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Vice-Chancellor's Message

The Distance Learning Centre is building on a stiatlition of over two decades of
service in the provision of External Studies Progree and now Distance Learning
Education in Nigeria and beyond. The Distance Liegrrmode to which we are
committed is providing access to many deservingeNags in having access to higher
education especially those who by the nature aof #regagement do not have the luxury
of full time education. Recently, it is contribugiim no small measure to providing places
for teeming Nigerian youths who for one reasorherdther could not get admission into
the conventional universities.

These course materials have been written by wrgpecially trained in ODL course
delivery. The writers have made great efforts tovmte up to date information,
knowledge and skills in the different disciplinesdaensure that the materials are user-
friendly.

In addition to provision of course materials innprand e-format, a lot of Information
Technology input has also gone into the deployneérdourse materials. Most of them
can be downloaded from the DLC website and arelabai in audio format which you
can also download into your mobile phones, IPod3Nimhong other devices to allow
you listen to the audio study sessions. Some ofsthdy session materials have been
scripted and are being broadcast on the univessiiyamond Radio FM 101.1, while
others have been delivered and captured in audimaliformat in a classroom
environment for use by our students. Detailed mi@ion on availability and access is
available on the website. We will continue in offods to provide and review course
materials for our courses.

However, for you to take advantage of these formaia will need to improve on your
I.T. skills and develop requisite distance learn@glture. It is well known that, for
efficient and effective provision of Distance leian education, availability of
appropriate and relevant course materialssga qua nonSo also, is the availability of
multiple plat form for the convenience of our stage It is in fulfilment of this, that
series of course materials are being written tdknaur students study at their own pace
and convenience.

It is our hope that you will put these course niateito the best use.

heldern/

Prof. Abel Idowu Olayinka
Vice-Chancellor
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Foreword

As part of its vision of providing  education f6éLiberty and Development” for
Nigerians and the International Community, the @nsity of Ibadan, Distance Learning
Centre has recently embarked on a vigorous repasity agenda which aimed at
embracing a holistic and all encompassing apprtathe delivery of its Open Distance
Learning (ODL) programmes. Thus we are committedlobal best practices in distance
learning provision. Apart from providing an effioke administrative and academic
support for our students, we are committed to pliog educational resource materials
for the use of our students. We are convinced thi#ttout an up-to-date, learner-friendly
and distance learning compliant course materiaksetcannot be any basis to lay claim
to being a provider of distance learning educatiodeed, availability of appropriate
course materials in multiple formats is the hubaoly distance learning provision
worldwide.

In view of the above, we are vigorously pursuingaasatter of priority, the provision of
credible, learner-friendly and interactive coursatenials for all our courses. We
commissioned the authoring of, and review of coumnsgerials to teams of experts and
their outputs were subjected to rigorous peer rev@ensure standard. The approach not
only emphasizes cognitive knowledge, but alsoskild humane values which are at the
core of education, even in an ICT age.

The development of the materials which is on-gaatgp had input from experienced
editors and illustrators who have ensured that tey accurate, current and learner-
friendly. They are specially written with distarlearners in mind. This is very important
because, distance learning involves non-residestialents who can often feel isolated
from the community of learners.

It is important to note that, for a distance leanmeexcel there is the need to source and
read relevant materials apart from this course mnahte Therefore, adequate
supplementary reading materials as well as otHerrmmation sources are suggested in the
course materials.

Apart from the responsibility for you to read tkeisurse material with others, you are also
advised to seek assistance from your course foig especially academic advisors
during your study even before the interactive sessvhich is by design for revision.
Your academic advisors will assist you using comentechnology including Google
Hang Out, You Tube, Talk Fusion, etc. but you hewvtake advantage of these. It is also
going to be of immense advantage if you complesggaments as at when due so as to
have necessary feedbacks as a guide.

The implication of the above is that, a distanarer has a responsibility to develop
requisite distance learning culture which includigent and disciplined self-study,
seeking available administrative and academic sdppod acquisition of basic
information technology skills. This is why you aecouraged to develop your computer
skills by availing yourself the opportunity of tnmg that the Centre’s provide and put
these into use.
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In conclusion, it is envisaged that the course matewould also be useful for the

regular students of tertiary institutions in Nigewho are faced with a dearth of high
guality textbooks. We are therefore, delighted tespnt these titles to both our distance
learning students and the university’s regular etiisl We are confident that the
materials will be an invaluable resource to all.

We would like to thank all our authors, reviewersd goroduction staff for the high
guality of work.

Best wishes.

@:Z'——“ ) o

Professor Bayo Okunade
Director
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Study Session 1 Rise of Modern Philosophy

Introduction

Overtime the study of philosophy is divided intdfelient periods. At this level of your study,
you should have been familiar with the ‘Ancientipdr when you are in your the first year
(100Level). In addition, in the second year (20Gdgwf your study, you have studied the
medieval period.

In this study session, you will study Early Modéthilosopher; this study session is an attempt
to explain the trajectory that the history of pkiphy followed from the ancient period down to
the modern period.

This study session will also attempt to examine ¢baditions that gave rise to the distinct
features of philosophy as practiced in the modemogd of philosophy. You will learn the ways
in which philosophy in the modern period influerthe discourse of philosophy in later periods.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 1

At the end of this study session, you should be &l

1.1 Explain what give birth to the rise of Modern Pkidphy

1.2 Describe the Copernican discovery and the Contabuif Galileo

1.3 Explain Rationalism and Empiricism

1.4 Describe the contribution of the Modern PhilosoptiodPolitical philosophy

1.1 The Rise of Modern Philosophy

The modern era spans over the seventeenth, eigites nineteenth centuries. Philosophy in

the modern period began as a reaction. It wasaioeaagainst the scholasticism and dogmatism
of the middle Ages. Philosophy in the modern peiagb had a major break from the pattern

followed by the earlier periods of philosophy. dised a new set of problems and employed a
different method of enquiry.

In the middle Ages, for instance, most philosoplestsiblished a sort of affinity between heaven
and earth, and this greatly influenced the typgtofosophical problems, which were raised as
well as the postulations that were made. Philos@phlgis time was to depend on theology.

In fact, ‘philosophy in the Middle Ages was virtlyathe handmaiden of theology, supplying
religious thought with a reasoned account of itsouss doctrines.... The synthesis of philosophy
and theology was a precarious on&tumpf, 1982:197%

Although, in the ancient period of philosoptBlato and Aristotle did not actually base their

11



PHI 306: Early Modern Philosophy

philosophical ideas on God or religions, yet thedimeal scholars did this with interpretations
and re-interpretations of their ideas.

For example, the ideas of Plato is useShyAugustine either to buttress or to explain some of
his philosophic-religious ideagquinas did a similar thing withAristotle’s ideas.

Figuréﬂi.i: Plato and Aristotle
Source: http://www.wga.hu/frames-e.html?/html/r/raphaeléste/1segnatu/1/athens1.html

Overtime in the Middle Ages, the idea of philosogitgying a subservient role to religions and
doctrines became a sort of intellectual tyranny epmgression. Religious and doctrinal relevance
became the yardstick by which philosophical an@othtellectual ideas were measured.

Hence, theories and ideas were opposed as heiefesd to deviate from religious interests,
and proponents of such ideas were seriously sattioAlthough, in the ancient period,
Socrateswas killed because of his philosophy aistotle was almost killed by the Athenians
for the same reason, yet philosophy and philosgpWwere still much freer in the ancient period
in comparison with the medieval period.

In the ancient period, thinkers could philosophasedifferent issues ranging from man to the
nature of the universe and to God. In the medipeaiod, however, philosophy did not enjoy
this autonomy. According tStumpf (1982)
“The spirit of medieval philosophy was differentthmat its starting point was now
virtually fixed by the doctrines of Christian thegy. In addition, the whole cultural
atmosphere was affected by the predominance othhech so that moral theory,
political doctrine, the institutions of society suas the family and work, the arts and
literature, and much of science — all these boeeithprint of theology.”

The Middle Ages was seen as an "Age of Faith" whadigion reigned, and so as a period
contrary to reason and contrary to the spirit efEmlightenment. For them the Middle Ages was
barbaric and priest-ridden. Modern Philosophy reférto "these dark times", the centuries of
ignorance

Meanwhile, in the modern period, philosophy did mast become free again; philosophy
actually became free like it had never before b&ar.doors of rational enquiries and reflections
were eternally flung open. This invariably affectedny things and activities of the modern era;
it opened up a new range of possibilities.

12
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For example, it was at this time that people betarhave direct access to books, when
Gutenberg in the mid fifteenth century made boakslsenough to be affordable and portable
and printing presses were open in London, Parisiridand so on.

®  Mention some of the contribution of philosophy e tmodern era

o People could then have direct access to informatiobooks, which they could not
personally own, keep and read in the medieval detianguage was also affected in no
small measure at this time. Rather than writingmhy Greek and Latin, people became
to write and express their ideas in their indigeniamguages.

This accounts for the reason why it was possiblettie modern philosophers to write their
philosophical postulations in their own indigendaisguages. For example, this made it possible
that Locke and Hume would write in English, Voltaire and Rousseau nerteh, andKant in
German.’ (Stumpf, 1982: 200)

Figure 1.2: Modern Philosopher
Source: http://www.thegreatcourses.com/courses/reason-faitlosophy-in-the-middle-
ages.html

There was a notable severance between philosophiyreinmodern period and philosophy
practiced in the earlier periods of philosophy. &snatter of fact, both Reridescartesand
Francis Bacon that are renowned pioneers of mopleitosophy started their postulations on a
clean note after rejecting earlier authorities assumptions.

®  What is the contribution of Science to rise of modehilosophy?

o Science was a very prominent factor in the birthmafdern philosophy. ‘Both the
conclusions of the scientists and their methodprotedure, particularly the latter,
made a strong impact upon modern philosophical ldpagons and raised new
problems which now received the attention formeilyen to traditional issues of the
ancient and medieval worlds.

Scientific discoveries give the modern philosophgsh strength, material for broad
generalisations. Every major scientific discoveryeg philosophy a step forward in
the development of the philosophical world-view anethodology.

13
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1.2 The Copernican Discovery and the Contribution bGalileo

Discoveries made by scientists lik@pernicus andGalileo stimulated philosophers to begin to
ask and reflect on new problems.

» Copernicus contributed to modern thoughepoch-making hypothesis.

» Galileo contributed something less definite, bigremore germinal-a new method.

It would be safer to say that he represented twthodks, the method afiscoveryand the
method ofexact or mathematical description.

This, perhaps, gave rise to the question of thecgoof knowledge, which became a prominent
discourse that agitated a considerable numbereofrihdern philosophers. Also, the triumph of
science starting from the sixteenth century damghenierest in certain philosophical concerns
of the earlier times.

‘This development gradually undermined, for examghe notions of a hierarchy of being, of a
distinction of kind between celestial and terredtimnotions, and of the kindred distinction
between the perfection and regularity of the heavaanthe one hand and the imperfection and
irregularity of earthly changes on the other.

The entire physical universe, according to the 13eignce, was subject to one set of uniform
laws of nature which could be stated with precisiomathematical terms’Lamprecht, 1955:
218-219)

1.3 Epistemology

Epistemology is the study of the nature and scdgenowledge and justified belief. It analyses
the nature of knowledge, how it relates to similations such as truth, belief and justification. It
also deals with the means of production of knowdedas well as skepticism about different
knowledge claims. It is essentially about issuesrtato do with the creation and dissemination
of knowledge in particular areas of inquiry

Epistemology is an area of philosophy that was vergminent in the modern period of

philosophy was epistemology. Most of the prominghitosophers of the modern period were
agitated by the question of how knowledge is aegliiThis question divided the philosophers
into two distinct schools of thought - rationalismd empiricism.

1.3.1 Rationalism

Rationalism is a school of thought that holds tiie main source of acquiring knowledge is
reason. It is held by the rationalists that it @sqble to attain knowledge prior to an experience
of the known object in the external world. Ratigstal are also of the view that it is even possible
to know certain concepts, which do not have anyetates in the external world. It is in this
wise that the knowledge of God and abstract cosdspiossible.

1.3.2 Empiricism
Empiricism is a school of thought that contendg #emse experience is the principal source of
human knowledge. It argues that at birth, the humanrd is never born with knowledge of any

14
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object or idea. Whatever the mind knows or will ekeow, therefore, is known through sense
experience.

The foregoing shows clearly that knowledge and mstipn of knowledge was a celebrated idea
in modern philosophy. This, perhaps, explains #ason for the revolutionary postulations of the
era.

1.4 Political Philosophy

Political philosophy was another notable aspecptufosophy that modern philosophers were
interested in. The modern era witnessed an intadsecacy for distinction between political
authority and religious allegiance.

Box 1.1 Political Philosophy
Political philosophy is philosophical reflection dwow best to arrange collective life - politigal
institutions and social practices, such as econgystem and pattern of family life.

Political philosophers seek to establish basicqypies that will, for instance, justify a particula
form of state, show that individuals have certaialienable rights, or tell how a society's
material resources should be share among its memmars usually involves analysing and
interpreting ideas like freedom, justice, authoatyd democracy and then applying them in a
critical way to the social and political

Some political philosophers have tried primarilyjustify the prevailing arrangements of their
society; others have painted pictures of an idéalesor an ideal social world that is very
different from anything we have so far experienced

This accounts for the reason why the social conttiaeory interested a number of modern
philosophers. For example, Hobbes, Locke and Rausdeveloped versions of social contract
theory in the early modern period of philosophy.

®  What is Social Contract Theory

o Social contract theory ‘sees principles of justsethe outcome of a contract people
make for mutual advantage, to leave the state tfr@maand govern themselves by
law.’

Nussbaum (2005).This type of government evidently leavesd@nd the church out of civil
governance, claiming that civil and religious isshave different domain of concerns.

Activity 1.1 Social Contract Theory
Allowed Time: 1hr
Make a research on Social Contract Theory and stexamples

15
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Summary of Study Session 1
In Study Session 1, you have learnt that:

1. This study session has examined the conditionsgina¢ rise to modern philosophy. It
shown that philosophy in the medieval period, teeiqul, which precedes the modern
period in the history of philosophy, philosophy,snva handmaiden of religion and the
church fixed virtually all the rules that guidedearch in philosophy as well as in some
other disciplines.

2. The freedom which scholarship, especially philogopdcked in the medieval period was
one significant factor responsible for the emergeoicmodern philosophy. Science also
played a dominant role in the rise of modern ploijdsy.

3. Two prominent schools of thought who attempteddspond to the question of how
knowledge acquired differently championed the caofsepistemology in the modern
period.

4. The rationalists claim that reason is the princgmalrce of knowledge. On the other hand,
however, the empiricists argue that human knowleslgeproduct of sense experience.

5. Lastly, the trend of political theorisation, whiatas informed by the newfound freedom
of expression of ideas, affected in no small megstive socio-political ideas of the
modern period. Social contract theory, one of thmidant political theories of the time,
put a clear distinction between political authogtyd religious allegiance.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 1
Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the retxtly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentiguestt the end of this Module.
SAQ 1.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 1.1)

1. Give a brief account of the periods, which precettdednodern period of philosophy.

2. In your own idea, what would you consider as thenniaw of the medieval period,

which necessitated the rise of modern philosophy?

SAQ 1.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 1.2)
1. Discuss some of the main features of philosophizénmodern era.
2. How did science help in the rise of modern philds&p

SAQ 1.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 1.3)
1. What is Epistemology?
2. Explain the distinct features of Rationalism andpiraism

SAQ 1.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 1.4)
Explain the interest of philosopher in PoliticalilBsophy

16
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Study Session 2 Rene Descartes ' Epistemology

Introduction

René Descartes approach to the theory of knowledge plays a pnemi role in shaping the
agenda of early modern philosophy. It continuesffect (some would say "infect") the way
problems in epistemology are conceive today.

Students of philosophy (in his own day, and in kh&tory since) have found the distinctive
features of his epistemology to be attractive aodkling: features such as the emphasis on
method, the role of epistemic foundations, andcthreception of the doubtful as contrasting with
the warranted.

This Study Session will introduce you to the higtaf the renowned father of modern
philosophy, Rene Descartes His contribution to Philosophy in the areas oistgmology,
philosophy of mind and metaphysics

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 2

At the end of this study session, you should be &l

2.1 Write a brief biography of Rene Descartes, thediati Modern Philosophy.

2.2 Explain the methodical doubt that forms the cordahef epistemological idea of Rene
Descartes.

2.3 Explain Cartesian Dualism

2.4  Explain the Foundationalism an important part os€etes’ epistemology.

2.1 Rene Descartesife History and Biography

Rene Descarteswas born in a village called Touraine, now knovenLa-Haye-Descartes in

the year 1596. His father’'s name was Joadbescartes who was a councillor of the Parliament
in Brittany. Descarteswas sickly and so he was exempted from early mgrmxercises in
school. This enableDescartesto have ample time for reading and meditation.

At the age of eleverescartesbegan a study of Philosophy, Mathematics, Logit @lassics at
the Jesuit College of La Fleche. HowevRescarteswas impressed by the precision, exactitude
and certainty of Mathematics, qualities which heseslied as being generally lacking in
Philosophy.

17
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Figure 2.1: Rene Descartes
Source:http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Frans_Hals_-
_Portret_van_Ren%C3%A9_Descartes.jpg

His popular works includBiscourse on Method; Meditations on First PhilosgpRrinciples of
Philosophy; Treatise on the Univeraad The Passions of the Solllescartesdied in 1650 in
Sweden.

In spite of the popularity oDescarte$ school, Descarteswas greatly disappointed with the
education that he received thelDescarteswas especially disappointed with the philosoplat th
he learnt, which was observed to be lacking thee tgp certainty, precision and accuracy
observable in mathematics.

The main project oDescartes$ philosophy was a search for certainty and truevkdedge.
‘Descarteslifelong passion was to find certainty. He fedt though his education had given him
a collection of ideas based on little else butitiaal’ (Lawhead, 2003: 59)

2.2 Descartes’ Methodical Doubt

Descartesemphasises the importance of clear and precisditigp. According toDescartes
method lies in discovering a clear and cohererntepabr process by which knowledge is attain.
For Descartes method presupposes that tharnd must begin with a simple and absolutely clear
truth and must move step by step without losingtgland certainty along the way

Stumpf (1982: 232)Descartescontends that reasoning must begin at the bas@m-clear and
unambiguous knowledge — that serves to validateviadge of all other things that we claim to
know. In the process of getting to the baglescartesemployed ad hoc doubt and used that
method to arrive at many of his ideas.

Descartes posits that apart from beginning his process dasoeing from a clear and
unambiguous idea, he must not accept as true daay which he does not know to be true, or an
idea that is taint with any iota of doubt.

In addition, Descartes recommends that issues or ideas be broken dowmn sntall and
manageable bits for the purpose of adequate sgridescartesemploys the methodic doubt to
arrive at the knowledge that is certain and carbetdoubt, which can serve as the basis or
starting point for all our other forms of knowledge
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By the method of doubDescartestried to doubt everything so that only that whesestence
could not be doubt would remain. In this wBgscartesproves that even knowledge about most
evident ideas is not always reliable. In the fpistce,Descartespoints out that there is no clear-
cut distinction between our sleeping state andaaking life.

He cites the example of times when he thought hesitiing in front of the fireplace with paper
in hand, only to wake up and find himself nakedbad. Since, it is difficult to distinguish
between dream and real life situations;

Descartesconcludes that our supposed knowledge of the odyreliable Descartes’position

of rationalism is emphasised on this point. In hisa, only knowledge of Arithmetic and
Geometry is fool proof in this regard. This, fdescartesis because even if he were sleeping,
two plus three would still be five.

This shows thaDescartes’commitment to the rationalist project made hinpthse knowledge
gained by the senses and leave knowledge gaineshbgn intact.

Doutbx isdom

eOIlglIlO

René Descartes

Figure 2.2 Doubt the origin of wisdom
Source: http://taclifestudio.com/category/Descartes/

In addition, Descartesreasons further that even the knowledge of thereat world is not
certain since it is possible that there is a paldicevil genius that makes it seem as if thenis
external world when in the actual fact there isenon

According to him, it is possible that there is rky,sno mountains, no earth and no extended
bodies; but that there is an evil genius that iskmg on our senses to perceive those things
while they are not actually in existence.

Because of the workings of the evil genius, théns possible that all that we experience are
mere illusions. On this note, therefore, knowledf¢he external world which experience gives
to us is unreliable; andescartes thereby, advocates for its rejection.

After doubting the certainty of knowing the extedd®dy as well as knowledge of the external
world, Descartesreached a point that he could not proceed indeptical activities. According
to Descartes although it is possible to doubt that one’s bady the external world exist, it is
certain that there is at least one thing that exighe thing that is doing the doubting.

Descartesavers that to doubt is to think, therefore, efeane doubts one’s existence, it already
implied that one exists for one to be able to darbthink in the first placeDescartesargues,
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based on this that the thinking self necessarilgtexForDescartes therefore, the truth afogito
ergo sum (‘I think, therefore | exist’ or ‘I think, thereferl am’) strikes one with unparalleled
clarity, such that it could not be consistently blza.

Descartesavers that the mind, which thinks, is also the,onhich doubts, desires, wills,
affirms, denies, refuses, imagines and wills. Hgastablished the existence of the thinking self,
Descarteswas able to reverse his earlier doubt of his edeédrbody and the external world by
inferring the existence of those other things fribre certainty that he discovered, that is, the
existence of the mind or the thinking self.

Descartes goes by way of identifying a criterion for distinghing reality from mere
appearances. For him, what is true is what the nisiadble to perceive clearly and distinctly.

In this contextclear means “that which is present and apparent totantate mind,” in

the same way that objects are clear to our eyesistidct refers to “that which is so

precise and different from all other objects thaintains within itself nothing but what

is clear.” Stumpf, 1982: 235)
For Descartes our clear and distinct ideas are true because r@aes them so. Furthermore,
Descartesposits that God exists and he cannot deceiv®ascartesargues that whenever he
thinks about God, he immediately has an idea ofedept and infinite being. This idea,
according tdescartescould not have emanated from him being a finite iamperfect being.

He, therefore, concludes that this idea comes fteanperfect being, which is God. Therefore,
the fact that the existence of the body and thereat world is clear and distinct to our mind
suffices to prove that those things exist becauseé €annot deceive us into believing that they
exist if they did not actually exist.

2.3 Descartes on the Mind-Body Problem

In spite of assigning different categorical subséato the thinking mind and the extended body,
Descartesmaintains that the two substances relate in a ahuhanner. Apart from being a
thinking substance, the mind, for instancelssscartesholds, is also an incorporeal entity,
which means that it is immaterial. In addition,de&s the mind as being un-extended
The body, however, possesses attributes that a@et epposites of the ones possessed by the
mind. ForDescartes the body is material, extended and corporeaainne.
The whole drift ofDescartes thought is in the direction of dualism — the motithat
there are two different kinds of substances in meat¥We know a substance by its
attribute, and since we clearly and distinctly knowo quite different attributes,
namely,thoughtand extensionthere must be two different substances, the gplrdnd
the corporeal, mind and bodyst(umpf, 1982: 237)
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Mind Body

Consists of " Consists of
spiritual —_—— physical
0SSONCo e essonce

Figure 2.3: The Mind-Body Problem
Source:http://sccpsy101.com/home/chapter-2/section-13/

Descartescontends that the fact that the sensations of, painger, thirst and so on which are
felt by the mind are either brought about by thdyor ended by doing something to the body
shows that the two substances actually relateveryaprofound way.

WhatDescartesmeans by this is that when someone is thirstyekample, although the mouth
and the throat are dry, yet the awareness is nibteibody for so many other things are equally
capable of making the mouth and the throat dry.fdot, this is a particular state of
consciousness.

Another example is if someone is frightened, thes@e is like to be shaking all over, although,
the sensation or experience of fright occurs ingheson’s consciousness, which is the mental
realm so the body that begins to shake showshkeantnd has sparked off an effect in the body.

2.3.1 Cartesian Interactionism

Interactionism is a dualist position in the philpeg of mind, which argues that (1) mind and
body are separate, but that (2) there is causaiaction between the two.

Cartesian dualism, the position of Rdh&scartesis the most famous example of interactionism.
Descarteswas an interactionist, and a substance dualist bdii@ved that the mind and body
had a causal link. However, a problem arises wheractionalism and substance dualism are
coupled — namely, how can an immaterial entity withextension in the physical world cause
changes in a physical body, and how can a phybmdy cause changes, moods or feelings in a
non-physical mind?

Descartesat one point suggested that the pineal glanderbtlain may be the link between the
soul and the body, but later abandoned the ideat@aythat he did not have an answer to the
problem.

2.3.2 Critics of Descartes Mind — Body Interaction

Descartesstarted the age long problem of the mind-bodyraaon by his position on the
natures of body and mind. He has been severallgtiqued on how it could be possible for two
substantially different entities to interact. Gr#tihave pointed out that if body and mind were so
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distinct from each other that they had opposinditiesas ifDescartesclaimed, how could they
relate not to talk of having causal effect on eaitter?

NeverthelessDescarteshimself clearly felt that his notion of the “suéstial union” of
mind and body presented problems.

For mind and body, as defined throughout his wggirare not just different, but utterly
incompatible substances: in terms of their essemti@racteristics, they mutually
exclude one another, since mind is, define as mtended and indivisible, whereas
matter is by its nature extended and divisibBot{ingham, 1993: 222)

Having taken into cognizance the apparent incogrsts¢s in his conception of the mind-body
relation,Descartesintroduced the idea of pineal gland to addresgthblem. According to him,
mind and body relate through the pineal gland ih&dcated at the base of the brain. Meanwhile,
Descartesintroduction of the pineal gland compounds theljdem of the mind-body interaction
rather than solving it.

This is because the nature of the pineal gland rhesoanother problem fdDescartesto
contend. In other words, if the pineal gland wesderial, then it would not be able to relate with
the mind. If, however, the pineal gland were aigmt entity, then it could not relate with the
body.

If the nature of the pineal gland is neither materior spiritual, then one problem is that of
knowing what it is; and another problem is that div@lism ofDescartesbecomes pluralism and
the consistency of his idea is thereby challenge.

2.4 Descartes’ Foundationalism

Descartes theory of knowledge defines knowledge in termsaofstructure in which some
foundational or basic beliefs serve to justify @oowledge of the other non-basic beliefs. This is
observed to follow directly fronbescarte$ metaphysical idea of inferring the existence fug t
world from that of the thinking self, which is digtt, clear and basic.

Descartesstrived to arrive at the fundamental truth or dsr knowledge, which he deemed
evident and incorrigible. In a bid to achieve thigscartessees the importance of tracing the
trajectory of justification all the way back unthe reaches the most fundamental belief that
serves as the basic justification for the entireapydal structure of knowledge.

Descartes therefore, sees the need to “halt the regresgugiification of beliefs at some
foundational layer of knowledge which is self-evitder self-justifying and thus not in need of
further reasoned explanation&l¢off, 1998: 167)

® How does Descartes define Knowledge?
o Descartes defines knowledge in terms of a strugtuvehich some foundational or basic
beliefs serve to justify our knowledge of the othen-basic beliefs.
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2.4.1 Objections to Foundationalism and Descartebethod of Doubt
Critics have raised a number of objectionsDtescartes way of setting up the problem of
knowledge. For example:

1. Just because some of our sense experiences aekenisthat is not reason enough to
suspect (even hypothetically) all of them. Besides know that some of our experiences
are wrong only because we are able to know sontkeoh are correct, and for that, we
have to rely on other sense experiences.

2. Even to raise the possibility that our experienceght not accurately describe a world
that exists apart from our experience is alreadysskume that the distinction of world vs.
experience makes sense. But what if the things»xpereence are not in fact ideas at all,
but are rather things in the world themselves?

The method of doubt proposes that it makes sengerk of ideas or beliefs apart from
how they are ideas or beliefs about a world. Batriafrom the assumption of an external
world, it makes no sense to think of ideas asmtisfrom that world.

3. If we doubt everything, we also must doubt whethertruly doubt. However, that gets
us into an endless regress. Therefore, the etiatdach an indubitable principle through
doubt is doomed from the outset. The only waynd fbut that we are correct in doubting
is to appeal to a public understanding of what doudans, and that means assuming that
there is an existing world.

4. Descartes claim that one should limit knowledge only to ttrebout which one are
absolutely certain is much too limited. It makesf@et sense to say that weowthings
without having to guarantee that what we know seldleon an indubitable foundation.

Summary of Study Session 2

In Study Session 2, you have learnt that:

1. Rene Descartes employed the method of doubt to get to know thalitye whose
existence cannot be doubt. For him what necessaxilsts, whose existence cannot be
consistently doubt, is the thing that does the tlagbThis, forDescartes is the thinking
self or the mind.

2. Descartesargues that although it is possible to doubt ttistence of one’s body or even
the reality of the external world as a whole, yas iimpossible to doubt the existence of
the underlying entity that doubts.

3. Itis from the existence of the mind tHa¢scartesinfers the reality of the external world
by pointing out that whatever the mind is able ¢oceive clearly and distinctly exists.

4. Descartesholds that in the course of his investigation ithe nature of reality, he
discovered that there exist two substances witbgoaically different attributes.
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5. The mind, according tBescartes is characterised by thought and in corporeahtyile
body is characterised by extension and materiality.

6. The position ofDescarteson the nature of mind and body launched the miodiyb
problem — the problem of how to account for hovisitpossible for two categorically
different substances to interact.

7. Foundationalism holds that beliefs are of two typethere are basic beliefs that are
infallible and non-basic beliefs that are fallibl&€o justify the non-basic beliefs,
Descartesholds that they must be based upon the foundatiasic beliefs.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 2

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the retxtly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentigussit the end of this Module.

SAQ 2.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 2.1)
Describe the early life of Rer#escartes

SAQ 2.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 2.2)
Attempt a critique oDescartes methodic doubt.

SAQ 2.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 2.3)
Write a critical note on Cartesian interactionism.

SAQ 2.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 2.4)
Attempt a critical analysis ddescartesfoundationalist theory of epistemic justification
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Study Session 3 Baruch De Spinoza Metaphysical lae

Introduction

Spinoza's first work was a systematic presentatiothe philosophy of Descartes, to which he
added his own suggestions for its improvement. Bxss believed that by establishing a sure
epistemic foundation for one’s own existence thiroagmethod of systematic doubt, one could
derive a set of sure metaphysical truths aboutombt the distinctness of the mind from the

brain, but also about the existence and natureoof &so.

Spinoza utilised a similar kind of critical methodt for philosophy but rather to the disciple of
theology. Baruch Spinoza took this rationalisticprgeiation even further, developing and
expressing his mature philosophical views "in thergetrical manner

This study session will introduce you to Life an@iks of Baruch Spinoza and His Contribution
to Philosophy for example his Idea of Substancegsoify of Knowledge, Mind-Body Problem
and Morality

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 3

At the end of this study session, you should be &l

3.1 Give account of life and work of Baruch de Spinoza

3.2 Explain the metaphysical idea of Spinoza, with ipatar emphases on his notions of
Substance, Attributes, and Modes.

3.3 Highlight the levels of Knowledge in Spinoza’s Bpimology.

3.4 Describe Spinoza’s postulation on the mind-body|@m.

3.5 Explain Spinoza’s notion of Morality within the nal of his deterministic view of
nature.

3.1 Life and works of Baruch de Spinoza

Baruch de Spinozawas born in Amsterdam 1632. He was born into askefeamily, who first
migrated to Portugal and later moved on to the &kdhds. Initially, he was trained in the study
of the Old Testament and the Talmud; and it wasbedl that after his training, he would go on
to become a rabbi.

This never came to be as he picked interest iropbiihy.Spinozabegan to study philosophy at
the age of twenty. The Ecclesiastical Council lagepelled him from the synagogue of
Amsterdam when he was twenty-four years old.
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Figure 3.1: Baruch de Spinozaza
Source: http:/ien.wiKipedia.org/wikirBaruch_Spinoza

Spinoza was immensely influence by the philosophy Réne Descartes and would have
become a professor of philosophy at the UniversityHeidelberg, if not that, he rejected the
offer. He did this because he had the desire te Ha freedom to pursue his ideas.

He led a life of great hardship and penury, eartiiggliving by grinding lenses for scientific
instruments. Among his important works afEractatus de Intellectus Emendatione; Brief
Treatise on God; Man and His Happiness; Tractato$itRus; Cogitata MetaphysicandEthica
Ordine Geometrico Demostratble died of consumption in 1677, when he was fortg-f/ears
old.

Spinozawas influence by many philosophical traditionsthe first place, his philosophy takes
after that ofDescartes Spinoza was also greatly influenced by scholasticism. lyasas a
scholar with great ties with Jewish religions, Bible and Talmud also had great effect on
Spinoza Spinozds idea of substance is one of his most notabléributions to philosophy.

® Why do you thinkSpinoza reject the offerbecome a professor of philosophy at the
University of Heidelberg

o He refused it because of the possibility that iulocompromise his independence and
tranquillity

3.2 Spinoza’s Idea of Substance

Descartesholds that there are two substances in natureelyathought and extensioBpinoza
agrees wittDescartesthat substance exists on its own without beingeed of another thing, he
however disagrees witbescarteson the fact that there is more than only one sulest For
Spinoza there is one substance that is not in need dhansubstance or thing to exist.

The substance, fd@pinoza is infinite and it is the ultimate realitspinozaalso contends that
the substance causes itself and, therefore, isanted by any other external thing. According to
Spinoza only God fits that description and that self-#rg substance is Go&pinozaadopts a
method that is very similar to the idea employedDO®scartes He argues that the idea of
substance is clear and distinct to the mind.
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Figure 3.2 Spinozaideal of substance
Source https://www.trinity.edu/cbrown/modei®pinozaPartl.html

Spinozauses God and Nature interchangeably to show kigatwo refer to one and the same
substance. According ®pinozg God is nature in two ways. On the one hand, GdHe source
of everything that exists and in this senSpjnoza calls Godnatura naturans.On the other
hand,Spinozadefines God as that which did not create anythipgrt from himself and in this
sense, he calls Gathtura naturata
Spinoza argues further that apart from the one and idirstibstance, there are some other
things, which are attributes of the substance. Médn, in Spinozds view, the independent
substance has infinite attributeé§pinoza maintains that the substance expresses the #tsibu
and not necessarily that the attributes are périseosubstance like hands are parts of the body.
According toParkinson,
Spinoza never calls an attribute an “aspect” of substanb®wever, he often describes
the relation between substance and attribute imseof expression ... he says expressly
that a mode of extension and the corresponding mbtlsought are “one and the same
thing but expressed in two way@arkinson, 1993)

®  Whom doesSpinozarefer as “self-existing” substance?
o God

Spinozaargues that although substance, which is God turBlgpossesses infinite attributes, yet
only two of the attributes can be known. The twinilautes, according t&pinoza are thought
and extension. It is probably because dbbscartesthat made him conclude that the two are
different and independent substances perceivect ttvas clearly and distinctly. Fd8pinoza
thought and extension are just two attributes -exgressions of the activities — of the same
substance.

In addition to the attributesSpinoza also identifies modes, which explain the idea of
determinism inSpinozds philosophy. ‘As thewvorld consists of the modes of God’s attributes,
everything in the world acts in accordance withessdy, that is, everything is determined.’
(Stumpf, 1982: 242)
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® God or Nature possesses infinite attributes, by omo of the attributes can be
known. Mention the two attributepinozaidentify.

o The two attributes of God or Nature, according Spinoza are thought and
extension.

Although, Spinozasees God as a self-caused substance, yet heedilsesdGod as the efficient
cause of his modes. The idea of efficient causesdaack to Aristotle in the ancient period of
philosophy. Aristotle identifies four different lds of causes — the formal cause, the material
cause, the efficient cause and the final cause.

He, however, defines the efficient cause as thatabat is responsible for the making of a thing,
like a potter is responsible for the making of &. [®pinozg however, rejects the idea of a
creative God. God as an efficient cause,Spmoza is not a creative substance, but rather that
God is an imminent or internal efficient cause.

® The idea of modes iBpinozds philosophy shows that God as ?
o The idea of modes iBpinozds philosophy also shows God as a cause.

3.3 Spinoza’s Theory of Knowledge

Spinoza holds that there are levels of knowledge. In disaj the levels are three in all. He
explains that the levels of knowledge range from ldwest to the highest. The lowest level of
knowledge is imagination; the second level is reaand the highest level of knowledge is
intuition.

Spinoza’s Levels of Knowledge

The second of knowledge is level is Reason

The first level of knowledge is imagination

Figure 3.3 Spinozés Level of knowledge
Source: SchulPortals In€l
Knowledge, forSpinoza ascends from knowledge of individual objects, alihis the lowest
form of knowledge, to knowledge of God or naturéjch is the highest level of knowledge.

* Imagination The first level of knowledge, whicBpinozacalls imagination, is the type
that is acquire through sense experience. Knowlealgthis level, is very crude because
when we come across an entity, we see it as amidudited and specific object but are
not immediately aware of its essential nature.

Spinozaargues that imagination cannot give true knowldageause if someone is only
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familiar with individual objects of everyday expamnce, the person can only use this for
ideas about daily life but will be ignorant of ttiee nature of things.

* ReasonThe second level of knowledge, whiSpinozaexpects that someone at the level
of imagination move up to is the level of reasohisTlevel, according t&pinoza is
where the knowledge of science is found.

Spinozaholds that all men can reach this level of knogkedince all that is required to
get to this level is mind; and since every humana anode of the ultimate substance has
the attribute of mind, and then it is possibledwery human to get to this level.

It is at this level that the mind of man is ableascend beyond individual concrete
entities to grasp the knowledge of abstract thiggsnoza'sassessment of knowledge at
the level of reason is that it is true and validg @hat its truth is immediately evident and
beyond doubt.

¢ Intuition The third and ultimate Level of knowledge. It isagh intuition thaSpinoza
holds that we can know the whole of nature. ‘Atstiheével, we can understand the
particular things we encountered on the first laaeh new way, for at the first level we
saw other bodies in a disconnected way, and nowsagethem as part of the whole
scheme.’ §tumpf, 1982: 243

Spinozaexplains that this type of knowledge enables undwe from the knowledge of
the essence of God or nature to the knowledge eoefisence of the other objects and
entities in nature. This is the highest level obkiedge, for at this point; humans have a
full understanding of nature and their place in it.

3.4 Spinoza on the Mind-Body Problem

After using his method of doubt to know the trutiattis self-evident and infallibl®escartes
claims that he identifies two substances that erd¢pendent of each other; but that the two
substances relate or interact.

This position ofDescartestriggered the mind-body problem, as he could roabant for the
nature of the interaction between the two categdlyidifferent substances, which he identified.
Spinozasees the problem of mind-body interaction as sefagroblem, which does not exist at
all. This is because, iBpinoza’s idea, what we refer to as mind and body, or thowagid
extension, are just two attributes of a single &z, which is God or Nature.

Spinozamaintains that body and mind are just two exposssof the same substance And that
in the case of a man, he is a single mode andivihah we consider him as a physical mode, then
we talk about his body; but when we see him agrkititg mode, then we talk about his mind.
This does not mean, however, that man is compadseebcseparate or independent entities like
Descartesclaims.

For Spinoza it is not possible to severe the mind from thedyy@and vice versa. Therefore, for
everybody, there is a mind, and for every mindrahis a body.Spinoza contends that the
‘structure within which the mind and body operadhie same. Thus, man is a finite version of
God, for he is a mode of God'’s attributes of thdwagid extension.’§tumpf, 1982: 244)
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®  What is Spinoza conclusion on Body-Mind Problem?

o Spinoza sees the problem of mind-body interact®rma dalse problem, which does not
exist at all. This is because, in Spinoza’'s idehatwve refer to as mind and body, or
thought and extension, are just two attributes clirgle substance, which is God or
Nature

3.5 Spinoza’s Idea of Morality

Spinoza’s idea about human behaviour follows from his vietvnature. For him, human
behaviour is part of nature. In his idea, ‘humahawour can be explained just as precisely in
terms of causes, effects, and mathematics as dm®y aatural phenomenon.’ (Stumpf, 1982:
244)

For Spinozg the belief that human beings are independerg, dred capable of making moral
choices is illusory. In facGpinozaargues that the ignorance of the workings of ratioat make
humans think that they are free and are able tmld@mn the course of action to take without any
external influence.

Spinozaderided the notion that humans mostly have whielkesn them claim that they possess
free will to decide on what to do and that theicid®n causes an action to take place, while
neither they themselves nor their wills are parthef determined course of nature; 8pinoza
there is nothing farther from the truth!

Spinozaargues that all of nature, whether physical, memtdoehavioural, is one; all events in
the world are caused and human actions are nouded|from the primary universal cause,
which in Spinoza’s idea is God or Nature.

Spinoza posits further that human beings possesatttmpt or endeavour to exist perpetually.
When the endeavour relates to the mind and body,réferred to as appetite. However, at the
level of consciousness, Spinoza holds that appstitalled desire. At the level of consciousness
also, Spinoza holds that we can experience pleasupain. When we come across a situation
that promotes preservation of existence, then ypemance pleasure.

However, if we come across a situation that temmdgedpardise preservation or frustrate our
desire for perfection, then we feel pain. For Spadherefore, human conceptions of good and
evil are tied to the ideas of pleasure and painndza’s idea of morality is teleological or
consequentiality. Spinoza rejects the idea thaioetcan be good or bad in themselves
regardless of their consequences.

®  What is Spinoza notion of human freewill and trekcision to cause an action?

o Spinoza ridiculed the notion that humans mostlyspes what makes them claim that
they have free will to decide on what to do and thair decision causes an action to take
place.
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In Spinoza’s idea, what determine the moral worthaay moral action are its likely
consequences. If it contributes to our desiresuasams and thereby enhances pleasure, then it is
a good action; however, if it thwarts our desiresl ahereby produces pain, then it is a bad
action.

It may appear as if Spinoza accommodates the reotbehoice and freedom in his conception
of moral judgment, however, this is not the caseabse Spinoza holds that the same way our
moral actions are determined, so are our moral medg because the whole of nature is
ultimately determined and is one.

The idea of Spinoza on morality conflicts with titkeea of moral responsibility. Meanwhile,
Spinoza would not encourage resignation to fate like stoics in the ancient period of
philosophy. For him, the way out is to develop awtedge of God.

Only knowledge can lead us to happiness, for ohfpugh knowledge can we be
liberated from the bondage of our passions? Weeanglaved by passions when our
desires are attached to perishable things and wiwendo not fully understand our
emotions. The more we understand our emotiondesiseexcessive will be our appetites
and desires(Stumpf, 1982: 245)

In order to be able to attain the kind of knowledgat Spinoza proposes as the liberating force,
Spinoza holds that human beings should study th@embf nature, rather than their emotions
alone. Therefore, Spinoza holds that a good uralaistg of God or the whole of nature will
help one to lead a moral life.

Summary of Study Session 3

In Study Session 3, you have learnt that:

1. Spinoza holds that the whole of nature is compasezhly one single substance, which
is express as two known attributes of thought adtension.

2. Spinoza argues, contrary to Descartes’s positiwat, thought and extension are merely
two expressions or attributes of the same substance

3. The problem of interaction between two categonjcdistinct substances does not arise at
all.

4. Spinoza solves the monstrous problem of the mirdlleody, which Descartes created
unintentionally when he claimed that he discovemed substances by his method of
doubt. Spinoza discusses three levels of knowledgegination, reason and intuition.

5. According to Spinoza, the ultimate level of knowdeds intuition and it is at the level of

intuition that the mind is able to understand oowrthe whole of reality, which is God or
Nature.
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6. Spinoza holds that the whole of reality is cause @etermined. This, in Spinoza’s idea,
also affects the issue of morality.

7. As a result, human beings are incapable of freeahubioices. The way out, is to acquire
knowledge about God or Nature, which means thatreaehes the level of intuition in
the realm of knowledge. At this level, a persorirée from the passions and is able to
behave in perfect union with the ultimate substandech is Nature or God.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 3

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the regytly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentiguestt the end of this Module.

SAQ 3.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 3.1)
Write short on Life and Works of Baruch de Spinoza

SAQ 3.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 3.2)
Discuss critically the idea of Baruch Spinoza oafind-body problem.

SAQ 3.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 3.3)
Attempt a critique of the ideas of imagination,s@@ and intuition in Spinoza’s epistemology.

SAQ 3.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 3.4)
Discuss critically the idea of Baruch Spinoza omrtind-body problem.

SAQ 3.5 (Tests Learning Outcome 3.5)

How did Spinoza attempt to reconcile the ideasaiéianinism and moral responsibility in his
ethics?
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Study Session 4 Gottfried Leibniz

Introduction

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz uses his predicate in gab theory of truth to develop a remarkable
philosophical system that provides an intricate #rmlough account of reality. As consequences
of his metaphysics, Leibniz proposes solutionseteesal deep philosophical problems, such as
the problem of free will, the problem of evil, atieé nature of space and time.

This study session will focus on Gottfried Wilhelbeibniz contribution to the notion of
Substance, Mind-Body Problem, Problem of Evil ahedry of Knowledge

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 4

At the end of this study session, you should be &l
4.1 Give account of life and work of Leibniz
4.2 Explain study Leibniz’s notion of substance.
4.3 Describe Leibniz’s contribution to the mind-bodpplem.
4.4  Explain Leibniz’s position on the problem of evil.
4.5 Describe Leibniz's Theory of Knowledge

4.1 Early Life and Contribution Leibniz to Philosophy

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz was born in Leipzig in 46. He was admitted to the University of
Leipzig at the age of fifteen. It was there thatblegian his study of philosophy, he later moved
on to Jena to study mathematics and he also stlaiietb the level of Doctorate in Altdorf.

He actively participated in the leading discour$die day and he discovered the infinitesimal
calculus, which was also simultaneously discovelgdisaac Newton. Leibniz authored a
number of works, among which aféew Essays on Human Understanding; Essays in Texgodi
Discourse on Metaphysics; New System of Nature thedInteraction of Substanceand
Monadology Leibniz died in Hanover in 1716, g;the age ofesay.

5 B

Figure 4.1  Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz
Source: http://www.theguardian.com/books/2013/may/10/myekeibniz-lee-smolin
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Leibniz is the last major philosopher in the ra#sist tradition; other philosophers in this
tradition beingDescartes Spinoza and Malebranche. However, apart fromisthaationalist
outlook with the philosophers examined in previ@bsdy Sessions, his metaphysical orientation
is clearly different from theirs.

For exampleDescartesis a dualist, for he holds that reality is madeofipvo substances; while
Spinoza argues that the whole of reality is onestgutze, and this places him in the camp of the
monists. Meanwhile, Leibniz is a pluralist, for iseof the view that although reality is of one
type of substance, yet the substances are manyhahao one basic substance is exactly like
another.

4.2 Leibniz's Idea of Substance

Leibniz rejects the conceptions of substance in the idé&@escartesand Spinoza Leibniz
argues that the ideas of substancB&scartesand Spinoza do not give true ideas of the nature
of man, of God and of freedom. For exampleibniz contends that the idea Diescartesthat
there are two substances created the problem ddiak how the two substances could relate
with each other.

Leibniz equally repudiates the idea 8&pinoza that there is only one substance with two
knowable attributes. Fdreibniz, this conception of reality is not adequate beeatssreduction

of the whole of reality to one single entity los#ght of the distinctions that exist among the
various entities in the world.

Leibniz disagrees wittspinozaon the fusion that his idea of substance foist&od, man and
nature. ForLeibniz, these should be separated as distinct entities.hdwever, agrees with
Spinozaon his theory of single substance and the mechakview of the world.

Neverthelessl eibniz as a pluralist worked on the idea and presentadstich a way that ‘the
individuality of persons, the transcendence of G the reality of purpose and freedom in the
universe’ Stumpf, 1982: 246) are guaranteed.

Both DescartesandSpinozadefined extension as that which is not divisibleibniz rejects this
worldview. He contends that the bodies that wecseebe divided into bits or smaller parts. For
him, things that we perceive are aggregates oecidn of simple substances.

An idea similar to that of the collection of sim@abstances was put forward by Democritus in
the ancient period,eibniz, however, rejected this idea on the claim thahsusubstance, since
it is a material entity, would be lifeless, andrdéfere in need of an external force to initiage it
movement.

Leibniz argues that this is contrary to his idea of a &nz®.Leibniz maintains that matter is
not the primary substance; but that the monadsgtware forces of energy, are the primary or
essential substance of the things in the world.

® |f Descartes an®pinozaview extension as what is divisible. Why Leibnizl dejects
this view?

o Leibniz reject this view because he contends thatbiodies that we see can be divided
into bits or smaller parts. For him, things that pezceive are aggregates or collection of
simple substances.
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4.3 Leibniz’'s Monadology and the Mind-Body Problem

Leibniz stresses the fact that substance is active aficheging. Leibniz argues that unlike the
atoms of Democritus, which are in need of someraatdorce to set them in motion or to bring
them, together to form an aggregate or a clustenatis are dynamic, active and full of life.

The monads, according teeibniz, are independent of each other and therefore ptlnteract.
Each monad lives or behaves according to its iatemechanism and not because another has
influenced it to behave the way, it has behaved.

Therefore, if someone hits another and the othels fpain, it is not the hitting that causes the
pain, each one is just working according to its ma@ism or the law of its being; even though, a
harmony is observed which makes people erronecastyme that there is a connection or
interaction between the two. This assumption isrexous because, lreibniz’'s view, there ‘is

no external influence which ever does come intdarwith any soul.

Every experience of every monad arises in thedifthat monad “through an entire spontaneity
relatively to itself, and yet with an entire confoty relatively to other things.” lamprecht,
1955: 263)

In fact, Leibniz even describes the monads as windowless entitidise with his conception of
monads as complete and independent entlteibniz states his position on the problem of
mind-body interaction, which began with ReBescartes Leibniz uses his theory of pre-
established harmony to explain ‘the means by whiduntless monads entirely without
interaction, so unfold in mutual adjustment asders to interact.’lamprecht, 1955: 263)

B Point out Leibniz critic on Descartes mind and bodgraction

o According to Leibniz, mind and body do not interacid therefore do not exert causal
influences on each other, like Descartes claimat dach one works according to its
internal mechanism or the law of its being.

Leibniz holds that the mind and the body is a completestamice each — an independent and
self-moving energy force. Therefore, there is nsidb#or assuming that one is caused to move by
another or that what takes place in one has aegtefh or any relation to what takes place in the
other.

Leibniz explains that the order or harmony observed inmeatwhich makes people assume that
there is a causal relation between mind and badppt a function of what is going on at the
moment but what has been pre-set or pre-establishesth of the substances observed.

Leibniz conceives of the mind as a substance, but the [sodp aggregate of substances. He
uses the analogy of orchestras or choirs to iktsthis idea of pre-established harmony between
body and mind.

For Leibniz, if an instrumentalist in an orchestra follows hite without hearing what the other
instrumentalists are playing, an uninformed spectatould think that there is a sort of
interaction between the instrumentalists in thenestra. This is similar to the assumption that
there is an interaction between the body and tmelmi

In the case of the body and miricgibniz holds that ‘my mind and my body have been so
programmed by God that, when | form the volitionrdagse my hat, my arm is ready to execute
the appropriate movementJdlley, 1993: 407) Leibniz argues, therefore, that igisorance of

35



PHI 306: Early Modern Philosophy

the workings of the mind and body that make pecfaan that one causes an effect in the other
and vice versa.

4.4 Leibniz on the Problem of Euvil

The problem of evil is a longstanding problem inlggophy. The problem revolves around the
claim that God is good and he is the most powdraihg. Critics have variously challenged
these positions. It is usually asked that if Goohdeed good, then he would not will evil; if God
is powerful, then he should be able to rid the dat evil; however, if God is both good and
powerful, then why is there evil in the world?

Leibniz’s reaction to the problem of evil is thdtetworld, as we know it, even with all its
imperfections, is the best of all possible worldsr Leibniz, God, being very benevolent, must
have considered all the possible worlds that hédcoeate and must have decided to create one
with the greatest good; although, this does notnrtbat such a world would be absolutely
perfect.

How Can a Good God Exist

- =T

and Allow Evil?

Figure 4.2: Problem of Evil
Source:https://aaronaiken.wordpress.com/tag/natural-evil/

Leibniz also points out that the imperfection ie thorld is because of the fact that God could
not have made perfect beings without making Gole himself. Therefore, the evil and
discomforts in the world are not from God but aeeduse of the fact that the beings in the world
are imperfect.

In the same vein, Leibniz also explains that somesi our finiteness as humans does not allow
us to have a complete view or knowledge of issilibs is the reason why we call some issues
evil, when in the actual fact, they are ultimatily good.

It is necessary for some issues to contain sommes @aid discomfort even though their end is for
good. Therefore, Leibniz advocates that humans Ighadmit their limited understanding of
universal events; rather than putting blame on @bd ultimately wills the best for all his
creatures.
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®  What is the view of Leibniz on the Problem of Evil?

o Leibniz points out that the evil and discomfortstli®e world are not from God but are
because of the fact that the beings in the workdimperfect. The imperfection in the
world is because of the fact that God could notehaade perfect beings without making
Gods like himself.

4.5 Leibniz's Theory of Knowledge

Leibniz is the third of the most popular rationalistshie early modern period of philosophy. As
a rationalistLeibniz also ‘believes that it is possible to know subst@ntruths about the world

a priori, by reason alone.’J0lley, 1993: 410)Leibniz argues that idea is psychological in
nature. He sees it as a disposition. It is in itiet lof idea as a disposition tHagibniz is able to
defend the idea of innateness.

For Leibniz, to say that a particular idea is present withrthied at birth is not just to say that
the mind is capable of thinking about such an isdather, inLeibniz’'s idea, ‘mental
dispositions cannot be basic properties; they needie grounded in fully actual non-
dispositional properties of the mindigley, 1993: 412)

In addition to an analysis of ideleibniz’'s also examines the idea of truth. Leibniz idengifie
two types of truth. According to him, there arethsiof reason and truths of fact. In his idea,
logic is the method of knowing truth of reason; téxperience is the means by which truths of
fact are known.

The law of contradiction, which is a law of thoughtlogic, is the law that backs up truths of
reason. However, the law of sufficient reason sugptiuths of fact. In this wise, therefore,
Leibniz argues that it is not possible to deny a trutleafson without being involved in self-
contradiction. For a truth of fact, however, ipisssible to show that the proposition that it state
is false; it is possible to state their opposit@bout being self-contradictory.

According to Leibniz, the reason why truths of mragre infallible is that the predicate of the
proposition that states a truth of reason is alydatplied or contained in the meaning of the
subject. For the truth of fact, however, becausetithith of the predicate is not contained in the
subject, it is possible to state their oppositéauit being involved in self-contradiction.

This, perhaps, explains the reason vid®jbniz holds that knowledge that is acquired through
reason is superior to knowledge that is acquireouiih experience. This is the main proposition
of the rationalists — that valid knowledge is, tiadtich is acquired through reason, rather than
experience.

®  Mention the two types of Truth Leibniz identifies
o The two types of Truth Leibniz identifies are:

1. Truths of Reason and

2. Truths of Fact
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Summary of Study Session 4

In Study Session 4, you have learnt that:

1. Leibniz’s idea of substance differs considerabbnfiDescartess idea. WhileDescartes
identifies two substances which interact, Leibnigsifs that substance is of one kind but
is many in number, rather than being one singléyelite Spinozaclaims; but that the
many substance corpuscles do not interact.

2. Leibniz calls the basic substance monads and h&ides them as windowless but pre-
established or programmed by God to act in centedys. Leibniz argues that it is
because monads do not interact that the probletheobasis of an interaction between
body and mind becomes a pseudo problem.

3. Leibniz contends that the world as we know it, jites of its imperfections, is still the
best of all possible worlds of the worlds that Godld make.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 4

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the rextly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentigussit the end of this Module.

SAQ 4.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 4.1)
Give account of Gottfried Leibniz early life

SAQ 4.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 4.2)
In what ways is Leibniz’s idea of substance diffékeom Descartes?

SAQ 4.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 4.3)
1. Discuss the basic features of monads in LeibniZsaphysics.
2. Attempt an analysis of Leibniz’s idea of pre-es&ti®#d harmony as a solution to the
mind- body problem.

SAQ 4.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 4.4)
How did Leibniz attempt to address the problemwilf?e

SAQ 4.5 (Tests Learning Outcome 4.5)
Explain the two types of truth, which Leibniz idfiets
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Study Session 5 John Locke

Introduction

John Lockeas an Early Modern Philosopher contributes to gbidy. Regarding epistemology,
Locke disagreed with Descartes ‘rationalist thethigt knowledge is any idea that seems clear
and distinct to us. Instead, Locke claimed thatedge is direct awareness of facts concerning
the agreement or disagreement among our ideas.

By “ideas,” he meant mental objects, and by assgniirat some of these mental objects
represent non-mental objects, he inferred thatithiwhy we can have knowledge of a world
external to our minds

This study session will help you to understanddbetribution of John Locke to philosophy in
area such as Theory of Knowledge, Rejection ofteideas, Moral Idea and Political Idea.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 5

At the end of this study session, you should be &l
5.1 Discuss the life and time of John Locke.
5.2 Discuss Locke’s Idea on Knowledge.
5.3 Explain Locke’s idea on the question of Innate &lea
5.4 Discuss Locke’s notion of morality.
5.5 Analyse Locke’s Political Ideas.

5.1 The Life and Time of John Locke.

John Locke was born in 1632 in Wrington, Somerset near Blrist&England. He grew up in a
Puritan home. His father was captain of horse enRarliamentary army.ocke was trained in
the Westminster School and Christ Church Colleg®©xford. He had his Bachelor of Arts
degree and Master of Arts degree in Oxford Univgrdt was in the university that he was
appointed Censor of Moral Philosophy.
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Figure 5.1:  John Locke
Source http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Locke

He studiedAristotle’s logic and metaphysics and later picked intereshédicine. He studied
medicine and in 1674, he had his degree in medaimkwas licensed to practice as a doctor.
Later, he became the personal Doctor and Advisekrihony Ashley Cooper, who later on
became the Earl of Shaftsbury.

The most popular of his works includen Essay Concerning Toleration, Two Treatises of
Government, An Essay Concerning Human Understandind The Reasonableness of
Christianity.Locke died in Oates, twenty miles north of London in470

5.2 John Locke’s Theory of Knowledge

John Locke, like Descartesand the other philosophers considered in the pusvistudy
sessions, also agrees that it is possible to dttewledge. Meanwhile, Locke differs from the
previous philosophers on the method or the natuiheiman knowledge.

According toLocke, ideas are the building blocks of knowledge. Hosvewhat idea meant to
Locke is different from what we commonly refer to asade our current understanding of the
term. Similarly, Locke’s notion of idea is also different from Plato’s ception of ideas as
universal entities in the world of forms. Fbocke, an idea is anything that is the immediate
object of perception, thought or understanding.

In addition,Locke argues that the most basic components of humanlkdge are simple ideas.
In other words, if thoughts are broken down to mhest fundamental level at such basis, are
simple ideas, which are used by the mind to coosttomplex ideas.

Locke holds further that it is not possible for the mbodcome up with a new idea, which it has
never experienced. For example, thoughts and krigeleome because of the mind coming in
contact (experiencing) simple ideas like the priyraolours or the basic shapes.

Locke holds that simple ideas are of two types. In trst place, there are ideas of sensation and
there are ideas of reflection.
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Locke types Simple Ideas

Ideas of Sensation Ideas of Reflection

Figure 5.2Locke types of simple ideas
Source: SchulPortals In¢l

1. Ideas of Sensationare those that enable us to have a direct experiefevents and
occurrences through our senses. For example,titraaigh this form of ideas that we
experience cold, warmth, sweet, bitter, soft, hard| so on. Hence, sensation, for Locke,
refers to the observation or perception of exteohgcts.

2. ldeas of Reflectionare those ideas that the mind generate from cemsgl ideas of
sensation given by the experience. Reflection & dhservation or perception of the
internal operations of the mind, which include diudp believing, thinking willing,
perceiving, reasoning and knowing.

For Locke, all our ideas, and hence our knowledgegssarily stem from sensation or reflection.
Whatever cannot be trace to sensation and reffeciiocording to Locke, is meaningless and
likely comes to be only because of a misuse oflagg. Nevertheless, Locke views sensation as
being more fundamental than reflection.

In fact, Locke holds that we cannot have the egpee of reflection until we have had the
experience of sensation. In all, Locke sees thesesemas the bedrock of human knowledge.
Whatever we claim to know is made possible onlyabhse we have experienced such through
our senses, which have served as the channel hlie mind becomes aware of the external
objects of knowledge.

Furthermore, ideas, according to Locke, are of typ®s. There are simple ideas and there are
compound ideas. In Locke’s view, simple ideas dnjeas of immediate perception or reflection
by the mind. In other words, a simple idea is thhich the mind perceives directly or which
comes to be as a result of the act of reflectiothieymind. Locke holds that there is another type
of ideas known as the compound ideas.

®  According to Locke, what is Compound Ideas?

o Compound ideas are the ideas that result from @tw@tion of simple ideas by the mind;
an example of this is the idea of a golden mountdaving come to perceive the simple
ideas of an object of a particular shape callednteon, and of golden colour, the mind
can combine the two simple ideas to form the comgdadea of a golden mountain.
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5.3 Locke’s Rejection of Innate Ideas

For Locke to push his argument that all human ideasknowledge emanate from experience to
a logical conclusion, he also argue against thenaif innateness or the idea that some or all of
human knowledge has been in the mind before thel mieet the objects of knowledge in the
external world.

Locke explains that it is believe by some peoptd,tthere are certain innate principles impose
upon the human mind from the beginning, which tha somes to the world with. Locke denies
this idea and argues that it is a false idea, wthehtruth cannot be ascertain. Locke also rejects
the idea of innateness because, according to hispossible for some persons to employ it in
subjecting other people and keep them under them.

®  Explain Locke point of view concerning ‘innate’

o On the subject of innate ideas, Locke points tovdugety of human experience, and to
the difficulty of forming general and abstract ideand he ridicules the view that any
such ideas can be antecedent to experience.

All the parts of our knowledge, he insists, have same rank and the same history regarding
their origin in experience. It is in its most extre form that the doctrine of innate ideas is

attacked; but he cannot seen any middle grounddsgtwthat extreme doctrine and his own view

that all ideas have their origin in experience

In other words, apart from the fact that Locke kadldat the idea of innateness is erroneous; he
also contends that it could be use as the judtibicafor a ruler to rule as lord over the other
people. If a ruler could convince people that éeréssumptions are innate, then he would justify
his right to rule them without them having to exaenhis authority or using their own reason,
intellect or judgment.

5.4 Locke’s Moral Idea

Locke categorises thought about morality into the cate@d demonstrative knowledge. In his
idea, morality could have the exactness of mathiemiaiMorality could be so precise that it
would be demonstrated like mathematics becauseetileessence of the entities, which moral
words stand for and can be perfectly known.

In Locke’s view, the principal word in ethics, which is thens good, is knowable. We describe
things as being good or evil, depending on whetiey bring pleasure or pain.

Locke further argues that moral good or evil refers itthez conformity or deviation of our
voluntary actions to certain lawsocke talks about three laws, which are: the law ahigm,
the civil law and the divine law. On whether oneldoeasily know the definition of good or evil
by the laws alluded to blyocke, he is of the opinion that just like the laws cdthrematics are
evident and incontestable, so are the laws tht 8ta rules of morality to rational beings.
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Box 5.1: Locke’s Moral Law
1. The Law of Opinion
2. The Civil Law

3. The Divine Law

Locke, therefore, holds that it is possible to discowveral rules that conform to God's law by
our reason; although he did not state the relatiprisetween the three laws. For Locke,
1. The law of Opinion refers to a community’s judgment or what the comityuadopts as
a form of behaviour that would lead to happinessfamnity to the law of opinion is
called virtue.

2. The civil law: according to Locke, is set by the commonwealth iarglenforced by the
courts. This is the instance when the state adjtielcbetween persons in matters of right
and wrong and the divine law could be known eittllough reason or through
revelation.

3. The Divine law Locke defines this law as the standard of moraighpness. Hence, the
other laws — the law of opinion and the civil laundst conform to the divine law.

The discrepancies between these three laws, atgeke, usually arise from the fact that human
beings in most cases choose immediate pleasurer ithidn pleasures of long-lasting value. For
Locke, these moral rules are eternally true.

5.5 Locke’s Political Idea

In his renowned political writingSecond Treatise of Governmehtcke begins his political
idea with a thought experiment of a state that [geemwuld be in the absence of a civil or
political authority.

In Locke’s view, the state of nature is not the samélabbes’s state of war of all against all.
However, the main feature of the state of naturéocke’s idea, is that of men living together
guided by the law of nature but lacking a judgeawthority to adjudicate between them.

According toLocke, men in the state of nature know the moral lavetigh reason. The
natural moral law states that since men are equal andependent, no one should harm
another in his life, health, liberty or estate. $Haw derives from the importance and
worth of individuals as creatures of God. Thishg basis of each person fundamental
rights to possesses.
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1o

Fiure 5.3 State of Nture
Source: http://stefanjbecket.tumblr.com/post/1540878703Heih-hobbesian-state-of-
nature-news

A very essential right, Locke argued, is the righprivate property ownership. Locke holds that
the right to private property predates the enactneérsocial contract or the advent of civil
society. This is because this right is ground m mtlatural moral law. For Locke, nature gave the
world and all the goods in it to men generally. fEfiere, at the level of that which nature gave
there is joint ownership of the earthly resources.

However, what confers justification on anyone tiral a particular property as being exclusively
his is if he mixes his labour with the natural coamproperty, at that point, the property ceases
to be common property but becomes his private ptppalso, by way of natural right,ocke
holds that a man may inherit property from his éattne is born with such natural right.

However, in spite of the natural rights and theweolge of natural moral law by those in the
state of nature, Locke contends that people woeldviling and even take steps to leave the
state of nature and form a civil society.

B Explain the reason why people will want to leave #itate of nature to form a civil
society

o According to Locke, the main reason why people walgsire to leave the state of
nature and unite to form a commonwealth or cividisty is essentially to protect or
preserve their property — that is their lives, iitpeand estate.

Apart from this, it would also be imperative torfoa civil society because although it is possible
for every man to know the natural moral law, yetshng@eople would not know or apply the
moral law because of deliberate deception or indifice.

44



PHI 306: Early Modern Philosophy

Source: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Age_of Enlightenment

In addition, in case there is a dispute, it is Médgly that everyone would decide in his favour if
made a judge in his own case. Hence, there is foeem neutral and independent judge that is
able to adjudicate between persons in case thedessite, especially with regard to private
property. It is for these reasons, accordingdoke, that men form civil society.

Locke argues that the fundamental rights of humans rsakenable — that is, they cannot be
taking, transfer or forfeited. It is for this reasiatLocke grounds the formation of civil society
in consent and agreement.

No government is legitimate and no man has thd tmlyovern another man, unless the consent
of the ruled is obtained. The reason is that, adraketo Locke’s idea, all men are free,
independent and equal. “No government is legitilmateke sternly insisted, unless founded
through mutual consent of its subject. No governmiems moral claims to obedience if
established by conquest or by brute force of thangtover the weak.'L@mprecht 1955: 297)

The agreement reached in the state of nature to fbe civil society has certain underlying
assumptions. In the first place, men “consent teehlaws made and enforced by society.”
(Stumpf, 1982: 264) The laws made by society should howeywe such as would promote or
confirm the natural rights that men possess. Furthee, men consent to be bound by the wish
of the majority. This is the reason why Locke omsoabsolute monarchy.

Locke argues that the reins of government musbagilace in the hands of a monarch. This, for
him is not a form of civil government. Political thority, which originally belongs to the
majority, should rather be entrust to the legiskaturhe idea of separation of power is very
germane to Locke’s political postulation.

According to him, it is very important to ensurathhose who enforce and administer the laws
are not also the persons who make them. This id ttegive room for checks and balances in
government.

B What was the reason why Locke opposes absolutencioy®a

o Locke contends that a government by absolute mbgascnot a civil society because
when there is “no such decisive power (or judgeappeal to, there they are still in the
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state of nature”. In other words, a prince witls@bte power, holding both legislative
and executive power, has no judge over him; theeen absolute monarchy cannot be a
civil society.

The key link for Locke is that in a civil societyjadge must always be present when
disputes occur, which not the case is in an absohanarchy.

Therefore, it is clear that in Locke’s politicakthry, the law, rather than a sovereign, is regarded
to be supreme. Hence, in case the government duegdistharge its duties as expected by the
people, Locke holds that the people would be jiestiif they revolted against such government.

Locke strongly contends that ‘if a government, evere legitimately set up, exceeds its
designated functions and invades the personalsrigfdt its citizens have retained within their
individual jurisdiction, it is once at war with itavn subjects and may rightfully be overthrown.’
(Lamprecht 1955: 297) In such case, the government is dissav the people re-make a civil
society.

Summary of Study Session 5

In Study Session 5, you have learnt that:

1.

John Locke is one of the most renowned philosopbérthe early modern period of
philosophy

Locke, as an empiricist, argues that our knowledgeéeas that we acquire through sense
perception. He identifies two types of ideas — $amipeas and compound ideas. In
addition to his notion of ideas, he rejects innagsn- the idea that the mind has always
had certain knowledge from the beginning and befbreas the experience of such
entities or ideas.

Locke contends that morality can have the precseoné mathematics, and he identifies
three types of laws that guide morality. Theselave of opinion, civil law and divine
law. The divine law is the basic and most importafrihe three types of laws.

Locke posits that the origin of an acceptable @uitiety and of a legitimate government
is the consent of the people to be govern and dng time, a government deviates from
the purpose of its establishment, then it couldrigktfully revolt against and topple.
Locke places authority in the hands of the legiskat

Locke rejects absolute monarchy and advocatedhfxrks and balances in government in

order to ensure individual freedom and protectviatlial rights — especially, the natural
right to private property ownership.
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Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 5

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the retxtly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentigussit the end of this Module.

SAQ 5.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 5.1)
Give account of John Locke Life and Time

SAQ 5.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 5.2)
Discuss critically, Locke’s notion of simple andhggound ideas.

SAQ 5.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 5.3)
Attempt a critical analysis of Locke’s rejectioninhateness.

SAQ 5.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 5.4)
Attempt a critique of the divine law in Locke’s nabrdea.

SAQ 5.5 (Tests Learning Outcome 5.5)
Discuss the process of the formation of civil stcia Locke’s political philosophy.
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Study Session 6 George Berkeley

Introduction

George Berkeley was a brilliant critic of his predecessors, pafacly Descartes Locke and
Hobbes and a talented metaphysician capable of defentlirgapparently counter-intuitive
theory of Immaterialism. He also had some minolugrice on the development of mathematics
(and calculus in particula@eorge Berkeley believed that Locke's Essay did not carry the
principles of empiricism far enough

This Study Session will focus on George Berkeleygbaphy and contributions to philosophy
and His view on Perception and Existence, Epistegyénd the Mind-Body Problem

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 6

At the end of this study session, you should be &l
6.1 Describe George Berkeley’s biography.
6.2 Explain the idea of perception in Berkeley's philpby.
6.3 Describe Berkeley’'s Epistemology
6.4 Explain Berkeley’s position on the mind-body proble

6.1 Early Life and Contribution George Berkeley toPhilosophy

GeorgeBerkeley was born on 12 March 1685 in the county of Kilkemm southern Ireland. He
studied Philosophy, Mathematics, Logic and LangsageDublin at Trinity College. He was in
the college for about twenty years — as a studmaster and a Fellow. He was ordained a
clergyman in the Church of England, and became shopi in 1734.Berkeley travelled
extensively on missionary trips.
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Figure 6.1 GeuryBerkeley
Source: http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Geordgerkeley by John_Smibert.jpg

The notebooks, whicBerkeley kept, show very clearly that he was greatly insjpy Locke and
the Cartesians, especially, Nicolas Malebrancheognhis most popular works afhree
Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous, An Essayrisva New Theory of Visioand A
Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knogkederkeley died in Oxford on 14
January 1753.

6.2 Berkeley on Perception and Existence

On the question of what is real in contradistinetto what only appears to be reBkrkeley
disagrees wittDescartesand Locke that material entities are real. Thea-keswn doctrine of
Berkeley is esse est percipi aut perciperehich means that to be is to be perceived or to
perceive; this summarises the cordefkeleys philosophy.
In Descartes philosophy, although the mind is accorded a sigpesr the primary position in
that, its existence is that which validates thestexice of the body and other material entities, yet
it is evident that the philosophical ideal@éscartesaccommodates the idea that material entities
are also real in their own right. This position hewever refuted bBerkeley who argues that
only ideas and the immaterial minds that percdiesrt are real.
Similarly, this position oBerkeley contradicts the idea of an unknown independentigtiag
material entity which is at the base of an objeptgperties and which causes our idea of such
object, which is prominent in Locke’s philosoptBerkeley rejects the idea of the existence of
material entities as inconceivable. Barkeley,
We can have no intelligible (i.e. non-contradigjazonception of such a substance and
even if we could form such a conception, we cowsiehno reason (or evidence) for
believing that such a substance existed.
Such a substance cannot be conceive, becausmittimdictory to talk of conceiving of
thing that is unconceived. (Material substance nibest'unconceived” insofar as, by
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definition, it exists independently of any mindyda if we could form an idea of such a
substance, we have no reason to accept that ssahséance exists since all we ever
directly perceive are our ideas as opposed to mhgrbstance Ariew andWatkins,
2009)
In Berkeley's view, things exist only in the mind. Hence, ggtion is a necessary condition for
any claim for existence. Things that seem to becieda and self-existent are mere ideas or
mental perceptions. Hence, nothing can claim testean its own safe the existence made
possible by the mind, which perceives such objeendity.
For Berkeley, ostensibly physical objects like tables and chane nothing more than
collections of sensible ideas. Because no ideaeg&st outside a mind, it follows that
tables and chairs, as well as all the other fureitof the physical world, exist only
insofar as they are in the mind of someone (i.dy ansofar as they are being
perceived). Duignan, 2011: 113)
Berkeley's idea would ordinarily strike one as being stmnigizarre and false. Meanwhile, he
also realised the seeming contradiction and impldijection in his idea and immediately
provided answers to counter his potential critics.
On the question of whether objects exist when tireybeing perceivdBerkeley would answer
in the affirmative because this is what his idetuaty states. However, on the question of
whether things would vanish or simply go out ofséence when no human is nearby to perceive
him or her Berkeley had to do a bit of explanation.
According toBerkeley, whether humans are around or not, things wouist &t their existence
would still be dependent on perception. This isalee, ‘when no human is perceiving a table or
other such object, God is ; and it is God'’s thigkihat keeps the otherwise unperceived object in
existence.’ Duignan, 2011: 114)

®  Mention the two types of spirits or minds that Beey contends
o Finite spirit, which is the spirit of man and Infm spirit, which is the spirit of God.

The infinite spirit enables the finite spirit to Able to perceive ideas.

6.3 Berkeley’s Epistemology

In his work,New Theory of VisiorBerkeley argues that ‘knowledge depends upon actual vision
and other sensory experienceS&tumpf, 1982: 266) This position derkeleys places him in
the empiricist school of thought in whitlocke andHume are also belong.

Berkeley's epistemological position is known as phenomanali This refers to ‘a view that
denies that we should think of perception as inmgivmind-independent objects at all. Rather,
“external” objects are identify in some way withr@ensations.... It claims that all we are ever
directly aware of are our own sensation€rymley, 2009: 284)

The most fundamental questions of epistemologyudel'Can we know anything?’, ‘What can
we know?’ and ‘How can we knowBerkeley considers these questions and he offered answers
that are consistent with his other philosophicebsl

Berkeley argues that knowledge is possible, although thectd of our knowledge are ideas
rather than the external objects in the physicaldvdn Berkeley's idea, objects in the world are

a collection of ideas.
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®  What is Epistemology?

o Epistemology is the branch of philosophy that stadinowledge. It attempts to answer
the basic question: what distinguishes true knogdeftom false knowledge. Can also
Epistemology be define as the philosophical stidsnowledge and belief

Berkeley was, however, aware of the fact that critics caalde the question that if material
entities do not exist in their own right, lilgerkeley claimed, how it could be possible to gain
knowledge through an experience or perception wietbing that is not there on its own.
In addition, could it be possible for two persoms Have very similar experiences when
considering the same thing if the thing does nasteon its own? In answer to this question,
‘Berkeley proposed that God plants certain ideas in our snordan on-going basis and makes
sure to coordinate different people’s ideas (s¢ yloa and | can both see a table at the same
time, for instance).’luemer, 2002: 29)
Berkeley proposed three main points in support of his episiogical position that it is only
possible to know ideas only. In the first plaBsrkeley pointed out that there is no reason
whatsoever for believing in the independent existenf external objects.
In addition, he maintained that it could not begilole for us to have a consistent idea of what
external objects were, even if there were suchotdjdastly,Berkeley argued that the idea or a
conception of an external object existing on itsnoand independent of the mind is self-
contradictory. In other words,
Roughly, he argued that one could not conceivengthang existing outside the mind,
because if one tried to conceive of such a thingn tthe thing would then, by the very
fact that one was conceiving of it, be in one’s anind. Huemer, 2002: 29)

6.4 Berkeley on the Mind-Body Problem

Theorists’ attempts to define reality with regaodconsciousness have affirmed three positions
in all. The first is physical monism — the ideattbaly the physical objects and entities are real;
mental-physical dualism the idea that both the iaysvorld and the mental world are real; and
mental monism, which argues that only the mentaldweonstitutes the primary reality and that
the physical world is merely a construct of the taéworld.

The father of modern philosophigene Descartes brought the mind-body problem, which has
elicited the three positions, to the fol@escartesargues that both the body and the mind
constitute separate realities, each with its distieatures and that the two interact. The basis of
the interaction is the principal starting pointioé mind-body problem.

Descarteswas also aware of this and he explained that wheinteracted through the pineal
gland, which, according to him, was situated atlihee of the brain. The nature of the pineal
gland was, however, an intractable problem Bmscartes Although, he did not proffer a
satisfactory solution, yet he passed the problem on

In addressing this problenBerkeley adopts the mental monist position popularly called
idealism. InBerkeleys view, ‘the only reality is that which exists the mind.” Wilde 2010:

87) The idealism oBerkeley is a step further in his argument of the depenelaicexistence
upon perception.

Berkeley's argument necessitated that he refute the reafitlye body. This is because the initial
premise of his philosophy denies the existence atenwhen he contended that all that there is
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to reality is the thinking mind and its perception.

Hence, contrary to the position Descartesthat apart from the thinking mind, there is also a
external world out there that exists independenthef mind,Berkeley maintains that only the
thinking mind is real.

The only other thing, whicBerkeley identified apart from the mind and its perceptisniod.
For Berkeley, God is the source or originator of the mind aedtdo is not a material being,
hence, there is no place for matter or the extemdely in the philosophy dBerkeley. In this
way, Berkeley's philosophy is in a way exculpated from the pesblof the interaction of the
mind as a substance that is categorically diffefremh the body.

Summary of Study Session 6

In Study Session 6, you have learnt that:

1. The core ofBerkeleys position is that existence of entities dependsagerception of
them by the human mind or the Divine mind of Gotijck keeps things in existence by
constantly perceiving them.

2. The idea oBerkeley, which in his own words, is to be perceived’ gheatfluenced his
other philosophical postulations. For examerkeley's epistemology sees knowledge
as perceiving sensations rather than actual exteljects, which exist, independent of
the mind.

3. Berkeleys contribution to the discourse on the mind-bodghtem suggests that the
min-body puzzle is a pseudo-problem because tlser®thing like matter or material
entity that exists on its own and which we needxplain its interaction with the mind.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 6

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the regytly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentiguestt the end of this Module.

SAQ 6.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 6.1)
Give account of George Berkeley’s early life

SAQ 6.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 6.2
Write a critical note oBerkeley's idea of “To be is to be perceived.”

SAQ 6.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 6.3)
Attempt a critique of George Berkeley’s epistematabidea.

SAQ 6.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 6.4)
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1. What role does God play in Berkeley’s metaphysics?
2. In what way does Berkeley’s philosophy attemptddrass the mind-body problem?
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Study Session 7 David Hume

Introduction

David Hume skeptical approach to a range of phpbsml subjects. In epistemology, he
guestioned common notions of personal identity, arglied that there is no permanent “self”
that continues over time.

He dismissed standard accounts of causality andedrghat our conceptions of cause-effect
relations are ground in habits of thinking, rathiean in the perception of causal forces in the
external world itself. He defended the skepticabipon that human reason is inherently
contradictory, and it is only through naturally tiled beliefs that we can navigate our way
through common life.

This study session will expose you to David Humeisthods of physical science, ideas of
impression, notion of causality, idea of the sakw of Scepticism and Moral Theory

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 7

At the end of this study session, you should be &l

7.1 Describe the life and time of David Hume.

7.2 Explain Hume's methods of physical science

7.3 Examine the ideas of impressions and ideas in Hsiptglosophy.
7.4  Explain Hume’s notion of causality

7.5 Describe Hume’s idea of the self.

7.6 Describe Hume’s view of Scepticism

7.7 Explain Hume’s moral theory

7.1 The life and time of David Hume.

David Hume was born in Edinburgh in 1711. His parents werat&h and they wanted him
to study law. Meanwhile, he developed keen inteirediterature very early in life and this
indicated that the desire of his family to becomavayer might never come to be. He was
admit to the University of Edinburgh, though he didt graduate. Apart from living in
Edinburgh, he also lived some of his years in Feanc
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Fi 7. vid Hume
Sourcehttp://people1973.com/david-hume/david-hume-6.html

He wrote his workA Treatise of Human Naturhile in France, although the work, at first, had
a very poor reception when he published it in 1FB9me, as a result, revised it and gave it the
title, An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding.

This is the title that the work is known by tod&ume’s other works includ&ssays Moral and
Political, Principles of Morals, Political Discoues and Dialogues on Natural ReligiorDavid
Hume died in Edinburgh in 1776.

7.2 Hume’s methods of physical science

Hume’s main aim was to study the human nature usingrté#hods of physical sciendéume’s
familiarity with literature made him realise thaifferent and even conflicting opinions are
usually present to the human mind and all viewpresented are present under the presumption
that they are all equally valid.

Hume noticed that even philosophy was not exempt from problem. He, therefore, asked
himself how he could know the true nature of thindisme saw an answer to this in science.
Science, inHume’s day, was to answers to so many guestions abauahs and their world.
Hume shared this idea, as he believed he could understee true nature of things using the
methods of science. He was optimistic that the oughof science would enable a clear
understanding of human nature and especially ofwtbikings of the human mindS{umpf,
1982: 271)

Hume could not justify his conviction about the idea woing scientific methods for
understanding the workings of the human mind aoddhts. He, rather, found out how limited
the range of human thought could be and this madedresort to scepticism. Like Locke and
Berkeley who were empiricistsHume also held the premise that all our ideas come from
experience. Meanwhile, he eventually saw sceptieisran inevitable conclusion of this premise.
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7.3 Hume’s Theory of Impressions and Ideas

David Hume’s employment of science as the basis for understgridiman nature begins with
a theory of the understanding and the theory ofitiderstanding begins with the theory of ideas.
For Hume, the theory of ideas is the theory of perceptidsg.perception, howevetlume
means feelings like sensations, emotions and passibese feelings, according lHume are
Impressions.

Hume identifies two forms of mental contents. Accorditeg him, the first level of mental
contents is impression, while the second level eftal contents is idea.

Hume’s Two forms of Mental Contents

Impression Idea

Figure 7.1Hume’s two forms of Mental Contents
Source:

In Humés idea, impressions are experience directly by demsar reflection. Reflection
includes emotions, passions, willing and desireswvéler, the two sources of ideas, for Hume,
are memory and imagination.
The original material of the mental contentHnme’s opinion, is an impression; however, an
idea is a copy of an impression. This, perhapwads for the reason why ideas are not usually
as vivid or as clear as impressions.
When we have impressions, like when we see, hea, hate, feel, desire or are angry, we have
clear perceptions of those feelings and eventsnibae, when we reflect upon the feelings and
events, we have an idea of them. On the questidnasiing a distinction between an idea and an
impressionHume did not say much on this. Accordingtacobson
Hume does not tell us much at all about how to draw distinction or decide a
problem case, though he thinks that, in a few cagesan have ideas nearly as vivid as
impressions or impressions nearly as faint as iddame the less, he thinks the
distinction is in general obvious and thus it id f\ery necessary to employ many
words in explaining it.” Jacobson 1996: 152)
In addition,Hume argues that without an impression, there can b&ea. This, for him, is
because ideas are copies of impressions. ‘For ilaa is simply a copy of an impression, it
follows that for every idea there must be a pnopiession.’ (Stumpf, 1982: 272)
NeverthelessiHume explains that not every idea is a direct reflectod an impression. This is
the reason why it is possible to have an ideafbfiag horse or a golden mountain. It is in this
respect thaHume distinguishes between a simple idea and a complex. In the case of a
flying horse or that of a golden mountain,
Hume holds that those are the functions of the mindufty of compounding; transposing or
diminishing the materials afforded us by the semsesexperience. Whatume means by this is
that it is possible for the mind to combine two gienideas, which directly resulted from
perception through the senses and experiencesnodf@omplex idea. In other words,
When we think of a flying horse, our imaginationn® two ideas, wings and horse,
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which we originally acquired as impressions througir senses. If we have any
suspicion that a philosophical term is employechaitt any meaning or idea, we need,
saysHume, “but enquirefrom what impression is that supposed idea deriv&a@ if it

be impossible to assign any, this will serve tofconour suspicion.” $tumpf, 1982:
272)

7.4 Hume on Causality

Hume’s treatment of the notion of causality is sequart his arguments on impressions and
ideas. This is about the most original and infli@ntlea ofHume. This is because even the
other philosophers in the empiricist school — Lockal Berkeley — did not raise critical
guestions on the basic principles of causality.
Hume argues, however, that the idea of causality iscteatr. This, for him, is because the origin
of causality is not evidentlume asks that if our ideas are copies of impressitms) what
impressions give us the idea of causality. He nedpoby stating that no impression is
correspondent to the idea of causality. Hences guspicious how the whole idea began in the
mind.
Hume suspects that the idea arose out of our obsernvafievents. If events have been known to
usually go together, say A and B, we conclude gheduses B because it has been observed that
A has preceded B in the cases observellime explains that when we observe these events
together, experience suggests to us that therthi@e relations between them.
The three relations are:
1. The relation otontiguity, for A and B are always close together
2. There ispriority in time, for A, the “cause” always precedes B, the “effeahd
3. There isconstant conjunctignfor we always see a followed by B. but there is
still another relation that the idea of causalityggests to common sense,
namely, that between A and B there is a “necessamnexion.” But neither
contiguity, priority, nor constant conjunction imgd “necessary” connection
between objectsStumpf, 1982: 273-274)

Hume, therefore, concludes that there is nothing in obgects observed, which ascertains
causality. Rather, we usually offer causality aplaxation of events that is observe to follow
each other just because of whiatme calls ‘habit of association’.

7.5 Hume’s ldea of the Self

Hume denies the reality of any enduring self that isdamentally different from the different
perceptions that we experience. He argues thag tisemo impression that the idea of the self-
emanated from.

In addition, he contends that since there is nd senpression that is basically associated with
the idea of the self, the idea cannot be a rea.iHame observes that all that we know or
encounter from day to day are perceptions — of kxve hate; of pleasure and pain; of joy and
sorrow; of heat and cold, and so étume therefore concludes that a human being is nothirig

a bundle of collection of perceptions.
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7.6 Hume’s Skepticism

In some of his argumentlume examines what we can know about the woHdme argues
that it is not possible for us to know anything abthe things outside the subjective contents of
our experiences. InAlume’s idea, in most cases, our perception of the wisrlobbsed on our idea
of causes and effects.
Meanwhile, our notion of causality is usually grdum inductive reasoning, or induction.
Induction refers to a view of the world or a pattef reasoning, which holds that the future will
always be like the past.
However, belief in induction is in turn, groundée idea of uniformity of nature, which holds
that if a law, event or phenomenon has occur itaaepin the universe. If the conditions that
gave rise to it were present, it would also happearctly the same way at any other time and in
any other place in the universe
The problem of induction is, however, that of atwaing that the future will indeed resemble
the past. It is on this note thidume doubts that we can acquire adequate knowledget aheu
universe, since experience is our main source ofledge about the universe.
For all inferences from experience, suppose, as tbendation, that the future will
resemble the past, and that similar powers will do@join with similar sensible
gualities. If there were any suspicion that therselwof nature may change, and that the
past may be no rule for the future, all experiebeeomes useless, and can give rise to
no inference or conclusion. ...
In vain, do you pretend to have learned the natfirbodies from your experience?
Their secret nature and consequently all theircedfeand influence, may change,
without any change in their sensible qualities.sThappens sometimes, and with regard
to some objects: Why may it not happen always, \&itkd regard to all objects? What
logic, what process or argument secures you agiisssupposition?L@whead, 2003:
69)
Hume stretched his scepticism to a level that he dalbte external world. The reason is that
Hume is an empiricist and this means that he sees sience or sense impression as the
basic source of our knowledge.
This also means that, fddume, our knowledge of the external world must be gobumn
experience. Meanwhile, although we seem to haverexpes of the objects in the world; the
problem, however, is that we cannot really know thach experiences are connected to the
external world.

®  Which school of thought does David Hume belongs?
o David Hume belong to the Empiricist School of Thiotsg

7.7 Hume on Morality

In spite ofHume’s scepticism, he still considered ethics to beyvemportant. The aim oHume
in his work tittedEnquiry Concerning the Principles of Moralsas to do for ethics wh&alileo
andNewton did for science, when they introduced experimemtethod to science, and thereby
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overthrew the abstract general hypothetical methgutactice before them. According Hume,

it is true that reason is important in making mgralgments; however, reason alone cannot
produce moral blame or commendation.

Hume considers reason alone to be very deficient inimgaknoral judgment because, in his
idea, reason can only help to make judgment abaitens of fact and relations. Meanwhile,
moral statements of good and evil are not just ebwiters of fact and relations alone.

For example, when we say theft is a crime, how @&came to that conclusion? What is the
matter of fact that we refer to as crime in thistéamce? If one describes or analyses the action or
event, reason will not be able to single out the pithe action that we can call crime.

Hume likens moral judgment to aesthetical judgmentwhich although, it is possible to
describe a particular object, judgment about itsulbe cannot be part of the description because
that is not a quality of the object. Rather, arme, beauty of an object is the effect, which that
object, produces on the mind.

Hume argues that it is rather impossible to identifgevor virtue by mere matter of fact. In his
opinion, an analysis of an action will only brirgthe fore certain passions, volitions, thoughts
and motives. FoHume, therefore, one cannot find the basis for appomig blame or praise
until one looks withinHume immediately realised the danger inherent in ba#iiegmatters of
morality on feelings — he knew that that would ignftiat morality is subjective or relative.

He therefore quickly points out that the sentimehtsympathy is in everybody. In fact, for
Hume, there is no feeling as general as this. He hthds$ fellow feeling is a capacity in
everyone that is beyond the individuals themsel¥éss, inHume's view, explains the reason
why even a virtuous act done by our enemy is agptayraise by us, in spite of our hatred for
the person

Hume’s conception of virtue and vice is dissimilar heetidea of determining virtue and vice in
traditional ethics. Traditional ethics holds thagre are rules that distinguish between virtue and
vice, which must be follow while apportioning blamepraise to a moral act.

For Hume, however, the assumption that there are intelkgiimoral rules is absurd. This is
because even if there were such rules, they woeldebondite and inaccessible to humans.
Rather, what defines morality, however, is a carianer, albeit general, quality that gives a
spectator, the pleasing sense of commendatioreatiipleasing feeling of blame.

Hume gives a list of those qualities that would be geaiorthy when viewed in the light of the
sentiment of sympathy. This includes discretionytiom, enterprise, industry, economy, good-
sense, prudence, discernment, temperance, sobp&ignce, constancy, considerateness, and
presence of mind, quickness of conception anditfielod expression.

ForHume, we praise these qualities because they are dgnesaful and agreeable. Usefulness,
for Hume, does not only connote what serves an individugdterest, but it is also what
contributes to the happiness of the society. (Stut§82: 279)

Hence, inHume's view, whatever promotes the wellbeing of theistycis distinctly obvious to

us and is naturally approve by us. This shoulddeejpted by us rather than searching in vain for
some unintelligible and remote moral rules, likaditional ethics advocates. In aliume’s
theory of morality can be understand as an attémptrike a balance between the individual's
interest and society’s wellbeing, without alluding moral rules that are not immediately
available to the individual.
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Summary of Study Session 7

In Study Session 7, you have learnt that:

1. Hume distinguishes between our sensory perceptions/hat he calls impressions and
ideas, which are result of the mind acting on thpression gotten by experience

2. Hume holds that impressions are very fundamental antiont them, there cannot be
ideas.

3. In addition,Hume proceeds a step further in the idea that our kedg¢ emanate from
sense experience.

4. He argues that scepticism is a necessary concluditime idea that knowledge is from
experience.

5. Hume refutes the idea of an enduring self. In his idgaat is refer to as an enduring self
is nothing other than successions of impressions.

6. On the issue of moralityslume grounds his idea of morality in sentiment of sythga
which in his idea, is immediately available to ather than some rules that are remote
and unknown. In this wiséjume balances an individual's interest with the intesesf
her society.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 7

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the regytly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentiguestt the end of this Module.

SAQ 7.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.1)
Give account of David Hume life and time

SAQ 7.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.2)
Describe Hume methods of physical science

SAQ 7.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.3)
Attempt conceptual analyses of sense impressichgdaas in Hume’s philosophy.

SAQ 7.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.4)
Attempt a critique of the idea of causality in Husneetaphysics.
SAQ 7.5 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.5)
Is there an enduring self? Answer this in the lighiHume’s idea.
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SAQ 7.6 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.6)
Examine David Hume’s Skepticism

SAQ 7.7 (Tests Learning Outcome 7.7)
Critically discuss the idea of morality in David iMe philosophy.
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Study Session 8 Immanuel Kant

Introduction

The life of the brilliant intellectuallmmanuel Kant, was a routine and quotidian one; such that
the time he woke up in the morning, the time fdnking coffee, the time for writing, the time
for reading college lectures, the time for eating ¢he time for taking a walk were all fixed and
meticulously observed.

He postulated many exciting and innovative ideasthcdigh, Kant’s political idea is
conservative, yet his epistemology was revolutignar

This study session will introduce you to the Lifedavorks oflmmanuel Kant such aKant’s
Epistemology, Notion of Synthetic a Priori KnowledgDistinction between Noumena and
Phenomena and His idea of Morality and Categofiopkrative

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 8

At the end of this study session, you should be &l
8.1 Describe the biography of Immanuel Kant.
8.2 Explain Kant’'s view of Epistemology
8.3 Analyse Kant’s notion of Synthetic a priori knowtgd
8.4 Explain Kant’s distinction between Noumena and Phasna.
8.5 Examine Kant’'s Idea of Morality
8.6 Describe Kant’s opinion on Categorical Imperative

8.1 The life and works of Immanuel Kant

Immanuel Kant was born in the small provincial town of Konigshegst Prussia, in 1724. His
parents were poor but very religious; they belonged sect known as Pietism, an undogmatic
form of Christianity that stresses inner purity andral integrity over reason and theological
doctrines. This greatly influenced Kant all through life and even reflects a lot in his thoughts
and ideas.

He was admitted into the University of Konigsbengli740. He later became a teacher in the
University.

In 1770, he became a Professor of Logic and Metpéyln his later years, he was troubled by
loss of energy, sight and memory. He died in Kooégg in the year 1804.

His most popular works includ€ritique of Pure Reason; Fundamental Principles tloé
Metaphysic of Ethics; Prolegomena to Any Futuredyaysics; Theory of the Heavens; Theory
of Winds; Critique of Judgment; Critique of PraeidReason; Perpetual Pea@nd Religion
within the Bounds of Reason Alone.
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Figure 8.1: Immanuel Kant
Source: http://www.philosophers.co.uk/immanulé&nt .html

Kant was struck by two things which he observed in m@twhich in his own words: “two
things fill the mind with ever new and increasingimaration and awe ... the starry heavens
above and the moral law within.”
These, for Kantare representational of the fact that on the omed hacience seems to have
answers for so many questions about the univers#;oa the other hand, there seem to be
actuality of moral freedom and moral responsibiiitythe world. Meanwhile, the course of
science shows that it is
An attempt to includall of reality, including human nature, in its mecltahimodel.
This would mean that all events, being parts ohéied mechanism, could be explain
in terms of cause and effect.
Moreover, this scientific approach would elimindtem consideration any elements
that could not fit into its method, a method thitcpd greatest emphasis upon limiting
knowledge to the realm of actual sense experiendei@generalizations that could be
derive by induction from such experience.
Pursuing this method, science would have no neednfir could it account for, such
notions as freedom and Go&tympf, 1982: 290)

In spite of the constant progress, whidnt observes in sciencKant also, observes that every
man seems to have a sense of moral duty. Thiskdot, clearly shows that human beings,
unlike the other things in the universe, are foeetoose any course of action that they want.
The problem in this, forKant, ‘was how to reconcile the two seemingly contreatig
interpretations of events, one holding that allrtseare the product afecessityand the other
holding that in certain aspects of human behavithere iSreedom. (Stumpf, 1982: 290)

8.2 Kant's Epistemology

Kant, unlike Descartes did not start his epistemology from the stanceagpticism. Rather, he
‘began his epistemology with the conviction thatdeehave knowledge.’L@whead, 2003: 113)
Kant was of the opinion that disciplines as if ArithmetGeometry and Physics give us
information about the world.

For instanceKant posits that no matter what we come to experiencknow in the future,
certain universal truths that have been discoveutyh those disciplines would remain.

In Kant’'s view, no matter what future events are experierice,example, the following

63



PHI 306: Early Modern Philosophy

statements would continue to hold as true:
- The shortest distance between two points is agiiréine.
- Every event has a cause.

The second statement affirmed IKgnt had earlier been refuted BDavid Hume. According to
Hume, that every event has a cause is contestable.rddson is that experience is the sole
source of our knowledge as humans. However, noemattiw much we observe events, we
cannot see a causal relation between the evemitity that we usually term a cause and the one
we usually refer to as an effect.
Similarly, he argues that we cannot observe a taetation between two events that have
always been known to follow each other based orpast observations.
Kant was, faced with the task of explaining how a ursaéknowledge of causality is possible.
Kant, in explaining the possibility of causality andhet necessary and universal forms of
knowledge, argues that both the empiricist view #rel rationalist position have each given
partial answer to the issue of knowledge of uniaetsuths. According td_awhead, Kant
concluded that both reason and experience plalearr@onstructing our knowledge.
Accordingly, Kant’s epistemology could justifiably be call “ratior@mpiricism” or
“empirical-rationalism.” He himself called it “cidal philosophy” because he wanted to
analyse reason, which means that he wanted toosbthe legitimate claims of reason
from groundless oned._gwhead, 2003: 113)
Kant is of the opinion that while rationalism is dogmaempiricism is sceptic. On the one
hand, the arguments of the rationalists, that humeason can attain knowledge beyond
experience just by moving from one idea to the otreby forming a connection of ideas as is
done in Mathematics, was called ‘rotten dogmatisptmmanuel Kant.
On the other hand also, the positionthfme and the other empiricists, that knowledge is not
attainable because knowledge can only be derive fubjective sense impression, which cannot
guarantee that the past will be like the futureiniacceptable tgant.

Why do Hume believe that every event has a causaniestable?

The reason is that experience is the sole sourceioknowledge as humans. However,
no matter how much we observe events, we cannoasemisal relation between the
event or entity that we usually term a cause aadtie we usually refer to as an effect.

Kant agrees with the initial premise ¢lume that knowledge is gotten from experience
nevertheless; he rejects his conclusion that tbirdiens a fact that knowledge is unattainable.
For Kant, even if it is not particularly easy to state wheshere or how knowledge began, it is,
however, possible and important for us to statentitare of our knowledge.

It is important to note thatant did not just combine his predecessors’ ideasatieer embarked

on what he calls ‘critical philosophy’, which meahg actually subjected his predecessors’ ideas
to critical analyses before arriving at his conidos

Kant’s critical philosophy raises question about whetihes possible for pure reason to gain
knowledge independently of experience; or that haweh is it possible for reason to know prior
to experience.
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Box 8.1 Difference Between Kant And Other Metaphysian Before Him

Metaphysicians beforEant had engaged in disputes about the nature of Gddotrer ideas
that took them beyond the realm of immediate e@per.Kant asked the critical questign
whether the human reason possessed the powersl¢otake such inquirieant considers it
important, in his critical philosophy, to ask howck knowledge, that is prior to experience, is
possible.

8.3 The Synthetic a Priori Knowledge

Kant made a distinction between two types of judgmeiitse analytic and the synthetic
judgments. A judgment, fdkant, is a proposition whereby we have a subject apdedicate.
The predicate qualifies the subject in some way.elWhve make a statement or state a
proposition, the subject and the predicate are @cnin some way and this enables the mind to
make a judgment in about the proposition.

Box 8.2 Two type of judgement the mind can make (K#)
1. The analytic judgment and
2. The synthetic judgment.

1. The analytic kind of judgment. In this type of propositional judgment, the meanof the
predicate term is already included or implied by theaning of the subject term. This is the
type of judgment that Davidume referred to as ‘relation of ideas’

Examples of such statements include ‘All sistees famales’, ‘A bachelor is an unmarried
man’, ‘a triangle has three sides’ and ‘A circleasround figure’. It is clear from the
statements that there is a form of logical relabetween the subject term and the predicate
term, such that it is impossible to accept the extband reject the predicate without being
guilty of self-contradiction.

This is because the statements are tautologieshwheans the predicate of each is merely a
repetition of the idea of the subject. This typguafgment is also known aspriori because

it is had prior to experience.

2. Synthetic type of judgment This refers to statements one has to recourssetse
experience in order to verify whether they are tanenot.; this is the type of statement
referred to as ‘statements of fact’ Blyime. In the case of a synthetic proposition, the truth
of the predicate term is not implicit in the subbjgerm; hence, one has to go beyond the
statement to verify the truth of the statement.

Examples of a synthetic proposition include: ‘Huminmuno-deficiency Virus causes
Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome’; ‘It rainedlea today’; ‘Cassava is edible’; ‘Taye
is married’; ‘Natural disasters inflict hardshipicaso on.

It should be note that the predicate term, in alsfic proposition, is not repetitive of the

fact that the subject term states. In this wisetdfore, it is possible to accept the subject and
reject the predicate without being involved in ladicontradiction. This type of judgment is
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a posteriori form of knowledge because this a gpknowledge that one has only after one
has experienced it

Kant’s project of synthetic a priori is to show the moat which the rationalists and the
empiricists are wrong with regard to their conaepsi of knowledge. Prior td&ant, the
rationalists and the empiricists viewed reason exjykerience as two mutually exclusive means
of acquiring knowledge.
Philosophers in the two schools of thought — ratism and empiricism — could not
conceptualise the possibility of the two sourcekmdwledge, that is: reason and experience,
occurring together or both serving as bases fokoawledge-claimKant saw the possibility of
this and it is the idea of his synthetic a priarolwledge.
What the synthetic a priori knowledge stands fomiform of knowledge that is gotten as a
universal judgment, like any other analytic judginalthough it can also be verified through
sense experience.
According toKant, arithmetic truths are an example of syntheticiarpknowledge Kant gave
the example of 5 + 7 = 12. If one looks at thectitgathematical statement, it would be observed
that this can be demonstrated in experience, atlteatame time, provided that one knows the
meaning of each figure as well as what the symbblplus’ and ‘equals to’ mean, one would
agree that without verifying the statement in eiguere, it is always true.
Kant describes his contribution to epistemology as dpeievolutionary. Just as Copernicus
brought about a monumental revolution in astrondfant’s postulation in epistemology is also
believed to be a landmark. In other words,
Kant famously, described this insight as constitutingral of “Copernican revolution”
in philosophy just as Copernicus set cosmology o path by suggesting that the
Earth orbits the Sun and not the other way around.
Kant wanted to breathe new life into philosophy by ssimg that, rather than
assuming that “all our knowledge must conform tgeots” we might instead suppose
that objects must conform to our knowledge.
That is, rather than merely passively representingd-independent objects in a “real”
world, Kant held that the mind actively constitutes its olgetty imposing the
categories of time, space, and causation into @ns®y experience, the subject actually
creates the only kind of reality to which it hasess. Bailey: 107)

B What was the bases of Kant synthetic a priori @tGje
o Kant’s project of synthetic a priori is to show the mioat which the rationalists and
the empiricists are wrong with regard to their cgptons of knowledge

8.4 Kant on Noumena and Phenomena

One main aspect dfant’s critical philosophy is his argument on the scopd Amitations of
human knowledge. IKant’'s idea, human knowledge is greatly limited in itese. According
to him, this limitation takes two forms. ‘In thedt place, knowledge is limited to the world of
experience. Secondly, our knowledge is limited hg tmanner in which our faculties of
perception and thinking organize the raw data peeience.’ Stumpf, 1982: 299)

Kant distinguishes between noumena reality or thingsthesy are in themselves, and
phenomenal reality, that is things as they appeastKant does not argue that the knowledge
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that we derive from our perception of things aythgpear to us is not knowledge.

However, he contends that when the mind meets patoltt imposes its categories or ideas on
the object, according to its experience of the abje question. What the mind perceives or
experiences is the phenomena of the object, oolbfext as it seems to the mind. That is all that
the mind can know.

Nevertheless, there is another form of reality,cllis the noumena of the object, or the object as
it is in itself. The mind cannot grasp the noumehan entity, but this does not in any way,
mean that knowledge is unattainable or that then fof knowledge that is available to the mind
is inferior; this, rather stresses the limitatidrhaman knowledge.

8.5 Kant’s Idea of Morality

Kant's critique of pure reason resulted in a sort of c@ndation and approval for the scientific
enterprise. Morality and religion were not thatdychowever, as the outcome of the critique put
into serious question the ideas of freedom of @éh@od God. ‘Butkant did not mean his
critique to be an attack upon morality and religion.

Though he meant it to be a rejection of traditigmasuppositions on which many people base
their religious ideas, he wished to go on to eshbhew grounds for morality and religion,
which would be superior to the old presuppositighgmprecht, 1955: 373)

Kant admitted at the beginning of his postulation thpart from thestarry sky abovewhich
represents the world of sensory experience, anatlverinspiring fact isthe moral law within
him. This means, therefore, that both the worldeisory experience and the freedom to make
moral choice are present with human beings.

However, sinceKant's critigue of pure reason had established that tloeldwof sensory
experience is real because it conforms to the ndstlod scienceKant had to embark on some
reconstruction in order to be able to accommodaadea of morality in his scheme of reality or
existence.

In his attempt to reconstruct morality and moratald, Kant begins by asking that ‘what
conditions are requisite to make conduct genuinabyal?’ Kant is of the opinion that only the
answer to that question can enable us to know whéthman beings are capable of morality or
not. In a bid to answer this questidtant considered it important to look within and notaio
external idea like the consequences of our motarac

® Do all persons have the same moral duties?

o According toKant, only rational beings can be said to act mor&gason foikant (as
for all the Enlightenment thinkers) is the samedtipersons; in other words, there is not
a poor man's reason versus a rich man's reasorwbit@ man's reason versus a black
man's reason. All persons are equal as potentetilynal beings.

Some moral philosophers befdfant had tried to answer the question of what makeaction

a moral one, by considering the likely results onsequences of such actions. For example,
certain desirable effects like happiness and phleaate as factors that define moralkant did

not view morality as what is external to humandigiidea, the moral law is within.

Although, Kant had a strong religious background, yet he didumt morality in the light of
God’'s commandsKant says ‘our ability to identify God with the highesell and to attribute
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goodness to the greatest religious figures in histequires that we already have a prior
conception of moral perfectionLéwhead, 2003: 470)

Kant is convinced that morality cannot be based onrfgel This for him is because our feelings
come and go; whereas, morality has to be basedwmething constant. In addition, because
Kant sees humans as rational beings, he argues thaedoh@ements of morality must be in
accordance with what rationality demands. In otlerds, what is moral, foKant, is what is
rational.

Kant's Idea of Morality as Duty
Kant argues that what makes an action a moral actidgihsisch action emanates from a good
will. For Kant, a good will is that which is good in itself andtigood as a means to a particular
end. In other words, a good will is:
... A will, which is esteem as good of itself withaugigard to anything else. It dwells
already in the natural sound understanding and doeseed so much to be taught as
only is to be brought to light. In the estimatiohtbe total worth of our actions, it
always takes first place and is the condition argthing else.l(awhead, 2003: 473)
Kant argues that even though, there are also some gtioer things like intelligence, courage,
judgment and perseverance, yet none of them is goddelf. In fact, those traits can only be
regard as good if, and only if, the will that givese to them is good.
A good will, according tdant, will prompt a person to do a moral act becausethe person’s
duty to do so, and not particularly, becausein iie person’s interest to do so. In other woads,
good will enables a person to look beyond the gairnsenefits that are likely to accompany the
performance of an act; rather, it motivates onex@amine the intrinsic worth of the act and to do
it if it is in accord with duty.

B What doeskant mean by "good without qualification"?

o In order for something to be good "without quahfion”, it must not be merely "good"
as means to one end but "bad" as means to someasttielt must be as good totally
independently of serving as a means to somethisg; él must be "good in-itself."
Furthermore, while one thing may be good as mealaive to a particular end, that
"end" becomes a "means" relative to some other"'end

An important question, however, is how one coultedeine what one’s duty would be when
faced with a moral issue. This question is answieerwone considers the theory of categorical
imperative ofKant.

8.6 Kant's Categorical Imperative

Kant's did not based moral theory on religion or God. Ran, everyone should have the
autonomy of the will to decide for himself or hdfsghat moral law they would follow. He
argues, however, that acting autonomously doesmaatn that a person just acts without any
caution or guide.

For Kant, a moral act is an act that is perform with a savfsduty. ‘To be motivated by duty,
according takant, is to be motivated to do something because ohevis it is the way that all
human beings ought to behave. Acting morally, themcting only on those maxims or reasons
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that you believe everyone — universally — oughivie up to’ (Velasquez 1999: 525)

® What is a Categorical Imperative?

o "The Categorical Imperative" refers to the prineighat all principles of our action
(maxims) could consistently become universal lalse Categorical Imperative is a
principle about principles, or a "second orderhpiple.

In Kant’'s view, a will is good if it follows the rule thahé course of action chosen by one
should be such as one would wish that all peopéryevhere followed, especially when faced
with a similar decision. Whaant means by this is that a good will would choosadbonly on

a rule that one could will to become a universal, leegardless of its consequence every time it
is employed

In his renowned worki-undamental Principles of the Metaphysic of EthiKant goes further
by identifying perfect and imperfect duties andegatising actions under each of the types of
duties.

Perfect Duty to Oneself

—

Imperfect Duty to Others

Figure 8.3: Kant Types of Duties.
Source: SchulPortals In¢l

1. Perfect Duty to Oneself:According toKant, one should imagine that a person decides to
commit suicide after being convinced that her ¢éidmtains more evil than gooant argues
that if the person would subject the rule: *You sldotake your life whenever it contains
more pain than pleasure’, to the test of categbrioperative, then one would find it to
contradict itself.

This is because if one examined the maxim or nated above, one would find it to base its
conclusion on feeling. Therefore, if feeling thessupposed to sustain life is use as reason for
destroying life, then the rule becomes self-conttady. It is based on this argument of
perfect duty to oneself thitant rejects suicide and contends that life shouldresgrved no
matter how pleasant or unpleasant it is.

2. Perfect Duty to Others: Another type of duty considered W§ant is “Perfect Duty to
Others”. In this instancé&ant considers the act of promise keeping. He consittesif a
person that borrows some money and promises ty r&pa particular time decides to break
her promise because it is not convenient to repalyeasaid time, could she will that this be
made a universal principle?
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According toKant, if one should subject this to the test of uniaésing it, one would
realise that at a time, the word ‘promise’ wouldddts meaning and nobody would accept
anyone’s promises any longer because it would beadear that the person would not keep
the promise since everybody broke promises at will.

For Kant, at this time, it would become self-contradicttoymake a promise, and since no one
would will that this be made a universal principte everyone, then it would be wrong for
anyone to act upon the maxim as a single individual

In addition,Kant examines “Imperfect Duty to OneselKant considers the case of someone
who is endow with talents and abilities, but prefer sit in idleness and allow the abilities to
waste away.

Kant says if the person should ask whether that coeldcdnceive of as a universal law:
whereby it would be like a natural instinct in ex@re to indulge in pleasure rather than
developing his or her natural abilitidéant argues that although, this could be imaginedthyet
person would not will that this be made a univelsal This is because our natural abilities help
us to achieve our goals, and no rational persoridweatch her abilities rot away.

®  What is required of a "universal law"?

o Any principle, which can be “universalized”, is gwehich can be to apply to all persons
without involving inconsistency. Presumabi§ant reaches this conclusion because what
it is to be a "rational being" is to act in a wayalvoid "inconsistency.

Finally, Kant considers “Imperfect Duty to Others”. In this casant considers that if someone
is affluent and comfortable but decides not to lkkpoor who are in need, could she will that
be made a universal law?
According toKant, if the person should reason that since she woaiteeder wealth and would
not steal from others, then everyone should keephitever God or nature gave them; although,
such reasoning could consistently be universaligetihobody would will that that become a
universal law. This is because there would alscaliene when the person would also need
people’s love, sympathy and assistance; at this,tihee person would not will that people should
ignore her.
Kant's moral idea is deontological. Hence, unlike thedigists — for example egoists and
utilitarian’s — Kant bases his position on logical consistency rathenton the likely
consequences of our actions. This means thatKémt, the intrinsic worth of an action
determines whether it is moral or not and not theemptial gain or loss that it has.
Based on the categorical imperati@nt argues that apart from asking ourselves whetreer th
maxim of our actions is a universal law, anothey whacting in conformity with the dictates of
duty is to ask ourselves whether we are treatingdmubeings as an end in themselves or we are
using them as a means to our own end.
For Kant, humanity should be treat with dignity; hence, si®uld not use any human being to
achieve our purpose or end. Rather we should alivags each person as someone who has self-
worth. It is on this note thdtant repudiates forced sex. AccordingMelasquez
Kant’s theory is clearly very useful for helping us seleat our moral obligations are.
In fact, in some respects, it sheds more light ommon dilemmas in sexual matters
than do other approaches to the morality of sexKamt’s theory identifies the central
importance of showing respect for the dignity ofr mexual partners and the key
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significance of consent in morally legitimate sexateractions. (Velasquez, 1999: 531)

Summary of Study Session 8

In Study Session 8, you have learnt that:

1. Kant does not totally agree with the rationalists agiathe empiricists, does he totally
agree with the empiricists against the rationaligiher on the question of the source or
origin of knowledge.

2. ForKant, there are instances of knowledge that could begoased as synthetic a priori
knowledge. This type of knowledge is demonstrablexperience, even though its truth
or judgment goes beyond experience.

3. With regard to existence and realigant identifies noumena, which is a thing in itself
and phenomena, which is a thing as it appears.to us

4. Kant argues that it is not possible to know what aghin itself; all there is to know is
a thing as it appears to u&ant posits, however, that knowledge of phenomena tismo
any way inferior to the knowledge of noumena.

5. On the question of what makes an action a morabracKant contends that a good
action can only emanate from a good will. A goodl igithat which is good in itself and
always does things in conformity with duty.

6. An action that emanates from a good will, accordindant, would pass the test of
categorical imperative.

7. Categorical imperative states that actions shoaeldidne only when they are consistent
with the maxim that the rule of such an action ddog universalised without involving
oneself in self-contradiction or being illogical.

8. The other part of the categorical imperative Kiant’s opinion, requires that a human
being be treat as an end in herself and not asaasrte an end. Humanity, f&ant, has
inherent dignity and worth, and hence, each indizichuman being should be accord
with the necessary respect.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 8

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the retxtly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentigussit the end of this Module.
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SAQ 8.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 8.1)
Give account of Immanuel Kant Life and Time

SAQ 8.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 8.2)
Explain Kant Epistemology

SAQ 8.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 8.3)
Attempt a critique oKant’s synthetic a priori knowledge.

SAQ 8.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 8.4)
Discuss the distinctions drawn by Kant betweengsiim themselves and things, as they seem to
us.

SAQ 8.5 (Tests Learning Outcome 8.5)
Explain Kant’'s Idea of Morality

SAQ 8.6 (Tests Learning Outcome 8.6)
1. Write a short, but critical note, on the categdnogerative in Kant's ethics.
2. Would you consider the attempt &ant to mediate between the rationalists and the
empiricists successful? Justify your position wilevant arguments.

72



PHI 306: Early Modern Philosophy

Study Session 9 Thomas Hobbes

Introduction

Hobbes is an empiricist who holds that knowledge moduct of experience. Apart from being
an empiricist, Hobbes is also a nominalist. Thisangethat for Hobbes, universals are not in the
mind and do not exist outside of the mind eitheathier, they do not mean any other thing than
the names, which things bear, which are mere sigsgmbols that stand for the things that they
represent.

This study session will focus on Thomas Hobbesistrdoution to the study of philosophy in
area such as Materialism, Political PhilosophyteStd Nature, Social Contract and emergence
of civil society.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 9

At the end of this study session, you should be &l

9.1 Give account of Thomas Hobbes'’s life

9.2 Examine the materialism of Thomas Hobbes.

9.3 Analyse Hobbes'’s idea of Political Philosophy.

9.4 Describe the significance of the state of naturéhtowhole materialistic philosophy of
Hobbes

9.5 Explain Thomas Hobbes’s view on social contract

9.1 The Life and Time Thomas Hobbes

Thomas Hobbeswas born in Westport near Malmesbury in Wiltshiemgland in 1588. His
father was a vicar. His mother gave birth to hilvitgprematurely, and he later remarked that she
gave birth to twins — he and fear. Hobbes begasthidies in Oxford at the age of fourteen, and
this exposed him to classical literature and Atadtan logic.

In 1608, he became the private teacher of young sdnthe Earl of Devonshire, William
Cavendish, as well as an adviser, confidant arehdri He served sequent generations of the
family for a very long time.

His work in the Cavendish family, however, gave lira opportunity to travel with the family
and thereby meet the influential thinkers of hisdj especially the famous astronomer, Galileo;
and to write.
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Figure 9.1 = Thomas Hobbes
Source: http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Thomas_Holkbéportrait).jpg

His famous works includéduman Nature; Leviathan; Of Liberty and Necesdighemoth: The
History of Civil Wars in England; MiThomas Hobbes Considered in his Loyalty, Religion,
Reputation, and Manners; Thomae Hobbes MalmeshaigseNita Carmine Expressa; De
Corpore Politico; De CorporgandDe HomineHobbes died in 1679.

9.2 Hobbes’'s Materialism

According toHobbes the main objective of philosophy is to study tieture and causes of
bodies. For him, there are three types of suchdsodiobbes identifies ‘the physical bodies such
as stones, the human body, and the body politidogtiphy is concerned with all three types
inquiring into their causes and characteristicStu(npf, 1982: 220)

In Hobbes'’s idea, motion is the main feature teatammon to all these bodies — that is motion
is what characterises nature, humans and the d#dgon occupies a central position in
Hobbes’s philosophy. In Hobbes’s opinion, the whaollgeality and all that could be known is
bodies.

Accordingly, the philosophy of Hobbes denies thestexice of incorporeal, spiritual or bodiless
beings. Hence, substance, for Hobbes, is essgntiaterial; and the goal or task of philosophy
is to study matter in motion.

Since for Hobbes, the whole of existence is mdteoiae would wonder how Hobbes could
account for mental events, especially the seermfigence that the mind seems to exert on the
body and vice versa. For Hobbes, all that seemrikatal events are just cases of matter in
motion.

u characterises Nature, Human and State?
o Motion
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In Hobbes’sview, the characteristics and activities of aljeals, including human beings, can
be explained in purely mechanical term&/elasquez 1999: 249) According télobbes what
Descartesand some other theorists refer to as mental &esvi- thinking, willing, doubting,
perceiving and imagining — are purely materiahatés.

For Hobbes all our thoughts begin from sense experiencesciwhre taken to our brains
through the nerves. When the motion experiencedsbyeaches the brain, the brain is able to
hold it in and this is what we refer to as memory.

When the brain causes a further movement in thg,bee wrongly assume that it is immaterial
mind elicited the movement in the body. This, cadgHobbes is not the case. It is not that an
immaterial substance is causing a physical subst&menove rather, when a body moves, the
movement of another body can only explain its mameimit takes a moving body to trigger a
movement in a resting body.

Therefore, all the series of movements that coeldlbserve in the world are just cases of one
body moving another. In the same way, a moving bomhtinues to move, unless it is perhaps
cause to stop by another body.

Hobbes’sidea of politics is also included in his mechanistew of reality.Hobbesargues that
the desires of human beings, which are purely nahtbecause they are caused by material
events or objects, set them against each othenerstate of nature. These desires make the
people pounce down on or grab what do not belorigam, thereby turning the state into a state
of war of all against all.

However, forHobbes it is the desire for peace that would cause #eple to enact a social
contract to put an end to the state of nature amd & civil society.

9.3 Hobbes’s Political Philosophy

In modern political philosophylhomas Hobbe&s discourse attempted to give an account of the
origin of human society and thereby, justify théhawity of the state vested in a sovereign. His
popular analogy of the hypothetical state of pebgl®re the advent of human society — the state
of nature — is the basis of the methodical accotitite social contract dfhomas Hobbes
Thomas Hobbes a seventeenth century philosopher, in his digsmon the type of government,
which he deems acceptable, also explains the aoigiivil society.
The importance of his beginning is the accounhefinception of human society from the state
of nature analogy owing to the fact thdvbbes needed to refute a popular opinion of his day.
That Robert Filmer'$atriarchaor The Divine Right of King represented, accordiogvhich a
king’s authority is derivable from that conferred Adam by God and which was handed down
to the king.
The Divine Right of Kings or The Theological soqoltical theory sees no important
difference between political obligation and religsoallegianceHobbes rejects this position in
his classicleviathan
Howbeit,Hobbesagrees with a part of the traditional idea ofdbeolute sovereignty of kings in
that, he also holds that subjects possess no wibhtsoever to challenge the authority of the
Sovereign; although he systematically argues this ly showing that the unquestionable
authority of the sovereign emanated from the pedipdenselves, and not from any external
source. In the chapter entitled “Of the LibertySafbjects” inLeviathan,Hobbessays:
For if, we take Liberty in the proper sense, for @rporal Liberty; that is to say
freedom from chains, and prison, it were very atb§ar men to clamour as they does
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for the Liberty they so manifestly enjoy. Againwke take Liberty, for an exemption
from Lawes, it is no lesse absurd, for men to demas they does that Liberty, by
which all other men may be masters of their lives.
And yet as absurd as it is, this is it they demamad;knowing that the Laws are of no
power to protect them, without a Sword in the haofla man, or men, to cause those
laws to be put in execution. The Liberty of a Sabjdyeth therefore, only in those
things, which in regulating their actions, the Sevwgn hath pretermitted...
Nevertheless, we are not to understand, that bly kiberty, the Sovereign Power of
life, and death is either, abolished or limitddobbes 1996: 147-148)
It is pertinent to note that in thdobbes’sidea of the social contract between people and the
King, the form that the handing of power to the &aign adopts is that of total surrender of
their rights and authority as a people. FHwbbes this is consider preferable to the state of
nature. This is because Hobbess view the only alternative to an absolute So\grés a state
of “war of all against all”.

9.4 Thomas Hobbes’s Account of the State of Nature

Hobbes’s renowned dictum “And the life of man, solitary, gop nasty, brutish and short”
(Hobbes, 1996: 895 a succinct caption of the condition of humanghe state of nature, in
Hobbes’s ideaThomas Hobbesbegins his account of the social contract by shgwihat an
alternative to social order — the hypotheticalestatit he calls the state of nature - is like.

The English civil war that began in 1642 had imneeim§luence on the work diobbesand that
probably is the reason whyobbes holds a pessimistic view of man in the absenceoaial
order. ForHobbes humans, in the pre-civil society existence, wsaéish and self-seeking.

Apart from the fact that the people in the stateature were selfish, it is observe Hpbbes
that another factor that gives rise to ceaseleasshnd unrest in the state of nature is the fact
that “the things which men desire are generallyilalbke in only limited quantities. Thus their
guest for the satisfaction of their appetites ledadsompetition and conflict."Ake, 1970: 464)

He holds further that apart from the fact that pleeple in the state of nature were selfish and
self-seeking, one other feature of the state adireais that it is a state of lawlessness, what he
terms a state of “war of all against all”.

There is also continual fear because “in the siateature, there is no impartial judge to rule on
the reasonableness of actions and so the righatafea will always tend to "trump" the laws; in
civil society, this relationship is reverseédMill, 1995: 453 These conditions of the state of
nature make it necessary, Htobbess view, for those in the state of nature to comgether to
put an end to the state of nature.

B According to Thomas Hobbes, what leads man to ctitigeeand conflict?
o The quest for the satisfaction of appetites leads to competition and conflict

9.5 Social Contract and the Emergence of Civil Saety in Hobbes

Hobbes sees the enactment of a social contract as beemyg mecessary because of the
unbearable condition that is the way of life in #tate of nature. His view of the social contract
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as a necessity stems from his cynical view of humatnre.Hobbess conception of humans is
that of selfish, greedy, acquisitive and avaricibasgs.
However,Hobbesposits that it is that selfish nature of humargeig that they are rational, that
will propel them into wanting to put an end to ttate of nature. However, to move from the
state of nature into civil societiAobbesholds that there has to be an agreement or al pagt
between the people in the state of nature to emdttite of nature and form a civil society.
The social pact, foHobbes is comprised of the free consent of the individua the state of
nature, freely given to form a civil society.
It should be noted that one important way in whité account of social contract has given by
Hobbesis different from that oSocratesin the ancient period of philosophy is that
Hobbes conceives of a social contract which has beentedaance and among those people
who experienced the state of nature, and whichniditlg on every member of a society; while
Socrates notion is that of contract between the statetsrlaws, on the one hand, and every
individual of every age or epoch, on the other hand
Hobbestheorises further that it takes a Sovereign cawathoritarian ruler to maintain the social
contract or the civil society that has been fornarébver, like the laws of Athens, in the social
contract ofSocrates the Leviathan or the Sovereign should not, for ssason whatsoever be
resisted.
A covenant of every man with every man sets uppaesue sovereign, himself not a
party to the covenant and therefore incapable eaditing it. Such a sovereign is the
source of law and property rights, and it is hisction to enforce, not just the original
covenant that constitutes the state, but individw&kenants that his subjects make with
each other. (Kenny, 2006: 45)

This means thatobbesis of the opinion that the sovereign is regardedfiesst among equals”,
even if all other members of the civil society @gual, because of the significance of each
individual's consent to the formation of the sogiet

Hobbess idea of the sovereign is greatly in support @inarchy. For him, “unless the sovereign
power finds concrete expression in a monarch,itheecommands the allegiance of the citizen
nor supports the cohesion of the stat8¢r(iton, 1995: 194)

Summary of Study Session 9

In Study Session 9, you have learnt that:
1. Hobbes sees the whole of knowable reality as mistteotion.
2. In Hobbes’sidea, the main task of philosophy is to studyrthire and causes of matter.
3. Hobbes motion is what defines nature, humans and thee.s@n the question of the
mind-body relations, which constitutes a huge pFobin the metaphysics @fescartes

Hobbes addresses the problem by collapsing the seemistinclion between the
substantial composition of body and mind.
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4. Hobbescontends that only matter exists and that themmimental or spiritual existence
if such are conceive as lacking bodily or spagahporal existence. In his attempt to
justify his argument that the power that the mohagercises comes from the people,
Hobbesgives a hypothetical situation of people in treesbf nature.

5. According toThomas Hobbes because people lacked a sovereign to enforceitatie
state of nature, they would prey on each othersspssions and persons. This would
make the state of nature inconvenient and promgtpeople in the state of nature to
agree to form a civil society.

6. To sustain the societi{obbesmaintains that there is a need for an absoluer nalled a
sovereign, who could maintain law and order andasughe society that has resulted
from the people’s contract.

Self-Assessment Question (SAQ$or Study Session 9

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning outcomes by answering the following questi Write your answers in your study
Diary and discuss them with your Tutor at the retxtly Support Meeting. You can check your
answers with the Notes on the Self-Assessmentiguestt the end of this Module.

SAQ 9.1 (Tests Learning Outcome 9.1)
Give account of Thomas Hobbes Life and Time

SAQ 9.2 (Tests Learning Outcome 9.2)
1. Attempt a conceptual analysis of the idea of mattenotion in Hobbes’s philosophy.
2. Would you consider Hobbes’s idea on the problemnwntal-physical dualism a
plausible one?

SAQ 9.3 (Tests Learning Outcome 9.3)
What would you consider as the importance of thedagy of the state of nature to the political
idea of Thomas Hobbes?

SAQ 9.4 (Tests Learning Outcome 9.4)
Describe people in state of nature

SAQ 9.5 (Tests Learning Outcome 9.5)
Discuss critically the idea of monarchical sovengygn Hobbes’s political philosophy.
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