History of Philosophy: Ren.-En.; worksheet on Berkeley’s Treatise against matter (pp. 470-477)
Note: the questions with an asterisk (“*”), either alone or combined with another, would make good 1-2 page analytic response papers.

(Questions are numbered by section numbers in Berkeley’s Treatise.)
1. Notice that Berkeley begins with just the same empiricistic epistemological view as Locke.  What is this?
2. Besides ideas, what other sort(s) of things does Berkeley claim to know exist(s)?

3. What does Berkeley think about talk of the existence of unthinking things “without any relation to their being perceived”?  Why?  (“Esse” is Latin for “being”; and “percipi” is Latin for “being perceived.”)
4. What’s Berkeley’s argument for his view that everything that exists must be either a mind (or “spirit”) or an idea?

8. What’s Berkeley’s argument against the very idea that ideas might represent, or resemble, something that’s not an idea?

9. What’s Berkeley’s argument that “the very notion of what is called matter, or corporeal substance, involves a contradiction in it”?

18. Here Berkeley argues that, even if it were possible that there were material objects, we would have no way of knowing that they existed.  What’s his argument?

* 19. In the 10th paragraph of the Sixth Meditation (pp. 50-51), Descartes argued that God would not have created us with the ability to have sensations, unless these sensations were actually caused by material objects.  Berkeley, however, argues the exact opposite.  What’s his argument for this claim?
23. How does Berkeley reply to the objection that people in fact find it easy to conceive of physical objects without anyone there to perceive them?

28-29. How does Berkeley argue that he knows that his own mind, or spirit, doesn’t cause his sensations (note the parallel to Descartes’ argument mentioned above)?

30. What’s a law of nature, for Berkeley?

32-33. If material objects don’t cause our sensations, then what does? 
