its ideas outl O 115CIL

Jg./()'/i}iscuz;s critically concept empericsm.
Ans. Q\ccmdmg to concept empericism, sense-percuplion o sense-

e 15 the source c»fconepts)ﬁxtemal perception consists in knowing
he application of our five external sense organs.
s in having concepts of the states of our mind,
Jume are the inain

experienc
something directly by t
Internal perception consist
our joys through our n'taind,(Locke, Berkeley and |
supporters of modern concept-empericisn

Locke first criticizes the doctrine of innate ideas, and then he propounds
hisown doctrine of ideas) He understands tne theory of innate ideas, as
being the doctrine that there are in the understanding certain innate
principles, some primary notions, characters, as it were stamped upon the
mind of man which the soul receives in its very first being ; and brings upon

the world with it.

According to Descarte there are 10 born -ideas, for example ideas like
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i scke advances following arguments againsts innate 1deas : (yitd
were innate ideas they must be equally present in ail minds but children,

cavages, idiots persons are not conscious of any innate ideas, like causality

infinity etc@
(i) If there be innate ideas in the mind they must be the same in all
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minds. But our experience does not prove it}T he moral principle.

10 be innate, differ in different societies, in different countries and in ¢!
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(it))(Even if it is taken for granted that therc are some ideas which arc



untversally present in ail minds, it would not prove that they are innatc. For
example, every man may cherish the same idea about fire but that does 1ot
prove that to be innate.

After refuting the Cartesian docirine of innate ideas, Locke proceeds
that the mind of every human being at the time of Lis birth is a tabula rasa.
i.e., 2 blank tablet or a clear slate. It bas no innate ided) As Locke observes,
“3ince the mind in all its thoughis and rea,onmg has no other immediate
object but its own ideas, which it alore does or can wn%cz‘nplm [tisevident
that our knowledge is only conversant about 15"1@*:1 ’

Qhe mind receives all its ideas frem experience. Experience is, in itself,
two fold-—sensation and refleciion. The source or our knowledge of the
ideas of sense qualities like heat, cold, red, yeliow is sensation. The source
of our kncwledge of the internal wo »Ltrw«
doubting etc. is ICﬂLCHOIl)Smu‘: we can only think by means of ideas, and
since all ideas come from experience, it is evident that nonz of our knowledge
can antedate experience.

Q,ocke maintains that mind ca mot reflect or think before. 1t has
sensations. The mind paswvdy receives sensations which are known as

simple ideas. These simple ideas constitute the materials of all human

knowledge When sensations are prmem w2 mind, mind becomes active

and by repeating, mmp35ng and uniting even ‘to an almost infinite variety’

m.l
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Ji‘ ih-e soui, such as ihnxking,

can form complex ideas JThe mind can form concepts or general ideas by

generalization from particular ideas.
Q cmdmsz 10 Locke, there are two kinds of ideas, qrmple and complex.

simple ideas may be received () from one sensc, e ideas of colour, sound

derived ‘.hf ngh eyes, ears respectively 1 (b) fx'wm more than one sense,
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only ideas, its knowledge of objecs
mediuim of tdeas.

L ¥ vt y o
«ternal objec ts’) Berkely argues

he objects must D¢ ideas. Ac.c?ciard]:in)g 10. "Berkeley
LTt Berkeley does not ?i.dlll!'ﬁ the gmstence of
d s [l our jdeas are p'cu"tlcm&;s';' ?.fif:.”i:’_;‘ WE Never
e The y-,-'()l'dS }') which ahyiract i deag
QOur mind cannet form any

tves. Our mind can know directly
ws objects through the
ideas are copies ofe

themse
in indirect. It kno

Locke maintains that
if ideas are like objects, t
only mind an
seneral ideas. In his opinion, ait ¢
sxynerience auy general abshjcl mf:a.m n
A 1o he designated are Mere | :
ol b"l;;;‘j}’;;}: i« neither blue. nor ygslow, m)'r of f}_ny other
for human mind to form any ai:*zstract ided. According
, in its being perceived. A thing

hing consists ) ‘
perkeley admits the exisience of the

hing is determined by

AINCE

are suppos
abstract idea of o
colour. It is not possibie
io Rerkeley the existence ofat
is known or experienced as an dea. ! .
spix'imal substance or self. If the e;.-:r,;.;'tence‘ of a t'? Rt
perception, the existence of the perceiving mmd. mus% n? ac u'llttf,is., .'Be!‘,{,?]ey
admité the existence of mind alone-- ~of the finite mz;n«:xs and mn@e mind,
i.e., God, God is the origin of our ideas and He gives us the ideas. All
objects of our experience are i1 the mind of God as ideas. o

But if the worid of material cbjects does not exist, how will it be possible
to explain the origin of ideas? We find that some ideas are dependent on
our will, while others are not. We can clearly distinguish between the ideas

of sensation and the ideas or imagination. The ideas of imagination are not

creations but as regards ideas of sensations their origin does not depend on

our will. We ourselves can create the ideas of imagination but ideas of
ccording to Berkeley. are produced by God alone. [God thenis |

perception, ac
the origin of our ideas. Ideas are produced by God in finite minds according

to fixed ans&
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it ﬂﬁer“wrds" Bis }.i(:‘.rmzp‘imn W}“ be a o, plex i'd‘,‘. Lz‘ty‘ :\‘T'r-’\v, H he recay of
dea is the COPY OF 2 complex impregeiqy, But t}ll SIS case the cory,
glways 8 COPY of a complex impression. o Comp}

Hume concindes that no person oy, form
(ot previously had a comesponding Simpl )
for which hie has not previously haq g,
are derived fromi imprasssion. How
idea be determined? For

plex
C.\t : & w0 Y rgNg ™~
€X 1dea need not e

., dSimple idea for whygl
v Impressiog, por
nple ideas.

1 he has
. a complex idea
s This impiies that all ideas
this, on : M the truth of any simple or complex -
LiXa, : 2 18 ro 3 . ‘
, T -‘“. IS tequired tq frace its origin to the
impression or Impressions from which has come o
.@he th'eory O;'f!d&ﬁS breoncepts, advocateq by the empericists, has many
shortcomings. Some of which may be stated below ’ d
&a; ;\ccordmg to Lo‘cke mind is passive in the 'egeption of simple ideas;
an b.ex,omus a(,lnve \\’/.lule,, it forms? complex ideas. But psychologically mind
is active even at the time of receiving simple idea?

(b) According to Locke, ‘Knowledge is the percéption of the agreement

eement of two ideas’. Again Locke holds that mind has no other
immediate object but its own ideas. Russel] observes, “Form this it would

seem to follow imimediately that we cannot know of the existence of other
people or of the physical world, for these if they exjst, are not merely ideas
in my mindi Each one of us accordingly, must, so far as knowledge is
concerned, be shut up in himself, and cut off from all contact with the oater
world.” | |

(c(Locke does not believe in the existence of innate ideas. There may
not be'innate ideas, but that there are innate capacities, and inborn abilities
and aptitudes in the new-born children cannot be denic L)That is whﬁy two
children living in the same environment deveiop different traits of

Ahhara s -
Characier.

or dis:

(d) If ail the external cbjects of all world are nething ~ ideas in m’:..mi,
as Berkeley holds, then the sun, the moon, irees eic. all will be f'CdUCCCi o
the ideas 0 our mind and as such they will be nothing but mere t}iu:;o‘ry O{
imaginary objects. Berkeley argues that he does not admit sixe. umcahty ot
external objects. They are real in this sense onty that they are being regziiaﬂy
and systematically produced by God in our mind. But this means to sclve
the problem with the help of the idea of God. | 3y |

{e) If all objects are nothing but ideas, then 5t becomes d}?ﬁc'ts.xéi. "b::;
distinguish between different objects. Berkeley r:a._n,ﬁ.fr:;\: this objection by
saying that a distinction between a real object and its idea 15 unnecessary.
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(f) Berkeley holds that the exisience of a thing consisis
pei‘(‘fcived Bt he admits the existence of soul-substance and God, though
they are not perceptible. Berkeley says, we can have no idea o seif, we can
have notion of it. But Berkeley does not clearly explain the distinction
Letween notion and idea.

(g) According to Hume an idea is a faint copy of an impression. The

difterence between an impression and s idea consists in the grcater foree,
iveliness and vividness of the former. But that nnagination E*a:, 2 gcwrt i
play in case of perception, Is a fact, which has escaped the notice «f Huimne.
F i that reason Hume’s explanation of complex 1mp1cssmn-does not appear
o be satisfactory. |




{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

