier, nancly, tbat of tr!@

lib9f&C gl the irlaeiration to transoose ard ctranEe i!9 LSlggg.n75 to be

stue, iir.ue bas al-ready asselted earli,er tbat iryressions differ fuoE ideas,

only by thei-r greater inteosity. Iet he did not asser* tLi.s of cory1€x

ldeas, but only of tbe slaeut5. Of the forrer it r*as said eoqrlicitly

Ittbat thare are not :rDy tft, i-qlressi-oas nbich ara perfectly fisaparab1eJ6

For the eroof under discussioa, though, this contradie"ioa becoues practi-

calJ.y unirqlor{ant if oaly at err be shoro tbat Euae takes a.u idea of a

qrantity or quality of deter:ruinate degree to be sio_J-e. iEtb respect to

the latr'ert at ]-east, he bas orPlessly an!'hasize<i tiris in the aperdi:<

to the thiDd. vs]rrna of the Treatise rdrere the di-scussiou as to nhether

si.ri-lar ideas cor:-Id be sirylel conclldes rritb tb,ese Hords: nrTis the

sa.E€ case lrith alJ- the deglees il any guality. They are a]'l 656565tta,
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a:rd, yet the qr-aity, in any jrrdirridual., i-s not disti.r,ct fron tbe dagree.r.??

E}Ll La his or,rr eyes Eun€ thrs seelrs -,o be nore or l-ess justi^f,Led ia

this ooirrt.

hrt caa we, too, afuit tbat the iry=essio of tb.e qua^lity uakes

together rrith tbat of its d.egree a si4rle rfi.oJ-e1 of which t!6 irog'in:tle11

can alter oaly'"he irrteustty? If Euue were r5.gh'u, we obciously corrLd. con-

ceive on-1y'"hose degrees of quality of which rile bave received :n ir@res-

sj-onr €le€pt l"o ubaterer odqt there are innrt6 ideas. For, i-n :-u'€id-Dg

another degrre of the sr-e ouaEtye -wE ifou]-d. bave ssoarated the idea of

..he l-arur,eli flou tbose ef r1'l tbe degrees of it nirich bave bea }caormr so

farr s5acel otrrious\rr ne could. not aru '.Jre sane ti-e imgiJ3e '"be quelity

irl' a degree horo, 'uo us by direct elqrerience aS lrell as i-u a Desr oD.e. hrue

hinq6!f, horever, a&u anothe= o]acel bas addqced a case in poiJx-.' althorgh

rithout'6aing able !6 gp]sin !te. f6 be'li6vesF r" to be the eoreepticr,

frou '"he Lav tbai;, each i-dea is a copy of ar iEressioal tba-v ifl e.g.,

ouo had erqrerieaced r1'l :'[s sbades of b]:re except oae and:l'l !'[s sbades

hlogt a,o hin 11s1'g oresefued r'6 hin iro a selies, he r.lgt]-d not oaly notice

tbe gap, tnt"' also be capable of suIEIyjDE '"he apropriate idea. tsut other

rases of tbis lind 4p e'l ss fami-Iiar ',o us: ff the brlghtes', rdrite rre

have ever seen is P!€segted zo r:sr rte ce:e inag.lng a 5ti'l'l brighter one.

Tf a tone rs elayeci b]r as nany ltstlu:nents as na bave ever heard to-

geiher, 'vr€ cdl llagine -'he ione s"i!.J- strorger and s"ill- aore firlsone;

.-d so on. f.f, as 3r.ne nrt'' co!.seq|r€Intlf add*,' tbese and si-nilan cases

re.]ly con'utarEcte4 r'16 errrlririer* '"heor1r of b,orledger the Ia"ter vould
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fare badly i-adeed. It 5.s thrs fortuaate for the theory tbat the e4p1:aa-

'"ioa of tbis case becomes rather obviqus if one realizes tbat together

tdth two ideas we are able to preseurt their rebtioas aad tbat tJre neubers

of di$fegg! pairs of ideas caa stead i! the ggg reLatiou. It is easy

E$ZJ to coarrj.ace ouer s sel-f aayti.ua tnat i! renti.ng to rgoroduce

series of ideasl these rela"isas often gJ-ay a far grcater roJ.e tban the

ideas thstrselves. One nbo siags a song rdrieh he be's hea.rdl evesr if be is

a ver5r skilLful rn:siciel, wiJI oIy rareAy al-so regroduce -,he keSr (rrnJess

he bas paid speeial a'vav€atj-@. '.o it). 'l'lbat, thcr, did be really reneuber?

Perbaps the 
"@res 

tlars6!y65 aad'"hej.r seqq.€uce. Cer.Eainly not, or else

be could troo' have surg the sorrg a t'bir.d. or Cifth lorer tbanr -,he key in

nhich he had h€ard it. -rlbat be tEd r.oaber wele -.tms onJ-y'.he tone !4-

tersals and their seouence. theit iroqroet!-on to the seqoetlc€ deters

-i.edr 
peztaps atirely by ^h:-cs, tbrougl 

"be 
utonation, ',heo' takes

g3e.ce rrithou'- aay diSficutty:dratsoever. Ia the e<ao_Ie above oue deali

lrith'vransposio'ions of this sort, dich are, as it were, represoted by

the forsrjla

a:Eb:-

where g and !1 are givecr and x can be de&verci.Ded. 3ad we perceived each

color of '"he spectnrn bsiead -dth ol17 @ d€ErE€ of brigb'"nesst each

toue oal.3r wi-.b. qre degree of loa&,ess1 ',ben 'le couLd not fo:rr the ideas

of other de3rees or, if we eor.Iti, thea it ilorrld not b-e elpl-ins4 erro-iri-

eelly. nrt j.r '*ith',he different degrees tbeir relations to oue another

ars aLso g'ivenrthanre are i-a a posireion to uake transpositions belrond
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1tr. 'lirits of a7@€rj_eDce.

lbis is bov tbe objection l11sg h.;ns6lE rai.ses agair:,sb e@iricisE

eo]-Lapses. 3ut hi.s q'I-.in tbat tbe iCea of a erafity of a detqrinate de-

Aree is sir4pLe ueets -'he sane fate. rrls in-gil6 '"he tco.er rddch we have

heard. softer, Ioqder than sE €vsr heatd. it; i'. bas resirced 
"ho 

seu6

toae, esserrti-ally 
"he 

sa.Ee qua.IAtyr oniy differeut i-tr degree-and sllce

the nerr i.dea of degree sennst ed-st' iogether tltb, 
"be 

oJ.d oaer a ssEa-

rat!.otl of ihe La&urve! ilon ibat of 
"b,e 

gulity bad f5.r€t to ocoltr otbe:r-

tl3ll rrise -,he fonner couJ.d. not bave ocsused. i'Ie are of cor:rse fa:

from assuririag tbai 0116 c'n iraAile a q:eEty ttithout a degreee o!1 €?d!!

-ro!s6r a degree nitbout soae quality of wbich it is a <iegree. i{e be-

l1eve oo the c@sLrar5r that a quaLity and isus degree ere ia ibis respeci

'like color arnd €rct€Bsion. ilo one ls caleb]-e of r:nagi:riag a color trith-

out arr o:€€lrsioar inrt for uo otre is ihe eolor i:asetrnrably c@D€cted io

sone <ietemirtate extensioa, as t'urrl.d, DecessarilT be the case if tJre;i-

bott ccnesti-'uted. a g!g$ irqression. It is iherefore not tbe in:rtrlose

of oru polerric !'o <iefend locker s ',heol5i- of sepa^raiion. As it bapgenst

',horgh, Ro-u olr!f, -'his ',heot-3r brrt al-so og vigc- on abs,4vraetioa a.le ci14]--

loge{ bir fuuers asserf.ions. If .n'"r;ty a,eC degree togeiherlrer€ really

564e{,h.;ng si.41e; i.f 
"heir 

i:qlressd-crrs and'"bdir icieas eou.ld. uot diJfer

€xceptu by tbe intersi',y of -uhe oae !:cseperable ideat then a^'ten'"ion

cou1d. Iro'e concei?ably coneentra'.e on a pg$, of !',e s:acel obviouslyt

"bere 
r.roul<i not be any pa:fus. lhis does not of course grove tbe con-

rectness of ',he vi,esr niric5 *sr6ss€s this csacelrtra';isar tnrt it does diis-
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prove hrners second ar€uu€ut, rfrose eprria:rtion !fies the tesk.!re bad

urrdeltakelt.

tunC.:cg to tb.e Cisgussi-o of the tlird argur!€nt, we Erse

flrst of al-L eai-claate soEe uasuaer*anairys rdricb roay be due to

equivocation. If the propositioa: trtbat evc5f'hing i.u nat'rue is

ildivi.hr.rIr uearls rrtbat everlr tH-D€ i-a tbe norld is jndieiAr!.],tr

thon no one rri.lJ- besitate to accaqt tiri,s asser'vioo s5 r-a'lytici

just as everlr oDe rtiJl bave to agree tbat tbo 1g@. of each nthi-ng

in the lloddn j.s itdie-dual- 1rroeided onlv tbat nhat oae bas i.a ci.ad

is tbe j-dea co:=esp6ading'uo 
"E-s 

oe ^"hi-ug, i.e., its jsdirrldrr:l

idea. i.Iol need oae deny tba'- to foru aa idea of souetbircg, ol

s:-qlyto foru. al' idear is qre 
-d -.he sa.uel i.e., i-u other Eor{is,

t"YJ tbaa, each idea bas 3a imn4f object, evelr thogh agaiast

"be 
r€as@. rLich Euue glves (i.uto sich rir€ calr as yet not euter)

objectrons can b€ raised. 'dbat is be5rond cq=eho,sion, at l-east at

f5rst sigh'", !s, ratb,er, '"ba'" the conciusioa tbat every idea rut be

:.ldiTiduaa folJ-orrs frou. -'hese rrto or.ri sses. 5rt srppose one a:g::c=

as foll-c"rs: everT object i.,r'',he -FELd rs indiridual- (anC also, hence,

dete:::rc!.nate with r=qpect luo qralitJ ald quaatity)1 hence :leo the
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idea of eacir object; iili gggry-idea is the i-dea of aa objectl bence each

idea is tudividue]- (i.e., deterqi-nate il the way just indicate,i). if, I

sayr ons ar€ues il this wayr tho tbere appears to be an i.nferocel bu',

this appearance 5.s caused by an equivocetioa rrith respEet to the word

obieet. In tbe fjrst aad second preuise it designates a thia€ wbicb. is

rea-l and erclsts by itser r; il tbe tbi-rd lrreItrise it desiglates an iu

uaneat objectl or, at 1-east, i.ateortioraa object- !&i-cb. ey perbaps be

said to bave extqral. eristocer though certaill5r aot aecessari-ly fud,e-

oadent existence. lbe forua e:ror nou.id. be rooved iJ one took i-n

"he 
tbird oreulse the lprrd obiec-. fu. 

"be 
sena s6nse as i-n the first bro.

3trt '"r'eu the ',trird greclse is fal-se, si.nce aot everlr idea is.the idea of

€l !e:]lv an<i ildegendeatly ercistilg thing. 8.9., I in-gine rc<i' blue,

straight,, beary, end so oa. These are groperties of sueh thilgs, but

aot -"heuselves -rbiags. I '.,bi.ak of ApolJ.or o!; 'vo use Ermer s favorite

e:ca4[e' of a go!-dan aoratafu.. Then L bave ideas io wbich astrhing 5-tr

retlity eo=esponds.

lhece is still ano'"her posslble i-uter-rrretation i-a rdrich iluaer s

i-nfereace cigbt ap_oear'"o be validr nauelyl if rre t=ansLate the &tglish

oropositiou by 'rever5thilg i.u, ihe world j-s i-adi-d.duaL rnT9 ond '.ho' coD-

',i.uue: henee everg idtra ui sonething i-s i-udividualr L'ut everlr i.dea is

'"be idea of s666!hing, etc. ibis '"5-ne1 tho:gb.r evo if eve=5thilg else

'lere correct, the $Igg orercise, fE'r ibcn being ana-lyticr is ouly just

lZ35J talse. For if one calls tudi?idual nbat either i5 i!5a'l r a1

i:cdividual- or caln refer ',o oallr g irrdilridualr then a'l'I rndirid:al-
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thirgs do falJ. under tbis coneegt. But there 5-s qa the other bamd not a

stngle at'vrltnrte rdrich, cms5.dered trSr itseJ-f, caa be gredicated of only

one i.ndividral.. Attf,ibutos a:r6 aoe tbe less rea-l- tban the thi-ags 5-n

which'ub,ey inh61s. Eeocel aot ever5rthilg h tbe rrcrld ca3 be ce11E4 5o-

divi<i"].

Oue sees thatr homver oae tuns Euaers proof, one cotr€s v€lTr

soon either upoa a forual- €lsr<rr o! r!ra, a uatsia-l- uistake. ?lhichever

of the tto iaterpretatioas here atteTrted tlre Scotti.sb. phil6s*6"t r""

bave bad iB Ei-trd, an eqrivocatioa is lucolv€d i.a eitbor case. In the

f5-rstr vre no'viced, it lies :! tb€ uord objeci: -i-t the second, o'he iJ--

lusion nay gJ-ausibly be -"::aced to '..be rrrd dea5rthing uhich, if equated

r-ri"h neverlr 3uhinertt easiry acqni;es 3 ris'laafing second. E€€.oi-ug.

.lnd. -"here :s sti.ll aaothc najor uistake i.n' this proof. ?the-'

ior breriiTf s salce ne ,ilrs3v c-I'led. the second otqise lathout !\rth.er

orami.ni.ag !-u1 i5 itself sqrrcsed to foLlor frou the filsC propositj-oa.

&t'v how ca!. 
"he 

s€coDC prqnsitioa fol-lorr Sou.'"he f,Lrstr evo. iJ rle il-

tuelpr€t 
-"be latte= so ',bat i'- asscri-s c. '-r.:th? If it is absurd. to srp-

gose tba-' there is a thbg fu tie rorld dxos6 T'2]ity aad qrantity !.s

!,o'u of cieterd.:cete degreer :ad if therefore one lrtrs€ inegin6 everT tLilg

as thrs delu€rEirate, does !t folorr tbat every iCgg of such a thilg also

necessariJ;r bears ott of 
"hese 

<ie^.etci-natj.oas? To accept this assert'ioo

rrouJ.d be just as cistakeo as to accept the follorirg one -viach -.{as r€-

jected earlier (aad rftich ia pa-:f coi.ncides with it): because aa iradi-

vidual- bas ilfirE'"ely nany cbaracteristicst the cqtt@t of an indiviriuJ.

Lrl
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On
concept rorst be infinit6ty Lalge."" Uoreoye!, es nre bave a]-ready bad op-

portueity to qbasize, it 5.s not tbe case tbat an idea of aa i.ndiv5.drua

EZl6) is uecessarily are j:rdieldrral i116a. 'fet only if thi-s llere the

case could one i.nfer fror!. atl thilgsr loing i-udiv5-rfual- tbet ,11 i.deas

3^!€o

StilL 5qlslhing else strjlces one as odd about tbis irroof. The

oolicit csntrast i-n it betweeo the reaa aud the coaceptual bardy aglees

nith Ruer s views elsedrere oa this Doilt. hrt fuJrer s netaph5rsics rilJ-

ocgtrlry us oaly later. For the ii-ue beingr theefore, I narely qal'l 4l-

tecrtion io ihi-s strikiag cjJqu.Esrtance.

Lockiag back for a umeat ai the resu-lts -,le bav€ so far achi eyedr

vrs ca@ot -ort no"ice 
"bat 

i;hey are aLL negative. Tbe thesis flLicb hne

progosed as a D,6w ard. cor^lusive reason for Ber{seleyrs rtjection of a.IL

abstract ldeas is too zeak. :-he argutenus +': s -cf- 1'u co noir for a

varieiy of reasons, grove da: '"hey are sEa-os.d to prove d!-rectly and

€veu. l.€ss nbet they ale sEDuoseri to prove :-:srtr'.aI-y. Iet we sau tba"

tserlceleyts Eol€rdc agains"'rhe vieus of Locke is i:e the 
-ain 

justi.fied.

Eoce, hrme ad<ied noiErg aElr a.ud 
"enabl-e 

to -"bi-s Dol-Eic. It <ioes aot

folLow that, eveo aside 1boa '"he iridorical iJl',€r€sBr oue worrJ.d be

justiiied ia si-o-Iy ign'orJng hroa! s atteo-t to develop the pos5-tive
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side of tserte1e5f s theorlr, partieuJarly si-uce Ber*eleyr s gglflg has

tuned ou" to be tbe weaker part of rfrat he bas to say.

lhe fact to be exp'leined is, as ue bon, tbat the ideas rhicb.

823?7 acccldi.Dg to Eu!6 a-re ccacrgte c^h E6v6il+heless bave goer.al-

s5-gn1f5-catioa. ili5 :1'l 6g6i solution bs beeo steted above, e.rtr:alJ-y

in octeasj-or fo! a r€ason rf,ich c,y Dot reflecA favorably oD. Ee, pari"i--

cuJ:.r1y sj.uce tbis eqrJ-aratiou bas al.ready beo' *ated so often withsut

:urJrone taking exceptioa 'vo it. the reasoa is tbe.t i-a qrate of all- ef-

fot'"' I did uot succeed itr grining cql.ete cJ-arity as to nhat Euroe

hin<6!f'"hi!ks ihe orocess described airove really is. !{or bave tbe ob-

ser,i:ations been cleared up for ue iry tbe presd'atlons of JodI8I a.acl
oa

Pfl-eiderer"', Hbo are rather sursorTr at jut '.his poi;t. Pe=bps Eule

hims6lf is to be !]rnad for -"b,ese obscuri'.ies. If so, tho. !t is a

duty of the cd'"iqtre to poi-nt ttrai ou'..

The start:.ng poire'u of his '.heol5r 5-s co49lete1y i-ute'l'ligible:

w€ cr]] 5iwi]ar objec'vs by the sa16s tprd, $ue corrld hrv-e sr5_ported

'"bis by 4pp6r]irg'uo 
"he 

Lar oi associaE-on'"hrotIgh sirilarity, rdricb.

nakes i" uaders"aadabLe !'ba'-, barn-:lg nrnad sg1 object and encannteri:rg

oDe siEift.r'vo itl rm spot'"aaeorr-slv 
-produee 

flrsi the forner objec'u

arrd'.hen al-so the t|ord. fo= it. iLi-s sgge*"s usilg '"he l'ord also for

ihe second. objec'-. lbis rnedia',e associatlorl sooa becones are iroeciia'"e

one ,-d nay step by stglr extend'to a -;holE series of st-uiLar objects.

'if now we hear 
"he::arn6, 

then sone one of the associ-ated indinciual

ideas srters i-tlto consciqosness, r&ich one it is depodi-ng on cirstlD
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stances tbat are accidental. Blrt how about the otber associated i.deas?

tbey are, E'u.:iis 
"eILs 

us, uot realty hrt on-ly dispositionr'l ly preseuted

to us. Sj.nce rdren?-oLly silce tbat naae bas beea uotioaed again? Tbat

seens to be uhat iluue neal:; trEru nrst ncfi the=e have been already a dis-

pcsitiou to conceive ihe iaditridt:als i:e quesLion siaca evotual.1y witb.

l?fr} the help of the ro=C tbey nere aLJ- reproducible (aad f 54s 211

because it res not a prj.orj- deterrriued rbich of these ldeas tbe heald

word. wouJ-d elici'")? That need is beyoad'dorbt; the dlffereace is at

most qae of d€gr€e; the dlqgosition afbe! Ueartag 
"ha 

word is stronger

tba:e before. But bcwever sbroag ii nay be, the diryositi-oa to bave aa

idea is D€v€r itse't f a:r iCea. lhe i-d,ea eqrlje;t].y elicited by tb,e nozd

!€EtaiJls aiIat it !r4s1 n:rely, pariicuJ-ar, aad. so d.oes -.he '*or.ril.

lhe nore asi64!5hing !t is qher, Srne uotr dec].ares ibat '",he

rlord DrodEces b addti.on !,o 

"be 
:.n.dividuaf- idea a babit (i.e. 1 I suu

?ose, ',he di-spositiou raen"ioned?)83 
"oa 

tbat this babit tr iruo. pro-

duces alotb.et r.ndie5-dual- idea rrfor wblch rle Eay bave occasiou.rt Thers

is only olre rlaJi to rake sEnse otrt of thls. lacb babi'. is a per:uaaott

necessanTr condi"ioa of +,he uentioued idea; each ftoccasionrrr its teu-

iloralJ-7 l.afs caus6. lheu the rdrole theory *"aads or falJ-s with tbis

occasion. ifust there be such en oceasiou evelT ti-Ee rre bear ouhE nord?

gune says aelhing absui !t. i'ior caa I tbink of a:cy !'eason r&y this

shor:l-d be necessatgr. -fe"r i-f '"here is uo srrch occasion, generality is

agai-r, ot" of the qrestion.

i'lbat sort of occasions '"b,ere Erre wE are told oIy i.u passingt
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r5r

supl,osiJlg tbat we are justified to bri.ug i-u 
"bzt 

niretention or necessitf

'*Lich, as ue hearris deterriles the pr.b,ieular idea sdricb. is conceived by

virtue of tbat disoosition. fuue tel-ls us sothrng aboat the mrmber of

occasioas rfri-ch cen becorne operative il the case of a s5-agJ.e vrcrd.. But

it is gresrueC tbat there urst be severa.l- of then sj-uce flou. this i-a-

direct lray sdv€traL ideas can be brough', 'eo consciousDess. Eoweve, it

is lrq:os*ble to conceive glt the i.udivid:a-1s rdri.ch are attacbed to tbat

uane (why, !f i', i-s possible to eouceave severraa?). -lle are therefore

E239) satisfi-ed rrith a tr artia.I cousiderationit; rdrera it reoai-ns un-

clear nhetb.er this deficioey leads to a nerely par{i"al- coDsideration of

-'he conteut or of 'rhe e-densi.on of *'be coacept il ques',ion (if, lor a

Eonent, i @T arrail rgrse'lf of ',b.e cotreet use). Ai fi.!* the Latter

s€eras Eror€ oLaus$Ie. Ie-' the fo::toar g:nngt be rejec-"ed out of h:nd.

lb.is r.re sbalJ- see nhen a"tendilg to vrhat Enne bas to say about '.he ndis-

-"i-neiio ra-,i.ol1j.srt .

Afl- 
"he 

i.nternretati-ous rftich see-od oLeusible becoue drbj-otts

again !:e 
"5.'ligh'u 

of SJEers Later comeat tba-r, balore babit is at'uai>

U-shedr lle fo:Fr i-ilsluead of glg idear severaJ- on€sr one af.er the o',her1

in orrier to elucidate -'he seuse of tbat wo=d. iherE is ro doubt '&at

iiris is supposed to be sonething eu"ire1y differsrt tom'.he Pmc€ss

above. 3ut uherejl, suDposirxg -vh.a'u '!ile bave rrncierstood arna corectly

so far, lies this difference? l'Jhat uakes '"his gaiher5-ug ED of suhe

s€v€ral ciifferent objeci,s desigrated by the r''orral Posslbler !f not '"he

associatioas corsrected rdth the uord, r.frich are nhat EuEa had earlier
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ge]16d the babit? For a nonsrt, tnrt on-ly for a nonecrt, one uight tbfuk

of associa'"ions anqeg the ideas thancelves by the Law of si'i]-riruy. i€t

us staywith ArJlers e:calo-lei sutroose tbat lre illrstrate 1!E 4s:ning of

fipule by inagirli:rg a concrete circLe. since tbe btt$ also bas a coIorl

sultDose tbat i'v is -.'&ite. Thus ne corld by 
"he 

lgr of si-ui-brit5r associate

it with either snolr or su€ar as relJ- as rith a 6iru€ st[ua.re. l[or does it

uake aay differeErce with respect to the ci:rst case tbat we here coaceive

oae objeet afue! 'utre dub,er. Forl aathough the habit estabri-sbes 4 di 5-

posiiiotr for glt associa!,ed. ideas, v€ can yet aot be couscious 6f r1t sg

'"heu. si-urataneorsl-y, even tho:gh fl€ !!ay couceive soEe o! wea nany of

iheu.

As I bave sa-id aj.:rr*tiy, i do no'v Loorr bor to =esolve -"he diffi-

euaties r bave noi.ated out. shouJ-cr a irfier 
-i-d 

sacqeed ia Eaki-ng crear

EZI{oj vrbat I fired obscrrre, f sbeJJ- be grateftl. In tbe nc-#,ina ! !E-

lieve to bave e*abrished '"bat Ermet s 'u,beor3r bqe strffers &om obscr:rities

'*!dch sae Erry gloss over fu gresenti.rcg !" '@t Eirich reatly c--.ot be

cleareC uP tbrough i-ate4lreiei!-oa.

rt goes sithout sayilg '-bat under ihe eir.cuustance tha scope of

the objec'"ive criticisn i.s ra'.bs! 'Iiritsd. 3c6n so !t ',:i-ll be of soue

value, gartly because w€ roay e4lect to g:in i:r ihis ray new naierj.aL fer
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cbaracterizing tbe reseancbes before us, but g't<o beceuse it wj-lJ- cJ.ariI!

the prospect of an atterylt cne uight uake to dereJop lhrrer s theory rrith-

otgr shrngiJlg i'"s foundations.

Etrnets first step, ',he use of the sar€ rctd for sj-uril:.r objects,

even i.f coasidered tom his po5-ut of v5-er, already prodnces s@e incou-

v@i@,ces. to be sure, lo heve crqtselves sqported this pri.ncip3-e by

pointiag to association by s:.ui::rtty, ju,sf as it is aon far fcom us 
"o

underestinate its irqror*aace for fouiag gaeal naE€s. Bu-" it i@rst a1-

so be Doi-ated ort horr l-ittJ-e associ.atlou ritbout abstraction can acconF

_cli-sh !a this reqlect. Surpose re bare soetUreg ci:rcular before us; it

is a circle drann, or a ci-rq.l:r gice or'paperr o!'a Eillstsne (since

according to -arne re cerrose '.ki.uk a citeJ-e i-n abstracto) a.ud cdl thi-s
AI''

sonetbilg fia:re.- Ooe ua3r erqlbaticalfy assert tbat upcr seeing, say,

a lltadratic bourded cor:af5.eild, tb@e Eou]-d aot be '"he slightest tencieucy

for us 16 1enmhsr '.bet lfiguret as siribr and therefore 6ive -"o the

field 
"he 

nane fielre. If, borever, fle ar€ cagable qf r"hinkir€ of g@9,

b the abst::act, tben eveqf&ilg i.s supl-e. 3tr" ',be" is grecisely tbe

suPposl-violt uii=b. Eane addts l-ea* of:rr. lbe difficuaty lacreases,

of corEse, as 
"he 

n:as !,gg66s lor€r goeral. Shaoe. for instancer tb6

[2]+1] -.'ord just, used, caa be ag_olied to a'l'l objects i-n qrace. thrs 5.t

is grounde<i i-n a s5rdJ:dty rfrichl if sne ca! co[side= ihe objec-' only

in :'t'I i',s detaiJ-1 is ereb too 3lelvaslve arrd.sberfefore nrcb too iacon-

spicuous to astabEsh .* as::ciation.

iioreover, if erJ!6 is .mz€d at the stairility of the a'oove
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men+,ioBed lrbabitn rhich uakes it possibJ.e for the sate particuJ:.r idea

to becone rritbout uisunderstaadi-ng connected with differ.eut goeral- rrotds,

tben tbe faettral basis ririch tiris obviqusly rorsb bave is stilJ- nore

awzing. For hor,r did oae, before the babit llas folu€d, 6vgr Lit upon

giwJrrg tbe qrite differeut naules to oue ald the saue pa:ticular idea,

e.9., to qr1'l :'!6 5Ess lhing otc6 a nillstorxe, sace soEtiritlg rouad,

oace scnething r.drite, once sonethi.ng hearyr a bo{r, srch tbat thi-ags

s5-uiLar anoeg theuselves are aarrays g'iveu the saua, ratber tbau j-udif-

fereutly ouce the oDer oace th,e orthEr of 
"heu. 

trrny ntnesr as wsq.ld bave

to be oqreeted. jl case the s.;farity a},eys rcnira5ted itself effectivel;i-

onJ-y i.r. respeci -so the whole tl'i.g rather thaD tritb. reqleet 
"o 

a si.ugl.e

attrihrte? One lhing at least is beyond doubt in :'11 1ai" eonftrsi-oa.

Tb.e sa-e flo3d, is used for vertrr trany au{ verlr diiferEat things; tbe saoe

'ehing is ca-lJ-ei, (a.ud so fa!' i-" rroq-1d apEear, ri'.hout arrf, grou[d. nhale

soever) by a verg great nruber of <iifferecri Denes. thus it retrai.Ds uJtriJll-

3ee]]i+b]-e hor.runder citeunstences so Erfarrorable say noticeable associe-

a,ioD beruv€en llorr{ and- idea eou]-d. be es"ablished.

Assuue, borcver, tba" ire spi'"e of aIL -.hese objectioasr asso-

ci.ati-ons cofld be fo:med in e:<ac""Iy the ray hure postuJ-e.tes. A nsw di:t-

ficuaty aa{.ses as soon as wo a""e4t to use D iu€h€ +-be nAenerza idean

rLich bas been fo:ued in e:rner s Fay. For !t i.s easily se@ tbat on hlne: s

"heorlr 
ttrat',he ia"ter loses a'l'l signi$cence. Suooosa I s-lce the state-

E2427 seut rtllolves are uartal-s.rt i'tltra', I bave said is cbiefly ol !rri-

nar5iy about wor<is: as far as thihgs are coaceln€d; :'l'I one can j.:rfer i-s
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soEe sj-Ei^Larj-tyr which the associatioa with tha word narma]. Dr€sllpDos€s.

hrt si-uce the s:-e objects are al-so associated -*ith uaay other uanes,

nrcb. as e.g.r gEEiIlk. obieet. practical'ty uothirog is gained by hori-ug

tbat 'vhere j.s soEe siriJ.a,rity.

But evqr J.f this is *aivad., tbere sti-1l lernai.:rs tbe gecnliarity

of the so-ca't'led foreshoztened process, as ile usueLly takes place ac-

cordilg to Fuo. It is plausiblle eaolgb. tbat dter one tLhirlks of aa af-

tribute, aa object '"bat has !t coes '"o Ei-nd. art tbat does aot ne-'r

tbet if lre cqaceive aa attrjbrtol aa objec-, rdich does ng! bave it rorrld.

coue to uiad. lbi-s vorrld udeed aot cu,\r bs totre of -,he aost elt'ra-

ordila4r crrqu*.alc,esrrr as Efu ;riqserf -,hi.Dks, inrt it nould ortriglrt

cotradiet g1'l I'mo!,D obsorairors of association aad reproduc^uion. Tlnrs

4 yg]rrrinous docu4eJrtati@, ft'@,:p'l 9gs115 cases uoql<i be rerl'ire4 if aa

atrvelpt 41 41 g-p]:natioa of --&is sot', !s tvo becoae even reasouable, ld

aloae plausibl.e.

i{o= did RrE coo]-stely lA.ore tbe proof by alal-og'y, althorgh

be di<i not use it i-rr cometi-ou. witb -"he iroiat f,ost nerrtioaed. but, rather,

il order to su5port bis '.beo4i- b a.ro-'b,er lray. 3ut tb,e cas€s on nhicb. he

drars turn out to be littla srrited to this uurDos6. The reproduetion of

verses sith 
"he 

aiti of tbe first Hotd. i-s after dL no Eore tbaa aa ex-

a-qlle of the s541e associ-a';ioa of ideasl tbe erisbence of niricb, iuoe no

loager Deeds '.o esteblish a'u tbi-s iloiat. If, holeverr he agpeals to

5irilsFity as ea aid i;o regroduction, 
"he!t 

it rcrs'. be seici ne lgrow aa-

rea{w ilom the above c(r,siderat1ons bow doubtl\l- an arl.y siril-d:"y 1"
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for Euner s theozy. the object ca-Aned i:rto eousciousaoss by the worrC.

wiljl as a nrJ-e be sj:cilar in @. resoect (as a defoder of abstrast

concepts, but not Eune, rnay prut it) to other thirgs dd.ch do faJ.l- under

'vhe worri as nelJ- as to others w&ich donrt. Eence, if siuiLarity helps

reproduetiou in Euser s sanse on tha one baad, it d-tl o. tbe other haad.

€.[n.11y faci-litai'e conftrsions. ihe tlro reuailiag ele"Eles re]ate to the

lZql above ueatioaed case (p. 1fl) of ',be correct nse of r.rord.s of

vrbose sose lre are eitber aot at r1'I or onlypartially anvale at the no-

Beut. Ihoy bave uo recognizable analoglr io lluust s -'heozy of abdractiou.

Let i', be ooj-oted out ia conclu.sio. tbt, even i.f troihing eJ.se

stood i-r. tha rray of Erder s bgrpothesis, it stiJJ- ccnrli not possibly ex-

pla:l' everlrthing one usue.lay inclldes under 
"he 

pbenomenon of abstraction.

lhere is gl.eaty or- taf& abort farIe.ay trarts re.latives are s;utrposed to

sb:re, abort nati-oaal- tyres, abqut Dati-ona! chalacluerlt also about the

styl-e of a iStera4r or artistie lreriod. tbere is mch i-u aIL tbis tbat

j-s not clear; 7et !'" is a nat'uer of obsEr*ataoas tbat bave actualLy beer.

aadel obse:rations of prope:tJ-es co@!r!r to several- or to uauy ir:david:a1s.

Eence, ideas of these a'"tdtnrtes ajre genema conceptsr of nbich hardly

anyoas wiJJ doy 
"hat 

',ho cormuari-'"y bad f!rs'" to be obserged as srch

before a !tz.Ee, if an3rr ras g'ivea'so it. Ia such casesr thereforet it

surely is the nane wLich receives iavs SenelaAity'.hrorgh',he concegt,

not ",he coueegt '"hrc'.gh the aene.

In -"bis corrtext \rE EttSt oDc€ nolB attenci to judgenerftr if only

because bere irners alal-ysis proves to be cqtle&vely ineqleouala. -uibou.
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do '.c i-utqd. try the proposition: rrAlJ Een :rrro norta1lr? 0n-1y those rdrom

we bave seeo, or whou, ne bave thorgH, iadtvi&ally? Surely this is not

so; everlrob,e thereby iltends soroei;hiag cocerSrrg d! uen, those nho nor

€xisb, those dro bave existed and tbose rfio siIL exist. Iet it i.s ualri-

fest tbat alL the ideas of al1 these uo. caanot eacb have entered irrto

assocj-ation with tbe rlord nan and tbat theefore the goeral propositiou,

if ririted io tha exteusioa reqqi.red by:iuars '-heory, woul-d coql]-ete].y

Iose ihe cbaracter of generzlaiy. this i.s obvious euough.

Perbaps some readers si-lJ- bave 
-icsed 

i.a'"bis eqlosition of

EZU+) Fr.uer s 
"heor1r 

of absiurac8vioa, aud sn€n Eore, ilo its critici-sm,

some consideratioE of ;:ta'u cur lbllosoohc bas to say about ihe ndis-

"i.ne-'io 
ratioai-sn. Such :readers Eey errra cbarge ne rith ihoughtlesoess

61 pr2rti:]iiJr rl&,en f lai.sed objecit'cns agails'. F:se wiricb. coulci posslbly

bave been dispose<i of i.u his favo:r dtb the helo of '"his disthciLon.

ibi-s verT llosslirlJ-i"y lnay c"rrse tbe risrander.#"aadirg 
"bat 

niut Frne sa3p

abcrai -'he disti-ncii.o is aa essqtiaf gart of bis ibeorxr of abstrac'uionr85

ziri-Le ou the conrular1r he restiqas it only as an afber thoughtr stressing

iba" iJr orrder nto resrove this di-ffieu'Ity'*e nrst have recortse to the

r-oregoircg ergfli-caiioa of absrt,ract ideas."85 AII he bes i-n riaci is -'bus

aa alplication of pn-Dci!,Ies predously establisbeci. !bi-s a3pJicationt



\' -]
168

thether it iJr fact leads to tnre or false resnrlts, is not as srrch evideoce

either for or agtinst'"he pr5-uciples unless sss r1c6 e:caEiles rdrether the

latter bave beq co:=.ectlv applied. This errilati-oD pr'osrlrposes j-rr turln,

the f\:fJ-est oossible rmderstandiag of the theory to be alp1ied.

liorewer, ft1se hir<6!f does aot cLai-u tbat his appli-catioa is

a uroof of the theorlr. the proof he attqr'"s r€sts, as rE sarr, olr dtr-

tire1y differot grounds. fbus ne nEr€ not udafu to him rhen ue e:carrine<i

the tbeorT as it stends a:rd. heJ.d it reqonsib3-e for tbe ilconveniences to

wbieh.r it woul-d. se@., i" leads. i.Ioreoverr i-f se are rightr if the verSr

fact ibat the applicatioa ray tqd to e]iriutE certajl difficu-lties

shich, bave bes cotrectly lnfqred froro those grlacip1es, tho. tbis ve

alplieai1o. aEEreals fton' the very beg'5-u1ng ia a rather dubious ligkt.

lior !s it l:'rd to see hor little this arlolicatj.oa cart do 'uo

cJ.a.r5.fy ihe obscuriiy rdricb. envelops tbe theory. the issrre is the di.s-

tjnctioa betr.reen the fi-gr:re ead 
"he 

body S.gured, bettrco motioa aad, the

124il bociy noveci. nThe di.ff5.c'rrl'uyrn siies Eone, oof e:p]aining this

<iistilctiou er5.ses &oa 
"he 

lr:enciple above elqtJ-ain'dr .,ha.!, all- j.deas.

r*ich are different. are seoarable. For i" fol-lons from'"bence; tha"

!f -,b.e figure be differeu'" flom the bo<iyr thei-r ideas nrst be separable

as weIL as disti-ugtisbablei if they be not tii.fferea'u, 
"heir 

icieas can

aeather be separable nor di-stj.nguisbable.tr tbe dilenma seems clear

eoorgh an<i if a ferr lines belq'- one coEss upon Rrmer s asserbionl ',bat

fi-gure aad borfir figured are rrilr reality ueither distirrgdshable, nor

diffe=enc, aor separablef one carnot brt '"b:.ak tbat '"he issue of dis-
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tinctj-o rationis has been decided i.n. the smse that'.here is ao su.ch

thinE. 5ut trrue aqgqes dtfferent\r. Tbe uind, he suggests, nould bave

uEver evea dreatned of srch a disti:rction, ndid it not obsore; that evsr.

in this sirT'Ij-city'.here uigbt be cotaia,rd E--tr dilferot rpseubl:lces

and rqlations.rr I:t 
"he 

j-dea of a :Cite lar51e globe, for i.n*'aace, rre

cen iro. fact ueither sei=,=te nor di.sti.u€rish eoLor eld f5.gute, tnrt eolr

parilg it tlith a bLack globe aud =ith a cnbe of l6te narble y5-eJ-ds tr".o

dif:fer"eut slirii-ariiies. l'.EtJr a lif"l€ lEacti-ce r*r Dorr distiagreish-figrrre

and color, 5-.e., ne cousider bo^JLtogeths, ilsi.nce they are i.a effect tha

sa.ne ,nd :ld!-stiageisbabLe, ffi, sti-ll viEr'"ho. i-n di.fferen-' aspecis, ac-

cordilg to '-he reseobLelces, of ffch they are susceptible. llhan we

ltorrJ-d coasider ooly'.be fi.Eure of i;he globe of r&i!,e rqanbl-e' we fo:rm ia

reaaity an idea bd,h of -"he figrEe ald tbe col.our, iar-' 'uacltly carElr ou.r

eye to i'"s resenbLa.cce rdtb. the 61obe of bl:.ck uar'oIe: .[Dd :rr the same

traEnerr rdreo se rwJ.d eosider its colour only' r,re tura. our denr to i-.s

resetrblence rlith th6 cnbe of rdxi-'e narble. 3f this meelrs 'rre accoqgany

our ldeas ririth a kbd of =€flsEloDr of rdeicir c-rrt'soE renders usr !n a

gr'ea'u rneaSEer i nsmsil'l o.naz

If hns qrected 
"o 

cJ:.ri$r the s!gs@f!g ra',ionis by his

iheorry of abst=acf.io., theo. se borr aorr tba+- aLl- he bas uade use of

frou. the Laf,,er is tbe doe"ri-ne of tbe Sresegrarabi-Aity an<i 
-tdiSi:o-

[245] guisbaH!.rty of idatica-1s. 3u"1 
"heltl 

one ^st 
question

whe'.her Eue reached this co,cllsioa try lreans of this doctrhe ort

ratherr- jl or:oositioa to !-t. Eua, as w€ savr akays sticks nitb the

Lq
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doctrile. Ee rqreats and regeats tbat colour arrd figure are idotical-

aad j:ldi-sbu6risbab1-e. If so, thau it roaias a riddle hor colour aad

figure coroe to be disti-nguished at :'I1 , be it tb$€h tbe uosb coq.oli-

cated mataJ. operation. this ridd1e Erue bas ootr hc]Fed. to solve. Nor

probably could anJrono solve it.

Tbi-s i-s one coatradictioa; irr" stiLl aaother uurst be stressed.

In '"he e..eqrle of 
"he 

gJ.obe a^Ird. tbe orber '"here is talk of perceivilg

"be 
tqo dAf:ferent si-rriLe.rities. Siri] .Fityr r€ sarrr pJ-ays 5-ndeed a lange

role i.a, Eumers theorlr of abstrac"ion. iJer i:hou6hr rdrerever it natte:sedl

bave aawalis uade a lroint of givj-ng tbis relatj.oa its dre as the @!

vbi-ch coutritnrtes to -,he e*uabfisbner- of associetion, thiJ-e a-' Ebe saue

iine keepilg arratrr f!ou. the i{gg cf sirilrritJr. l]1E reason for 
"his 

was

siro-Ie: Ir .ihe <iegree of a qua.Iity i.s eeii:her <il.tferot Dor di-*Lj-:r-

guisbable aor sepanable Sqrn the La'"ter, Do! -,'he latter itsel.f flom',he

bod;r i-n ltrich i-' 5.nb6!es, then the sarae =r=t hol-ri for a relation aud lts

leLata. Eertce-. accordilg'vo !fuEe; oue cguLd at uost conceive ino si,:qi-lar

tiri:ngs, inrt never sj-rri]ad'"ies. Sti'!] nore fa.r fetchec notrld be the

thought of io:=ilg ideas of reLa-uioas betlreelr attrj-butes. And sirtce

nrcb. reLations uou-ld be aecessarlr for discovering tbat a tbi:g is sj-uibr

-so sev€!'al- o"hels il differsrt res!,€ctsr m belieted i'bat tr o'ugb" ',o

ciisregard. tbis possibillff aaso nhere lt could he.lP Erlner s case. -lvlb.at

are we io say i-f 'rbis asslrytion ubicb, rs thorgbt to be i4rosslbler notr

becomes 'uhe key',o the eotion of tbe distjrtetio rationis? 35r itself r

ibis circurnsteace surely bas not tbe sliShtest '.and<rcy 
leo 

']'l-y ou:!
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e:rrl!€r doubts. Qrite t,> the contrar5r. I.ie cqe here ugoa a factor

-'dricb. na.kes anSr eqllanati on of '"bis couqtetely unteuable. I-n ozd,er

to anrlve a'" a distirlctiou betrreeu fi€urc aad tbe bo$r figured, wa

EZ4?7 nrsbr as €aqr't:ins6, fir*' aotice trc dilfereut si.uiLarities-

I say s;*ilantElg,. Does that ao'. D:res{r!,ose'.,he distjraction be'Lw€En

s.iril'rity and the si-uiLa.r objects? thi^c 41qb is certai.n. Eume bas

s:s] -in6d'"he di.stilctio rationis 'ry-tbe distilctio rationis.

ibrogboui ihis eaosi-"ion and au-lye-s of Euuer s doctrja.e

of abstrlaciion I bave vi:*uaffy !.gnored rfra'. I tri-ed fbst to establish

:-ndependentlT. Sucb. res',rairrt !'s grobably ihe best proteeticr agafust

any bias. For i.f i.re teted the tbeo4r'crf i-usalf arrd oD elq)eriencer as

i&u llBr€e prejUdice fof or 2gain<t sh@f'i Do'- ge'u'rhe bei'"e! of us in

deci*ih5 eire-"her or not !" lras a.sei. -.he --ef,'.

Afluer baEtg a:rived a'u 4 rrpsrtl'. in'.bis ii:ryr we can easi-I3i

sbolu 'uhe pout iii-c!' nade '.Jre caill:le of '.he 3;fanErted epl en'tioo -

evitabls. lbe two r'\n&uental- etrL.ors of FrEe' s theor'5i' of abstr:action

ar€ &. neslect gi the cortent of '"he coacect ald the introciue-.ion 9;L

"he 
associatioe g;l ideas for derivlnq '"he ob.eBongtg gg ihe ectqrs:on of

-'be concat''. So ue nair rdthou'u Ar:f.ber arguaeet !€caLL tfra-" bas been

said- earlier whea shoc5:og how Eitle a coacep"r s €E(teasion bas to do

ri-th o"he associa'vion of ideas. lhe co4let"e inadequacy of Er:aer s asso-
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ci.atio! hpothesis setrres only to i]'lrrrih-te this inrth elren Eore

brightln

Uuder the ci-rcu:ostaaces a Coubt EigbG erise. Do argr:neuts

abich bave proven so untenable 5.u ever"5r =espect aad trb-ch therefore

surely could. aot bav6 bad a great ilpact on tb,e tbooght of Euaer s silc-

cossors-do such argtru€Ets, I ask, desase to be guined i-a such de-

tai-I? Trgo things uaybe said, Firsb of allr 
-is€gided 

as !t was, Eulers

atreqlt to derive tbe geaera-Lity of universal ccncEuts ftom associatiolr

1",+8) rias y6t a st€!r, and iadeed one of ',he fi.rsL steps, i.r. a directioa

wbi cb. sj-ace Foru€ bas become verT lq)ortent for ihe develoorasnt of the

s'rq'iricis-, schoolr by'nakiag lts gbi-J-osoprtqr i:r-'o l&at is rea-L1y a phil-o-

sopby of tbe assoeiation of ideas. i. St. i*i'11, rften discussi.r1g +Jre

issre of abstractioa nas noved to say ntbat bardly anytbi!€ u-ivErsa.l-

can be affi:ned il ps5rchol-og.y excegt the Lass of associatisa.nES fbis

j.s ao's only cbaracteristic of the exeesdve =oIe nhich this uo doubt

;rTrorte.nlu lrr=nei$e glays i-n coatealtorarjr ahA]i5tr pslrcbologr; it a-1so

il-1tuc!-aates ibe urltistakabJ-e irflu6ac6 nirich for a ceutnr5r Su.ne bas bad

oa '"he '"hotrgb'u of hj-s colqra'.!io"s. For a'. reqdres only a glaace at

r'ha 1,ra3i irr r.rhich j. iocke, at 
"be 

ad of --be secoad book of hi-s Essafr

-"reateci. -'he phenouena of 
"he 

associa3e:.cD of ideas i.D order leo leco€trize

tba'L ii -ras aue nho gave '"be fj.rst lez'l iTettrs '.o tbe use of asso-

ciation in 
"he 

scierrti$c e-'qpLana'"ion of pqrcbicaA phenon€na.

Secondly, aa'-hougL wi:a-. i'ras beo said ref€rs lo't on].w to !r:.uer s

ih.eorXr of abstraciioa, thorrgh certai:rly also to !!u1 -rtE nrsi yet r€callt



L73

wi"h resgect to it aLone, vbat bas bea earli.er saia89 about Euraer s re-

lation "uo 3er{<eIey. Noui-na-t-su. s bei.g today the doui:rat doctriae

4Dong the fuglish eqliricists is a fact 6ieb, as we l-owr does not bave

ltvs soureo a.ad or'rgin. i.u the fausos irrtrodsctj-on ',o s!g!gg!€ Treatise,

butr rathe=, i.n. the theories of lirue dich ;re bave bere erca.rriaed.

I
It is no" irre, thougb, 'tra', if oe E^uted ic judge moderro

E6g1i56 16si3a1i57a by nhat J. St. ;f,il'| , glo coasiders hinse]f a noEi-

1r1 i5t, bas said about abstracta, one could e.si-ly arlve at the op5-:rioa

'"bat this rruoEi-Dafismtt !s lfsal f :ro Eole 'i,han an eryty .one end. 
"ba'.

EZI+97 ihereforc fur s inflrracg rrrs lttrte beerr very subgtata'.ial. i^a

'"bis respect. ifl[Lr 5 irtrortance justi-fies quo'"at5-on of the uo* rele-

vant oassage fron his book o. Er'Ei]idn.go

aThe fot=atioa, th€refora, of a Cocegtrtr re read here, rrdoes

ao" cousist in selnrai,ug 
"he 

afrci-lntes rfiich are said to corcose ltt

!1s6 r'l'l otbe! a-"-rd'out€s of '",he sarur object, a.ad enabling us to coa-

ceive '"bose a'vtributes, disjoi-ueri tm. ry otbers. 'i'Ie aEither conceive

-'h@,, Eor tidrk thffir Dor cogrise'.ba is a:cy leyr as a tbing a9a::t'1 tnrt

solely as fortd-ngr ra comirination sith Erncrrous other attributesr tho

idea of an irrdividual object. 3ut, thor€h suhilld.ng tbeu. only as gart

of a 1an6er agglonerationr $r€ bave the oraer of f:Jrir€ orr attenti-on oe,
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theur to the negleet of the other attrlbutes r.rith rdri.ch tre thirk !!s6

conbined. ?lhlle the coDcerrtration of attqtion aetr:ally l.a.sts, if it

is strffici-ent1y irrtensel rrcr EEy !s tavT'or:rarily unccrrscj-otrs of any of

ihe other attributes, and rcay 3s:1]y, fcr a br5-ef i.aterral-, bave notH-g

present to our ldrd trut the attriinrtes constituot of the concept. I:r

gen€lal, homever, the atta.eti-on is not so coqflete1y qclusive as rvbis;

it leaves roon i:a cogsciousess for qtfoer' 61 €ments of the c@cret€ id€a:

i;hougb. of ihese tbe co:rsciousuess is faint, i.u. gropor{ion to the eDet€y

of th,e concentlative effozt; end the aon-t ''he atteotion reJ:xes, if

!!E 5ana concrete idea conti-nu€s 'uo be coa"eqrl^aied; its otber ccrrasivitu-

ents cotre ol-v ittto ccalsciougaess. Gener.al- coceots, therefore, rae bave,

irroperl;r sp€akl.rlgr aone; EE bave oaay co41ex ideas of objecis in '"he

coaclete: hrt we a.re abl.e '.o attend- ecrclrlsively 
"o 

certaja p.rt,s of the

coacrete idea: and by',ba-' er(clusive attenti,on, ?ie eDabl-e tbose lrerfs

'"o <ietezrhe eccllsrvelSi 
"he 

course of our thonghts as srbseqlently

calJ-ed'dp by associa"ion; eDd are in a conditioa io canr5r oD a trai.rx of

neditation o= Ieasoni.Dg rela-'i.g'uo those par.ts on-ln exac"Iy as i-f we

were ab1.€ to concelve -'hen s€para'ueL7 fron 
"he 

rest.rl

i25O] Afluer bavi-Bg occupied ourselves so rn'ch r'itb. lrola;nicsr ii wiLa

perbaps be appx)grd-ate to o,ention ,n accqurrt of '-he ae" of ab*"raction

vi'"h vbich lre cart qur'.e ihoroughly agreer grodd€d onl5i we <iisregarrd

.ub,e norrinnlistic fo:mul .tioa. $reu so, tid-s e::owiso reqnires qthasis,

si.uce the po-." is of the essencer no&u cn17 !r our co!I'v€l*. ial-. for ihe

thole oi' raodern English glrilosopby.
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I aa sSrea'- rg of J. St. j;ilJ-ts sGcallsd rrtrJ:aai"., and r,rc

mrst bere once trore refer to 166 6sfi-nitioa, used, above91, wbich lillJ-

hirself gave of this nord.. If the uori-uaristrs essotia-l- cLai.u. is j.u

fac-" that henes are the only uaiversaLs daicb. @cist,, theo ever5rone rriJ-a

at J.eas-' adsit '"bat o'be gassage here regroduced barrlly Droves its author

"o 
bave besr of 

"his 
opllion. I" is '.,:ne that he '"ha coati-utres: nltlbat

ltri-ucipally euabl-es us tvo do tiris is the .-E1o5root of sips, ald ga!t'i-

cuJ-a.rl-y -'he most effS-cien-u end fadf.i-ar ki-ad of s5-gns, rriz. i{anes.rr Tiris

aloae, -"houg;h' does aot seff5-ce to ualce Ei-llt s ',heorXr nominall*'i-c in ihe

above sense. Sven if oae $roposes Ebai auu-Ld bere lea<i cs too fa= io jl-

vesi-iga-ue, 3'ba'.:.:il'I rras righ-' i-E i;lj-s goirt: i.e., ;f otte sttpposes tha'v

a 6eoearal-i-za-"5-oa rever occrrls :g-L,bgrt.e Da.res, '"bis oaIT means ibat '"he

na:ne j.s a gggSllig. sile oua ggg of geoeral.lza'"ioar i:rrt not tba'" '"h6 la+-

ter consis"s of it. On'.hs cOt12rl', lii]] hinsgli sEoke of '"b,e coaceu-

ira'"ion cf a""€e-,i-o!t oa. celta.fu pat'us of ihe concreiu.m. !hi.s atteationt

by irhaiever lt aay iEve beec cansed, is i-uself a ltsltcLical act. The con-

cept +uc ubj-ch a"teution is a" =o* Cireeted as a gbk di:Ters osveholoei-

callw.froa the conCe-u soFa of rdrose grarts are disti-uguj-shed from o-'hers

[25I] iry a',telltioe. Io= Coes -,he <Effererce lie il --bE number oi -'etts,

ac iockd ihorgxtr i:ttL !a'.her u. 
"he 

rsl;"ions of 
"he 

elernqrts of 
"be 

ldea

auo o!!€ ano"her and '.o '.be sobjec-. '.o 
":idch 

'.he3;- are ltr€senrved. The di!-

ference beautl€r€D 
"hese 

coneeo'.s. tbe concrg"6 oaes oa ibe gag hand andr or

"he 
o--he.- i:nd, thcse -c- called abstrac-', is unmistalcable. 0u lij.lJ-rs or'ar

theory, accorrlirlglyl ngeneraliiy is Do" a.:e at'.la'=:+-3 soleIy of na.Ees, 'otl'u
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al-so of tbougbts. Edeltnal objects jsdeed are r'l'l iadividr'-'l 1 tnt'" to

every gcreral- na.lre colres!,q6ds a General ilotion.rt 3ut this is preeisely

the cbarac',eriza-eioar rlhicb. ytilfZ hincs]:f g'ives of the concet Liralis't.

:rnoDg $hose olpoaen-ls be couurts hjmself.

It is elear tbat iJ 
"he 

tdrole natte ltm oae or names onl-yr

'"here soqld have been Do r€aso1 for a detaiLed d.scnssion berer lnrti-

cuJ.arlly si-nce tbe applicatio4 of 
"he 

desigratiou trnoui.nalisatr r for trich

i.tilJ- tright bave bad aa undersi:andabI6 Prefelence, to his '.heor5r cou].d. at

least ia a E5!4jJt g5e be jus€ified. 3rt tiris seose is one lihj-ch

neitber J. 5.,. l.till hinee]-E nor a.ujrqae e]-se cown\r associates wi'.h

tbis lorrd. tls" is rdryr'.be cLais tbai l.fifl is a D.orilalisft'r eTEn iJ

be birseJf nakes i'.e cannot iar''" be false.

Cne i:Lbg !s ;-trrs be-:'crnd. dou-o'.. :AIEo bad 4 :lflueDce -'!ltb

nea"iooircg on i. St. lElfr s v!-etr eoncecniag abseracilon ald gen'*a]:--

la-eiorf. Does .,Es eJ-so holi fol 
"be 

re* of tbe suportels of EoEi-

DaIisE? Is 5:ner s theotT really so obsole"e ',bat nothi-ug renalls of it

^vr6p!u 
"b.e 

ne5e bf drich tb'ey c:'I'l 'ehmsslrrE5f

a cor@€trl-, ol A. %i:r s€Gtlts luo srp5lot'" the belief 
"bat "bis 

is

so. trr,.Ie ere ablertr h. 
""y"r93 

tr-vo attend 
"o 

the po!.uts of agreenen^v of

resenbling thi3gs, €11d. r'o neg;1ec'u ',he Sroirrts of tiffergrce; as 
"tho 

'''e

L?6
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tbirtk of tbe lSglrt of 'lrrrinous bodies or',he roundress of round bodies.

this oower !s naned abstraetion.n But oae oaly ueed read qn a littLe

E252j il. order to recognize ono. s erFo!, at l.east ratb respsct to Baia.

About a page after tbe above p""-"g"* ne fi-ud the follorLng: rt5elace

abstractioa d.oes et p-pa,rl-y coasise j-u ihe mm-'al selnration of oe

grogerty of a thirg from other groperties-as irc' '"bilki-ng of the round-

aess of tb.e rsooa agar* fron lres ]rrrinosify aad apgareat oagaitude. Sueb

a separatioa is fu4rracticable, Do oDe can think of a ci:ecJ-e lsithort

colour and a defini'ue si-ze. [1'I !'!s 
lrqrlpses of '"he abgtract idea are

senred by corceizi-ng a coacrets +-hing ia coqla.uy with others res€Ebli-Dg

it jre the a-"ulibtlta !:r q's5"ioo; agd bt afffuing noi,Liag, of the oae

coacfote, itut ''&et is trrre ef e'tl tbose others.n lau rdJ..l- hardly be ne-

cessar1r lbo tdJrd tb.e reader of Ermer s mrqrl-e of the narble globe a^nd.

ine 
""rftf. 

cube i:e order to eonvbce hin !!s! :'l'l F-in di.d. rras to take

Srner s -.heory of tbe disiincti-o ratiolris as '"he basis for his orm, e:<-

ol-a.na',i-on. An5i nnorin:lismn tbat aooe-'Is io iiris eqllana-vion J's ao

doulrt rea-l Eaou€b. For everXoae ntst a&i"'"bat the process 3aj-o des-

cribes is no" a:n abstrac-'ion, evea thorgb. Doru elr€rJlllte uay g.nt tbat

genuiixe seneraEt? c2n be a3utailed irr ihls rray.

!o rollos steo by *ep '"he develolmelr" which'"he '-b,eo41 of ab-

straction bas -"akeoc iJc Englrn4 sirece Eiune llgrrld fe-r exceeC Lne Li-uits rle



bave set ',o ourselves. -'rle cal only shor.r jre i-llustrations the points of

contact rdth Eurae. !o thj-s purpose tvo recerrt thiakers wil-l- be umtioned.

lhe fj.rst i5 .f:na5 ltiJll, nho discusses the qr,estioa of gener"a-Li-

zation il the e!.ghth cbapter of his Aaalvsis of the Phsronena of the

Frnan i.Eld: ni,iaJc,rd he sa]rs1 rlfl.::st becoues acTt?ihted rath u4Avidral-s.

Ee first n:nes jldiqldrra]-s. &rt lndavi.ru:'ls are i-Uu:rcrab1e, arrd he

E25a)7 s:nn6t bave inn:merable naoes. Ee rnrst uake g name serve for

naay i-uditridua1.s.rr ilhat is needed is thus a EGt:tEs of ebbreqiation and

npnes d6 tbi-s job. For ranes uark equlLy rra uuder of i.nditridualst

with al'l 'uheir separate propertiesrr! af.Lorilg qe to speak of uany at

oo"".95 illlord.s beeoue sigaifica.nt gtuely i:5i assoc5-aticon rrith an iao.96

If, e.g. r the nord EAq is first applied '-o onJ-y oao i-ndividuall 
"hen. 

i',

Secoues associated with tbe idea of the Latter'n; acq'd!6s the por-rer -'o

gr'l'l i!. forth. Tle srna bolds of irus ap].i-ca'uioll luo a =e"olii ildivi&la1t

io a -vErd, and so on, urtil '"he -*ord obas becoue associated tath a.u. j-a-

fisfinits uruber . . . of =-hose ideas bdIfereo"ly.n tH-s i.s !t r-act

uba-' bpens tdrenever ibis vorrd. ocglxPs aad by tlnrs rrcallilg '"heu up

[i.e., '-hese ideas] j.:r close cotrlec"ior, it 
"o::ts 

theu i:eio a sD€cies of

cqE-e:r rdean; jusb as also on o"her occa,sious associat'ioa foms corylc

ideas sut of aa i.adefi:eite rnuober of ideas.9? Et is also a fac'-; 
"ba"

-*teu an idea becones to a cer4ajl degrce couqllexr fbon'"be :urltipliciiT

of the ideas it conorehends, it is of lscessa"f ildistjJtctrrr e-g.r ihe

idea of a tb.ousaxrd-slcie<i figuree of an alrqy, of a fores'., and so on. If

in '"bis rray rttbe 'wotd tra:r calJs up the ideas of an i:ni.efi-dte utuber of

L78



Xi L79

i-adid&relsr not only ef r'tl those to nbou I have indivi-drally givo. tho

na.De, bu-' of alf those to r.lbon' I bave !n in-ginatiell g'iven it or inagj-ue

it ever r*jJL be given, . . . ii, i.s evideatly a yery colEl1et< idea, and,

therefore, iredisti-nct; aad this i-udistinetness bas, douffilessr been the

Eaj-n cause cf 
"be 

W*er':rr rdrich bas alpeared tc belong to ii.'98 nlt

is thrs to be seer., tbat aipellatives, or goelaa nares are signifierrt,

b 
"r.p 

trodes; . . . -.he si-4l1e i-deas . . . c@er€ted into a corolex idea

in tbe case of each iadivi-<ir:al-r ars oe i;iri:cg <igtrifiod by each appe]]:-

iiva; and ib-s conpl.ex idea of -"be i.uditEdsall colrr€c3u€d wi"b aaotherl

E"*7 and agother or the s:na !ind, and so oa d'.hout endl is the

other of '"he 'uhilgs drich a:ee siEnifj-ed t5i !t. Th.s; ',he -do!d !ose.

signif5-es, fir* of a13-, a c€rtai-D. odour, a cat'"ain coLor:rr a cett:in

sbage, a eertafu consi-stence, so associ.atei as to forn oae iieal iba', of

the indvidrall ne*', :+- c.gn!-fS-es t}is bdid-.+.rr associatioa rzth

"otherr a.ui. anolher, anci aeothei, and so @; fu o-.her uot.ds it signifl-es

ihe cl:.ss.tt99

:'he Last fo:grLal"i.oss s"rcngilT fuvi3.e coo!)arisoll r'ri'"h Etrne. As

'ub.e J-a.f,ver3 so does Jaues i€-IL attqb rvo sbotrthat generr:a'liza-'ioa is a

soecia'l case of tbe associ-a"ioa of ideas. Tbere as well- as here the

lage firt'" t s af,ieched to ihe :ldv1fud eled aa-'ays erouses f!.-st the

coacrete idea of aa, i:ndividual- rith aIL of ia-s cietersha"ions. lherel

as b.€r€, -,he l-f'er is folJ-orred'o-,r a speqif;c ilsychi-cal. EhenoE€oou wbi-ch

bes ii,s origh j-n tbe concuefug associatioa of di-ifererrt ilciit'idual con-

cEprus :vo '.he saue Ea-u€r a:ld r.;hS-ch, because of the Arearu Eutrber of '"hese
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i-ndiv5-duals, is affected b5r a certai.n obseurityr erhat EUE€ speaks of as

tb,e nere]-rr vi*ual preseace of tire 
-rdivldual 

ideas, i.iilJ- as tbe ildj-s-

ti:rctness of bis corclex idea. I nt: no" hee ccncemed rri"b. c::iticiai:tE

;.ti'l'!. Ooe ihjag, tb,o:gh, is cleer at a g1 angs. Eune e.ceells hin !s 4&e

least g respect. Ee ai l-east go!:rted sut '"bat a La-'rfu-l assocj-a'uion

ca^naot oceur wlthout that sinil-arltv. ahich J"*s i.!i.lJ- eory]-etely ig-

nored..

i.lany a reade! wiJl pe=baps be a li',tIe surp=5.sed to encoullsLer as

',he secoad eJed bst na.u.e il'"8-s coe-.ext that of F. laile. Ee probably

renenbers '"he descdotioa rrbicb.'"be author of Positivisme a^nslais. u.

iris sougnba" rhetod.cal- rr=f' bas given 
"o 

abstractioa. nA nett facua"y

apoearsrlt be say=, a.uoug other 
"bings, 

in the nen"ioned, eorkrrco n15.

i2557 sdiuce of qgeech, ihe futer4rreter of nature, '.be aother of =e-

1!3ion =rqi firilq5ophz, ',be on.ly real dj-.fferes.ce Eirich, accord!-ag to ilus

degree, S€palp-ues aeo. ilou rnipls, tbe greai Edl fr€ra the i.usr6ni-fi-

carir-; Eean eEL4Elggr -*hich is tbe capacaty to i.sol-a*ue the elenetf,s

of facis and to consider then sgoara',ed.n Cne ua;i -*iell- -*onCer nba-' this

undotrir"edT conceotuali* '"bj.uker does ancq '.be no=ilari-*.sr ju* as

oDe ira]i be a" bavlrlg '"8-s fueachren dragg€d irttc a *vudlt of Sglisb.

;hi195q5l3r. 3o-'b. objeeti-ons disaEErear as soqr as one considels ',he de.-

"eil 
ed etqrosireioa eLicir ibis bti'l'ti4!l-u d-u€! <ievotes '-o i'he s"e sui>

jec" 5.n bis later uork, nD. Lri:r'."t}io"n...tt16-

tllf r.rc irrvestigatelrt says iai.ne b 
"i:is 

book, rr-"i:at occuls il

us d.en I'e er+*ract a general iciea frorn sereral !terce!,luio:1s, -vh{t -ri€
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Dev6r fi.:ed il us aaytl$ng other tbaa 'the forsa'.ion, colqr16tion and gre-

ponderalce of a tendocy uhicb el-icits arl, erc_ression, and arnon6 other

e:qrressionsr a lpgg.nlo2 
t\Dr* -,re bave seen a series of objects, en-

<ioreci uith a cor@orl qeali'uy, vn erqlerioced a cer.tai-u tendeucyl a teu-

deuey uhich corresocncds to ihe co@on gue-fit;r and orrly to i'u . . . .

''rle do aot gerceive 3vhe ge,eraa q,'a'lities 63 ohrtastE3'istics of ihings.

i{e only e4lerierce i.u. their Dreseace srch aad such d!.stinet tendency

rdricb. il spoatcaeors J-aaguage rssu.lts ia <irril-r e.d-cry, and i-u our

az{,ificial- ]-n6ruge, sucb, a neme. Stricfly ryeaki-ng, we bav€ uo general

ldeas; we bave tead,ocies 
"o 

desiglate, and. sone nanes.olo3 In'ibat we

sgl'l 4 geueral !dea, a vler of ihe r&ole, is o1y a traug. llot so the

s-"pIe sound sticb. vlbrates i.u 'uhe aL Jr disfurts orl! earsr or'",he col-

i2557 lecti-on of l-ettars ririch ?facl@ the paper aad strike cntr eyest

not evea theso letters pecceive<i ueqtat$ o! aubis sanr,i gronounced nen-

tallyr hrt ibis sorud or'.hese ldt'-ers endonedr who, .lle perceiva or

i*gine tb.eu.1 d',h a double irrooed:rr '"he lrrogerty of exci'"iag !-a us

ihe i.uages of bdirE<inal-s dd-cb. bef-o€ to a certab classr and of these

i-ndivi-duaLs on1y, ead ihe :ropeaty of redwi:rg evetg tir€ ody the !.u-

dividuals of '"his sane cLass aJrd lEf,a r.dren a-n :rrditri.duzl- of -vhis sese

cle.ss !s presoted. b qur Eetror:r or il our elqerieosE.rrlo4 thus '"he

3aEe eoEresPoDds n-,o tlle comon and di*bguisbi.Ilg qu-Ii.9y -drich coa-

s'sittriues '.he cLa.ss aud uiri.ch separates i'" flors others . . . . In '-iris

Ernner, !e!s nrna !s '.b.e neutal- leEresenseative of tbe qna'tity and is

-'he subsLitute of an elodence iii:aeb i-s forbidden to us.n105 Forl nte
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ce:l Deithe! lrerceive Dor preseFe i-u isol-a"ion the general or-]ities iJl,

ou:p rEind i'Ie uake [tUeretore] a detour; $e associ-ate a shoa+

evertr galtierrlar aad conrFrlex, '.o each absbract and ganerzJ- qualityr a

sound,, a figure easy to inrging aDd reProduce;io6 Ee for3'uhe associatioa

so exac-'ly and so rigorousJ.3r ibat ho,cefor{h the rlu:lity estnot appear

o:r fai1. to appear in 
"he 

objects r:a.less tbe nere apD€ars or fajJ-s to ap-

5rear in ors ,#.dr ea'd vj-ce versa.rtlo? Eo,ce, nldeo it is a questioa of

a general- qua1ii;y of rdricb. -dE crn neitber bave aa eoerieoce Do! €r s€r-

sable isgresentationr ue substitute a Ea;trB for tJre i:T'oss3'o1e reEtre-

sesta'uion aad ue subfi"rrte it -dth good :seasc6. The Da:o€ bas the sarae

affil"vies ead the srEc rerngrrancies as ibe represerrta-'ioal ihe same

Liadraeces eld condltions of e'tisteucer ',he sane er*osi-on anri'"he same

li'riles of apDearaac€ r . . .|1104 tr-{ gene=aa aaCab*oract idea is ['i:here-

fore] a nrna, oD.If, a !u!.ue, 'uhe s:.grif!-ca"i-ve of aaci understood of a cLass

of siEi-l.a.r i-.<[rEdua1sr ordircar5-ly acecqraaj.ed by the sstsibJ-e tnrt vague

1"5?7 regreserr"ation, of one of the facts o= iudlvi<iua6.n109 ItArt

"his 
leofesen"a'vion is no" tb.e goeraJ- and abstraci idea. f'" i-s only

ihe accoqaaiueni" . . . Er5i abstract idea i-s perfectlT clear and detors

ninu'rs.rtlJ0 lberu ro{Deseuta'uioal oE 'vhe contru3r, ;o el3i lta residrre of

several- <iull anci confused :ceaories.nE

these selections from tailer s olten tarrtoloEous eroosltion leave

rot, 
"b.e 

fai:l'"es;.L do.ib'u as to rdrere he s'vencis on -"b,e abstrac'"ioa con!v!o-

?ers:i. ile bave corre uDon a aorri::a'lis" ti:.o goes farthe= ihan any otheor

reputabLe representative of 
"Ltis 

vies- uqrrki nolradalrs be -cJ-Ii.og rvo 
$o1
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fartber evsr tban David Euue nbor for aIL his affi-lity with lrins, vst

a€ver outrightly iderrti-fj-ed nanss sith abstract or general ideas.

Tbat went fo1 tain6, the arfhor of the book ItDe ltislelligelcetri

horr it car be =ecsnciled rrith tha atnretly quite contraqg statenents

of the autho= of trPosativi5ns anr'Iaistr is not easy to se€. Perbaps

laile ebeaged hls uind between Ul5t+ and 18?O. If he di&.rt, then i-"

i-s not without a c6rtai! intere* io retch tbe norirlalist Teine in the

ear.Lier book controver*' the rl]eged aoui-naE-su of the coaceptuaaist J.

Dl. I-t:r_!_L.

the lu4rose of this sfudy e.s surely 
"o 

Etake son€ contritutions

'"o the lristor'5r of A61isL, uoileli,sot no-' io lrrduce a h-istors of it;

br+- eselr -"he naterial- oressbed =i-LL snflice to fend off the cri'vicism

',ha" Ermer s iheorir of abs"racticm is ei'-her in !'useLf or irr its effecis

sone'uhilrg obsole-ue an<i ihe-. therefore a thorougb. enrdnatj-on of i-u j-s

no longer justified. 3nt ecen if 
"here 

are Bo objectlons againsi atr

82fr) eardDetuion b goeraa, 5iet anotber obiec"j-on io ihi-s siuCar nay

seen justi rr ed. -ri ihe utoairiaity of Euner s rr5-sws on abstraction is

-'he onLT issue, -€.s '.hers uot a rsrch shorter -n=ry to reach thj-s end? 'ilas

ii rea]-ly necesser3r luo 
!o 'oack -'o Lockei to at"@d to Berkeley in deiai-I;

-'o devo'ue sqrne -.ire to i.i-scuss.inq coat€rri and extension and their re-
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lation rri',horrt any regarrd.',o the historical facts? And regardi'g hrne
bi'seur ',iat poi:rt is there in specifgrcg arl the eE!.ors in his

reasoai-ugr where g wo'-ld bave s'fficed rvo iJr\raridate the resnat?

ilad it beea u5r only ccncem to refrte EJE€, r cqrrld i'deed not
Ernsrl€r a]'r these questions- ihere are, horever, tno f\:rtber astrlects of

this stu{rr as liias poiated out a'. the verg beg.irailg. !ior, g.iven its

n'ctnographic cbaracter, ?Fcs iru i.rproger to ircLroduce -,heE. The two as_
pects ere'"he factr:al- a''c the historicar, neitbe of r&ich yields, froa

wtere r sL','dr i'o 
"he 

o'uher ire i4ror-terce. For the sake of -vhe forner.
o-n7 thi::gs nere i.ocluded aad ooouad.ed, especiarly in -,he sections of

'.he '*-ork devoted chiefly to tser*eren rdrich reqrirc Ii.,tle r\r.:yi,her

Litorieal- eryLerratioa. ?his -e.s i.udeed the reason rdry.,he hif,oncal-

critiea! netboc of Erreserriatioa rtas for mce coqfleteIy discarded. ia, ihE

hope tbai soae of the acst i:aoo'tarrt questioas courd i-n thi-s way be d+
ci'ded aore q*ickty. ou the o'vher haai,, it e,s agai-u ihe historical

naicb corqrelJ-ed' us to dnerr on soEls lrassa€€s of ierkeieS e{eci:.rry

since ne discover-ed ibat sone enoDeous riems ccncem:ag his relation
3uo ru,o. *"iJr grevaiJ-. And i', is frou this asgreci above :'r'r tba-u our

stra'Legji concerrring 5ruer s hypothesis se-* justi!!_ed.

!une, as is vre'l'l !r:orr,, Ia.,er. s'bjeeted. b_s early rcrk, the

lreatrse on 3'he hurer nature, 'vo a tb,orough r.eqlsion. lhe author bb

sel:E nakes some stateuerrts which are quite une'biguous about the r+

lation beaurr:eerr the first and tbe second. version. ra qi-ve of tb,esel

i2591 there is as 7et no cJ-a:fty on tbis goirrt. since hrue di<i aot
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include j-n the secoud versioB soue of the theues tlon the Treatise, a.ny

atteryt to settlE the questioa rdll- bave '"o do tr'ro things: Oa the oae

hand, tto treatueuts of the sane anbject mrst be coryared, Onb other

harcd, -'he patts tlea-ved oE-ly onc€ otst a'I =e !6 e:<zuitred i:r order to as-

rive by meaus of e'l ''l t[gsE at a.:r o-oi.-uion as -eo wba'u eou]-d. bave caused

Etr.ue subseq'ently to exclude natters of great i-rr.:ortaace f.ron bis con-

slderation. Tbj-s gurpose req[ires acsurate atteution to the d6i:i'ls.

lor one judges a oiece of schoLarship ao'" o'ly W'the qrsaitt of i'vs

resrrlt, j11f,, r1s6 by the gaaaity of the refleci;ioas a.ud arjunernts by

ttbich i" is =eached. this vras *at nobivated -'"he arthor of this stuciy

to ca:rg;- the criticisrn of Erner s theory of abstractioa to srch wearg-

sone lengths. the abstl:ac-'iou chalfter is, as it hapgens, one of thos€

wi:ich nere Later di-ssardsd. Tlm.',,he anrthor of this study bas aaCe !t

his task to coa'.rliart€ soue naterlal- for the eventlEl solutioa of the

ouestion how -.,he tzo are =el.at€d to eacb o"he!' at lea* with reqreet

io the sectioas bere dealt sith. On-ly afber a'11 f,ls other relevaat

s6e'.!-ot1s of the Treatise sj-lJ bave 'oeo e:<arri-ned vAth equaa detajJ-t

'ni-IL it be possibie ',o :shj.!k of a defi-olte disposatioa of +-he la+;ter

r:adEr discussion. Aad the H-storiaa of pbilosop\r rdIL do betterr here

as il na.ny otb.er easesl if he al4rlies his efforts first to the ore-

'lirinaryyr l:.bors jasteaci 6f sdesting aa irnterprefia*-ica of the l*role

w&,ichr baving no bas5-s, carurot ian" be arbltrarg.

Oa6 thing, however, caa be said, alreadyr irithout prejudg'ing the

results of the f\u:ther ep,uila"i-oas. Alsor i-t is onl;r Proper 
"o 

stless

{
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tbis qre tb,ing at ihe od of aa essentlarly negattve eua}:ati.on. Evo

tZ6Ol i.f Euasrs oro alEatsatlynegatave J.ater judgnelrt sf hic early

uorlc rmre f\rly justifieti, this nor,rld not il tbo reast detract &or, the

respect rat! lrhtch the scottish thialcer bas fllled Ev€Eyon€ rho took the

tr"oub]Le to alrynoach h'tn- .lgd lt rnr,st irrdeed be a great riad rfiich caa

thro€h aa. ear1y nork, or evo tbough a sara.lJ- aad rearly qrute uistako

part of ltr exert as perrasive at1 irfiuose oa posterity as Froe did

throu.gh bd.s pro-oodtlons about trabstract ideaso.



t. locke, An Essav Concez,trjle Aluan Onderstandine. b. IV. cb.. lIE.
sect. 9.

2. A Treatise Concernirre the Prilcip .es of Eu:€.n Knowledqe. Intr.o.
sect. 10. .t]-ciohron or the liirnrte Philosooher. dia]-. 'Ei. sect.
o.

lreat.r irrtro. sect. 11, opressed a€'ip i:r i€r. PHL., 1oS.. S!&..

!leai,.; ir!',Do. sect. 14.

fbid., seet. IJ.

Ibid., sect. 12.

I'Ii.n. Phi:t , .b,. g!!. see',. 7 (only i.D 1st and 2ed editi-ons).

Essav. b. TTT. ch. IE. seci. 5.

treat., intro. sect. lJ- and lfl, ,{in. &i:t , .@.. g!!. sect. ? (only
b 1st arrd hti editims).

!reat., !-otro. sec'r. 12.

Tbis is the reasoa rfry I canoot aceegt a sobtj-oa :.n. this styJ-e
uiri-ch bas beEn lrroposeC tg' truao Fischer (
liachfolqer. Secoud Editloa, t€ipri.€ fBZj, p. ZOJf. n'eElei
3erkeleya s visrt as follorr: t'.ficrds are sigas of (not abstracr,,
but, ratherr) goeral_ ideas, ddch are thenssrves signs for a
series of siuil-ar ideas.n Oo' '-b€ rdrole tbis correspoads to Eumer s
i-uterpre',atiou, dose rlaryriat€ness iid-La be demonstrated Laier.
F9r i;he noneut, I sh:]l di7 sa7'"his: i could fiad uo lrassage
sbi-ch trorl.d srport K. Fi-scberr s irote4lre'tc.tioa nlIle ever5rthing
quoteC &ou 3erlceJ-ey above alEress '"o 61pose it. l.foreover, ri 

-

rrcrrld be uosft rsnar{cabj.e tba', 3er{<e1ey di<i aot for hi.s otu purL
goses adogt Lockars deflaitioa of gelreral !@rds, rdrich he quoted
for goleuical 1lrr4rose (Treat., :Jot;o. sect. l-l-) i-f, givo bis
coecept of geuera! ideas, it co:respou<ied so cotqrletely to his
i.:oterfion, as nuu-l-d bave to be tbe cass 4sgelding to K. !5-scher.

l!ea'u., lrtro. sec". lp, al-so i.iil. BhIt., 1oc. g!!.

i,!u. Ph-il-., dial. ljIL. see-,. J.

Ibid., sects. F7.

LB?

2

4.

6.

7.

8.

' :0.

u-.

12.

13.

1lr
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L).

L5.

!7.

Coupare Treat.r sect. llJ, r&ere Berkeley bi-uselJ rsfers to the
posit5-ole il qrestiou.

Itu. Ebi:t , sect. 8.

Tneat., irrtro. sect. 19.

illn. PhiL., dial.. tIE.. sect. 5.

{

18.

L9.

zo.

?J.

23.

?4.

Lectures er l.ietaohvsics and Loeic. ed. l.iaasel aad Veitch, Edin-
bua€h ald Londoa 18/0, VoJ-. II. p. 28t9.

Tr.eat., !:rtro. seci.. ?2.

fbid., sect. 15.

?2. Coqr. Uebo:re6r s Ueberse"zurre des Treai. (gerlj-D, 1869, VoI. i2
of Kircbuanar s Philos. 3ibliotek) r p. 109, e. 5.

Co4r. Svsten of Loeric. b. I, eh. 2, sect. 4.

In ao*' defjrri"icns Phy-=icai ; 
-!'osr-rbi-lai3l 1i=Eliiils overlooked.

9rt tbis is fuproper as .-.re slsJl- see. It cou1d be insuffici-- 1
to deterrciae '"he ildividual- coneep" as oue nunder which o:r-1; re
objec'. is preseatedltr for bbat is trrre al-so of eacb. geueral con-
cep'v :a that it refers to a coalective. If me salrs: na tlann,
oae surely does not ccrnceave several. H, any Earr caB be tbis
one; therefore the coecept is nithort questi-on universal-.

25. Drobisch lhird ?di'uionl ieipzie
1851, sect@es abstract and coucrete as
ael'l as geuer.al- aad garticrelar to goas ad ryeciesr thenefo=e
us5:og these naues reLatively. lhe objectioa agai-ust 

"his 
is

tbaru srrch elqlressions as EgE e€rtera]- aad bE E4€L Eor€
abstract aad less abstract Hotr.l.d be cJ-earerl rfrILe ou the other
berdr i-f oae qgeaks this nay, iherc uouf-d be uo '"e:ss at a1'l
for the coacepts we call fudieidual- and coacnte.

Ioc.  c i" . .  o.  8.

Analvsis of the Phenonsra of ',he llu4an ifind, eci. i. St. i'!i-l-l-t
loudoa 187E, vol. L. ch. 1rE. 9. 269f.

Loeic. gat I. i}educti-oa, London l87or g. 7r sect. I0.

Coro. eg., Eacilton, 1oc. g[., i,ecture rcC['*'fr p. 298f.

26.

n.

?8.

zg.



Co4r. Eeluholtz,

189

30, (Karstent s
, Seet.

3L. Llerrtal and i.Iora-l- Science. Londou 1875, p. 1?5.

32. Lectrues. 1oc. g!!., p. ?37f.

33. An E)camination of Sir 'rfi.Iljen gariltonr s Pbilosopbv. ch. E,
accEssib1.e to the autbor on-ly i-u tb,e Fbsrch trauslation by
CazelJ-es (Paris U}69) p. 216. fln nngli-sh editiou, lorgnals,
Iond,oal 1889, p. U-9.f

7+. LoEic. b. I. ch. E, sec-,. 4.

35. fbid., b. E', cb. lI, seci". 4. footno-,e.

36. 1"". eS.., sect. ?6, _o.29f.

3?. Ioid., o. 206ff. Log5.scb-nathoa'uischar Aoirrlg I.

F. S'n*'em der loeik. Secon<i Editj.ou, Bc@ 1i]65, sect. 9r. 9. fOA'.

39. !91i. ci"., sect. 2J, 9. 8.

40. :issar Co;ce#..-ra hrma:e llnderstandi!tr. b. iTr, Ch. E, sect. J.

41. toei-c. b. I, ch. E, se". I.

42. Qe16. l:ri]i'oa, &gEIgEr voI. EI, p. I/ifi., -deero lerkeley is
ignored. lbe pecraliar ui.qderstalrling (o. 183) of the eryres-
sious ns3ntlrd'icn aad nlrilitiven nLich Leibnitz uses corFes-
pon.iing 

"o 
'.te Gq:tan ]'-E€g1:iffn aud. nAnscbauungd, bas aireaciy

been correct€d b-t i. St. :;il't (Dcudnation. ch. IlfE, ia the
lbench seransLa'uion, p. F5, &.). f6eelish eciition, p. 390.]

I+?,. 'r{hil-e il the aatrc<iuc'"ion to tb,e lreatise there is uothi:rg con-
cezli.rcg r'l'l !foi5, 

"iree 
is vetli e1rch about it in the i{fu. Pltil.

lhat *kes rt gbusiirle '.o supoose tbat tsericeley ius been uote
'"ban is Drcrpor uDder the influeace of his effortsr drich here
corn€ ot*. :.!rto the opea, of vir:di-catiag the !r5-aity ared otber
4rsteri-es of the CiEi-stfun religj-ou.

W. @.. ,  vol .  
- . ,  

p.  3O5.

45. lbancj-s 3acon. 9. 7O3.

j



46.

47.

I+8.

t+9.

50.

fl.

190

toc. gj$.., 9. ?97.

Scami-nation. (trglisb. editiou), ch. XIllE, p. 381.

Treatise. ed. 1. A. Selby-Bigge, O:dord., L9frt b. I., p. I, sect.
VII, p. 1!.

Enoid.srurs rmd Skeosis in Dawid Euraer s Ph1].csootrie. 8erIi.u 18f4,
P- r^3.

lreatise, 1oc. €!. r p. 17.

F. JodL (Lebeu und Pbi]-osoohie llavid Euners. r:]]E llil, p. V))
reprodtrces Eumers viar si4gly as tser{<eleyrs but be failed on be-
ha]f 6f ![!s clain to cite even oaly ob€ passag€ fbou, Berkeley.

Probablythi-s is-ubyPf3-eiderar €Ers 1fio glgiring (1oc. gj!.'
_o. 1c2 La,st line) tbat F:re deni-ed recognition or-existeace t6
aeneraa icieas, r.rhereas Sr.uets attack, as tser*ela3ils, i-s only
4gainst abstraeta. But perhaps this is uerely on15r a ui-uor i-u-
aceuracy i.u elqlressioa, r.s ',b,e eud of the statenerfi n"kes orotrable
(:.n tUe utddlJof p. 12il

p. 189 in the footuote.

b. cit., sect. 2J-.

Treaii-se. b. I, part I, ch. E, p. 18.

Ibid.r 14r. I&lP.

Ioiti.r p. i9r el-so b. i1 p. IE, secfu. I1 
". 

?2.

52.

53.

*.

55.

56.

)1.

)o.

59.

50.

51.

52.

69.

A+.

Ibid., p. 20.

Ibid., 9. ?2.

Ibid., 9. 
"3.

Sji[. 
' 

P. 23.

Ibid.' 9. 23.

IEi!. ' e. 23.

&i!1., 9. 24.
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65. rA great phi-losopher bas . . . asserted., that aiL gcreraJ. id,eas a.re
s6thi ng hrt partiorJ-ar ones . . . I sbaal bere endeavqur to coafim,
!t by sou.e ar€uu€uts . . . .rt (p. IZ)

66. fbi+, p. 18. nqre.utit5y'r here neans nothilg inrt size; gfeater and.
slaal-ler are desrgaated, i-a r rather uutrsr:a]- rral', as aeeec= c:
size.

67. Anal-vsis. vol. I, ch. rrT, g. 9],.

68. These are ihs cases ne uot1oaed above (p. Z}sff.) as J. St. r.rillrs
pa*uicul.ar absfrracta.

q. iluue eads the ',bird a€rmaDt .lrith',ho slein: it is ir4rossible to
fo:r. a:r 1dea wbich bas no dEtenrined degme of qua-Iity a.nd graatity.rrAbstrac" ideasrd hs conti:nres, n are tharefor€-i! tUluselvei ina:.-
v iduel- . . . . r r (p.20)

70. !r:eat., b. I, p. Ir sect. I1 gg:. J-2.

7t. Ibid., e. 63?.

72. IuL{. 
' 

p. 19.

?3. Ipid., p. 19.

7+. Ioid., b. I, p. IT, secf.. T, 9. 45.

75. fbid., b. I, p. I, sect. Tr, o. 10.

?6. rbid., p. 10.

7?. !oid., 9. 63?.

aa'rlo. f:Ejg. r C. f r p. I1 D. O.

79. tiris alryrears 3ss !s ]ingnisf-icaAl3 closed aaci 
"herefore 

will be
acceoted i! sgAtue of t-he refblrEd to response of the arlgrrmen',
u;dor cousiderabion.

8C. Etr.rers e:ror is uosi, ::oigrrntlSi' e*r-ressed in the sentence nhich
coacludes ^'h,is argu[eat: rrilotr as f tj-s irr['ossibf-e to forr aa idea
of an objectl tla'- is lossest of qrarrtity a:d quality, and, yeov i.s
possesc of no precise d,egree eitber; it follors tbat '"here is an
equaa i"T'ossibility of fomi-ry ,. idear tbat is not li-qited and
confirced h bd.h ihese oarticufars.tr (p. 20) If rtba'"r i^a the
gro'lesi-s refe:cs to robjectt as riould be most na4uur?.1- to suopose,
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tbo. the pronositioa is tnee bu'u is o! Do us€ to Er:me; if, on the
other bandr i'. refers to ridear, then this fits irr wlth Euners visru
but is false.

81. ieben rurd Lehre David Erue t p. 33f.

82. Droir!.ssus und Skeosis, p. 123ff.

83. lhis certairrly is uot beyoud al'l dsqlt. The text leads: trthat
custot[, r.lLich. we have ar:qqi-rr d by srr::vegri-ng iheun (i..e. r the in-
di\riduels), tnrt tbere $as ao Eeltioa of c rsr:re3ri-egt before,
or-ly or aa aitacbing of the sa.me norri to sj-rqilar i.udivid':als.

8l+. prirolgglsa! acclrFacy is naturz-Ily aot our coaceo. here.

85. Tbis truty seens to be Greent s opinion. Coqr. Seet. 218 of tbe
nGeneral fntroductioart to the Eue editiou used bryr us (vol-. I,
p. 1?9f)-

a6. 1 . cit. t D. 25.

37. Treai., .@,. cit.r p. 25.

E8. D<auination. 1o". gi:t., p. h1.

89. p. 2J.8ff.

90. Ch. .!E[I, 1oc. s:.t., 9. 39).

91. e. L6.

9". &aurhetion. @., cit., p. 361-

93. i'fenta]- and i'iora]. SciencE. b. Fr ch. T, sect. 2, p. L?6.

94. fbid.r sect. l, 9. W f.

95. ioe. ci ' ,., voL. 1., p. 26o.

96. ., 9. z6z.

9?. $!!1., P. 2A+.

94. &;.gi., p. 265.

99.
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100. Le positivisne arELsis. 6tude sut Stuart EilJ-. Paris, E6ll, p. ILJ.

101. Par5-s 1fl8l, Z vo!.

102. b.. €., voI. I1 p. 41.

103. rbid., p. 42 f.

1O4. fbid., pr. lr2 f.

1O5. Ibid.' p. 43 f.

1(16. Itc we '"herefo=e assrrqiate an ide &ich m ,:-vq to sonethi:ig ntri;l:
. -re do 49! bave?

107. fH.d., p. ll$.

108. toid., p. I4 f.

109. VoI. E1 p. &. Corynre al-so '"be folJori:rg, cbiafly oo-1y a
repetriio of rfiat es al-efrr said !D tb6 fir.st vo}roe.

lfO. Yo3.. E' 9. 2:6o.

r11. Ib id. ,  o.  d+9.
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Paa+ Trrcf

Criticlsm 'n'l Dsselgmi

f. First Prd.ui-oles

t508] 3. E-E s ;a<iF€, Ecry ffidrble as s,rcLr io stay in iogic

as far g5 965{hle ae3 fr.on i:he coutroves5i:'l sgt4physical qlesbions

--kes these c]-ia< ca har& to g=asgr. In ihe doctrile of a'vtritrutes,

for ilstaacet he talb of qoafi'ri-es and of sensations, aJrd of grounding

the forrece in t53 l-<€c, stc., fu. a ley !ub4" Elf well deceive :rDyoue

vbo does not red vc5r carefuJly about the rnetaphysic-'l poi-nt of wier

of ihe arrthoa. I€f-r f oe hsists on a DortB accurate oadersLa.ndi.ng

?P"g" .rrdr* at tb l.efU aargi-a refer to i'Een Jukaderde der i€.sssl-
scbaften 1O1 (1882i.

t ,
t



.nd upou a clos€r er€rrinatiou; he wiJJ- fild ir this i4nrb,i-ality, nhich

j-s irrevitably ruerely aparent, a Do-e urai.lq!,ortaat obstacle. Accustqed

as one is to see idea]i5tls netaph5'siciaas qgeak tbe ]:nguage of ordi--

nar5r reaaisn. rri"h soae nss1f,:'l resersati.olrsr, ihis p:socedrre of theirs

ref,lails conftsi.gr eveo. if tbey do noi atiopt it i-u '"be i:rterest of the

[509] i.dealistic position brrt for -,he pu4rose of eliuiaating rleta-

ph5rsio-r diff5-culti.es.

A clear.Lv articuLated !.deeJisrn, oa the otber bandl irould

actually help with the fjr*. steg of ou.r i-uvesiigatioa. It lies ia

tb,e nature of this poi-ut of viet"- tbat, fimdaneutalty, iru cal.uot offer

aaytLiag'u.iru ail a::aipis of pqrchi-c states; 'crrt tbese se i-vesti-

gations i.ndispensable to ihose nb,o believe 
"ha*' 

they can ec<tend their

lo,orledge beyond pqchic starues. therE ocists todey bardly a serious

diJference of oujlion over the faet '"hat os3rcl'ic lharomera a.re '.he on-ly

i-adlar-s da!3. Drsqf ci-rcurqpect rea-liS irilJ- grant tba'". -dba-' he

az-gues aborl'u rri"b. 
"he 

idealj-st is on15;- -ube use to r,leich '.hese data

can be prut. ilhai tbe o'uherr'i-se so d5-ffererrt kln<is of philosopilical

discipliaes sbare a:cd wbat i:mresses oll '"b.- the rrarristalcabl-e nar{c of

"heir 
affin+iy is above :1'l fls role wbicb. the ps5rcbical Erheaouera ;rla1i

la tben. Therefore, evEn if il ozdi.oary Llle oae qtea-ks of reLations

between i;bings as vrelf as of '"beir 5rropertiesr $i',bou-' therrby uttoding

anythiag presented. or pqrchical-' it is uevertheless .'l so !, '"bis case

norEal -"o inqnire i-a3so the psyehicaJ- facts befor€ ltroueediltg to !tos-

sible aoolicatlons i.o tb.e exbra-neu^"al wcrld. i'foreovert consid€ration

L96
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shor'm at Arst glance tbrt irc' soue of the 6e5f,, irT'ortaut ceses of r.elatioDs

the conceivj-u,g subjcct, i.e., the sr:bject to whom the rebtior. is pre-

seutedt is active i:r a quite cbaracteristic way, so tbt jl these cases

tbe subjective factor coE€s even nore to the fore tba.E in conceiving ihe

5o-qp]led absolute qualities. Indeeci, assertllg a reLation apears i.n

menv cases ',o be cogc}e."ely indqladen-, of asserti.g the existeuce of

the thi-ngs it reLetes. thih:ci4g cf tlrc fifre!€et col-ors or shaD€s, I

s:n ga'l'l tho' si-d-br or <iissi.ui.Lar evea -dthout loore-ng ibai there are

such i.n reality or, errea, howitt€ tba'. the;r a:re noi. ?hus even the non-

idedist uilL beg'in bis investiga'"ioa oy focussus* ecn the ostrcbolorical

[510] eralysis of '"he reLatioaal- pbeooeoa alrd. eioec" !-' to prsside

hin gir"[ art ,n<.ger 
"o 

-"he <mestioa *a'- is reb'.ioa and wbat is founda-'ion.

Oa-ly i;ha crh it 'oe deeide'd. rfie'.b€tr aad borr oDe csr also speak of reLa"loas

betr.'ea tLi-nes. So ee, i;oo, sh:l'l io='.he 
"i.Ee 

bei-g no-. csasid.er'"he

latte= <ruestion.

F:ner s Cl-asses of ieLaff-ous

[517] L l-&at bas 'aeelr sdd abou-' reLa',ion aaci founda'uion wiIL al-lolr

us .eo aPProach cd',ical.J-y firners vi-ess. lbeu the Lat'ue! wila canr5r us

al ong. As 
"o 

iris defi-aition of =el-ati-ou !! roti suf$-ces'go trake e:oAicit

- .

\-
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wby it fai-Ls. Ee ulstakes the coacept of tbe foundation for tba-, of the

reLa'uiqn. Ais g]gSgil!gg!!g, on 
"he 

other band, caru,ot be eorectly

evaluateC trithout firsf e*auic.:rg it in grea"'er detaia. To ti:is purr

pose -*e shell- next anallrze the seve:=l- khds Erua specifies, galticuJerly

rllth resprect to their forudaiions. this assessnent riLl- nithout f\rrther

effort yield an eva}ratioa of ibe classificatiou i'useIf as a coas€cnince.

lhe rclatrons betweeu desrees of a errfli'bv as llel] as '.he !+

la'.ious arong gESqLE!€ are the clea=est and do tro'u' a'. fi:s-t gLaee,

regui-re silec!.ea consj-dera'uioa. theitr nrn6g tlsq5elves elcclude r11 4s161

about the nature of their foudatior,s. I-. 5.s tnrs, thorgh, '"bai arne

cou!-us as rsLaiioas atroaE quarrt'uies not on.Iynnnerica! ones buav a'lso

nagritui.es, aad hence these are uaiters of geouet:c-.y. If one coDsidelrs

tiris circurasi,arce Eore c1ose15 the agnrerri g€rslriqaitif of this class

of rel:.tions is easi-ly lost. 3ut ihis feaiure eiLl- be suff!-cierr-"1y r1-

hrri-ua-ued ul the discussion of ihe other classes. llnrs qe sba-Ll not

need to atteud tc !t seoara-"eIy.

Z. lhe gge. eJld !!4g. relations seea at f5'rst gbnce just

i6J3] as s!.4r1e. 9ere1 too, !,b.6 6:nas tb,enselves i-a<ij-cate '.he kilds

of founda-;ions, i.e., obrriorsly, soati:] :rlt<i'ueuporaA date. Sgace ai'rd

',i:ae1 bowever, cen be very tEffereni kil<is and it is parficrrlarlly neces-

s?rlf, luo 'oe 
ryeciSc because in thefu case t'ae part' pL.yed by the above-

uerrtioned r5-erl abort '"he for:nda-.ions of a relation !s garticulanlly in

portarri. iocke, re sarrr nho Eakes <iistance arrd srrccession tha groua<i
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6f r'l't these drts, could not €scrpe the re]rtivity of rl1 spatlel ead

teryoral- detemLnations rritbsut an5r erceptiod -rftatsocvcr. hue did uort

obJect to tH.s vler, nther he idotJ..flsd h{nqe}f rdtb 1te aubsi;aace,

tl6 m{n o"T'hsis ou ndl-spositl.otrn ln tba cese of space rad o^

rrsuceess5-onn i.n, thrt of ti-ue.I Oro cea !,!obab\y sey tbrt tJei-s 1s one

of thos€ 6rpinie15 ntich beloags to the tredatlon of the qir*cist

school La &glrld, r poiat i,o rdricb. they st1A1 s'ling, evetr lf @ly dth

aou€ Et.g or lsss asseoeti'] roodificaticne. l{or is tbis r.edly ralo qD

the cotj-ueDt. And 1t rnr:Jd se@, tbet it is wJ:tuell.y tako. for granted

by r'l'l tbose rfio ere -oreoccrrpi€d tdth probl.ere of this sort,.

fbat uakes i! 11 1 tbe nore i4lo*.rrt to caLL atteErtlon to the

abov+neotioae'd, i.4rossibllity 6f mc]net176ly r.eLativa dsterd-urt1ous.

No qre riJJ- pretod tnat he cr- co4EErB tro colors rar.l-ess each of ihen

is givo to hi:u b5r itseJf, i.e., uJ.ess be cqceives tbqt both abso}rteIy.

Eqrally, ao oDe ri-ll. b€ e,bJ.e to cf,pafe trro orto.sions unless he i.s

calnble of conceivitg aach of tbo. LudepcoddrtJy. In these ca,ses, tbeu€h,

it ney eas5J-y bepa thst both ldees dapaad on e corolorr thir.'d, deicb ney

prccide !!6 i]1nst64 tbet oae en avol-d. going back to ssne absol:rte co-

tstt; and this IlLlsioa lr1r nell. be tbe eia squrce of the opJ:oioa nblch

ls here !e{ng opoosedo For, i-udeed, nothir€ !.s si-4ier th-r !q cqEpa.Lrs

1 1{n6 of 1J uoters sith oe of 10 netels. Br$ ev@ 1f one ipores the

[5f9] fect tbat rfirt i-s bei.ag ccnqnrsd heae are first ef q]'l tno Egr

blllE-r sne c:ruot {g.ole the quedloa rfiet tbese tno detrt IJ ueters lorg,

I0 uaters loag1 r'e-llgr nen.. Escb i:rcludes e.u. equelity reJrtion; its

\
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€steblLsh€lrt Eey leqrlr€ soEe aru.flcLal- al-des; yet ech of the lat-

ter Inst ti.u:lfy cooe dou to sqoe lest deto:uiaetloa. f3 ooe ettods

to tbj,s it becoes gyidot tbet it t@aLus Lqnssiblc to agply la any

case the uat of E€asrE@eni, tlqa rdLch oae ataats, urloss oae bas an

absoLute ldea of tbe uEit of ueasrueogtt, ee r€IL as of the eorteosioa

to be E€aaured, o, r&ich to bese e judgnrnt of dth6r agrs€nest or

dlsagreemt l.u. soe s€oss.

Tbe o-1y r.oafnfng defalse is th"t +.bls idea of the Lsse

unit of Eea!ilu@€Et 1s nothi.ug bqt e detarilation of the ide of

Juxteposltioal of the begirdng rnd of the end po5ltl end tbarefore

i'-self r.el,ative. TbJ.s obJection rreqrrir€s saa pnelldaary cotftrctt@s

nhlch nsu).d lead us too far afldd. Moreovur, q!€ se€s tbat the al-

leg€d r.eJatlvity 1s smetbl-ug cqrl.etely dlfferot tlm, rbat oue

usuaUy bae i.u dnd rfren sayd.ng tbat steteneqts abotrt Gl*rqion, ale

reLetive. It 1s tnre, bmever, tbat the i.dea of Ju=taposltioa is

r.elative aud therefone fonces qae to take oaa uole step back trc soue-

thilg lrbich trrrrrs oel to be really tbo Lest otl nhich ou! dst€td,rltl.oBs

rest. this i.s the scnsthiag bry v5r€ue of nlich a pJ:,ce l.a the c.ntlrruuE

of a srbJec*,lve qlao.z is dlstlagnished ttou evc5r otber place aad, nilch

tbrefore caa o.Iy be ca,Il.ed a srbJectlve sp.ce dct€:ldnatLm. IbJ.s of

course says notiriag about g!dgg!!-gg pleces. It ls col-ect tbat Eith

resltect to the latter r.al-atJor:s. €nth€r amg obJects or aoqng tbc LEt-

ter rrrd the coace{v5ag subJetl errE of greet l4nrteace' It ls posstbtre

tbat rAtb. rispet to obJects rftr csr gJ-ve ao qtbsr tbea relrtlve plrce
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[620] deltqd.netJ.qas, so tbat, eey, l.u pbysics ae cordd rpe-k of

notioa ead s#. 
--Jy 

Ln tho sgese of rctloa 8nd rest r.eLetlve to ca

obJect. ALl. tbls, tho:gb, does uot etfect the clri-us hee uade, rSl.ch

ccroc€rn oo-ly ldeea and their corrterts.

thrs qac cerr ssyt the pLce dertcrd.l.etioDs gaTeo La thc

slnce ccotJ-uunur S5.ch, Juat beeausa tb.eg e=e pef-s of e coDtinlrt

nrst of coulse aot be tbqlrt of ss polrrts, 8r'e the four.f"i.oDs of

r'l'l spsliel r.elrtLcus. the fact i;bat spa,tlel r.elatlos, sucb as

those of dJ.steucer Ebape, etc., fteqlctly ocgrrr tilthout place de-

tati.natlcns does nst ccostitrqt€ a coeat€ b.st€rce. fbat qe spea.lcs

of tbe f-@gtn of a uetee ls nqt gr@d€d i.u the fact tbrt the reter

dLgGrlce 1s soetbt-ug other tbea a r.ebtdo of ttrc plrce deterd-netJ.cos

to o.e eaotbc, tnt rather la, th€ fsct tb8t l.tr tbe cqrrti.uwn of slnce

infi.nfte$ uany palrs of pot-ute bdreo' tfrtch this distslce otrteLu,s

are posslbile. lrd tbce 1s a.Lso the fact tbet la case tbls dleta:rce

coLacldes rdth, ary, tnrt betno tb ccrtrqa poJrrts of e rJgtdl

uoseble bo{rr it rradergocs no cbaage tritb the uotloa of tbls bo{r;

aad t-aatl tbcof,orer tbe place La Hb5.ch lt is et e csrtsin tire is

aceldotrl ald ss c rula practl.cally utdqor.tflrl. That obrAorsl;J aup

por{s abstract:.6 1}il the plrce drta rithsutr horeve!; i[ 
-ry 

Ey

E]tn{mting thd.r lo].c as the forsrdatio.d the r.elrti.qa. Rttb.err

this role ls el-erslly '11n#rct6{ by tbls 5q-qq'116d lldepeidence of the

distaace (end of tbe saa"irt relrt!.oue derivc'd f@ lt) frsE tb€ place.

For tbls f.ndrpod*e' parc,dd.crl rs tbet ey aormd, 1e the Est r
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liebLe El€n tbst ll fact the plece does not derp@d m the dirteace hrtp

nibcr the dlstsnce cn tbe pl:,ce. ff f cad p esc tro phce dcteld.uatioas,

g thd.r di.staaeel thsr lt 1s clear tbet g la ludapodeat of f, ead E irr tb6

sace tbat the dl.strnce g ca!, also ottrin bgtraa fafhltc(y rnay other

phce dEterdanti'ms. If, therefolc, o.ly g 1s glvo,, actrthc f, aor g

need be lrrrolved. ff, oa '"he othcr hrnd, I eDC g ale givo, ao otber dis-

tance tbaa g l.s possible ald this dlstance ct[ GErlEid or coutreet @]{r 1f

either a dlffertsrt At or E  *q i.u for dtber f, or E Eocel lt 1s aot

[521] g tbat dgterd-ues A and g retherl I rld ! detendae g,. Or, il

geaereL lt 1s possible for earrl r.alatlons to obtsla ooog differst

prtrs of fouadrrtioas; hrt tt is Lqnss1b1e for uaeqr:a3- r.cLetlous3 to Eb

tai! eung the soe or respeetivcly aq'al pairs of fsqndat!-m<. Cqse-

queut\rr the pJrce deterd.aatl.ons ale tbe forurdetiqas of the distance

rELetioue ead not eurtersaly.4

9o fer re bave dea-lt exchsively ritb spattrJ- r.eLetions; -trut

it !.s easi.ly seo tbrt tbe case of the t.,"eorzJ- rel:tJ-oas ls 'aef6gous.

Ia coupnr{.son rrith the doctr-i-ne of spati:J- ldee.s, thet of teq:orzJ- ones

bas hltber.to reqei-aed a ratber neglected ebaptc of psycbologrt uor of

course l.s tbis the place to disqrss 1t. Igt the qn^log' bertreo spetial'

and teuporzJ- ldeas brs so fer p:rcved so co4lr.aboalve that lt creates e

fevorable psauro_t5.cn for any vler nhlch 6xtcdq it ftr:ther. I- ls cels

h,ln tbrt c subjectim tdporal eotlnanur 1a r$etevsr it ey ba'iio beo

cqrstltuted, srrely corrqsponds to tbe eubjectlve sPati'1 cot5auu;

and Just as tbe latter Fs!$i-Ds 
-tst'nged 

rfieqr the subJectr rdrlcbr as tt

(
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narG, cg-:#.ss lts s'hjeotlve ryace rith 1t, che.uges its posiltlon lrr ob

Jetlve 6p3ce1' ao lt cen slso b€ ga5.d of sttbJctlve ti.Es thst the flon

of obJcotlve ttrc crzrot eh'ige lt !.u enytEng pcnsEtlble. tbo presert

1s for ue todey rfi.ct lt ras yeste.day ead yerrs agor aad riJL perneps be

yeerc lrtcl :ad tbe seE goosr for tba re rote perit rad nrture. thet

rfis3- ls at $irst Lu. tbc pleeeut or ffiure !'s lrter la thc plesot or pastl

ls ao rore e cbs,pge of srbJ*tilve tfi€ tnn, 1t csa b€ cslfed a cbenge of

srbjectlve qra.cc rdeo ea obJect that bss fLsst beo sosed retber far to

ihe Lofb cos to staad to the rlglt becase the strbjet bas pcbaps

15?27 ttrEod lts beed to tb€ loft. Ard Ju'st cs spattal relati.os ean

be traed back to pLce deiteruir,tios, so t4rr.al- r'slrtious m.st bs

redretblle to taorrf detodnetios a'e tlsir l4st dat3. One rdro nrrts

to grood :1r s15. tqolzf pUaru fa gggegig1 rrrld theafole

ouce agri-u rab tb d.dab d gldilg thco cn a releticsr dl1e at

the saoe ti-r h€ d{ilrvls lt d its foqdetloas.

3. Hf! tf al-<c of rel,atiqus so fgr cqrsldsced ere deters

Ei:a€d aad eirsuscdbd, tsy tb arinss of the forurdatioar tbat of gigl-

tafltfr oa tba c'tb H.1 is uot tJ-€d ta a:ry prrtlcuJrr ldnd of follrd:-

ticos. lisialc !c tlE crsc, ru.oued Jaterl i-u lbich nhole coqtlo<es

of attr.ilstos sElrnt .s tUqde.u-@s (es l! cpesldDg of tbe si.uiJ:,rity be

trecq tm E 6no t'$11€h tiiffq.ot eoateats re5r be lrrrolv,Ed)r tbs idlo6

does farot f$6 nFr{eaficr of the *a.1 trsirtlor'ltJrn to lbe ggrsolTr
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quaaities so-calledo Yert one Elrsaks just as natrrr.ally of s:-uiJarity

arrng sbep€s. Nor does arryrthing but cusbortr keep us flou spealciag of

sirira*ity ales i3 the case of size. lhis rpuld be coatrary to tbe

geouatrS-cal- Ii.oguistic habits; brt, tho, the geoustrical- ccrcept 5.s

Just one (uatbeuaticellf justifted) sE€cificatioD of the ueaning Bth

ttbt-cb tbe nord. i-e i-u fact used outside or ratheuatics. Nor is this a

proposaS- to extod the orrdilary usage brt Eet€ly aa atteqrt to keep

tbe Latter ftsa causi.ag tbe nature of tbE relati'o i-a qaestion to be

nisunderstood. hrt an atterot at definition norrld trere be of Erch

l-ess help tho- a.u obvious e=4t1e.

One does not hesitate to speak of the si-i'l--ity of differot

sbades of the 5:rq s6].e1 nor of tbat bertweo colors coas,i-dered 3uo be

rliffelplf; speci_ficr'l'ly, one finds this si-uiJ.arityto be the greate

the closer the tno coJ.ors cqlard are i.u' tboee a:tificia.L order

E64) an=a.ugeu'cnts caLl-ed g6!q3 1ine5, sur:facesp and bodies, r

spectivelyr depsrdjrrg crn nhethe one beliewes the best arralgeuat

to be oae- r tno- r or threedi-uensioual It -Jould of csurse be eF

loneo[ts to believe tbat tbese anangeuots grovj.de a.!!€aDs for do

f5rri-ng or elqllc,inirrg ihe siri'l:-ity rebtion. To say tbat rr!€r or

less s5-uiJarit3r 
--':s 

nothi:rg but uore or less pro:ie.ulty i.n' the color

ccatinrun nould therefore be i:rco:rect si-ncel !atbe!, none or less

groxinity in the color contifinrn calnot nean alythilg iart uore or less

siril-rsty. For rfiat rrotrld othEnrise be the principle by wLich the

sever-a-l colors are arTaaged? Evsr if the coratectj-oa of the discrEte
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dste iuto a cmtimalq, ls not excllslvely the t€su.It of ca orderdrg

ec^uirityr lt is yelt cleer that no a:rralganent cra bs nade bcfore the

nearest avrjl:,ble dl.scrrdta ere glouped ead thereby orrclered iu tbe

rwgLutio. To idotJ.fy sildLsdty i-o, geum'l rrith pr$-dty i-u a

?"'tity cqBtinurE ls of courso orEn uole i.rqroper. For tbeae 1s

s{Fir'rlty aEong tb€ ideas of ta6t€ aDd of anel].r evo thorgh no rsal

coati:nnu bave beea gahrsyed j:r the doadl of thcse seases. (Tbis,

tbotgh.r bes its grorud aot in tbe uetule of tbirgs but, rather, il

f.ba cl:cnrsi'taacc that our lrrtellectra]- deveJopoot se@s to rAverf us

ftou, tbese qtaAlties so ths.t attotioa aad lnlgj&Lti-olr: as tbey becoae

uore eflliciot by vjrhre of exerqise, trrrn rcre and uore arey f,rou.

then-) -ftILe oe e:r ttnrs aot sry that dere there 1s 5{ri'Inrity,

tbere Erst be a qpa-lity cotj:rmur ths corverse is certail: nLee

the differeutj.atios of a ccrateot ca be ar*arged la a ccnetiuruml

there is al-so the €<s@,ce of a sril^dtt. tbis being the casel

notLtng staads j.a, the ey of a1rplyia the te::u 5irilqrily to qnce

ard tiE€, pr:-uerUy t-Lns tbat abso}rte q)ec6 and tiue deteruircrtions

are tbe nore siri-l:r tle elosc they are to crre aaother. The sala

goes for tbe dlffcreaces i.u u,s5-cal- gttch. (If one souetines sa5rs

tbat tbe octave is Eor€ si-qilar to the key uote tbsn the secoDde oae

1624) obrrlously llrinrn of souetbirrg other lhon pltch.) .lgainr tUe

sal4 go6s for the E11p!g1' s6rles 11Lich is of cor:ree discontl-uuous br5r

natute, eveo tbougb t!5 an-'l6gy to the cases Just consldEred 1s

gueraateed by tbe Ere pgg5i!ilLigI of the f5.ction q1 3 a15to61 lin6.
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Oue rill edduce agaLnst this viEn orr lilgrristlc sensibilit1Es

nLieh clearly resist the applJ-catlon of tbe rprtl csirilr;itlf to spetial-

or teqlorzJ. deterd.natioas. hnguage, thor:ghe rfrl1e grelnrd.ag the rrey

for sci.eqtiflc chsglf5.eatioa, yrt notor{,ously oflcn requircs s!b&€Ert,

sLace it bapp<rs frequerrtly tbet the *-e thing bs.s alJ.ff€rut E8!tsrs ss

tt a;rynars ln differelrt forms or pertaps oaLy ia dl.ff€lsdt ccratcoGs,

rdereby a gsreral te:n is kept frou' beilg used in a per.t, of tha dqEai.lr

to di-ch lt can Jay clain. One rbecten tbe kettladrrrn or the tyrys$r,

tnrt does aot nplafl tben, elthougb they app€ar Bo dqE as urs!.cal l.np

stnueats {n L scqlo oad altborgh rbet is she.red iry the beadli-cg of

vtoli-usr flutesr hasps and orEius aad i-s i.u the case of these i-astnr-

amls qr1'I 6d npLey5^ugn is nuely a]-so to be fqrsrd i-a the case of tbe

kett]-e-drrn Si"r-.larlyr it rorrld seeul it goes rith qnce and tiue:

one does not sp=,k of nors or less 5{ri]-rity of space and ti:ne deters-

ninatiols because tbe sho*er erqlressioas trnea^le and farthd ere

used irastead. For the rest, I relr€at, ry coDc€tln here ls not p!o-

posals of linguisti-c rsfor:u. tnt nerely to csIL attaution to nhat sess

to ue 5.ryortart, na.uely, tbat the relati.oa of sfui-Ja:ity 1s aot

restricied to aay oae cLass of {'-]{ties brt i-s aot less jnrvolved.

vith space aad tire tr''n .J.tb, r'l'l 545ery q-litiesr even tbotlgh it

J-s not a}.zys identifi-ed by naue.

hrne's v-lerr agreee rith tbls result rcre Lu apgearance tbaa

1rr reeAlty. f,i5 g'1 .{r !!3! :'11 relrtioas i-avolve sld.brity 1411es

ildeed lts being i.nvolved Ln ell possibl.e forndattqas. But for qnt5.al
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drta he does not Eeetr br5r tbis thet thors sro Eolcr o! less sld.lrr sp8urI

dsterrEirtstions, btlt Earely tbet thatavcr is to swe as tbe foundrt1o. of

a spetJ.al r.elrt!.olr Erst b€ siuilsr to it i.n bE 'rg itself sprtl.ol. tb€tt

1625l forel cid.Jarity rould upor h1e rid aot oaly be lgggg4llg to

r'I1 k{wlc of forudrtions but e,lso bc rsqutrca foE q'11 E-uds of r.elrtimst

rhi.ch could act rdtbout crtl-flcinlrty bc bdd of causa^Iity aad coatra-

dety, aad, sv€E no!s6, rfnu.td roveal i+-sal? to be co4l1etclyrratoeb]-e

i.u the case of difference. So I sbell. rst;tr.ln to thrs poiat rfio co-

sideri:rg tbe Lattar.

4. iboa dui be says, tilco is Do d@itL eboui the foradetiou

of the r-lrtio Er e-lls cotlaridv. It is tbo ed.sf@ce ead acm-

existace of oae ad tbe sar objcctrt Occrsi.cae.Lly 3JE 83yE eqli.cttly

tbet, str&:tly speki4, Dttd.ug cLa ca. b€ call€d..oatnrry.5 Alt the

u,ore dorbLfrJ- it ls 6stbc tJe rrlrtio rdrich tbeee foundetiqas y16ld

irrs tbe sao statns as tba so trrr co.d.&rcd. Eil.stqce end uoa-

ed-eterce, rh- sr5rc, aasAoy 
-ch 

otbc eod are per{ecrtly lacoontible.T

Lockee in l"i-. dstrS-u of bori.ag, bad elready spoko of tbe lacou

patlblllty 1a tb list d tb Dttt i4ortali rsfrtioDs. Caa one eey

tbat establishi.q tbat tb qi.stac6 rad nc'red.srt.sc of a tbirg ale

colpetibla !.s th. rsli d cqarCng these trc ideast The easus cae

dfl fild Eitbg bcitrtilg !s negati:e. tbs c4rvlag.of tno auch

cout€Elts loy yLfd tH.r dlfterocog ot P€tbsPsr cg &ru bLuself na-

tlous, ths43 ci;r-r{t'', tEt to assol+ tb61.r cc4ottbiAity or irrcou
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petlHlaty i.s aouertH-rg cql-etely dl"ffesrt. lS do ruderstead t,bet

guch a cLais dspeods o tbe tro conteutsr and to tbi's qteurt cqr'l{ng

thm. fouadatJ-onlr.socs Justtflcd, yeb re arc aot feced rdth e cor5nr{s@

of tbese forudatlors. Rltber, rF brrre c@6 u!r@ tbe ttr-Bt ease rhere

tbe dofi-dti.ou of rdrtt.qes rff.ch Incke geve rad hru rceelfted ao

loager eufllces.

15267 5. Att","ftiag to flnd thE folrdet1os for tbo trp c]asses

of gSSClilI and of ldcqrtltvr arr @cqurtcr i-D both laarrwut*iebJ-a dif-

f;leu1t1es" to beg5re rdth tha fomr causrlityr l-f hrrc' s eall5rsle ls

colfoqt, spatSal ccntlguityS aad, un4,esu.oebl54 $rccessJ-olg a$e !rE-

{uired. Ietl as bes beo natlcned befcel t56 qqrrt€qts beva aotbJr€

to do ritb tJre pqrcbl'c coryrrJ-sion r&lch accorti.ng to h.Es !-s osseqtisl

to lt. Tbe5r'-hrs earnot be cr^alsd foudeu.sas of this r.elrtisn. [or

of courcc ale they bai.ng cory€.sed. So rs ele stiJl f\rthcr sny S@,

the coneept of relation rdth rfricb. tp bavo so lrr ror*ed tban ia tht

Lact csse. Nor rrould a tbeorT of ceuseLlty dlfford Sm &rera ll

tbis respeet leod to e differot lssolt.

Viltu.e.llf, the s8r goes fot ldcctitn uhicb for 6una lacludes

aot cn\y equsffty of csatota lart ols or bsel il tbe !r.D!,Ga U r.hicht

as found, Iocke as a r:ra.Ia ugee tbi.s totd. EtEB i-u tba csse flhich FraE

gql'tc g@srel pqEeptlon of idcnrtlty (probrbly he ryae the tdotlty cf

a tl'i-g sbich ls tbrongbout ssE€ tL!B lateraL gavo J.a sersou-oa; pcts

baps at lte bcgLuri.ng end lta ad, or at tno otbc poots of it)r E€
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brve eJ^sor rfreo stesC.ag rdtb thc pryehlaalJy gtvro, not oly +,he eq.qlity

of tro ttd.age 5rt the cqtlanrors trragii,l.ou of tho. i.do one ruotb.crr cs

6s 6ss63l{c1 aorrst tu@t of tt. }[oFvr6r, Ifrrx t6 uort brocusct€ rbo

holdlng thet thls casc sboril-d. bc clr.card rrlth tboac 1tr r61sh trc sfurl-

traeqrc obJedg ere befug co4eled.10 Sumly oalgr oe obJct is pre-

cat; tbe cGr1ea.tsoa t&i-ch. tekae pbcc 1s bctnea tno contda sDo of

ntlch is sasu.ously proeqt lbl1s tbe qtber lc EEo\y :rocobGdl i.c.,

trc oqteqts r&!'ch, enra tbough otbsrrd.so eql-ately Gqq.cJ', rr.e yet Lt,

erly csss t.'qorally di'ffel.eErt. TH.a shffr tbat ee@ l.a. the crsc of the

E64J rL'TJ.ost ldotlty cLrLus of tH-a Ead, mrc caEpafls@ of ce

tete does uot $rtelce. Ratb,erl u<@11r Eat b€ roaorted to. Ucuory

u.gt vsuch for tbe astEi-l errsto.cc of g@€ state ef 8fftlre at soro

tdna (ao r.tte detbee of the ryso tr*€ot or tho uore dlctent past) es

nell, ss for tbe eoti.mlty of the traaglti-qn, betures tb.e trc po{z;6 i-D,

tLEe. }{oalyr, horever, does aot es sacb grorrnd Judg@te sb€Et F

leti.qas bnrL ratbe a Ju.dgEEt rbqt d-gtoce. If thJ.s cirsqusts!,ce

(nhlch, by the Ey, es rs sbell- sce, al'so otera 1rr ceusel.lty) ls colr

sldered.t then idcutity beces sqaottdlg eutlrely different ftsn n:r

tbe Li.dg of reLau.os so f8r coaaldcr-d and docs aot cxLlblt rlytH:rg

oae corld celJ- a fqudetl.@, l.D the sase Lu rilich rc brve so far qe€d

tbe rcrd.

6. Lst ns tiaef:V tusr to dlffe::anee. EurE thorgirt tb.st it

ogtrL ncrt, bo e.ouutGd as e lCnd of reletJ.snr'abce lt 1e not ::ealJy e
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rd.rtl.ou tnlt rrther the dotrl' of oee, €tthc of sf:ld.inraty or i.dutitn

thothcc tHs ls cortsct La the lrtter ctse, of sobo'll€d rnrra.i.cel divq+

cttyl ue D€Gd aot dc!.dc. &rt lt nrgt bo strase€d tbat ftrlot s rlcn of

tho foac docs ud 6hrd::p rudc:r close dlsit.or. EVo to cqdrcgt

dlvcatrty dtb rf.d.lrr:Lty ts bcor-ccrt. hE) tbJags e-. rsAl b€ s{'11-'

rad yct et tbe sau tinc differ:ot *co, cne snstbrl (r:ot urely nnmrl-

eally, brrt sko qur.litati.vB1y). Indeed, tnsy rJ.rcyr cro. Otbsrrdcc s€

rgtlld 
"'rr 

tba, sln..r end uot sLul]sl. tlEt 6va' lJ coe trkes trdl.ffcsotr

to b€ sgn@yrcras fltth 'dJ.Bs{r{'l'Jr r t€a. r&ose acgetlve rcr{ng 1s

mnire€t, tb€lo roeLns tbe fect tbet tbe pspehio lxFocesc nEch takas

pJrce nho oe estlblLcbes the diaaidJ.erlt5r or dl,ffersrcs of tuor

qualitl.es su,ch ec1 aay, ibluer aad Fgrocfir, ls rt tb€ dsri-cJ. of the

s{'r.|i'{ty relrtlou bctmo theec tno cotsts. Jrr,st csa,stdel rdrt

coqil1-cat!.o, tbetr noJ.d be. I carnot doy ctuila:fty to bluc, aor to

streetr trrt oly to both; ltis arn oly -ar. tbt I c@ItaFa blle ead

soast 8Dd tbet the raeult of tbis ecrqari.ng 1s sucb tbat I nrrt deny

[528] lts balreg s5-uilan{ttrr. frrtaogpccdoD does uot povlde the

Lc8.st €nf,Ldsce of tbis cqrll,aatJ.o Bolr fqF tb,t urttcrr of aegetioa.

tbe perce{vIag of tbe slO:rrt'ty i.u tb€ @,6 ce6o end cf dt ssS-uiJa::1ty

or diverslty lrr th6 qthe arq tno plocesres of th€ saue kindr equrafy

siryIe; aeither of rdrlch cea be r-daccd t: +-Le c'+-!a-' 5o cne Eta.v F

cognLte tbat dlfferqcc 1s aE urch of e rclaticn as ls sircilrllty.

If mce tbls ls c*.cblish€dr !t 1s non ce4ll-etel5r c1er nbat

to mke of tbo 1q!6 Frm gtves to si.OJrrtty is a coudttlsq fqp o11
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othc r.elrtioas. tlbrt he ttns qrecsa€s ls ladeed e poguJs opdoa.

3ue ee5ra oftq: i,he t'ro tblngs A end p ere ao diffqrsrt th,t cne caa-

not cotryale tbeiu lJhet oe forigets ls tbst itr order to bc cbJ.e to acy

tbstr A srad E u,st, el.reeff bcve beeo, c@pcd; r, rathel, oae ugcs the

norril ncqaren ia e DrrEr-orc smro, csf$€ satqrembl€ crly r&rt is

swlh coEqrsLrg, such cs, e.g. I r&at dl.blts e notenort\r gfldJ-sdty

or csztrast. tEth this use of tbe rcld a Bestb,crs@ sy4pboDy oap bdo€d

not be comFared rith a hccd of cnbbage. Prychologiccl Fegloct5-oD, [rst

aeserth'el.css iasist tb^et these tlriigs ale i.n, facl coaqnreblo our

th@ght tbe diftereoce brorght srrt by the coryar+sou ls very great.

? - Tbe :asight gaf.ued S- lhnr a eevaral cl€Eses of re.

Lsti.sns sbrnJ.d srtE5.ce to aa,sre tba quesf,i.o rdretbar hio classl-tL

oatlccr h.c scl-atlfic vef.q.c. Fl-<s{figstloalr, evsr thctogb prl.ua:+fy

ceterbg to folrl- aeds co,ly, ofb€a i41y a rfro1e co4rl.c of el-el.ls

aboqt tbe thi-trss a]-<<ifielr so fiut eccerytlug or reJectiag 4 erq5si-

flcatj.cne traJr Erlt' @t to accqtlag or reJecti-ag a dole theory.

tba -;r +:5k:.s to esvc thc gouad rfioge detetdratictas

t5Z9] ya.l rl fho s*u coor.dilrted cle.ssea. As lcng ee one sitcyu

rrith Iockers rh?rritl+r, bryr dlich '11 r€l:tions dgc caEos of cqnringt

there ale stdcniy orly tF possible g::ornds for c c]rssificati@!

Eitbc. tb,e aafuro of tbo fqudat1.oas belr:g c@ar.€dr or the result of

tbc co4arJ-og. !bo L?tc ts of couree detoad-ucd by aty tno dgtes-

nin^+-e fmodatioas el'.bmgh 1t nay tud do€s dlffer for diJferert
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foundatlons (e.g.e dJ-fferen? colora) cf tba EE cfrss. Tbe lrtter

feature Eune uoehars talces l,sto secourlt. Ibat tb€ ftrst guS.des hi!,

et' lest for eone elrsacsr tbare is no doubt. The reletLo.s of slr..cer

tltEr Trarklty aad T"lrty oh.ors\r derive theb dlffqEces feoa thc

dJ.versity of t-ae cstrtcnrts co4ar"ed. Brt tl tLls rreq the cnly g6@d

of the chsstficati.ou., tho fmdati.oas cf tbe cE DtturE couf.d not

posslbly appeer i-n EDlo tben sae of the selvcEt ̂ 'l -Eses. Itrt E:ne clri-us

ergress\y tbatr sJ-uce r1'l rglaiJ.ms pF66rrl,poso ri*|1-'ity umo of th!!q,

*cepft pertaps s:t-:.eAty itself, errcrr ocsuro elsae. !\rrthetore, cen

on6 Dot predicaie eorstancy of a dgterd.aate dqlee of a quality th.qr€b,

a detelqiaat€ '-irul erd does nott tbercforel the r.elrtJ-cn of ideutlty

plesugpos€ a relatio auoug qurlities? lgai-a, lf it is tnre tbatl co-

trerry to ebat Euna tbiaksl differcoce is a r=Letioa, ls lt ast oe tbat

cen obtaia. betteea ceuse rad effect Ju.st es Fla a6 be.brreo' €Edst@ce

ead agrexistoce, rrbJ.ch Ere the forrndatlms of the rslati.<n of corrtregt?

Drt qur refLeti-oas beve already led us to an obJ*t!.m flblch

lies deeD€c. t{e selc forsced to m,1ude th€ leLaticns of identity,

eausality sld coatr.earlety Son ttose grouaded i.o, coqlari.ug; tbai nakes

it <mart-tely drbiors rdrether r&at for tbese tbree relations takes tbe

pLace of cqarS:rg is j.u all. tblee cases oae and thc sate. Tbe rq

latiou of tlrese severa]- r.elaticns to oe another rrl3 bave to bs deteF

[530] Eirr€d by l\:*,her irrvestigatlos. gut rfrai bas beo said already

uakes it plauslble, uot to say eviderrtt tbat tbey i:evolve grqunds of cqb

periscr of a kj:rd such tbat the four cases of the reletions of co4rarieon
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app€,lr ritb. re,spect, to theqr not as farr lndepodot ld.nd.sr trrtr et

uost, ee four coordlcrte ldrrd.s of a silg1-e cne (tbe reigtiou of cou

per.t-eo).

B'rt 16t us for the ti-oa beJag sttey witb tbe Lst-oenrtioaed

cla,ss for tilich the nrture of the forn&tJ.as na7 trell 5r1ola a ground

of classifioatiqa. Accorrdlag i:o Eb.ut es Just said, tbl-s ssu-ld clrly

be possible 1f sisiJ.arity rur.€ srperorrflrated to the other tblee ldrrds.

hrt tho a asn diffior.Ity atr4)ears. The disJuactlco: queatlty, degree

of quli'.y, space aad ti-rrc, is i,nco4rlete. For the qpal-ltj.es tbe-

selvcs tray be cqnred icespective of tbelr degree. Nor do tbe tbree

ue6ers of tbo giveo di.sjulctio real1y ccbde each other. At the

very Ieast, aad dEtersilattors of space and tiue will soou

clash. tsesidesr o:ae lay qrestiou tEthcii sfd.Lerity is tbe oal.y re-

Latl.; strD€Forrdj-Dated to the othere. For rre discovered tbat diversity

or, respectlvely, dl.ssl-dJari?y, is also a rel-Etl.oa; aad of eq|sl-tty

not wen a rlord, is bretbed i.e h-at s cf:,ssi f\ cati-on. Perbeps be

tbirtks of the latt€r as a 5p€si€-l cese of s:-ui::rtty asr E{I1rB :secd.lyt

did J. St. Ei-ILtL ldel ',bcngbl sbgl1 see tbet fu naly ceses siu!-

l.arity is rather a qecial- c:re€ of eqrality.

Daoogh bas b@r. sai.d to shorr tlat huar s classification i-s

orrEeoable. But it glfl b€ b€st lfr bafore tryi-Dg to co:reot S15er s e1t'

!er1 rr€r gLa.nce qdclcly at other elasslficetlous nldch have been prodrced

either try EuD€r s school or at lest (not to pFJud6-€ ibe open questioa

of Las lnflueoee) bry th{nkq13 iatel't ectualJg aldn se hin-
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IV. Tb,e ReLettoas of Co4arison

Ee+q I. lle norr urst atteryt to brlrrg tbe va$.ous cases of lrb

Latde,s uder a genc.l- po!:rt of viq ia a satLsf,r,etory Ey. For

tlis purpose lt La adrlsebla to beg'ir nitb thc si.4J.est; nrg tbe

i6tt?] fore consLder first tb6 lreLetJ.oas uost fad1i:r to us fu

rrbet be;b;eo s:id so fal, n.m'lyr tbosc prodrcod W ccr@arllc. Ag&t-u,

the coryeriso of the sirgl,esrt posstble attr.iJntes shorrld flr* be ccm-

sl.domd.

The ce4nr.i-scn of tlo ettr{butes, ho*eran these d€trl be cql-

stitrrted, can o-1y 1.ead to qe of tno :resrrlts: o, the oae i:ea<i,

equal-itf 6 the other, :.uequaffty or dlf?erocei the cqJ.etetess of

this disjuacti.ou 5-s uuqrrestl'oable. Equaf attr{tntes are ofbea, tho€h

i-uacaratelS call€d 1d€qrticsl; Leter re sball see tbat coqflefie egtee-

uerrt or €quelfty 1s neeesse:3r bat aot sutr:.Gtqt for ldentlty i.a tba

strictest 6GErs6.

SLncc there cenost bc a tblrd 1n additiqr to €q'r-lity aad

differorco; there is of cqrtso ao such thi-lg as tbc coordinat€ posltLo,

tftLch ore usuJJy graats to ELdladtv. Uarry i-Evestl€s,tote src to bold

(uE ser this la the case of J. St. lfaUE) tbat tbe eoret .l{sJrnctl.on

i.s betno, s:-Ctartty and dlffcocel eqrrrJ-lty bsfJtg sDlV'a gpecC:,L csge

of sirilarity. lbq i.s, bornv€r, a flrrid boqD&r? betwee sfuilar and

disslrd.larr tha Leiter of rd.ch r.ould LIr tbis cagc bava to eoi.ucide rdth

differcrrtl but not beLr€o, c4re-f rnd. uacquel;l3 1t rtortd tbmfore be
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ruuetlrral. to pnrt the csses of equaffty and son€ ceses of :.nequrl1?y pnder

tbc hee*i.g sf 6rr{]-r{ty nbile prtti.g tbe reud.rrirg cs,s€s of lnequaAity

t6t8] uader the hesil-g of diffcoce. fr*hoonc, J.t is difCleult to

concsive hqr the coaocft of equrlity ccnrld be pdoced by detod.uiag the

conceryt of s'i-dJarl.ty. Fiaally, th{ c flvldon !u!E bead cn sgaLa!ft,

li:rguisLic ussge; for soontbJ.ng daleh la equ:^I trLll uot es{y b€ o-11od

siraler; o. thc oorrtrcrlr, b5r crl.lr= sonathJrg si-ld-lar one ag6ats, fo!

tire nost part quite coscJ,oualyl tbet tbo.e 1s a.Igo a diffm,cc.

The d.s'undestandirrg uay bave beo facilltetad by lbe faet tbat

rbat oe c-'l 1. slrdLarltJr as a rr.lIe blis cr,l'-'.c be a lnrrLlar sgFs@6t,

ioe.2 88 €qna'l{ty of a p*r- of 'vhe eLssts. H.ght r.ed aad derk r€d

end grea el cq c8n pess for siuiJ.a,re for botb ele col.olne 6tc. ADd tbt

uakes tt p)au,sible to rcgard €.!n.1{ty 8E e caso of ext':reoa s!.uilrrityt

s{ri'l^dty as qner of fuqefccrE, cqqa.Lity. &t oa a closc F?Et*tlon

thie eperroce is coly tba reslt ol aa laacerr^late qlress:loa. 9trict\y

EpeoH-Br the- is !a :qqa1.lty no degro of pc!.fctloa. l&at is eqrl ia

per{ectly 6qEs-f rad riBt t-s aot pqfcstly equ-l is not eqq&f et eIL. 1\lo

coryles ca be er'l'led frfr"-r oDIy L:f a'11 eoastlbrerrts are eqral; if they

elc aot o'11 qotl '-h€6 t&. co4llenras $Fo Err€{r.a.Ir lr=espectirc of

stSthor tb =*,er of onqoa.I qlmgtt5 Ls Largc 6! qta'l] . 0u the ot'hcr

h-.dr thce a13 d€gF€€s of r{ril"'lijr .just es :::OUtaUfV rs a verl-sbJ-e

E cea Lacr€aso; tut the forue ls es lacapablc of reacbi5g eqoal'tt5r ss

the 1\rnctioa I is of r€achiag za'o. lDd lt is just as ld.staksl to uatcc

equsUty i-uto e cr:t6 of q{'{la'r{ty.
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It enVtbllgr tbcee cosl.dcu:etj.ms aggest tbe rodrctJ.on of

l{rilrilty to equlttn cvo thougb 1a e sose co4lJrtc(y dlDteent

llon the oe Just neqrti.oaed. For r&rt te ear La tbe FT'16s of r-d

rnd greol of 'rndgbt led eld drrt lcdr ls ro frr Sc b€d.ng aa &-

ceptl.cr tbrt ane d€ht nell relsc the questlo rddtbc pcteps not

g!! carcs of cidJarAty orglrt 1o 6" ar-ryzod. Ln tbl.s ey. Bna1r rct,

of ebstnctim pl{rsEFpoees e pluel.ity of dssts :Jr i:br eozto0 pr

soted to lt; orry ect of ddadaaSlm Erst plodrce sncb e p}ud5.3n

t5tp] It fol1om tbat Ebat Iacke and Fnm c-11 5'l4}c i..los does acrt

usrit tHs aelal et laast, not La tba aose of bd-Eg ldeas nhose ce

tat J.s e sl'ugls el.arsrt. on tbo othe! baDdr tnmgbt the cmcti.o,

bcf.neu a,bstractioa aad sl.udlrdty bre bo@ nEtiesiz€d too uch lethel

thq- too LattJ.e 1n psJichclogr. Ictr diffccrrt detcldrrtloas of oac

cad the sene eontcot Ery eolFcgtly be oalLed d.dJ.arl tld-s claLu

beirg ebd.ef,Ly grtruad€d on rhat cen be oqu8q1r neiLl' gbstt8ctcd. flm,

eithc. Ihe =ore cqrstttnots t'bet sglecr thc fce tbet do.rt egeol

tbe gutes !!6 s{rllq'.ity. tloa tbl's oe i.ocdLetely eoncbdcs tbel

ttds e.y of looki.ng at tbe ntter cea ceftri-oly be agflied v*7 rd.dcJg.

The qrresu.on is crly rhether lt coYers a'11 sasgs of cccaeriao of

queJ1t1es. TbJ.s qresttonr 1t E€@s; dqcodr m the allrlor to aootberl

noraly, rficthcrl ,i.a c:se the coordir:r'"a dstendaetisas of e stnglc eo.

tot for. e c€atj-il@r the nrder of lts cqloots eithc tlFh or 
-t

bccna ltrfinits. Eor otr€ 1s for:cd to soraotHag of this so* 1c es5{5

secle If LB tbe casa of bl:re 8Dd. rcd. re acecpt sae (or ceveral) co@r
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eleuents ec:=esponding t,o tbe $gtd coiorr then one cer do the sare rrith

tbe differ-st shades of -oIue, af i ef ehicb bave il coren tbat they are

blue. giri]ar]y, ono establish€s s6ysral- g:zdations withiJt the dif-

fererrt sbades, tJeeo gradaticrrs rdthia these gradati.olrs, and so onr ad

lafinitun; :'t1 !!65s beir€ dfvisi@s Dqitb6! Eore rror less artitrarSr

tban tbe dis*,ilctrions of the traditicmaa classes of reds bluer gleerl ald

so oa, t,he transitions betwes rrhicb' arc equally ccnttirntous. Each of

tbese divisisas nould entaiL tJre srryqnsi'c.cl3 of coren deteEuirrilg eL+

uerrts. Tbat shots tbat al evobralltrr iafirits coryLicatioa corrld not be

avoided. ff oae eccepts it, therr ne cal to eIL cases i.n rdrich it is pos-

slb].e '.o sg-k of coti-uur:a of qralities ap-oly tbe grlneiple tbat sj-ui-

Lrity is pa:tiat agreen-nt.

t550] It is uot here orr task ta 4lore '"5s ir!'Iications of this

irrfi.nate coryricatiou qf 3 hamlm +arsrtry so si.o_Ie. 3ut 1et

me recalL a11 arguldt of fu's ddch he adducesl irr defsreer prinasl-lf

of his theorT of absttagtioe irt pcbaps a.Lso of the tbeorlr of s5''ltle

ideas, cci *Lch, if it stood up, agu.li. frorn tbe very beg'Srniag uake it

iryossible to groceed es re tried. I-u order to orove tbat there ca.a be

5inil-fly Eitbcrrt agna€qt ia a coren dEteluination, aM ]ater c.rrs

attsrtiou to th6 ela.ss of 5.i4le ideas sbich the rierr he ol4loses cou-ld

i:rfect rrith a cqtr.adicticu. AIJ- sjrryle ideasl he cLairsr-eee sj.uiaar

to oae :rnothea i^E beilg e]'l 55l-1"' and this velA si-4llielty ereludes

a:ry co4gositionr hehc6 a.tso the e:c-stence of any dete:gilatio jn l&icb

they coutd 
":t "gr..".14 

Eere, tborgh, one sees eesjJyr r€ ar€ fa\:ed

!|.itb a ccnfqsd-on betrno aa idea and. its object. By a s5-o-1e idea oae

cen oaly E€eJr one r&ose obJect is s!-ql!e' bct not qae wLich lras tha at-
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t=l-hrt€ sJ.rqlicity. 1 5{r'E1e idea is uot the idea of sirryrle. Sup-

posirrg, 6.5 Ftrn€ does, tbat bLue is a siryle idea, it worrl,C no uore bave

the attrihrte si4[e tban the attribute ldea. It is oo thilg to con-

csive an obJect, qrrite arother rhilg to ccnceaive the cqrceivi.u.E riich

bas tbat object c,s its obJet. It is not the saus to tbLuk of a csr-

tgur and of the idea of csrtarrr. To the Latter ps5lcboJ'ogical- ray of

loolcing at thi-ugs belongs tbe cbaraeterizatloa of au idea as slryla;

yetr as shorur by the Juxtaposltioa of tlro nords of *i frsr'4t, nmirrg,

+--he idea I s5-4[e idear is uot itself a siql].e idea. the ccrrtradictj.ou

on rLicb. ;iune ilsists i-s therEfere not r.ealty tbca.

Eveo. so, if one does feel cqnlJod to reject the su1ryrcsitLo:.

of irrfi:riteJ-y uany detelui-uatioas, tben tbe crly ray ort is to sqlpose

i61] tbat the !E1ta siri'lar bas tro rathc differqt Eeanlngs. On the

otb,er baadr ubat bas beeu seid abort the parUaf agreoent 2'ong el€-

rnsrts renails valid nleerever one does irr fact sacormter srrch agree.

not. Ifr on tbe othor bands one cou€s ulrolr si-uilarlties srppose'dl5f

with:.n a contiJruuJa of qraAities, qle rrill- aot ueed to coasider it aa

ecception itou this pr5rrcipl.e, sjlce i.a these eases thE agreeoefv i!

:'l'l dsteruinations coEnon to alA of tbe contirnrr.ru, is i'rmediate. Iei

oae ri-1i bave to recognize stiJ-J- aaoiirer pr5lciple lry virtqe of ttricb.

the contents cLoser to oue another b tbe coutinur.n are Eor€r siriLar

than t-hose uore dLstantl e?@ thol€h, as oantioned above (p. 201$), ibis

-orilcipl-e ca.unot be adequately defined as proxi-rcity il tbe contj:anun

Tbis nrcbr bomver, r6ui.ns: slri.fa+ty is aj-naSrs 4 Qecir'I

case of di-fferoce. For eveqr if par{i.al- agreoeat or.eqtrality nere
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2. I belierYe to beve eslablLsbed tbe divisloa of aa1 rel-r'-i-qas

of co4ari-scr irrto equaf*y and diversityr arC of the latter lrto sld.-

Ia::ity and di.ss5.d.Jarity.f5 Thls cl.asd.flcstl.on pEys no ettqrtlou to

peorllarities of the contots cqraredr 1.e.1 of the fqundatloas. For

tbe rnge of tbese r.elations i.s in uo Eay li'it€d by the peculiar natrrre

of thd-r forudati-ons. Th€ agplicatio of the ta:s e4=1 aad dl-fferot

is udqrbrtedty Justri-fied by li.ngui-stie rlsager rfratgv€r the attribrtes

eoqrared roay be. one slleaks of the eqq^etfty aad of the tiffeF@ce of

dthee coLor o= toae, a.nd so ct, but al .o of pJacel ti-uer sizes sbepet

aud such; '-bers alo noi tro attrihrtes tbat could ncG bo cor4nred.

tEth reqect to si:d.larity aud dissimiJarity I do uot bsve

llagtrJ-stlc use€e qa ry side. It bas al.redy beco pointed qrt tbat oae

usrra]lq applies tbese tolrls cnly to th€ so-callad sgrsclTr Tr-1iti65 sld

to sbape. Brt prhaps it is cJ.ca-- elreadf tb.ei ?iris does not sufCLce

for ercluti-g tbose rel^atios. It is tlrcnreforo a ulsurrderstaldilg of

tbe tna stste of affai.rs if oe claLus tbet sj:dJ.arity clrd the leLatlons

of spgce aaC ti.u are cootdLogte.

E6Sl7 3rt tn€ bst r.eqar{c qrst not be teko to ueaa tbat orr 
"*."

aad tine relatlos, al-so i-usofa.r as they :rFe ces€s of diversityr are

all f\a'+-!s3 dsta:ui-Det5-ms of eltber sitJ-arfty ol d.ss{Er1 'ritF. RathEtt

it seeas io be a fla&reutal !6asoa for the linit€d appaication of thesa

tcrus that tbe aature of soEe cl:,sses of r-ormdations allors a detcs

d-natioa of the rsLau.on ure pre'eieely tbarr canr be ac}'i eved by ibc ixo

deslgaations, ai-riJa,r aad dissl-dlgrr ddch are prettyvegue efbc: all.
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Thle q!€ sP€sb of the siEil.edty of nolsesr or pcrheps of ti-uirrer but

act of 1ritcb. Thl-s ls evsr clsarer Lu the caec of spa€eo lbc hooge

nelty of thc qrrce corti-ulru $ a'l'I of lte puts, the posstbdJ-lt]r aad

rscogfrlzobdLlty of eque.l digtraces 1n tbe cese of dlft€'t€o3t placesl etc.l

allor|s for the ver? diffetrlut and ccr4'1etely di.su.nct, cases of racql3lity

$bich oe bas l3 EiJtd rdrere spealdag of thc 1qcesu33lrtfaty ol spettrl dis-

ta6ccs. ff j-ast€ad. of ra lsoLated qnce dsteld11a+.loar riboLo coqtla=s

o!, EFa ace,tEately, cqtlr1r1r of P]ece deteed.uaiioas ag3no ss foudetloae

tirsr ael{' aad disfi.ncf fo:rs of ineguallty ePP€ar. lbe Jaeqoality ia the

dilectloa of tno lines ts Pl€clsely @?trtesEqt ia t'bs sd.ze of tr13 nrgle

th€y fo!:ai eqrralitv of a s5agle ptace dsteldJr:rtio rrlth i-ue4re-lsty of

ell qthe.s cbarectanizss the reLetlsa of trp lines of rtich cre usualllr

saJE tbat they eitber trrch qr i.utsrs€ct; Dur ddt€[Eiletions resqlt rritb

ftgrrres; sqlfacos, bod-es, nbere, to be sruel tbc eqllicau.o lltcleeaes

t|'itbgut, bonevE, ef?ect{-g rfrat F|t-osr'ily colccDs Es. siryLe ttqt

otberise alalogors 1s tbe qrs€ of teryoral dstffinqt{oBs aad of t[nbct.

tbe cqileldty is brought about a}a5 by the ilclpsio of rver Ere

co4flicated dsts. i.a tbe t:nradationr rfieeerbry !t becoes F$j.stll:rl-v tar

pogtegL +&t one cst so 'na1rrd6 uct o1y rbsolgto tnt also leLatlve d+

telui.uatlcos, rftich futter, i!5 fl€ silr' end' ss rlJJ- bo lto111t€d oUL egai'u'

caa aLso ocorr i.udepg5dottry aad, ebove all, scna to 61ve ths netbe-

netica-l reflstlo of tb8t gener.ellty rdich so narlccd\y disuaguisbss lt

aad rilich By E8I(€ oe forS€t tbst tbo roulrd on dd'ch !! q1] rcstc is

notHag bJt th6 contilgcct deterd-uetious of PLsce a,nd nuber flm lhichl



?22

t6t+] €Dce nralJr dercloped, they sceo, so rqote. Chenctcristi6olly the

tm airdJ.edty leeppeels in tbe Epe.t{:'l alea (eslde, of coEeel fro, g+

agtriel teluilology) nore l}equot 'y, or cvqr rdth ap*{.r I}equancyl

r&ele it l.s nqt fcasl.bLe to uake thg r€lst--1ae, E3- lrrrcslse, La co4nrllg

cqllJ.cated sbapes. oae spelc of tho rtri1rr{ty of uen, of reg:ional

6Dd so @r and is usraLly uu.bJ.e to spe!ff il, r&atr ss oIrc sryrr tbi.a

s{'fi]"':Lty c@^sigts. the rrre goca for ccr4rlms of eudltorlr sssatloDs

Etd.cb oao couEEr€rs Es rctivcs or uclodles, aad Eo olo

I cauclt hece u4nck !'t 1 thcle hLats ebout so EDy 8!68!e Ict

I beli.eve to beve eborn' tbat aq'-]ity 'qd diyer.:sdty ard, La the cace of

the Lattcrr <iEil"ity and dlsr5-dJrrityr ase reLatiqas rrLi.cht uader

favor.a.bla cC!€rast€Dcas, E.st be the reaflt of evclr coqleriacu of at-

tr{Lrrtesr rc mtte lhat the Letter bs. lld sl.ro i bcltcre to havc

shota'-hgi a'11 qtra"t r.elrtioos of e-nrtsoa at.e ld-nds of eTrqltty rnd

laequellty dstedlcd by thc cp€ci.e.l- Datnresr or pertaps eoryllicctloast

of the ld€gs rdrich scFre e:r tbgir foradeti-coa. Tb,e enruerrtd.o, of tb,ose

i-deasl E gt r'l 1 poadbJ-c, FoJ.d bo of laterest for the psyohologi.oal

an-'lysi3 of sq c6t€Ets, irt, at Fu:d bBdly yidd Arrth€r i-afor:Eatl@

abort ibo natnre of tbe rslaEoas of ceqrsrisoa as sucb.

3. 3o fer to discuss€d ehJ.efly the cc4rarilg of a s5rrgle et-

tr+brt€. I€rt it bas eJsedy bco uastioed tbat cnc 6sa rl qq cqnro

coaqrlcos of attdbrctes. Tbe rcst tqorta* csge of this kiad is the

oE Ebslo eubgtances sse c€Epa!€d rdth oae encrther. I here use tha to=d
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sqbsteae,€ di:aotri ery utepbyslcrJ- pesuposttio, Lu orrilcr to dcs'a-te

rhat l.s c&1].€d f,bs ih{rg ja ccnltladl.ctfrctl.o to 1ts plslrd.tieg. t{bnthe

loclce rad tbe ue:ly other qpocrta of a ldca of arbstoce !g!g, gqgep

diffcrut ftol tbtt of llbrszaca er= clgbt ot tEeg E oaud cqrs5'dcr.

For nrrdly thcc Lc nothtry to cqnle Ln $rbetrDoes ercpt tbd,r prp

edlss; fe cpr ncxt ptrraoac thcofe lt rdlJ. gutClce to look at tbo

l-6557 coc4lt of $bstsnco ss uo rcn tha.u e cqlicati'o of etL{tctes.

In t.bs theory of coqnrd.sgtr the ldlo6retl.o of lubctuces

pr.o&,ces littl€ that 1s aee. For to ql.;dro::e slbstsucos 1s oIy to csu

pare tha rith nspect to thelr att:ribrtes, *blcb ths r.coeLa tbe

forud.etiqas of tbe r.eLatloas. If oae seys that ae picce of a;ge.r Ia

crsgtc tbaq andberr th€n qre bas cqa!€d gqstator? s€Eset168; 1f

@e ssJrs tbrt ole picce of clsth is brigEc tba angthelr it ie e

ugttcr of a r.olatl.oa befiroo colors. Olrs Ei€bt gospcc*- tbat tbs'e is

aa ceptioa Lu those o.s€a r&er€ the r6olo coq).c- ls co4rered to

e,uothoa, ass €rgoe rdren qe f,tnds tbat trc pople ere d.disr drd

qas lkrrkr not, Just, of their exlsrlel eltE€rgrtrDcc trtrt lacludes tb€n!

rdro)-e rcy of bebavilg. Ist dftrn Ja tbLs cgae rfret ese cuper"ed are

tbc ringte dgte ilatisns. Hhat distingulshes the case 1s EofV

that orc addsl as it larcr the serttal reaaltar ca::fag the obJect co-

sidor€d eld..lan or dJ.sa!.td,lan: depo'+t-B o rdrcther thc rLd.J-adty or

![6 dr eqi rrt 1 -rltryr prelfail-s.



?z+

4. t&at bes b€@ Estd sbor6 tbet, Etdstly sp€std.Dg, Eobbee

ls gaite rlgtrt rba bo belioveg tbet one orruct co::rectly prcdlcrare of

t stbtt€ooo thc rcsult of 1ts c@prsts@, rrlth aaother g,a e ftrrthcr et-

tr+btrt€. Prlsd€d rdth e rred spbcsel coc cerast nkc e ftrtbc prop-

erty of tt otrt of 1ts bcilg diffo!@t tgl e blle sphen; for this

Propcty t.a btrt t:be rearlt of cqad.ng it rdth a blle gIobel iry nhich

cffiF.'rgdr agtUag tA tbe r.cd eph6.c ba3 b€@ .hrrged. TL- sphCe

Jast r.rs 1ts eolc ae nqlL alr sstro otbe pccp*tJ-e6; tb€ao ny offcr

occard-os for egtloss cnlqr{scas, tEt the nreq: of propedies of

the sphmo a.not tbmUry be bcrsr^aad.

TH.s c-].ata.ly obsiou.s trct LD ii€-l 'l desqes reutLer bocanse

the e1pereo of scb sa, LDdxFelre laJr 
-sIry 

ar{se Sq the fact tbot

sltb 3"b€ *c of cqnri.ccs !8.& tb. rric:' of afrE of ettrabrtive

86567 q.s$,G (st+ta 6 c..Trr) T?r{calls to egch of tL,e ob

Jeels e-rrd. irecses. lle qcosg.o 'dlffcrcst tlorq bbcn is Just

aa good aa rdJcti.re es is tb E{ td; the oe llnsticns greuti.ealJy

as doss tb otlcr '-i it ry lsPPa tbt the speeker 1g rcrs !t6|cst€d

iu tie dif,lo th i.a tb rrG. Pcbaps a yellor o! glecn, spbc

uould ba es nlco es tb lrd or le'ov5-dod oly that 1t 1s Dot bibe.

tbet -etces it ilgtd, to i*i<'t thst :red. sad diffeeL:rt are not resqy

!!s @E so[lt d tHE. !b. ebs! 1s ttd clrd nctnirlg elser no uatter

ritb ddcb, c-lar its colqr !.s ecrqlcr.ed. Nor caa 6rcrr a ner attrthrte

be predicdrd d tb g@ o tbs brsls of sncb 8 co4ta::'l-6on.

h lri$ bt betrq.e ns srtd €J-re"t touehed upoa arlier i.s
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tbat of the se..l1cd r.e.LBt1ve ettdbrtes end of tbose nor{-g rfilcb, as

1t ns putr d€dglratc tbe rcJrtion frcs the pod-Eb of vlas of @e of the

tHa6s coqu.led. Tbe verbeJly dllfcrat eor=clatlvcs, sueh as J::6a

1s;l mr'| 6, rtro and 1cc8, erd 60 o' tfrc€ e pstr ebaye refera to e

EIICIE LBsc€rcc of a relrti.@r sborr tH,g rct eiaad,y. Icrt 1t l"s c-

aatLy tho ssu rrit,h ve$elly eqral coreJ-etivos anch as gjrdb :ad

r5-d.Jarr 6ile for the r.clatloa ltceLf tho o.ly rprd avalJrbLc is al-

lost a-ln5|ls dcdvcd 1Fq the correletlvc adJecfivc (e.g., 
-i'rll-tttyt

eg8laty). ThiLs lndicstee a prretlcal aeed r.&ich eucb E€LettrrE dsterr.

rin-tl'sac seFv€o lnd oc f5.ads i.Dd!€dr asldo 1!o the i4lortaaca of

tbs coqlarlso. of lstorsl forudgtl.onsl r.eJ-etive deltquiaa.tions often

provide i.lfotuatl.qt abqut ebaolrrte de^.a rftlch aro Eohleln.

Sul4nse tbat sqecner rentLDg to describe 8, nri 5 rbrn be

lomt bagpeos to say: he i.s rg tall. as I ls, hss chegtnt bm, irair,

aad so sn. The speaker bee esse*s a tlLau.oa bstfle@ the height of

tr eDd bis ogr. 9oth fotudatJ.oas arro bon, to bi-ur tLus the csqxr.risolr

cor-Ld proced noruaAly. But tbe psycH.cgl- stgtp of tbe heaserl rfro

does not how 6e is &.fferst. Es loofls the hcd.gN, of tbe +lesk68.

Ee is coafrcnrted rlltb a lelativE datnE t-d he is Ln' a posf,iion to co-

ESflJ struct, as it fl€rer tbe crthot fmdation otrt of the qrc givea to

hin sry[ out of tbe re]atisa. gqsth{n€ siuilanl' brygens nhsr he heass

of the chesturt bpra h'{i of d: h€ botrs the color of cbesturts q'd

thereby dota:cines the co-Ior of 6r s bair. lb.st tho glvenr forndatioa

ia the secoDd cas€ 1s gstd'aIr 'Si1e j.a th€ fi--st it 1s lndlvl&aat
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rakes no dlffennce. If I J.ook ai e cast of the Lcocotla gtoup or a copy

of a Car1o Dolce as a cagt qF &s a cory, ry o.ly purposc ls to FqpLece e

fsrudatiqa of a relatio of equality or sJ-d.Jer{t5rr daich 1s l.rsccessible

to ne, b5r anotherl rSicb is fi.vea. As 1s eastly ae@r aot ell cases of

cqparisqn ere cgully usel\-I. A photogr.aph rfittr.td bave ecccr4rU6h€d

ts35 ii'- eithc & cqEy or a cast, s-iree it is 1\r:tbe= arey Son tbe

origl.na-l aad Ei-ece <lni]-tity dstand,nes tbe absqt fsundstioa rrch leas

ecerratc.ly tbaa equ.a.lfty. If cn tbe obber band one cqlld descrdb€ aD

obJect o:l;i as erked3y dtssjsil-ar to a.uotbere this datuu fistrld surely

not be very he'lpful: The bearar eq. fsl:a ao irrtrritlve idea of the

thing ttrrs dascri.bedr or ai least un:e of rdrlcb oae corJ.d c'l'in tbat

it is to soll€ €xtdt adeqrate. For -,be tr*r ore scos eas5J7 tbat no'.

or-ly r.eJ-et:os of equaaity but r1 qo =ray reLations of differoce are

capable of Cs'-ar=d.ai-rg accnr.ate\i'Eaioora fcrudatioas. !h1s is nst

str-I-ki-ugJ-y sbora :.:r, tbs relabive pLce ds,ta srd nbat is coantected rith

!hm.

3qrsrc FrG-s€ o? :-=Fec:s€ srcb relative detenqilatioun Eay

be, they e'i 1 bv€ te '.i=-ng i.e, comg. Theci! nnin {\rnction cousi5ts ir.

lErr€ or lss ag-=.-,i:oit of-€r#E:r€ a previousiy unknrrra eti,rihrte of

rrhich e'loae it e- 'r p=qerly s.aid tb.8t it be.Ioags to a subgtrnce.

DrerT rsl:,'-ite ca=s. of --!c,s so=t can therofore also be cbaracterized

as a ne'.bci oi :l*$!}= co!:cc.vj-ne an attr{b:te. In costrast to thist

aa attriH.e Ec: 
- 

DreJ-v tbe ccratsrt of a sensatlon or of a pbaataso

is yet da---ir eqlcezed. 'rie bave tust' dealt sith cases ia shich tbe
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i.ndlrect coacepu-ou of an attr{bute uay coabla the fuegi.uatioa to cou-

E6frl ce{ve it iti-roctly. At ttu€s iho fo:uatloa of the dirract ldee qst

of an lrrdi:rect qae Eay evo, prodrce the alpearance tlra', E €en i-u i-Ea€:i.-

natloa aLso coneeive scnsorTr T'-l{ttes rddch do not go back to eny

sosetioa.l6 lr, 
"tt"-r,t 

to esta,bllsh the lar of this proc€ss $orr.Ld. hete

]-ead too far. Brl ].ctt E€ add cne reuark. E!@ l'f tbere i.s the eo-paeity

to transfotr tudi.reclt deta irrto direct oDes, th€ traasforetioa yBt Egg5|.

not oceu!. It seeosr here as !r uany other cases, tbat pstrcH.c-I op€ao-

tions are like =athoatical- ceses b tbat orr€ caa for a loag ti.ue trindi-

caten tho, rithout callTtr€ tho, out.

If an t'tldi.rect datun of tbJ.s kird is to be uaderstao{,r thea it

urst bE possibl.e to conceive r.eLations oca if ao forrnd.eti.oEs ere glven;

aot as if one corrld coaceie reLatious rhich Ladc foondations, hrt Jrr

the sense tbat eqoatity eJrd laegsffty urst be coceivebl-e nitbout an

expliclt dete:::d.neti.qa of tbe eqrat or r:nequal attrLbutes. As already

uotioned, tbis is notb5.:og but e s5-4[e case of s,bstnctioa. Aud. hecel

toor as usua].ly alesft6qp. abstrzct-l briags abqut uais-cseJ.lty.

Equ.s.lity as neLf- as ilequality can otttai-D, bstrreo veqy differot peirs

of fqrdations. I:r tbe abova-notj.oned cases of j.udir<rct {nelitetlv€

delterdrrtioa an abstlact idea of a leLeti-mr aPpLled to e lomlr foude-

t5-on; deterriaes one r*rich j.s rralooto. &rt tr--=e are also cas6s r{h€!o

the ldea of the r=l,ation alone urst srtfiee to bd-ug about tbe irrdbed'

cmceidiog of trp attr{tnrtes of dricb one laons nothl.ng eept, tbat they

stend. to eecb otb.Er !r tbis leLatlon and, ilhere il a @rlg or less delterr
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udnetely glvo cnbstanoe. One csD borr tbat trro ue, .1s ne{gbbors Eeca

l-f cne does aot hon shere thery lavc, Just as qne ra,Jr loorr tbt tbry

lrolE! ct!1t€lq,ora=Les rithout hod-Dg r&aa chery li.vod, aad so on. Ae a

n1e tbi.s vI-L1 balpo nhere tho relrtJ.o '!-s tbe uain lt.-r rfiila the

fouadetl.os betneo rftich the relatl'on oHai.ue r.+alns Lu the bactgrltud;

16jB7 aad the goerelfty th.g achdevcd is the reasqn for the dst.slve

1-4or{aaee of $Eb, coaceptios i:r sclstJ'Lc tbougbt. Ife bsve El.r€ady

il aacther costst rurutloaed tbe possC.bi11ty, assocJ-ated b6r arch re-

LatloDs rlthotrt foundatioa, of eoraecti.ng sltb eech other forn&t1otls

rftlah a!€ g1-y@ to us oa-ly Lu tireir r-oLat':on to e tbLrd fcoadgttqn dich

is itself uDiraso. tha pr{-uclpl€ tbat trc qpeatlties tl.qh are equa-t to

a tH,rd. ru,,st eLso 'o€ €{ral. to eech otbec 1s hrt the geoer.al fonu.LatJ.qn

of sqch e case. OUe sees at a g't-ng6 fr tbs rbole of uatbeoaticsr sj-uce

i.ts ccacer:u 1s Eith ths r'igtrast possib].e goeraltiS i.udepodertIy of all

pattie'l.g,r 6ffimin-tlm< of pLacc and EgFitilde, deal-s prinerd-Iy rftJr

cases of tni-s b.udr drich qo,€ EeSr rci iaal4rroprlately sa'l'l 1.b" ndLation

by re3at1os, sileo rbat is che.rac*sist1.c of theu, is tbei; eacb -5ir of

reLatioas cmr{-dced bas oe eGrlEEu fcnur&,+.iou. Nafu:r'allyt tbctogbt this

coouraelitlr does acrt es sqch srrfElce fcyr a arodietl.o. If re bad qtly

thc trc reLatj-qs of a bci.ug Pj5cnt tog, E and !. bo{ng dl.ffcet 1}om

gr m corld ucrt, if n loen aqttring cl-se1 ar=ave at e relatloa bEtrn:

g erd g.

I', is a.lso oH.qres tbgt i.udl-rect' deta of tb$ kLud irtdicgted'

1.e., tbose r&ieh 1-ek bdb fsandatlonsr do not $rffice to prodice ittrectr

dste.
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lrithout ideas.

AU- tLis is of i-ryortrace for tbe abs'-ract:-se pmblem. i-:r so far

as Ber*eley believes tbat the ulsapprehension of these facts ic the

rptive for er=sDeously supposilg th:t there are abstract concepts. If

va suppose: trth.et eve4r sj-gnf-fie.ni 6qm staDds for a:r ldea . . . and

i-t bei-ng rritho] certai-rrr thet aamesr thich yet are no'. thought alto-

gether i-nsigni-ficant, do not a}ays nerk out oarbicular concelwable

i-deas, i-t i-s straightrray concluded tbat they st:ad for absbract notions.tV

The theozXr presented thus not oDly rej€cts a sel-f-coatradictorlr doctrire,

not only replaces tbe untenable with a neu oEe, 'clrr't al-so poiltus at the

souree of the old error l'bich bas been so d-sast:ous for aLJ- phi ]q5qory.

[f92] Let us aow cast a qriticaa Bl'tce at, ',be st:.teren'.s cf the

Bisho!: of C1o5m.e uhich we bave hela ;aprccuced as coacrsely as posslble.

The first thinE to be stressed concernjng bj.s relat:on'"o Locke is that

the cii]-€m that bas to be used on the cie5roi-',i-sas rlaicb cio not agree

with rea-Lihr also has to be used on Locker s characteriz:'Lion of eb-

straction: ej-ther the defi-uitj.on is co::rec-', -,hen 'tb,e oti-'"y described

, ca.nnot i-n fact ocist; or the deihition !s ialse, ia eirJ.ch case the

entity i.ra qregtion can stiJ.J- qist, tbough utural-J-y onJ-y rri'"h chrt

acteristics paz{Iy other tban those attribute'd, +"o it by tbis def'lnition.

Berkeley aqrr g6rnrritted the fir:ld;rnental e:ror of eonsiderilg on\r one

horr^ of ttrls i.li]e;'. there are fsir todey rrno rvul-d not agree rrith

bj.s ooleuic ag'ihst Locker s statement ol abstraction. tsutr evo. if

oversrone nrst concede that iIl roost cases 
"he 

nsepa.ratiIrgrr of rretaphy-
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E.g.e fgg$. B. I. p. E. s€ct. EI. p. 33ff.

I sey iof er besrr-sc I do aot tbi-Dk tbet I thcceby prc$rdge erff
theory of siraae. Fol tbeLr rdrHJ^1ty s6@s to ua l.ndcpodant of
bnover @e coacdy€e the goes3s of a1latful, 1dcas udl itr parel'-
ccJanl thc csmecti.qa betru@ v5.surJ, end tr.ctlrr1 slrace.

Of tbe sarc cLass of rcletlons, es r,st bc edded i.u vlm of tdtt
tlal bc ao@, latc!.

steLlue.

T pq.qlt ryself for blevlt3rr e saka thls netaptslgl'ceJ- erPlesslon
ev€tr tbo:gh it ney requtle ql15.catior, sllce lt can bssdly te
d,suaderstood.

Trleat. I B. I. p. Et. scct. XIf. p. {1.

Ebiil.r ectr I. p. fO.

fbld.r B. f. p. iJIj recrt. E. p. 75.

IEi[., P. ?6.

EL{., P. ?5.

Svsto of Lod.c- B. I. ch- E. eect. II. p. 45.

See abcwe, g. ?J).

On tns o+-h€c baadr i-tr c@€staon dth the .l{rFiqrAties shesg€d
by fua, me qrDrst a6s€* {rnt 1n t&e crse of s6o ldas, oe
rdlJ. ao loss beettete to caal thca. eq:a1 tben unqurln Fsr thc
f,blld coaccgttt {Fc nst cbrreetsLzcd ity tbc€ bai'g s[ rrlse be
trecr the t{ flhich aclthc c14rliese tnt retbc bf tbore bclry
oe d,ch eppasatly psdts r&e rplilicctloa of !g!!,. thcc ars
eolora r&ich I eould 5ust es lttlf crtt r.cd es 6.8!gct trtt tb6o
ene aot tre cq!€Ets r&i.ch I r@ld b€ Lactln€d to crD. cqrl as
rcU- a.s r:aeque-l. Tbet oecas5'orrLly I cen lrr fr€t, a.scrl3 Da{i;ilo!
qqsfity aor i.aaqrrl5.ty By h dre to trrc tblngs: (1) tbe
fcnn&tJons uld-ug it fe saEe r!a!@, dl0etcnlt or i-upoesiblc
to perecrlve tne gsorud of tho r.eletloa, (2) it bdlg r Eattc
of rq!€ d-st.qt ou'-sids of 4rsrlfr r&i.ch I ra to Jodge by ry
ldeesl rhe, I d.gtnrst ttre ecourcy of ry aerse &tc and tbece-
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