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N Empikicismi=2

sense experience is either:

the beginning of our the sole basis of our
knowledge or knowledge

about the world about the world




Classical

I call it
the wayritiis.

I call:it
the:wayiliseerit.
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Postmodernism
Itiisnit anything
ssuntilil:call:it:
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t Thomas Aquinas

(1225-1274) 4
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John Locke George Berkeley David Hume
(1623-1704) (1685-1753) (1711-1776), "+

T .
Modern empiricism concerned.itself

r?_rgely with the knowing of:

»> squalities” or "propertiesi’ (Locke)yor
> “Yideas" and "perceiving" (Berkeley), or

> "sensations" or "phenomena” (Hume).
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Early on, modern'empiricism was
committed to the notion that such
sensations were "caused"” by external
objects or by "substances," though
sych objects or substances were
themselves ultimately inexplicable or
unaccounted for by the wider
philosophy of these Modern Empiricists.

Later,Modern Empiricists such as Hume
beg’eﬁ to realize the'implications of such
a divorce between‘knowing sensations
(also called "phenomena®) on theene
han@and knowing reality antecedent to
(and supposedly the,cause of”) these

sensations on the other.
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eudkneowledgelof

external - m
CRUSES?

(phenomena)

our knowlecke off

external sensations

E@@Uﬁﬁy CaSEST (phenomena)

How could we ever know
whether our sensations
accurately represent
external reality?
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Hume's challengelgave rise to his
"@Emidable skepticism about making
philosophical conclusions about this

external reality that'supposedly causes
' our sensations.

Thi’s in turn led to a profound but failed
attempt by Immanuel’Kant to rebuild the
bridge between empirical experience
and certainty.

ContinentalRationalistiliradition

René Descartes Baruch Spinoza Gottfried-Wilhelm. Leibniz
(1596-1650) (1632-1677) (1646-1716)

Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)
British Empiricist Tradition

s 3
John Locke George Berkeley Dayid Hur_ne
(1632-1704) (1685-1753) (1711-1776)




continued. to.influence Westerm
philosephy and has developed
Into' what can be called
Contemporary Empiricism.
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Empmc:sm (0) Contemporary
Empiricism, philosophers have less
and less sought to understand
human knowing along the
categories of Classical
metaphysics.

Contemporanyiempiricismibecame
absorbed'into epistemology melke
broadly considered.

It concerned itself with issues related to
the strict definition of terms and the
rigors of formal logic (Analytic
philosophy).
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Itatte mpteditoreliminate
philosophical 'challenge of accouinting
for'any antecedent realities like
substances by restricting itself as a
second-order discipline which should
only be concerned with aiding the
endeavors of the natural sciences.

FANGUAGE

TRUTH E
A, J.AYER=

1910-1.9%39) J LOGIC
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"We mean also to
rule out the
supposition that
philosophy can be
ranged alongside the
existing sciences, as
a special department
of speculative
knowledge."

[A. J. Ayer, Language, Truth.and Logic,(New York: Dover
Publications, 1952), p. 48]

"There is no field of
experience which
cannot, in principle,
be brought under
some form of
scientific law, and no
type of speculative
knowledge about the
world which it is, in
principle, beyond the
power of science
to give.”

[Ayer, Language, p. 48]
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"But, actually, the validity of
the analytic method is not
dependent on any empirical,
much less any metaphysical,
presupposition about the
nature of things. For the
philosopher, as an analyst,
is not directly concerned
with the physical properties
of things. He is concerned
only with the way in which
we speak about them. In
other. words, the
propositions of philosophy
are not factual, but linguistic

in character."
[Ayer, Language, p. 57]

"But, actually, the validity of
the analytic method is not
dependent on any empirical,
much less any metaphysical,
presupposition about the
nature of things. For the
philosopher, as an analyst,
is not directly concerned
with the physical properties
of things. He is concerned
only with the way in which
we speak about them. In
other words, the
propositions of philosophy
are not factual, but linguistic

in character.™
[Ayer, Language, p. 57]
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According to Ayer

Fr " ll‘ 3 jl.
Clllglaflfe's ©lf oa

<y ~ PHYSICS
glossary r‘:') ez CHEMISTRY
BIOLOGY

relation to other disciplines

According to Ayer
NATURAL SCIENCES

CAUGJAFIES O o
logic of ...

~ PHYSICS
glossary: (f)f CHEMISTRY
BIOLOGY

relation to other disciplines

SECOND-ORDER BDISCIPLINE FIRST-ORDER BISCIPLINES
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According to the Classical Tradition
NATURAL SCIENCES

”~ ™

potency, Categolies of::
g logje ol P H YS I C S

perttsner Javersel | e SA OR CHEMISTRY

SEORE @ g

substanceyjaccident, e :
) jelatiomtorother: B | O O GY
essencel/jexistence N L
disciplines

DISCIPLINE DISCIPLINE FIRST-ORDER DISCIPLINES

MostirecentlyXcerntain
contemporary. epistemole@y
have challenged the
assumptions of the justification
discussion and have sought

instead to talk in terms of
“warrant.” (Alvin Plantinga)
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Bertrand F\’«ussell
(1872- 1970)

7

THERE IS #p coD

How the world’s
most notorious atheist

changed his mingd

ANTONY FLEW

Antony Flew
(1923-2010)

6/3/2025
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Pigicisme

0T

John Locke
(1632-1704)
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TWO TREATISES

ALlissay cogaerning . RE .
Signifieant Philoséphical,

JOHN LOCKE

Works by L‘ch_g?

Edited with an Introduction by

Peter H. Nidditch

Edward Feser
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modern scienceskasithe basis of his
philosophy, I.e., ex@erimental method
He begins on algegative note: a
rejection of imnate ideas

Next, he argues that the origin of our
ideas is experience.

Locke opted fomethod of the

For Locke, experienee has two forms:

> "External” experiencesemnsation

= objects in the externalfworld enter our minds,
e.g., hot, cold, red, ye'ﬁ'ow, hard, soft, sweet,

and bitter .

s "Internal” experience: reflection

= thinking, willing, believing, doubting, affirming,
denying, and comparing

6/3/2025
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Tabulw?asa

"blankstablet"

PrimaryA@ualities

4

Secondary Qualities
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e [Primery Quelliiies =

quelities or properiies of & ihing thet
are "In” the thing lisellf
Sueh qualliites remeain or the ihing
even when (it is net belng percelived, such
the spherical shepe and
of the bell.

22
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Locke's Ep@te‘mological
Dua%sm

e
Resurrection

of Theism

to Christian Apology

23



“Epistemological dualism
ISithe doctrineithatithe
immediatelobjectpresent:
to'the: mindiistnotithe
independently.existing
reality—say: a'box;orwhat

havelyou—but a
representativelidealof this
object. All.the mind
knows!directlyiarelits
ideas'and nothing else:

[The!Resurrection of Theism: Rrolegomena: to
Christian Apology, 253'ed(Grand/Rapids: Baker;
1982):38]

The |
Reconstruction

of the Christian
Revelation

6/3/2025
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"Since the Mind, in all its Thought
and Reasonings, hath no other
immediate Object but its own Ideas,
which it alone does or can
contemplate, it is evident, that our
Knowledge is only conversant about
them. Knowledge then seems to me
to be nothing but the perception of
the connexion and agreement, or
disagreement and repugnancy of
any of our Ideas. In this alone it

consists."

[An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, IV, |, 1, §1-8§2, ed. Peter JOh n LOCke
H. Nidditch (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1975), 525] (1 632_1 704)

"Tis evident, the Mind knows
not Things immediately, but
only by the intervention of the
Ideas it has of them. Our
Knowledge therefore is real,
only so far as there is a
conformity between our Ideas
and the reality of Things.

John Locke
(1632-1704)

6/3/2025
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"But what shall be here the
Criterion? How shall the Mind,
when it perceives nothing but it

own Ildeas, know that they
agree with Things themselves?

This, though it seems not to
want difficulty, yet, | think there
be two sorts of Ideas, that, we

may be assured, agree with
Things.

"First, The first are simple
Ideas, which since the Mind, as
has been shewed, can by no
means make to it self, must
necessatrily be the product of
Things operating on the Mind in
a natural way, and producing
therein those Perceptions
which by the Wisdom and Will
of our Maker they are ordained
and adapted to.

6/3/2025

John Locke
(1632-1704)

John Locke
(1632-1704)
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"From whence it follows, that
simple Ideas are not fictions of
our Fancies, but the natural and
reqgular productions of Things
without us, really operating
upon us; and so carry with
them all the conformity which is
intended; or which our state
requires:

"For they represent to us
Things under those
appearances which they are
fitted to produce in us; whereby
we are enabled to distinguish
the sorts of particular
Substances, to discern the
states they are in, and so to
take them for our Necessities,
and apply them to our Uses.

6/3/2025

John Locke
(1632-1704)

John Locke
(1632-1704)
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"Thus the Idea of Whiteness, or
Bitterness, as it is in the Mind,
exactly answering that Power

which is in any Body to produce

it there, has all the real
conformity it can, or ought to
have, with Things without us.
And this conformity between
our simple Ideas, and the
existence of Things, is sufficient
for real Knowledge.

"Secondly, All our complex
Ideas, except those of
Substances, being Archetypes
of the Mind's own making, not
intended to be the Copies of
any thing, nor referred to the
existence of any thing, as to
their Originals, cannot want any
conformity necessary to real
Knowledge. For that which is
not designed to represent any
thing

6/3/2025

John Locke
(1632-1704)

John Locke
(1632-1704)
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"but it self, can never be
capable of a wrong
representation, nor mislead us
from the true apprehension of
any thing, by tis dislikeness to
it: and such, excepting those of
Substances, are all our
complex Ideas, which the Mind,
by its free choice, puts together,
without considering any
connexion they have in Tl ek
Nature." (1632-1704)

[An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, IV, |, 4, §3-85, ed. Peter
H. Nidditch (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1975), 563-564]

Though Locke admitted that
material substance itself was not
perceivable, he maintained that it
was necessary to affirm its reality

as an explanation:

1) for the continuity of our
experiences (when leaving and
then returning to a room, our
experience of the room is the
same), and

for the passivity of our experience
(what we perceive in the room is
happening "to" us and not
something we are causing in
ourselves).

John Locke
(1632-1704)

6/3/2025
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Jelm Leckes Theory ef Knewiedge
Empifcism: Represeniaifenalismn
Locke's Representationalism is also known as Rep it ism and Epi ical Dualism. The objectin the
world causes the knower to have certain sensations. All the knower has direct access to is the idea in the mind that
represents the object in the external world. The object in the world vs. the copy of the object in the mind is what makes it
an epistemological dualism. The primary qualities of the object are those qualities that are in the object, such as size,

shape and motion. The secondary qualities of the object are those qualities that the object causes us to experience but
are not in the object itself, such as color, sound, taste, smell, warmth, and pain.

Copy in the mind of
the external object

As knowers, we only have

access to the
representations of external
reality in our minds.

Object in
External Reality

30
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George Berkeley(
(1685-1753)

A TREATISE
CONCERNING THE
PR[NCIPLES OF

GEORGE BERKELEY

31



Berkeley argued that his epistemology could
account for everything Lecke's epistemology could
without the superiiueus notion of material

su’bstrance.

All accounting for reality,

can beidene along the

categories of perceptionstamaiiminds as
perceivers.

The continuity and pas"'s'l’w?y of our perceptions is
accounted for by God (a mind) who causes in us
(minds) the perceptions we have.

George Berkeley W
(1685-1753) '

"For as to what is saidlofithe
absolute existencelof:
unthinking things witheutiany
relation to theirbeing|
perceived, that seems! peltectly;
unintelligible. TheiFesseNs]
percipi, nor is it possibleithey
should have any.existencelout
of the minds or'thinkingithings
which perceive thems

[A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human, Knowle,d; ﬁh@
Principles of Human Knowledge," §:3,in' Thel Empiricists3llocke}
Hume (New York: Anchor Books, 1974), 152] TN :

6/3/2025
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"It is indeed an opinion
Strangely prevailinglamengst
men, that houses, mountains;

rivers, and in a wora:all
sensible objects; haveran

P> T existence, natural'oireal;
e distinct from theirbeing

perceived by the understanding

... yet whoever: shall finalinthis;
heart to call it in’ questionimay;
George Berkeley Py)) ... perceive it tolinvolvelas
(1685-1753) : manifest contradictiomn!

"For what are’the
forementioned objects;butithe
things we perceivel by sensez

and what do we! perceives
besides our own ideas'or

2N B sensations? and.is it notplainly,
F repugnant that'anylonelor
these, or any combinationlor
them, should exist

\. unperceivedz<s

George Berkeley fq»" .‘, / [Human Knowledge, "On the Principles of Human Knowledge,"'%é
(1685-1753) '

6/3/2025
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B e
Ceerge Bedelay's ef Knewledge
Emplidcisn: [ceellism

Berkeley reasoned that since all talk of objects is ultimately only talk about
perceptions, then everything that can be understood about the nature of
objects can be understood as a matter of ideas in the mind. Berkeley held

that all that exists are minds (ours and God's) and the ideas in those minds.
The continuity and coherence of our ideas was ted for by p

that God directly causes the ideas in each individual human mind. - /——\
\
ol Ideas in God's mind imprinted on the human ‘\
" senses by God are called real things. \
,’—\

! _— y

I _—

| S

“To be is to perceive
or to be perceived."”

The object's reality
is to be perceived.

Individual Mind

IDEALISM AND
CHRISTIAN PHILOSOPHY

Idealism and Christianity « Volume 2

IDEALISM AND
CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY

Idealism and Christianity -

Volume |

Edited by
Joshua R. Farris

and S. Mark Hamilton
General Editor: James S. Spiegel

General Editor: James S. Spiegel

BLOOMSUBURY
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born 1711 in Edinburgh, Scotland to
a Calvinist family of modest means

attended Edinburgh University
where he studied classics,
mathematics, science, and
philosophy.

went to France for three years
where he wrote the Treatise of
Human Nature

once confessed that the hope of
achieving literary fame was his
“ruling passion"

b (4
[William|ESllawhead, The' Voyage of Discovery: A Historical Introduction DaVl d H U m e

tolPhilosophy; 223 ed. (Stamford: Wadsworth, Thomson Learning, 2002),
o] 2002 (1711-1776)

-
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x‘ g Da\i(rl;’l‘umer‘ii i DAVID HUME
.« ATREATISE, |  ENQUIRIES,
Significant Philgsaphical

PRINCIPLES OF MORALS
Works by

r,‘)(,’...‘,,..,...r fomom the
L. A, SELBY-BIGGE

ume

Analytica x by
L. A. Selby-Bigge

THIRD EDITION

Second Edition
with text revised and notes by

P. H. NIDDITCH

DIALOGUES
CONCERNING
NATURAL
RELIGION

HUME

GREAT BOOKS IN PHILOSOPHY 1
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Gambr 1//0;' ( Sompanton

EDITED BY
DAVID FATE NORTON
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Considered by some
to'be one of the most
formidable
philosophical
skeptics.

He is regarded as a
skeptic not because he
denied the possibility of

knowledge altogether,
but because he
challenged philosophy's
ability to deliver the
more cherished
philosophical beliefs.

6/3/2025

David Hume
(1711-1776)

David Hume
(1711-17Z§)
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> causality
> substance

> the existence of
external reality

> the continued
existence of external
realty when not being
perceived

> the self

Though Hume was
a skeptic, it is still
accurate to call him
an empiricist, for he
believed that all
knowledge comes
through experience.

6/3/2025

David Hume
(1711-1776)

David Hume
(1711-1776)
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Several of the most
important apologetic
/ philosophical
issues argued today
are framed and
discussed the way
they are because of
the influence of
David Hume.

s the reality or
knowability of causality

s miracles

s the design argument
for the existence
of God

s the problem of evil

6/3/2025

David Hume
(1711-1776)

David Hume
(1711-17Z§)
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A New Way to Think About the Question

If God,
Why Evil?
=)

AT

NORMAN L.
GEISLER

EDITED AND INTRODUCED BY
BRIAN DAVIES

THOMAS
AQUINAS

GOD

EVIE

IN THE THEOLOGY OF El [ [\ V-5 .ol ] 1V.X

FOREWORD BY
TERRY EAGLETON

HERBERT ({(H¥:1:

41



A HE

JESUS
OIJEST

THE DANGER FROM WITHIN

FOREWORDS BY
PROMINENT SEMINARY PRESIDENTS

NORMAN L. GEISLER &
F. DAVID FARNELL, Editors

N DEFENS

EDITED BY

4

CHAPTER 17

IN DEFENSE OF THE
SUPERNATURAL

Richard G. Howe

&

The Supernatural: The Existence and Acts of God

Onc often hears the term *supernatural’ in today’s culture. Usually the label
is applied (o the horror movies about ghosts or demons. Activities such as
Ouija Boards and séances are sometimes categorized as supernatural. Some might
1y that those who practice occult religions such as witchcraft are ¢
upernatural. 1 st

d with the
st that these are all misnomers. In the strictest sense, none of
While some may think I am being too much of a stickler here,
the years to disabuse people of such characterizations. To be sure,
I is happening with these occult events. But the term *supernatural’ is
100 good of a word to let its special meaning be blurred to the point of inaccuracy
What then is the nature of the supernatural? Technically, to be supernatural is to
e beyond the natural. However, the term *natural’ can have several uses. Sometimes
I1is used to refer to what usually does or what ought to happen. This use of natural
Ives rise to the notion of the natural (physical) laws or regularities. It is natural for
1 young person to feel winded after climbing very many steps but not natural after
Just one or two. Sometimes it is used in contrast to artificial or designed. Stalagmites
e a natural occurrence whereas obelisks are not. The challenge comes wh

these is supernat

I have tried ov
omething

n one
rize the actions of spiritual entities such as angels or demons. Certainly
ingelic or demonic activity is not just another physical law or regularity. There is a
vast difference between the waters being troubled because of an underground spring

Iries o caf

ind the waters being troubled because of an angel (John 5). Yet to call such events
upernatural’ is 1o remove the option of having a term uniquely suited to refer to the

nature and netions of God

6/3/2025
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MIRACLES

THE CREDIBILITY OF
THE NEW TESTAMENT A

1E NEW

CRAIG S. KEENER

ED1BI

A Times Literary Supplement Book of the Year

DNA AND THE EVIDENCE
FOR INTELLIGENT DESIGN

STEPHEN C. MEYER

Stephen C. Meyer
Discovery Institute

MIRACLES

LY OF
ACCOUNTS

THE EXPLOSIVE ORIGIN OF ANIMAL LIFE AND
THE CASE FOR INTELLIGENT DESIGN

STEPHEN C. MEYER

Author of SIGNATURE IN THE CELL

6/3/2025
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V' ——
» Hume maintained. that all\werhave

N are perceptions. - E )

s All' perceptions are ultimately based
on_sensel data. “'f

¢ This, then, calls,into.question many
cherished'philosophical doctrines.

s For example;there are no sense data
for substance.or causality.

6/3/2025
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pye—

-

Rerceptions:
- e

Impressions (feelings)'- sensations, passions; and emotions'as they
makeitheir first appearancelinithe soul: v

s simpleflmpressions - admitjof nojdistinction nogseparation
(the sensation of blueithe sensatio'mloflszwe"eta)

s complex Impressions - can'be distinguis‘h‘ed into partsi(the
sensation of a tree,itheisensation of aiman)

pye—

Perceptions:

- :
I[deas (thinking) - faint imagesiof theseiin thinking'and reasgning

s simple Ideas - admit of no distinction'ner'separation.(the
thought ofi blue, the thought of sweet)

s complexildeasi-ican'be distinguishleldlintglpargs; (the theught of
a tree; the thought of'a man)




Rerceptions:
- e

Imagination vs. Reasoning

“"lihe mind, by way: of thelfimagination, canfassemble;simple
ideas"and disassemble/complex.ideas as it.pleases.

*' Reason isithelfaculty‘intus that assemble‘s ide@s consistently,
according to patterns.

T —
s Our beliefs.inksuch philesephical
% doctrines, while perhap’s’l‘ﬁétural teosUsS,
areinevertheless philosophicglly

unwarranted. —py

< But why are they natural (i.e., virtually
Inevitable) for us to believe 7y

-

6/3/2025




Causality,
“0Old Macbonald,”
and “Knocl, knock”

6/3/2025
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Some 20" Century Thg

JOHN F. X. KNASAS

6/3/2025
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“The undeniable’character ofithe
jolling’indicates that it is at least
{dependent upon the chalk [or cue

“Reflection upon expenience
definitely leads us to an
acknowledgement of
maienial’ causality.”

NESES, Century Themisis (New Yerlelgel eV IVISIWACECE 2003), 220]

49
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“Thelrellingfecannot bertetally,
depend upon the chalk, since"as
paVinegthe motion in and of it, the

- chalk Is In p@tency to the motion
apdiseleainnot completely
SXElaimntit:

“A complete explanation'demands
something else, and this is the
calisemline cause is responsible for

50



=But allow. me to tell you that
I'never asserted so absurd a
proposition as that anything
might arise without a cause: |
only:maintained that our
certainty of the falsehood of
that proposition proceeded
neither from intuition nor
demonstration; but from
another source."”

[David Hume to John Stewart, Feb. 1754, in The Letters of David Hume,
2.vols:, ed. by J. Y. T. Greig (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1932), |: 187]

Note that Hume is saying
that the way we know that
the proposition

“Something might arise
without a cause”

is'falselis not by intuition
(Rationalists) nor
demonstration
(Empiricists) but from
another source.

This other source is habit.

6/3/2025

David Hume
(1711-1776)

.,

David Hume
(1711-172@)

.,
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‘Even though we examine
all'the sources of our
knowledge, and conclude
them. unfit for such a
subject, there may still
remain a suspicion, that the
enumeration s not

complete, or the
examination not accurate."

b
[DavidiEHumel Enquiries Concerning Human Understanding and I I
Concerningithe Rrinciples of Morals, ed. L. A. Selby Bigge, 3rd ed. DaVI d H u me

revised by P. H Nidditeh, Oxford, 1975, § IV, pt. II, pp. 38-39] (1 71 1 _1 776)

-
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“All the objects of
human reason or

enquiry may
naturally be divided
into two kinds, to wit,
Relations of Ideas,
and Matters of Fact.”

E
[RavidiHume; Enquiries: Concerning Human Understanding, p. 25] DaVl d H u me

(1711-1776)

-
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“Suppose, therefore, a person to have
enjoyed. his sight for thirty years, and to
have become perfectly acquainted with
colours of all kinds except one particular
shade of blue, for instance, which it
never has been his fortune to meet with.
Let all'the different shades of that colour,
except that single one, be placed before
him, descending gradually from the
deepest to the lightest; it is plain that he
will: perceive a blank, where that shade
IS wanting, and will be sensible that |
there'is a greater distance in that place i
between the contiguous colours David HUFne
than in any other. (1711_177{6)
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“Now. [ ask, whether it be possible for
him, from his own imagination, to supply
this deficiency, and raise up to himself
the idea of that particular shade, though
it:had never been conveyed to him by
his senses? | believe there are few but
will'be of opinion that he can: and this
may, serve as a proof that the simple
ideas' are not always in every instance,
derived from the correspondent
impressions; though this instance is so
singular, that it is scarcely worth our
observing, and not merit that for it alone 177
we should alter our general maxim." David Hufne

[DavidiEume; Enquiries Concerning Human Understanding, p. 21] (1 71 1 _1 776)

-
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FHume'is almost singlehandedly
responsible for the rise of Kant's
philoesophy: (the problems of
whichiwe will see in due course).

Kant:sought to answer Hume's
skeptical philosophical challenge
to,yamong other things, causality,
withrits'implications for the natural

sciences.

Ittis'perhaps not too much to say
thatithe ‘cure” from Kant is worse
than the “disease” from Hume.

‘By all'that has been said
the reader will easily
perceive that the philosophy
contain'd in this book is very
sceptical, and tends to give
us a notion of the
Imperfections and narrow
limits of human
understanding.
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David Hume
(1711-1725)

David Hume
(1711-17Z§)

=




“Almost all reasoning is
there reduced to
experience; and the belief,
which: attends experience,
istexplained to be nothing
but a peculiar sentiment, or
lively:conception produced
by habit.

“INor is this all, when we
believe any thing of external
existence, or suppose an
object to exist a moment
after it is no longer
perceived, this belief is
nothing but a sentiment of
the same kind.

David Hume
(1711-1776)

David Hume
(1711-172@)
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‘Qurr author insists upon
several other sceptical
topics; and upon the whole
concludes, that we assent
torour faculties, and employ

our'reason only because we
cannot help' it. Philosophy
wou'd render us entirely
Pyrrhonian, were not nature

too strong for it." David Hume

[Abstract toithe Treatise of Human Nature, p. 6571 (1 71 1 -1 776)

¢

fume’s of Knowlscge
Empifcism: Phenemenalism

All we have are perceptions which are made up of impressions (vivid, lively sensations) and ideas (pale copies

of impressi ). Pl phically, we t be justified in believing what we cannot perceive, such as
causality and external reality but psychologically we t help but beli such things. Other cherished
philosophical doctrines that Hume intained were philosophically unjustifiable were: the reality of the self,

the continued existence of the external world when not being perceived, and the existence of God.

Unknown
Causes
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