Berkeley’s idealism 

· The core of his position:  esse est percipi (to be is to be perceived)

· Berkeley is like Descartes if he had never gotten the external world “back”

· The real, immediate objects of perception are sensations/qualities… not “things” per se.  What we consider things are clusters of qualities, clusters of regularities, but nothing insensible underwriting those clusters.  On Berkeley’s view, God doesn’t need any insensible glue to stick qualities together.

· Three Dialogues Between Hylas and Philonous: structure, etymology

· the dialogue begins with Hylas accusing Philonous of skepticism.  Philonous:  let’s talk it over and we’ll just see which of us “denies the reality of sensible things or professes the greatest ignorance of them.”

· First step:  on Philonous’s prompting, Hylas says that only those things that are perceived immediately (explain) are perceived by the senses.  (We hear sounds, not their causes.  Barking, not dogs.)

· Second step:  but what we immediately perceive (with our senses) is nothing but qualities.  We have no real experience or concept of material substance.  All we can be sure of are minds and qualities/ideas.

· Hylas insists that to exist and to be perceived are two different things, that existence refers to “real absolute being, distinct from and without any relation to … being perceived.”

· Philonous uses a number of tactics to show that we have no idea of this kind of mind-independent reality.

· The pain argument:  If heat exists apart from our minds, then so must the extremes of heat, which are identical with pain.  But then, pain would also exist mind-independently.  How could this be?  We resolve the absurdity by denying that heat exists outside of the mind.  Hylas only wants to deny that extremes of heat exist mind-independently.  So, Philonous offers his..

· Argument from Perceptual Relativity:  hot and cold hands in the same bucket of water; the water feels cold to the former, hot to the latter.  If heat is not subjective, then the very same water must be both hot and cold at the same time.  (Another reductio ad absurdum argument).

· Another pain argument:  A pin pricking one’s finger and a hot coal do the very same things to one’s flesh (rend and divide the fibres thereof).  Since we don’t judge the sensation occasioned by this to be in the pin, then neither should we judge the parallel sensation to be in the fire.  This latter sensation is just (once again) extreme heat.  So, just as there is no pain in the pin itself, so there is no heat in the fire itself.

· Hylas (a sucker for punishment): okay, there’s no heat in things, but there certainly are colours in things.  Philonous:  are the colours that are really in things the very same ones that we see?  Even when we’re watching the pink of a sunset on clouds or looking through sunglasses, etc.?  Hylas distinguishes between real and apparent colours, the former discoverable the closer we get to them.  Philonous:  but the colours under a microscope are inevitably different from the colours we see with our naked eyes, and if we could magnify things still more, these colours would likely be different again.  So, all the colours we see are merely “apparent.”

· Hylas:  okay, secondary qualities don’t exist in things, but primary qualities certainly do.  Philonous:  the same arguments that I used against mind-independent secondary qualities also hold against mind-independent primary qualities.  The difference in perception of extension between a human being and a mite.  Etc., etc.

· Hylas:  okay, so I admit now that all sensible qualities are mind-dependent.  However, these require a mind-independent material substratum (substance).  It is not itself sensible; only its modes and qualities are.  When pressed by Philonous, Hylas is forced to admit that he has no real notion of this substratum, either from experience or from reason.

· Hylas’s last stand:  okay, okay… “Properly and immediately nothing can be perceived but ideas.  All material things, therefore, are in themselves insensible and to be perceived only by their ideas.”  Philonous:  so, ideas are sensible and their archetypes in reality are insensible?  But how can a colour be like something invisible?  How can a sound be like something inaudible?  

· By now, Hylas is a mess.  Philonous points out that Hylas is now the one who is skeptical about everything, a position that he was forced into by his dogmatic insistence that reality consists in absolute mind-independent existence.  (Berkeley regarded his idealism as a way to avoid skepticism, not as a variety of skepticism.)

