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yet it conduceth to Clearness and Propriety, that w
e distinguish Things

very different by different N
am

es. It is also to be rem
arked, that all

Relations including an A
ct of the M

ind, w
e cannot so properly be said

to have an Idea, but rather a N
otion of the Relations and H

abitudes
betw

een Things. But if in the m
odern w

ay the w
ord Idea is extended to

Spirits, and Relations and A
cts; this is after all an affair of verbal

Concern.
143. It w

ill not be am
iss to add, that the D

octrine of Abstract Ideas
hath had no sm

all share in rendering those Sciences intricate and
obscure, w

hich are particularly conversant about spiritual Things. M
en

have im
agined they could fram

e abstract N
otions of the Pow

ers and
A

cts of the M
ind, and consider them

 prescinded, as w
ell from

 the M
ind

or Spirit it self, as from
 their respective O

bjects and Effects. H
ence a

great num
ber of dark and am

biguous Term
s presum

ed to stand for
abstract N

otions, have been introduced into M
etaphysics and M

orality,
and from

 these have grow
n infinite D

istractions and D
isputes am

ongst
the Learned.

144. But nothing seem
s m

ore to have contributed tow
ards engaging

M
en in Controversies and M

istakes, w
ith regard to the N

ature and
O

perations of the M
ind, than the being used to speak of those Things,

in Term
s borrow

ed from
 sensible Ideas. For Exam

ple, the W
ill is

term
ed the M

otion of the Soul: This infuses a Belief, that the M
ind of

M
an is as a Ball in M

otion, im
pelled and determ

ined by the O
bjects of

Sense, as necessarily as that is by the Stroke of a Racket. H
ence arise

endless Scruples and Errors of dangerous consequence in M
orality. A

ll
w

hich I doubt not m
ay be cleared, and Truth appear plain, uniform

, and
consistent, could

 but Philosophers be prevailed
 on

 to
 retire into

them
selves, and attentively consider their ow

n m
eaning.

145. From
 w

hat hath been said, it is plain that w
e cannot know

 the
Existence of other Spirits, otherw

ise than by their O
perations, or the

Ideas by them
 excited in us. I perceive several M

otions, Changes, and
Com

binations of Ideas, that inform
 m

e there are certain particular
A

gents like m
y self, w

hich accom
pany them

, and concur in their
Production. H

ence the K
now

ledge I have of other Spirits is not
im

m
ediate, as is the K

now
ledge of m

y Ideas; but depending on the
Intervention of Ideas, by m

e referred to A
gents or Spirits distinct from

m
y self, as Effects or concom

itant Signs.
…31

Superior Principle, to reason, m
editate, and reflect on the N

ature of
Things, but a thousand Scruples spring up in our M

inds, concerning
those Things w

hich before w
e seem

ed fully to com
prehend. Prejudices

and Errors of Sense do from
 all Parts discover them

selves to our view
;

and endeavouring to correct these by Reason w
e are insensibly draw

n
into

 uncouth
 Paradoxes, D

ifficulties, and
 Inconsistencies, w

hich
m

ultiply and grow
 upon us as w

e advance in Speculation; till at length,
having w

ander’d through m
any intricate M

azes, w
e find our selves just

w
here w

e w
ere, or, w

hich is w
orse, sit dow

n in a forlorn Scepticism
.

2. The cause of this is thought to be the O
bscurity of things, or the

natural W
eakness and Im

perfection of our U
nderstandings. It is said the

Faculties w
e have are few, and those designed by N

ature for the
Support and Com

fort of Life, and not to penetrate into the inw
ard

Essence and Constitution of Things. Besides, the M
ind of M

an being
Finite, w

hen it treats of Things w
hich partake of Infinity, it is not to be

w
ondered at, if it run into A

bsurdities and Contradictions; out of w
hich

it is im
possible it should ever extricate it self, it being of the nature of

Infinite not to be com
prehended by that w

hich is Finite.
3. But perhaps w

e m
ay be too partial to our selves in placing the

Fault originally in our Faculties, and not rather in the w
rong use w

e
m

ake of them
. It is a hard thing to suppose, that right D

eductions from
true Principles should ever end in Consequences w

hich cannot be
m

aintained or m
ade consistent. W

e should believe that G
od has dealt

m
ore bountifully w

ith the Sons of M
en, than to give them

 a strong
desire for that K

now
ledge, w

hich he had placed quite out of their reach.
This w

ere
 not agreeable

 to
 the

 w
onted, indulgent M

ethods of
Providence, w

hich, w
hatever A

ppetites it m
ay have im

planted in the
Creatures, doth usually furnish them

 w
ith such m

eans as, if rightly
m

ade use of, w
ill not fail to satisfy them

. U
pon the w

hole, I am
 inclined

to think that the far greater Part, if not all, of those D
ifficulties w

hich
have hitherto

 am
us’d

 Philosophers, and
 block’d

 up
 the w

ay
 to

K
now

ledge, are intirely ow
ing to our selves. That w

e have first rais’d a
D

ust, and then com
plain, w

e cannot see.
4. M

y Purpose therefore is, to try if I can discover w
hat those

Principles are, w
hich

 have introduced
 all that D

oubtfulness and
U

ncertainty, those A
bsurdities and Contradictions into the several Sects

of Philosophy; insom
uch

 that the W
isest M

en
 have thought our

Ignorance incurable, conceiving it to arise from
 the natural dulness and

lim
itation of our Faculties. A

nd surely it is a W
ork w

ell deserving our
Pains, to

 m
ake a strict inquiry

 concerning
 the first Principles of
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 D
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 p
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ra
m

in
g 

Ab
str

ac
t

Id
ea

s 
or

 N
ot

io
ns

 o
f 

Th
in

gs
. H

e 
w

ho
 is

 n
ot

 a
 p
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 D
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 m
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 p
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 c
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the Existence w
hereof consists in being perceived, should be the Im

age
or Likeness of an A

gent subsisting by it self, seem
s to need no other

Refutation, than barely attending to w
hat is m

eant by those W
ords. But

perhaps you w
ill say, that tho’ an Idea cannot resem

ble a Spirit in its
Thinking, A

cting, or Subsisting by it self, yet it m
ay in som

e other
respects: A

nd it is not necessary that an Idea or Im
age be in all respects

like the O
riginal.

138. I answ
er, If it does not in those m

entioned, it is im
possible it

should represent it in any other thing. D
o but leave out the Pow

er of
W

illing, Thinking, and Perceiving Ideas, and there rem
ains nothing else

w
herein the Idea can be like a Spirit. For by the W

ord Spirit w
e m

ean
only that w

hich thinks, w
ills, and perceives; this, and this alone,

constitutes the Signification of that Term
. If therefore it is im

possible
that any degree of those Pow

ers should be represented in an Idea, it is
evident there can be no Idea of a Spirit.

139. But it w
ill be objected, that if there is no Idea signified by the

Term
s Soul, Spirit, and Substance, they are w

holly insignificant, or
have no m

eaning in them
. I answ

er, those W
ords do m

ean or signify a
real Thing, w

hich is neither an Idea nor like an Idea, but that w
hich

perceives Ideas, and W
ills, and Reasons about them

. W
hat I am

 m
y

self, that w
hich I denote by the Term

 I, is the sam
e w

ith w
hat is m

eant
by Soul or Spiritual Substance. If it be said that this is only quarrelling
at a W

ord, and that since the im
m

ediate Significations of other N
am

es
are by com

m
on consent called Ideas, no reason can be assigned, w

hy
that w

hich is signified by the N
am

e Spirit or Soul m
ay not partake in

the sam
e A

ppellation: I answ
er, A

ll the unthinking O
bjects of the M

ind
agree, in that they are intirely passive, and their Existence consists only
in being perceived: W

hereas a Soul or Spirit is an active Being, w
hose

Existence consists not in being perceived, but in perceiving Ideas and
Thinking. It is therefore necessary, in order to prevent Equivocation and
confounding

 N
atures perfectly

 disagreeing
 and

 unlike, that w
e

distinguish betw
een Spirit and Idea. See Sect. 27.

140. In a large Sense indeed, w
e m

ay be said to have an Idea, or
rather a N

otion of Spirit, that is, w
e understand the m

eaning of the
W

ord, otherw
ise w

e could not affirm
 or deny any thing of it. M

oreover,
as w

e conceive the Ideas that are in the M
inds of other Spirits by m

eans
of our ow

n, w
hich w

e suppose to be Resem
blances of them

: So w
e

know
 other Spirits by m

eans of our ow
n Soul, w

hich in that Sense is
the Im

age or Idea of them
, it having a like respect to other Spirits, that

Blueness or H
eat by m

e perceived has to those Ideas perceived by

29

possible for Colour or M
otion to exist w

ithout Extension: but only that
the M

ind can fram
e to it self by Abstraction the Idea of Colour

exclusive of Extension, and of M
otion exclusive of both Colour and

Extension.
8. A

gain, the M
ind having observed that in the particular Extensions

perceiv’d by Sense, there is som
ething com

m
on and alike in all, and

som
e other things peculiar, as this or that Figure or M

agnitude, w
hich

distinguish them
 one from

 another; it considers apart or singles out by
it self that w

hich is com
m

on, m
aking thereof a m

ost abstract Idea of
Extension, w

hich is neither Line, Surface, nor Solid, nor has any Figure
or M

agnitude but is an Idea intirely prescinded from
 all these. So

likew
ise the M

ind by leaving out of the particular Colours perceived by
Sense, that w

hich distinguishes them
 one from

 another, and retaining
that only w

hich is com
m

on to all, m
akes an Idea of Colour in abstract

w
hich is neither Red, nor Blue, nor W

hite, nor any other determ
inate

Colour. A
nd in like m

anner by considering M
otion abstractedly not

only from
 the Body m

oved, but likew
ise from

 the Figure it describes,
and all particular D

irections and Velocities, the abstract Idea of M
otion

is fram
ed; w

hich
 equally

 corresponds to
 all particular M

otions
w

hatsoever that m
ay be perceived by Sense.

9. A
nd as the M

ind fram
es to it self abstract Ideas of Q

ualities or
M

odes, so does it, by the sam
e precision or m

ental Separation, attain
abstract Ideas of the m

ore com
pounded Beings, w

hich include several
coexistent Q

ualities. For exam
ple, the M

ind having observed that
Peter, Jam

es, and John, resem
ble each other, in certain com

m
on

A
greem

ents of Shape and other Q
ualities, leaves out of the com

plex or
com

pounded Idea it has of Peter, Jam
es, and any other particular M

an,
that w

hich is peculiar to each, retaining only w
hat is com

m
on to all;

and so m
akes an abstract Idea w

herein all the particulars equally
partake, abstracting

 intirely
 from

 and
 cutting

 off
 all those

Circum
stances and

 D
ifferences, w

hich
 m

ight determ
ine it to

 any
particular Existence. A

nd after this m
anner it is said w

e com
e by the

abstract Idea of M
an or, if you please, H

um
anity, or H

um
ane N

ature;
w

herein it is true there is included Colour, because there is no M
an but

has som
e Colour, but then it can be neither W

hite, nor Black, nor any
particular Colour; because there is no one particular Colour w

herein all
M

en partake. So likew
ise there is included Stature, but then it is neither

Tall Stature nor Low
 Stature, nor yet M

iddle Stature, but som
ething

abstracted from
 all these. A

nd so of the rest. M
oreover, there being a

great variety of other Creatures that partake in som
e Parts, but not all,
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ey
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g 
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w
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 c
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w
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ac

e,
 t
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 r
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H
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w

le
dg

e 
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 b
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 b
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 d
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 b
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 d
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ng
, 

no
r 

Cr
ee

pi
ng

, 
it

 i
s

ne
ve

rth
el

es
s 

a 
M

ot
io

n,
 b

ut
 w

ha
t 

th
at

 M
ot

io
n 

is,
 i

t 
is

 n
ot

 e
as

y 
to

co
nc

ei
ve

.
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. W
he

th
er

 o
th

er
s 

ha
ve

 th
is

 w
on

de
rfu

l F
ac

ul
ty

 o
f A

bs
tra

ct
in

g 
th

ei
r

Id
ea

s,
 th

ey
 b

es
t c

an
 te

ll:
 F

or
 m

y 
se

lf 
I fi

nd
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de
ed

 I 
ha

ve
 a

 F
ac

ul
ty

 o
f

im
ag

in
in

g,
 o

r r
ep

re
se

nt
in

g 
to

 m
ys

el
f t

he
 Id

ea
s o

f t
ho

se
 p

ar
tic

ul
ar

 th
in

gs
I 

ha
ve

 p
er

ce
iv

ed
 a

nd
 o

f 
va

rio
us

ly
 c

om
po

un
di

ng
 a

nd
 d

iv
id

in
g 

th
em

. I
ca

n 
im

ag
in

e 
a 

M
an

 w
ith

 T
w

o 
H

ea
ds

 o
r t

he
 u

pp
er

 p
ar

ts
 o

f a
 M

an
 jo

in
ed

to
 th

e 
Bo

dy
 o

f 
a 

H
or

se
. I

 c
an

 c
on

sid
er

 th
e 

H
an

d,
 th

e 
Ey

e,
 th

e 
N

os
e,

ea
ch

 b
y 

it 
se

lf 
ab

str
ac

te
d 

or
 s

ep
ar

at
ed

 fr
om

 th
e 

re
st

 o
f 

th
e 

Bo
dy

. B
ut

th
en

 w
ha

te
ve

r 
H

an
d 

or
 E

ye
 I

 im
ag

in
e,

 it
 m

us
t 

ha
ve

 s
om

e 
pa

rti
cu

la
r

Sh
ap

e 
an

d 
Co

lo
ur

. L
ik

ew
ise

 th
e 

Id
ea

 o
f 

M
an

 th
at

 I
 fr

am
e 

to
 m

y 
se

lf,
m

us
t 

be
 e

ith
er

 o
f 

a 
W

hi
te

, 
or

 a
 B

la
ck

, 
or

 a
 T

aw
ny

, 
a 

St
ra

ig
ht

, 
or

 a
Cr

oo
ke

d,
 a

 T
al

l, 
or

 a
 L

ow
, o

r 
a 

M
id

dl
e-

siz
ed

 M
an

. I
 c

an
no

t 
by

 a
ny

ef
fo

rt 
of

 T
ho

ug
ht

 c
on

ce
iv

e 
th

e 
ab

str
ac

t I
de

a 
ab

ov
e 

de
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rib
ed

. A
nd

 it
 is

eq
ua

lly
 im

po
ss

ib
le

 fo
r m

e 
to

 fo
rm

 th
e 

ab
str

ac
t I

de
a 

of
 M

ot
io

n 
di

sti
nc

t
fro

m
 t

he
 B

od
y

 m
ov

in
g,

 a
nd

 w
hi

ch
 i

s 
ne

ith
er

 S
w

ift
 n

or
 S

lo
w,

Cu
rv

ili
ne

ar
 n

or
 R

ec
til

in
ea

r;
 a

nd
 th

e 
lik

e 
m

ay
 b

e 
sa

id
 o

f 
al

l 
ot

he
r

ab
str

ac
t g

en
er

al
 Id

ea
s 

w
ha

tso
ev

er
. T

o 
be

 p
la

in
, I

 o
w

n 
m

y 
se

lf 
ab

le
 to

ab
str

ac
t 

in
 o

ne
 S

en
se

, 
as

 w
he

n 
I 

co
ns

id
er

 s
om

e 
pa

rti
cu

la
r 

Pa
rts

 o
r

Q
ua

lit
ie

s 
se

pa
ra

te
d 

fro
m

 o
th

er
s,

 w
ith

 w
hi

ch
 th

ou
gh

 th
ey

 a
re

 u
ni

te
d 

in
so

m
e 

O
bj

ec
t, 

ye
t, 

it 
is

 p
os

sib
le

 th
ey

 m
ay

 re
al

ly
 E

xi
st

 w
ith

ou
t t

he
m

. B
ut

I 
de

ny
 th

at
 I

 c
an

 a
bs

tra
ct

 o
ne

 f
ro

m
 a

no
th

er
, 

or
 c

on
ce

iv
e 

se
pa

ra
te

ly
,

th
os

e 
Q

ua
lit

ie
s w

hi
ch

 it
 is

 im
po

ss
ib

le
 sh

ou
ld

 E
xi

st
 so

 se
pa

ra
te

d;
 o

r t
ha

t
I 

ca
n 

fra
m

e 
a 

G
en

er
al

 N
ot

io
n 

by
 a

bs
tra

ct
in

g 
fro

m
 P

ar
tic

ul
ar

s 
in

 th
e

m
an

ne
r 

af
or

es
ai

d.
 W

hi
ch

 t
w

o 
la

st
 a

re
 t

he
 p

ro
pe

r 
A

cc
ep

ta
tio

ns
 o

f
Ab

str
ac

tio
n.

 A
nd

 t
he

re
 a

re
 G

ro
un

ds
 t

o
 t

hi
nk

 m
os

t 
M

en
 w

ill
ac

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
th

em
se

lv
es

 to
 b

e 
in

 m
y 

Ca
se

. 
Th

e 
G

en
er

al
ity

 o
f 

M
en

w
hi

ch
 a

re
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im
pl

e 
an

d 
Ill

ite
ra

te
 n

ev
er

 p
re

te
nd

 to
 a

bs
tra

ct
 N

ot
io

ns
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30. The Ideas of Sense are m
ore strong, lively, and distinct than those

of the Im
agination; they

 have likew
ise a Steddiness, O

rder, and
Coherence, and are not excited at random

, as those w
hich are the

effects of H
um

ane W
ills often are, but in a regular Train or Series, the

adm
irable Connexion w

hereof sufficiently testifies the W
isdom

 and
Benevolence of its A

uthor. N
ow

 the set Rules or established M
ethods,

w
herein the M

ind w
e depend on excites in us the Ideas of Sense, are

called the Laws of Nature: A
nd these w

e learn by Experience, w
hich

teaches us that such and such Ideas are attended w
ith such and such

other Ideas, in the ordinary course of Things.
31. This gives us a sort of Foresight, w

hich enables us to regulate our
A

ctions for the benefit of Life. A
nd w

ithout this w
e should be eternally

at a loss: W
e could not know

 how
 to act any thing that m

ight procure us
the least Pleasure, or rem

ove the least Pain of Sense. That Food
nourishes, Sleep refreshes, and Fire w

arm
s us; that to sow

 in the
Seed-tim

e is the w
ay to reap in the H

arvest, and, in general, that to
obtain such or such Ends, such or such M

eans are conducive, all this
w

e know, not by discovering any necessary Connexion betw
een our

Ideas, but only by the O
bservation of the settled Law

s of N
ature,

w
ithout w

hich w
e should be all in U

ncertainty and Confusion, and a
grow

n M
an no m

ore know
 how

 to m
anage him

self in the A
ffairs of

Life, than an Infant just born.
32. A

nd yet this consistent uniform
 w

orking, w
hich so evidently

displays the G
oodness and W

isdom
 of that governing Spirit w

hose W
ill

constitutes the Law
s of N

ature, is so far from
 leading our Thoughts to

him
, that it rather sends them

 a w
andering after second Causes. For

w
hen w

e perceive certain Ideas of Sense constantly follow
ed by other

Ideas, and w
e know

 this is not of our ow
n doing, w

e forthw
ith attribute

Pow
er and A

gency to the Ideas them
selves, and m

ake one the Cause of
another, than w

hich nothing can be m
ore absurd and unintelligible.

Thus, for Exam
ple, having observed that w

hen w
e perceive by Sight a

certain round lum
inous Figure, w

e at the sam
e tim

e perceive by Touch
the Idea or Sensation called H

eat, w
e do from

 thence conclude the Sun
to be the cause of H

eat. A
nd in like m

anner perceiving the M
otion and

Collision of Bodies to be attended w
ith Sound, w

e are inclined to think
the latter an effect of the form

er.
33. The Ideas im

printed on the Senses by the A
uthor of N

ature are
called real Things: A

nd those excited in the Im
agination being less

regular, vivid and constant, are m
ore properly term

ed Ideas, or Im
ages

of Things, w
hich they copy and represent. But then our Sensations, be

27

said they are difficult and not to be attained w
ithout Pains and Study.

W
e m

ay therefore reasonably conclude that, if such there be, they are
confined only to the Learned.

11. I proceed to exam
ine w

hat can be alledged in defence of the
D

octrine of A
bstraction, and try if I can discover w

hat it is that inclines
the M

en of Speculation to em
brace an O

pinion, so rem
ote from

com
m

on Sense as that seem
s to be. There has been a late deservedly

Esteem
ed

 Philosopher, w
ho, no

 doubt, has given
 it very

 m
uch

Countenance by seem
ing to think the having abstract general Ideas is

w
hat puts the w

idest difference in point of U
nderstanding betw

ixt M
an

and Beast. “The having of general Ideas” (saith he) “is that w
hich puts

a perfect distinction betw
ixt M

an and Brutes, and is an Excellency
w

hich the Faculties of Brutes do by no m
eans attain unto. For it is

evident w
e observe no Footsteps in them

 of m
aking use of general

Signs for universal Ideas; from
 w

hich w
e have reason to im

agine that
they have not the Faculty of abstracting or m

aking general Ideas, since
they have no use of W

ords or any other general Signs.” And a little
after. “Therefore, I think, w

e m
ay suppose that it is in this that the

Species of Brutes are discrim
inated from

 M
en, and ’tis that proper

difference w
herein they are w

holly separated, and w
hich at last w

idens
to so w

ide a D
istance. For if they have any Ideas at all, and are not bare

M
achines (as som

e w
ould have them

) w
e cannot deny them

 to have
som

e Reason. It seem
s as evident to m

e that they do som
e of them

 in
certain Instances reason as that they have Sense, but it is only in
particular Ideas, just as they receive them

 from
 their Senses. They are

the best of them
 tied up w

ithin those narrow
 Bounds, and have not (as I

think) the Faculty to enlarge them
 by any kind of Abstraction.” Essay

on H
um

. U
nderst. B. 2. C. 11. Sect. 10 and 11. I readily agree w

ith this
Learned A

uthor, that the Faculties of Brutes can by no m
eans attain to

Abstraction. But then if this be m
ade the distinguishing property of that

sort of A
nim

als, I fear a great m
any of those that pass for M

en m
ust be

reckoned into their num
ber. The reason that is here assigned w

hy w
e

have no G
rounds to think Brutes have A

bstract general Ideas, is that w
e

observe in them
 no use of W

ords or any other general Signs; w
hich is

built on this Supposition, to w
it, that the m

aking use of W
ords, im

plies
the having general Ideas. From

 w
hich it follow

s, that M
en w

ho use
Language are able to A

bstract or G
eneralize their Ideas. That this is the

Sense and A
rguing of the A

uthor w
ill further appear by his answ

ering
the Q

uestion he in another place puts. “Since all things that exist are
only Particulars, how

 com
e w

e by general Term
s?” H

is Answer is,
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. A

 S
pi

rit
 is

 o
ne

 s
im

pl
e,

 u
nd

iv
id

ed
, a

ct
iv

e 
Be

in
g:

 a
s 

it 
pe

rc
ei

ve
s

Id
ea

s,
 it

 is
 c

al
le

d 
th

e 
U

nd
er

sta
nd

in
g,

 a
nd

 a
s 

it 
pr

od
uc

es
 o

r 
ot

he
rw

ise
op

er
at

es
 a

bo
ut

 th
em

, i
t i

s 
ca

lle
d 

th
e 

W
ill

. H
en

ce
 th

er
e 

ca
n 

be
 n

o 
Id

ea
fo

rm
ed

 o
f 

a 
So

ul
 o

r 
Sp

iri
t: 

Fo
r 

al
l I

de
as

 w
ha

te
ve

r, 
be

in
g 

Pa
ss

iv
e 

an
d

In
er

t, 
vi

de
 S

ec
t. 
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. t

he
y 

ca
nn

ot
 re

pr
es

en
t u

nt
o 

us
, b

y 
w

ay
 o

f I
m

ag
e 

or
Li

ke
ne

ss
, t

ha
t w

hi
ch

 a
ct

s.
 A

 li
ttl

e 
A

tte
nt

io
n 

w
ill

 m
ak

e 
it 

pl
ai

n 
to

 a
ny

on
e,

 th
at

 to
 h

av
e 

an
 Id

ea
 w

hi
ch

 s
ha

ll 
be

 li
ke

 th
at

 a
ct

iv
e 

Pr
in

ci
pl

e 
of

M
ot

io
n 

an
d 

Ch
an

ge
 o

f 
Id

ea
s,

 is
 a

bs
ol

ut
el

y 
im

po
ss

ib
le

. 
Su

ch
 is

 th
e

N
at

ur
e 

of
 S

pi
rit

 o
r t

ha
t w

hi
ch

 a
ct

s, 
th

at
 it

 c
an

no
t b

e 
of

 it
 se

lf 
pe

rc
ei

ve
d,

bu
t o

nl
y 

by
 th

e 
Ef

fe
ct

s 
w

hi
ch

 it
 p

ro
du

ce
th

. I
f 

an
y 

M
an

 s
ha

ll 
do

ub
t o

f
th

e 
Tr

ut
h 

of
 w

ha
t i

s 
he

re
 d

el
iv

er
ed

, l
et

 h
im

 b
ut

 re
fle

ct
 a

nd
 tr

y 
if 

he
 c

an
fra

m
e 

th
e 

Id
ea

 o
f a

ny
 P

ow
er

 o
r a

ct
iv

e 
Be

in
g;

 a
nd

 w
he

th
er

 h
e 

ha
th

 Id
ea

s
of

 t
w

o
 p

rin
ci

pa
l 

Po
w

er
s,

 m
ar

ke
d

 b
y

 t
he

 N
am

es
 W

ill
 a

nd
U

nd
er

sta
nd

in
g,

 d
ist

in
ct

 fr
om

 e
ac

h 
ot

he
r a

s 
w

el
l a

s 
fro

m
 a

 th
ird

 Id
ea

 o
f

Su
bs

ta
nc

e 
or

 B
ei

ng
 in

 g
en

er
al

, w
ith

 a
 re

la
tiv

e 
N

ot
io

n 
of

 it
s 

su
pp

or
tin

g
or

 b
ei

ng
 th

e 
Su

bj
ec

t o
f t

he
 a

fo
re

sa
id

 P
ow

er
s, 

w
hi

ch
 is

 si
gn

ifi
ed

 b
y 

th
e

N
am

e 
So

ul
 o

r S
pi

rit
. T

hi
s i

s w
ha

t s
om

e 
ho

ld
; b

ut
 so

 fa
r a

s I
 c

an
 se

e,
 th

e
W

or
ds

 W
ill

, S
ou

l, 
Sp

iri
t, 

do
 n

ot
 st

an
d 

fo
r d

iff
er

en
t I

de
as

, o
r i

n 
tru

th
, f

or
an

y 
Id

ea
 a

t a
ll,

 b
ut

 fo
r 

so
m

et
hi

ng
 w

hi
ch

 is
 v

er
y 

di
ffe

re
nt

 fr
om

 Id
ea

s,
an

d 
w

hi
ch

 b
ei

ng
 a

n 
A

ge
nt

 c
an

no
t b

e 
lik

e 
un

to
, o

r r
ep

re
se

nt
ed

 b
y,

 a
ny

Id
ea

 w
ha

tso
ev

er
. T

ho
ug

h 
it 

m
us

t b
e 

ow
ne

d 
at

 th
e 

sa
m

e 
tim

e,
 th

at
 w

e
ha

ve
 so

m
e 

N
ot

io
n 

of
 S

ou
l, 

Sp
iri

t, 
an

d 
th

e 
O

pe
ra

tio
ns

 o
f t

he
 M

in
d,

 su
ch

as
 W

ill
in

g,
 L

ov
in

g,
 H

at
in

g,
 in

 a
s 

m
uc

h 
as

 w
e 

kn
ow

 o
r u

nd
er

sta
nd

 th
e

m
ea

ni
ng

 o
f t

ho
se

 W
or

ds
.
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 fi
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 I
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an
 e

xc
ite

 Id
ea

s 
in

 m
y 

M
in

d 
at

 p
le

as
ur

e,
 a

nd
 v

ar
y 

an
d

sh
ift
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e 
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en

e 
as
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ft
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s 

I 
th

in
k 

fit
. 

It
 is

 n
o 

m
or

e 
th

an
 W

ill
in

g,
 a

nd
str

ai
gh

tw
ay

 th
is

 o
r 

th
at

 I
de

a 
ar

ise
s 

in
 m

y 
Fa

nc
y:

 A
nd

 b
y 

th
e 

sa
m

e
Po

w
er

 it
 is

 o
bl

ite
ra

te
d,

 a
nd

 m
ak

es
 w

ay
 fo

r 
an

ot
he

r. 
Th

is
 m

ak
in

g 
an

d
un

m
ak

in
g 

of
 I

de
as

 d
ot

h 
ve

ry
 p

ro
pe

rly
 d

en
om

in
at

e 
th

e 
M

in
d 

ac
tiv

e.
Th

us
 m

uc
h 

is
 c

er
ta

in
, a

nd
 g

ro
un

de
d 

on
 E

xp
er

ie
nc

e:
 B

ut
 w

he
n 

w
e 

th
in

k
of

 u
nt

hi
nk

in
g 

A
ge

nt
s,

 o
r 

of
 e

xc
iti

ng
 Id

ea
s 

ex
cl

us
iv

e 
of

 V
ol

iti
on

, 
w

e
on

ly
 a

m
us

e 
ou

r s
el

ve
s w

ith
 W

or
ds

.
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. B
ut

 w
ha

te
ve

r 
Po

w
er

 I
 m

ay
 h

av
e 

ov
er

 m
y 

ow
n 

Th
ou

gh
ts,

 I
 fi

nd
th

e 
Id

ea
s 

ac
tu

al
ly

 p
er

ce
iv

ed
 b

y 
Se

ns
e 

ha
ve

 n
ot

 a
 li

ke
 D

ep
en

de
nc

e 
on

m
y 

W
ill

. 
W

he
n 

in
 b

ro
ad

 D
ay

-li
gh

t 
I 

op
en

 m
y 

Ey
es

, 
it 

is
 n

ot
 in

 m
y

Po
w

er
 to

 c
ho

os
e 

w
he

th
er

 I
 s

ha
ll

 s
ee

 o
r 

no
, 

or
 to

 d
et

er
m

in
e 

w
ha

t
pa

rti
cu

la
r O

bj
ec

ts 
sh

al
l p

re
se

nt
 th

em
se

lv
es

 to
 m

y 
Vi

ew
; a

nd
 so

 li
ke

w
ise

as
 to

 th
e 

H
ea

rin
g 

an
d 

ot
he

r S
en

se
s, 

th
e 

Id
ea

s i
m

pr
in

te
d 

on
 th

em
 a

re
 n

ot
Cr

ea
tu

re
s 

of
 m

y 
W

ill
. T

he
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 is
 th

er
ef

or
e 

so
m

e 
ot

he
r W

ill
 o

r S
pi

rit
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at
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es
 th

em
.
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“W
or

ds
 b

ec
om

e 
ge

ne
ra

l 
by

 b
ei

ng
 m

ad
e 

th
e 

Si
gn

s 
of

 g
en

er
al

 Id
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s.”
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sa
y 
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 H
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. 3
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6.
 B

ut
 it

 s
ee

m
s 

th
at

 a
 W

or
d

be
co

m
es

 g
en

er
al

 b
y 

be
in

g 
m

ad
e 

th
e 

Si
gn

, n
ot

 o
f 

an
 a

bs
tra

ct
 g

en
er

al
Id

ea
 b

ut
, o

f 
se

ve
ra

l p
ar

tic
ul

ar
 Id

ea
s,

 a
ny

 o
ne

 o
f 

w
hi

ch
 it

 in
di

ffe
re

nt
ly

su
gg

es
ts

 to
 th

e 
M

in
d.

 F
or

 E
xa

m
pl

e,
 W

he
n 

it 
is

 s
ai

d 
th

e 
ch

an
ge

 o
f

M
ot

io
n 

is
 p

ro
po

rti
on

al
 to

 th
e 

im
pr

es
se

d 
fo

rc
e,

 o
r 

th
at

 w
ha

te
ve

r 
ha

s
Ex

te
ns

io
n

 i
s 

di
vi

sib
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; 
th

es
e 

Pr
op

os
iti

on
s 
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e 

to
 b

e 
un

de
rs

to
od

 o
f

M
ot

io
n 

an
d 

Ex
te

ns
io

n 
in

 g
en

er
al

, a
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of m
aterial Substance.

24. It is very obvious, upon the least Inquiry into our ow
n Thoughts,

to know
 w

hether it be possible for us to understand w
hat is m

eant, by
the absolute Existence of sensible O

bjects in them
selves, or without the

M
ind. To m

e it is evident those W
ords m

ark out either a direct
Contradiction, or else nothing at all. A

nd to convince others of this, I
know

 no readier or fairer w
ay, than to intreat they w

ould calm
ly attend

to their ow
n Thoughts: A

nd if by this A
ttention, the Em

ptiness or
Repugnancy of those Expressions does appear, surely nothing m

ore is
requisite for their Conviction. It is on this therefore that I insist, to w

it,
that the absolute Existence of unthinking Things are W

ords w
ithout a

M
eaning, or w

hich include a Contradiction. This is w
hat I repeat and

inculcate, and earnestly recom
m

end to the attentive Thoughts of the
Reader.

25. A
ll our Ideas, Sensations, or the things w

hich w
e perceive, by

w
hatsoever N

am
es they m

ay be distinguished, are visibly inactive,
there is nothing of Pow

er or A
gency included in them

. So that one Idea
or O

bject of Thought cannot produce, or m
ake any A

lteration in
another. To be satisfied of the Truth of this, there is nothing else
requisite but a bare O

bservation of our Ideas. For since they and every
part of them

 exist only in the M
ind, it follow

s that there is nothing in
them

 but w
hat is perceived. But w

hoever shall attend to his Ideas,
w

hether of Sense or Reflexion, w
ill not perceive in them

 any Pow
er or

A
ctivity; there is therefore no such thing contained in them

. A
 little

A
ttention w

ill discover to us that the very Being of an Idea im
plies

Passiveness and Inertness in it, insom
uch that it is im

possible for an
Idea to do any thing, or, strictly speaking, to be the Cause of any thing:
N

either can it be the Resem
blance or Pattern of any active Being, as is

evident from
 Sect. 8. W

hence it plainly follow
s that Extension, Figure

and M
otion, cannot be the Cause of our Sensations. To say therefore,

that these are the effects of Pow
ers resulting from

 the Configuration,
N

um
ber, M

otion, and Size of Corpuscles, m
ust certainly be false.

26. W
e perceive a continual Succession of Ideas, som

e are anew
excited, others are changed or totally disappear. There is therefore som

e
Cause of these Ideas w

hereon they depend, and w
hich produces and

changes them
. That this Cause cannot be any Q

uality or Idea or
Com

bination of Ideas, is clear from
 the preceding Section. It m

ust
therefore be a Substance; but it has been shew

n that there is no
corporeal or m

aterial Substance: It rem
ains therefore that the Cause of

Ideas is an incorporeal active Substance or Spirit.

25

Cause, nam
ely, the various particular Lines w

hich it indifferently
denotes.

13. To give the Reader a yet clearer View
 of the N

ature of abstract
Ideas, and the U

ses they are thought necessary to, I shall add one m
ore

Passage out of the Essay on
 H

um
an

 U
nderstanding, w

hich is as
follow

s. “Abstract Ideas are not so obvious or easy to Children or the
yet unexercised M

ind as particular ones. If they seem
 so to grow

n M
en,

it is only because by constant and fam
iliar U

se they are m
ade so. For

w
hen w

e nicely reflect upon them
, w

e shall find that general Ideas are
Fictions and Contrivances of the M

ind, that carry D
ifficulty w

ith them
,

and do not so easily offer them
selves, as w

e are apt to im
agine. For

Exam
ple, D

oes it not require som
e Pains and Skill to form

 the general
Idea

 of a
 Triangle

 (w
hich

 is yet none
 of the

 m
ost abstract,

com
prehensive and

 difficult) for it m
ust be neither O

blique nor
Rectangle, neither Equilateral, Equicrural, nor Scalenon, but all and
none of these at once? In effect, it is som

ething im
perfect that cannot

exist, an Idea w
herein som

e Parts of several different and inconsistent
Ideas are put together. It is true the M

ind in this im
perfect State has

need of such Ideas, and m
akes all the haste to them

 it can, for the
conveniency of Com

m
unication and Enlargem

ent of K
now

ledge, to
both w

hich it is naturally very m
uch inclined. But yet one has reason to

suspect such Ideas are M
arks of our Im

perfection. A
t least this is

enough to shew
 that the m

ost abstract and general Ideas are not those
that the M

ind is first and m
ost easily acquainted w

ith, nor such as its
earliest K

now
ledge is conversant about.” B. 4. C. 7. Sect. 9. If any M

an
has the Faculty of fram

ing in his M
ind such an Idea of a Triangle as is

here described, it is in vain to pretend to dispute him
 out of it, nor

w
ould I go about it. A

ll I desire is, that the Reader w
ould fully and

certainly inform
 him

self w
hether he has such an Idea or no. A

nd this,
m

ethinks, can be no hard Task for anyone to perform
. W

hat m
ore easy

than for anyone to look a little into his ow
n Thoughts, and there try

w
hether he has, or can attain to have, an Idea that shall correspond w

ith
the description that is here given of the general Idea of a Triangle,
w

hich is, neither O
blique, nor Rectangle, Equilateral, Equicrural, nor

Scalenon, but all and none of these at once?
14. M

uch is here said of the D
ifficulty that abstract Ideas carry w

ith
them

, and the Pains and Skill requisite to the form
ing them

. A
nd it is on

all H
ands agreed that there is need of great Toil and Labour of the

M
ind, to em

ancipate our Thoughts from
 particular O

bjects, and raise
them

 to those sublim
e Speculations that are conversant about abstract

8
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9



is not necessary for the producing our Ideas: Since it is granted they are
produced som

etim
es, and m

ight possibly be produced alw
ays in the

sam
e O

rder w
e see them

 in at present, w
ithout their Concurrence.

19. But though w
e m

ight possibly have all our Sensations w
ithout

them
, yet perhaps it m

ay be thought easier to conceive and explain the
m

anner of their Production, by supposing external Bodies in their
likeness rather than otherw

ise; and so it m
ight be at least probable there

are such things as Bodies that excite their Ideas in our M
inds. But

neither can this be said; for though w
e give the M

aterialists their
external Bodies, they by their ow

n confession are never the nearer
know

ing how
 our Ideas are produced: Since they ow

n them
selves

unable to com
prehend in w

hat m
anner Body can act upon Spirit, or

how
 it is possible it should im

print any Idea in the M
ind. H

ence it is
evident the Production of Ideas or Sensations in our M

inds, can be no
reason w

hy w
e should suppose M

atter or corporeal Substances, since
that is acknow

ledged to rem
ain equally inexplicable w

ith, or w
ithout

this Supposition. If therefore it w
ere possible for Bodies to exist

w
ithout the M

ind, yet to hold they do so, m
ust needs be a very

precarious O
pinion; since it is to suppose, w

ithout any reason at all,
that G

od has created innum
erable Beings that are intirely useless, and

serve to no m
anner of purpose.

20. In short, if there w
ere external Bodies, it is im

possible w
e should

ever com
e to know

 it; and if there w
ere not, w

e m
ight have the very

sam
e Reasons to think there w

ere that w
e have now. Suppose, w

hat no
one can deny possible, an Intelligence, w

ithout the help of external
Bodies, to be affected w

ith the sam
e train of Sensations or Ideas that

you are, im
printed in the sam

e order and w
ith like vividness in his

M
ind. I ask w

hether that Intelligence hath not all the Reason to believe
the Existence of corporeal Substances, represented by his Ideas, and
exciting them

 in his M
ind, that you can possibly have for believing the

sam
e thing? O

f this there can be no Q
uestion; w

hich one Consideration
is enough to m

ake any reasonable Person suspect the strength of
w

hatever A
rgum

ents be m
ay think him

self to have, for the Existence of
Bodies w

ithout the M
ind.

21. W
ere it necessary to add any farther Proof against the Existence

of M
atter, after w

hat has been said, I could instance several of those
Errors and D

ifficulties (not to m
ention Im

pieties) w
hich have sprung

from
 that Tenet. It has occasioned

 num
berless Controversies and

D
isputes in Philosophy, and not a few

 of far greater m
om

ent in
Religion. But I shall not enter into the detail of them

 in this Place, as

23

Exam
ple, H

aving dem
onstrated that the three A

ngles of an Isosceles
Rectangular Triangle are equal to tw

o right O
nes, I cannot therefore

conclude this A
ffection agrees to all other Triangles, w

hich have
neither a right A

ngle, nor tw
o equal Sides. It seem

s therefore that, to be
certain this Proposition is universally true, w

e m
ust either m

ake a
particular D

em
onstration

 for every
 particular Triangle, w

hich
 is

im
possible, or once for all dem

onstrate it of the abstract Idea of a
Triangle, in w

hich all the Particulars do indifferently partake, and by
w

hich they are all equally represented. To w
hich I answ

er, that though
the Idea I have in view

 w
hilst I m

ake the D
em

onstration, be, for
instance, that of an Isosceles Rectangular Triangle, w

hose Sides are of a
determ

inate Length, I m
ay nevertheless be certain it extends to all other

Rectilinear Triangles, of w
hat Sort or Bigness soever. A

nd that, because
neither the right A

ngle, nor the Equality, nor determ
inate Length of the

Sides, are at all concerned in the D
em

onstration. It is true, the D
iagram

I have in view
 includes all these Particulars, but then there is not the

least m
ention m

ade of them
 in the Proof of the Proposition. It is not

said, the three A
ngles are equal to tw

o right O
nes, because one of them

is a right A
ngle, or because the Sides com

prehending it are of the sam
e

Length. W
hich sufficiently shew

s that the right A
ngle m

ight have been
O

blique, and the Sides unequal, and for all that the D
em

onstration have
held good. A

nd for this reason it is, that I conclude that to be true of
any

 O
bliquangular or Scalenon, w

hich
 I had

 dem
onstrated

 of a
particular Right-angled, Equicrural Triangle; and

 not because
 I

dem
onstrated the Proposition of the abstract Idea of a Triangle. A

nd
here it m

ust be acknow
ledged that a M

an m
ay consider a Figure m

erely
as triangular, w

ithout attending to the particular Q
ualities of the A

ngles,
or relations of the Sides. So far he m

ay abstract: But this w
ill never

prove, that he can fram
e an abstract general inconsistent Idea of a

Triangle. In like m
anner w

e m
ay consider Peter so far forth as M

an, or
so far forth as A

nim
al, w

ithout fram
ing the forem

entioned abstract
Idea, either of M

an or of A
nim

al, in as m
uch as all that is perceived is

not considered.
17. It w

ere an endless, as w
ell as an useless Thing, to trace the

Schoolm
en, those

 great M
asters of A

bstraction, through
 all the

m
anifold inextricable Labyrinths of Error and D

ispute, w
hich their

D
octrine of abstract N

atures and N
otions seem

s to have led them
 into.

W
hat Bickerings and Controversies, and w

hat a learned D
ust have been

raised about those M
atters, and w

hat m
ighty A

dvantage hath been from
thence derived to M

ankind, are things at this D
ay too clearly know

n to
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Idea answ
ering the W

ord U
nity, I do not find; and if I had, m

ethinks I
could not m

iss finding it; on the contrary it should be the m
ost fam

iliar
to m

y U
nderstanding, since it is said to accom

pany all other Ideas, and
to be perceived by all the w

ays of Sensation and Reflexion. To say no
m

ore, it is an abstract Idea.
14. I shall farther add, that after the sam

e m
anner, as m

odern
Philosophers prove certain sensible Q

ualities to have no Existence in
M

atter, or w
ithout the M

ind, the sam
e thing m

ay be likew
ise proved of

all other sensible Q
ualities w

hatsoever. Thus, for Instance, it is said that
H

eat and Cold are A
ffections only of the M

ind, and not at all Patterns
of real Beings, existing in the corporeal Substances w

hich excite them
,

for that the sam
e Body w

hich appears Cold to one H
and, seem

s W
arm

to another. N
ow

 w
hy m

ay w
e not as w

ell argue that Figure and
Extension are not Patterns or Resem

blances of Q
ualities existing in

M
atter, because to the sam

e Eye at different Stations, or Eyes of a
different Texture at the sam

e Station, they appear various, and cannot
therefore be the Im

ages of any thing settled and determ
inate w

ithout the
M

ind? A
gain, It is proved that Sw

eetness is not really in the sapid
Thing, because the thing rem

aining unaltered the Sw
eetness is changed

into Bitter, as in case of a Fever or otherw
ise vitiated Palate. Is it not as

reasonable to say, that M
otion is not w

ithout the M
ind, since if the

Succession of Ideas in the M
ind becom

e sw
ifter, the M

otion, it is
acknow

ledged, shall appear slow
er w

ithout any A
lteration in any

external O
bject?

15. In short, let any one consider those A
rgum

ents, w
hich are

thought m
anifestly to prove that Colours and Tastes exist only in the

M
ind, and he shall find they m

ay w
ith equal force, be brought to prove

the sam
e thing of Extension, Figure, and M

otion. Though it m
ust be

confessed this M
ethod of arguing doth not so m

uch prove that there is
no Extension or Colour in an outw

ard O
bject, as that w

e do not know
by Sense w

hich is the true Extension or Colour of the O
bject. But the

A
rgum

ents foregoing plainly shew
 it to be im

possible that any Colour
or Extension at all, or other sensible Q

uality w
hatsoever, should exist in

an unthinking Subject w
ithout the M

ind, or in truth, that there should
be any such thing as an outw

ard O
bject.

16. But let us exam
ine a little the received O

pinion. It is said
Extension is a M

ode or A
ccident of M

atter, and that M
atter is the

Substratum
 that supports it. N

ow
 I desire that you w

ould explain w
hat

is m
eant by M

atter’s supporting Extension: Say you, I have no Idea of
M

atter, and therefore cannot explain it. I answ
er, though you have no

21

com
prehended by three right Lines; by w

hich that N
am

e is lim
ited to

denote one certain Idea and no other. To w
hich I answ

er, that in the
D

efinition it is not said w
hether the Surface be G

reat or Sm
all, Black or

W
hite, nor w

hether the Sides are Long or Short, Equal or U
nequal, nor

w
ith w

hat A
ngles they are inclined to each other; in all w

hich there
m

ay be great Variety, and consequently there is no one settled Idea
w

hich lim
its the Signification of the w

ord Triangle. ’Tis one thing for
to keep a N

am
e constantly to the sam

e D
efinition, and another to m

ake
it stand every w

here for the sam
e Idea: the one is necessary, the other

useless and im
practicable.

19. But to give a farther A
ccount how

 W
ords cam

e to produce the
D

octrine of abstract Ideas, it m
ust be observed that it is a received

O
pinion, that Language has no other End but the com

m
unicating our

Ideas, and that every significant N
am

e stands for an Idea. This being so,
and it being w

ithal certain, that N
am

es, w
hich yet are not thought

altogether insignificant, do not alw
ays m

ark out particular conceivable
Ideas, it is straightw

ay concluded that they stand for abstract N
otions.

That there are m
any N

am
es in use am

ongst Speculative M
en, w

hich do
not alw

ays suggest to others determ
inate particular Ideas, is w

hat no
Body w

ill deny. A
nd a little A

ttention w
ill discover, that it is not

necessary (even in the strictest Reasonings) significant N
am

es w
hich

stand
 for Ideas should, every

 tim
e they

 are used, excite in
 the

U
nderstanding the Ideas they are m

ade to stand for: In Reading and
D

iscoursing, N
am

es being for the m
ost part used as Letters are in

Algebra, in w
hich though a particular quantity be m

arked by each
Letter, yet to proceed right it is not requisite that in every step each
Letter suggest to

 your Thoughts, that particular quantity
 it w

as
appointed to stand for.

20. Besides, the com
m

unicating of Ideas m
arked by W

ords is not the
chief and only end of Language, as is com

m
only supposed. There are

other Ends, as the raising of som
e Passion, the exciting to, or deterring

from
 an A

ction, the putting the M
ind in som

e particular D
isposition; to

w
hich the form

er is in m
any Cases barely subservient, and som

etim
es

intirely om
itted, w

hen these can be obtained w
ithout it, as I think doth

not unfrequently happen in the fam
iliar use of Language. I intreat the

Reader to reflect w
ith him

self, and see if it doth not often happen either
in H

earing or Reading a D
iscourse, that the Passions of Fear, Love,

H
atred, A

dm
iration, D

isdain, and the like, arise im
m

ediately in his
M

ind upon the Perception of certain W
ords, w

ithout any Ideas com
ing

betw
een. A

t first, indeed, the W
ords m

ight have occasioned Ideas that
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 b
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 d
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 c
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 d
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ra
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 p
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r C
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 p
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 b
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 p
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 d
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 o
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 b
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 m
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Substratum
 of those Ideas.

8. But say you, though the Ideas them
selves do not exist w

ithout the
M

ind, yet there m
ay be Things like them

 w
hereof they are Copies or

Resem
blances, w

hich Things exist w
ithout the M

ind, in an unthinking
Substance. I answ

er, an Idea can be like nothing but an Idea; a Colour
or Figure can be like nothing but another Colour or Figure. If w

e look
but ever so little into our Thoughts, w

e shall find it im
possible for us to

conceive a Likeness except only betw
een our Ideas. A

gain, I ask
w

hether those supposed O
riginals or external Things, of w

hich our
Ideas are the Pictures or Representations, be them

selves perceivable or
no? If they are, then they are Ideas, and w

e have gained our Point; but
if you say they are not, I appeal to any one w

hether it be Sense, to
assert a Colour is like som

ething w
hich is invisible; H

ard or Soft, like
som

ething w
hich is Intangible; and so of the rest.

9. Som
e there are w

ho m
ake a D

istinction betw
ixt Prim

ary and
Secondary Q

ualities: By the form
er, they m

ean Extension, Figure,
M

otion, Rest, Solidity or Im
penetrability and N

um
ber: By the latter

they denote all other sensible Q
ualities, as Colours, Sounds, Tastes, and

so forth. The Ideas w
e have of these they acknow

ledge not to be the
Resem

blances of any thing existing w
ithout the M

ind or unperceived;
but they w

ill have our Ideas of the prim
ary Q

ualities to be Patterns or
Im

ages of Things w
hich exist w

ithout the M
ind, in an unthinking

Substance w
hich they call M

atter. By M
atter therefore w

e are to
understand an inert, senseless Substance, in w

hich Extension, Figure,
and M

otion, do actually subsist. But it is evident from
 w

hat w
e have

already shew
n, that Extension, Figure and M

otion are only Ideas
existing in the M

ind, and that an Idea can be like nothing but another
Idea, and that consequently neither They nor their A

rchetypes can exist
in an unperceiving Substance. H

ence it is plain, that that the very
N

otion of w
hat is called M

atter or Corporeal Substance, involves a
Contradiction in it.

10. They w
ho assert that Figure, M

otion, and the rest of the Prim
ary

or O
riginal Q

ualities do
 exist w

ithout the M
ind, in

 unthinking
Substances, do at the sam

e tim
e acknow

ledge that Colours, Sounds,
H

eat, Cold, and suchlike secondary Q
ualities, do not, w

hich they tell us
are Sensations existing in the M

ind alone, that depend on and are
occasioned by the different Size, Texture and M

otion of the m
inute

Particles of M
atter. This they take for an undoubted Truth, w

hich they
can dem

onstrate beyond all Exception. N
ow

 if it be certain, that those
original Q

ualities are inseparably
 united

 w
ith

 the other sensible

19

constant U
se hath so strictly united w

ith them
; from

 w
hich I m

ay
expect to derive the follow

ing A
dvantages.

22. First, I shall be sure to get clear of all Controversies purely
Verbal; the springing up of w

hich W
eeds in alm

ost all the Sciences has
been a m

ain H
indrance to the G

row
th of true and sound K

now
ledge.

Secondly, this seem
s to be a sure w

ay to extricate m
y self out of that

fine and
 subtile N

et of abstract Ideas, w
hich

 has so
 m

iserably
perplexed and entangled the M

inds of M
en, and that w

ith this peculiar
Circum

stance, that by how
 m

uch the finer and m
ore curious w

as the
W

it of any M
an, by so m

uch the deeper w
as he like to be ensnared, and

faster held therein. Thirdly, so long as I confine m
y Thoughts to m

y
ow

n Ideas divested of W
ords, I do not see how

 I can easily be m
istaken.

The O
bjects I consider, I clearly and adequately know. I cannot be

deceived in thinking I have an Idea w
hich I have not. It is not possible

for m
e to im

agine, that any of m
y ow

n Ideas are alike or unlike, that are
not truly so. To discern the A

greem
ents or D

isagreem
ents there are

betw
een m

y Ideas, to see w
hat Ideas are included in any com

pound
Idea, and w

hat not, there is nothing m
ore requisite, than an attentive

Perception of w
hat passes in m

y ow
n U

nderstanding.
23. But the attainm

ent of all these A
dvantages doth presuppose an

intire D
eliverance from

 the D
eception of W

ords, w
hich I dare hardly

prom
ise m

y self; so difficult a thing it is to dissolve an U
nion so early

begun, and confirm
ed by so long a H

abit as that betw
ixt W

ords and
Ideas. W

hich D
ifficulty seem

s to have been very m
uch increased by the

D
octrine of Abstraction. For so long as M

en thought abstract Ideas
w

ere annexed to their W
ords, it doth not seem

 strange that they should
use W

ords for Ideas: It being found an im
practicable thing to lay aside

the W
ord, and retain the abstract Idea in the M

ind, w
hich in it self w

as
perfectly inconceivable. This seem

s to m
e the principal Cause, w

hy
those M

en w
ho have so em

phatically recom
m

ended to others, the
laying aside all use of W

ords in their M
editations, and contem

plating
their bare Ideas, have yet failed to perform

 it them
selves. O

f late m
any

have been very sensible of the absurd O
pinions and insignificant

D
isputes, w

hich grow
 out of the abuse of W

ords. A
nd in order to

rem
edy these Evils they advise w

ell, that w
e attend to the Ideas

signified, and draw
 off our A

ttention from
 the W

ords w
hich signify

them
. But how

 good soever this A
dvice m

ay be, they have given others,
it is plain they could not have a due regard to it them

selves, so long as
they thought the only im

m
ediate use of W

ords w
as to signify Ideas, and

that the im
m

ediate Signification
 of every

 general N
am

e w
as a
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s 

th
ey

 a
re

 n
ot

 a
ct

ua
lly

pe
rc

ei
ve

d 
by

 m
e,

 o
r 

do
 n

ot
 e

xi
st

 in
 m

y 
M

in
d 

or
 th

at
 o

f 
an

y 
ot

he
r

cr
ea

te
d 

Sp
iri

t, 
th

ey
 m

us
t e

ith
er

 h
av

e 
no

 E
xi

ste
nc

e 
at

 a
ll,

 o
r e

lse
 su

bs
ist

in
 th

e 
M

in
d 

of
 so

m
e 

et
er

na
l S

pi
rit

: I
t b

ei
ng

 p
er

fe
ct

ly
 u

ni
nt

el
lig

ib
le

 a
nd

in
vo

lv
in

g 
al

l 
th

e 
A

bs
ur

di
ty

 o
f 

A
bs

tra
ct

io
n,

 to
 a

ttr
ib

ut
e 

to
 a

ny
 s

in
gl

e
pa

rt 
of

 th
em

 a
n 

Ex
ist

en
ce

 in
de

pe
nd

en
t o

f a
 S

pi
rit

. T
o 

be
 c

on
vi

nc
ed

 o
f

w
hi

ch
, 

th
e 

Re
ad

er
 n

ee
d 

on
ly

 r
efl

ec
t 

an
d 

try
 to

 s
ep

ar
at

e 
in

 h
is

 o
w

n
Th

ou
gh

ts 
th

e 
be

in
g 

of
 a

 se
ns

ib
le

 th
in

g 
fro

m
 it

s b
ei

ng
 p

er
ce

iv
ed

.
7.

 F
ro

m
 w

ha
t 

ha
s 

be
en

 s
ai

d,
 i

t 
fo

llo
w

s,
 t

he
re

 i
s 

no
t 

an
y 

ot
he

r
Su

bs
ta

nc
e 

th
an

 S
pi

rit
, o

r t
ha

t w
hi

ch
 p

er
ce

iv
es

. B
ut

 fo
r t

he
 fu

lle
r p

ro
of

of
 th

is
 P

oi
nt

, 
le

t 
it 

be
 c

on
sid

er
ed

, 
th

e 
se

ns
ib

le
 Q

ua
lit

ie
s 

ar
e 

Co
lo

ur
,

Fi
gu

re
, M

ot
io

n,
 S

m
el

l, 
Ta

ste
, a

nd
 su

ch
 li

ke
, t

ha
t i

s, 
th

e 
Id

ea
s 

pe
rc

ei
ve

d
by

 S
en

se
. 

N
ow

 f
or

 a
n 

Id
ea

 to
 e

xi
st

 in
 a

n 
un

pe
rc

ei
vi

ng
 T

hi
ng

, 
is

 a
m

an
ife

st
 C

on
tra

di
ct

io
n;

 fo
r 

to
 h

av
e 

an
 Id

ea
 is

 a
ll 

on
e 

as
 to

 p
er

ce
iv

e:
th

at
 th

er
ef

or
e 

w
he

re
in

 C
ol

ou
r, 

Fi
gu

re
, a

nd
 th

e 
lik

e 
Q

ua
lit

ie
s e

xi
st,

 m
us

t
pe

rc
ei

ve
 th

em
; h

en
ce

 it
 is

 c
le

ar
 th

er
e 

ca
n 

be
 n

o 
un

th
in

ki
ng

 S
ub

sta
nc

e 
or
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. B
ut

 th
es

e 
be

in
g 

kn
ow

n 
to

 b
e 

M
ist

ak
es

, a
 M

an
 m

ay
 w

ith
 g

re
at

er
Ea

se
 p

re
ve

nt
 h

is
 b

ei
ng

 im
po

se
d 

on
 b

y 
W

or
ds

. H
e 

th
at

 k
no

w
s 

he
 h

as
 n

o
ot

he
r 

th
an

 p
ar

tic
ul

ar
 Id

ea
s,

 w
ill

 n
ot

 p
uz

zl
e 

hi
m

se
lf 

in
 v

ai
n 

to
 fi

nd
 o

ut
an

d 
co

nc
ei

ve
 th

e 
ab

str
ac

t 
Id

ea
, 

an
ne

xe
d 

to
 a

ny
 N

am
e.

 A
nd

 h
e 

th
at

kn
ow

s 
N

am
es

 d
o 

no
t 

al
w

ay
s 

sta
nd

 f
or

 I
de

as
, 

w
ill

 s
pa

re
 h

im
se

lf
 th

e
la

bo
ur

 o
f 

lo
ok

in
g 

fo
r 

Id
ea

s,
 w

he
re

 th
er

e 
ar

e 
no

ne
 to

 b
e 

ha
d.

 It
 w

er
e

th
er

ef
or

e 
to

 b
e 

w
ish

ed
 th

at
 e

ve
ry

 o
ne

 w
ou

ld
 u

se
 h

is 
ut

m
os

t E
nd

ea
vo

ur
s,

to
 o

bt
ai

n 
a 

cl
ea

r V
ie

w
 o

f t
he

 Id
ea

s 
he

 w
ou

ld
 c

on
sid

er
, s

ep
ar

at
in

g 
fro

m
th

em
 a

ll
 t

ha
t 

dr
es

s 
an

d
 i

nc
um

br
an

ce
 o

f 
W

or
ds

 w
hi

ch
 s

o
 m

uc
h

co
nt

rib
ut

e 
to

 b
lin

d 
th

e 
Ju

dg
m

en
t a

nd
 d

iv
id

e 
th

e 
A

tte
nt

io
n.

 In
 v

ai
n 

do
w

e 
ex

te
nd

 o
ur

 V
ie

w
 in

to
 th

e 
H

ea
ve

ns
, a

nd
 p

ry
 in

to
 th

e 
En

tra
ils

 o
f t

he
Ea

rth
, i

n 
va

in
 d

o 
w

e 
co

ns
ul

t t
he

 W
rit

in
gs

 o
f l

ea
rn

ed
 M

en
, a

nd
 tr

ac
e 

th
e

da
rk

 F
oo

tst
ep

s 
of

 A
nt

iq
ui

ty
; w

e 
ne

ed
 o

nl
y 

dr
aw

 th
e 

Cu
rta

in
 o

f W
or

ds
,

to
 b

eh
ol

d 
th

e 
fa

ire
st

 T
re

e 
of

 K
no

w
le

dg
e,

 w
ho

se
 F

ru
it 

is
 e

xc
el

le
nt

, a
nd

w
ith

in
 th

e 
re

ac
h 

of
 o

ur
 H

an
d.
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nl
es

s 
w

e 
ta

ke
 c

ar
e 

to
 c

le
ar

 th
e 

fir
st

 P
rin

ci
pl

es
 o

f 
K

no
w

le
dg

e,
fro

m
 t

he
 e

m
ba

rra
s 

an
d 

de
lu

sio
n 

of
 W

or
ds

, 
w

e 
m

ay
 m

ak
e 

in
fin

ite
Re

as
on

in
gs

 u
po

n 
th

em
 to

 n
o 

pu
rp

os
e;

 w
e 

m
ay

 d
ra

w
 C

on
se

qu
en

ce
s

fro
m

 C
on

se
qu

en
ce

s, 
an

d 
be

 n
ev

er
 th

e 
w

ise
r. 

Th
e 

fa
rth

er
 w

e 
go

, w
e 

sh
al

l
on

ly
 l

os
e 

ou
r 

se
lv

es
 t

he
 m

or
e 

irr
ec

ov
er

ab
ly

, 
an

d
 b

e 
th

e 
de

ep
er

en
ta

ng
le

d 
in

 D
iffi

cu
lti

es
 a

nd
 M

ist
ak

es
. W

ho
ev

er
 th

er
ef

or
e 

de
sig

ns
 to

re
ad

 t
he

 f
ol

lo
w

in
g

 S
he

et
s,

 I
 i

nt
re

at
 h

im
 t

o
 m

ak
e 

m
y

 W
or

ds
 t

he
O

cc
as

io
n 

of
 h

is
 o

w
n 

Th
in

ki
ng

, a
nd

 e
nd

ea
vo

ur
 to

 a
tta

in
 th

e 
sa

m
e 

Tr
ai

n
of

 T
ho

ug
ht

s 
in

 R
ea

di
ng

, t
ha

t I
 h

ad
 in

 w
rit

in
g 

th
em

. B
y 

th
is

 m
ea

ns
 it

w
ill

 b
e 

ea
sy

 fo
r h

im
 to

 d
isc

ov
er

 th
e 

Tr
ut

h 
or

 F
al

sit
y 

of
 w

ha
t I

 s
ay

. H
e

w
ill

 b
e 

ou
t o

f a
ll 

da
ng

er
 o

f b
ei

ng
 d

ec
ei

ve
d 

by
 m

y 
W

or
ds

, a
nd

 I 
do

 n
ot

se
e 

ho
w

 h
e 

ca
n 

be
 le

d 
in

to
 a

n 
Er

ro
r 

by
 c

on
sid

er
in

g 
hi

s 
ow

n 
na

ke
d,

un
di

sg
ui

se
d 

Id
ea

s.
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G
rief, and so forth.
2. But besides all that endless variety

 of Ideas or O
bjects of

K
now

ledge, there is likew
ise som

ething w
hich know

s or perceives
them

, and
 exercises

 divers
 O

perations, as
 W

illing, Im
agining,

Rem
em

bering about them
. This perceiving, active Being is w

hat I call
M

ind, Spirit, Soul or m
y Self. By w

hich W
ords I do not denote any one

of m
y Ideas, but a thing intirely distinct from

 them
, w

herein they exist,
or, w

hich is the sam
e thing, w

hereby they are perceived; for the
Existence of an Idea consists in being perceived.

3. That neither our Thoughts, nor Passions, nor Ideas form
ed by the

Im
agination, exist w

ithout the M
ind, is w

hat every Body w
ill allow.

A
nd it seem

s no less evident that the various Sensations or Ideas
im

printed on the Sense, how
ever blended or com

bined together (that is,
w

hatever O
bjects they com

pose) cannot exist otherw
ise than in a M

ind
perceiving them

. I think an intuitive K
now

ledge m
ay be obtained of

this, by any one that shall attend to w
hat is m

eant by the Term
 Exist

w
hen applied to sensible Things. The Table I w

rite on, I say, exists, that
is, I see and feel it; and if I w

ere out of m
y Study I should say it

existed, m
eaning thereby that if I w

as in m
y Study I m

ight perceive it,
or that som

e other Spirit actually does perceive it. There w
as an O

dor,
that is, it w

as sm
elled; There w

as a Sound, that is to say, it w
as heard; a

Colour or Figure, and it w
as perceived by Sight or Touch. This is all

that I can understand by these and the like Expressions. For as to w
hat

is said of the absolute Existence of unthinking Things w
ithout any

relation to their being perceived, that seem
s perfectly unintelligible.

Their Esse is Percipi, nor is it possible they should have any Existence,
out of the M

inds or thinking Things w
hich perceive them

.
4. It is indeed an O

pinion strangely prevailing am
ongst M

en, that
H

ouses, M
ountains, Rivers, and in a w

ord all sensible O
bjects have an

Existence N
atural or Real, distinct from

 their being perceived by the
U

nderstanding. But w
ith how

 great an A
ssurance and A

cquiescence
soever this Principle m

ay be entertained in the W
orld; yet w

hoever
shall find in his H

eart to call it in Q
uestion, m

ay, if I m
istake not,

perceive it to involve a m
anifest Contradiction. For w

hat are the
forem

entioned O
bjects but the things w

e perceive by Sense, and w
hat

do w
e perceive besides our ow

n Ideas or Sensations; and is it not
plainly repugnant that any one of these or any Com

bination of them
should exist unperceived?

5. If w
e thoroughly exam

ine this Tenet, it w
ill, perhaps, be found at

Bottom
 to depend on the D

octrine of Abstract Ideas. For can there be a
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1. 

O
F TH

E

P
R
I
N
C
I
P
L
E
S

O
F

H
um

ane K
now

ledge.

P
A

R
T

 I.

T is evident to any one w
ho takes a Survey of the O

bjects
of H

um
ane K

now
ledge, that they are either Ideas actually

im
printed on the Senses, or else such as are perceived by

attending to the Passions and O
perations of the M

ind, or
lastly

 Ideas form
ed

 by
 help

 of M
em

ory
 and

 Im
agination, either

com
pounding, dividing, or barely

 representing
 those

 originally
perceived in the aforesaid w

ays. By Sight I have the Ideas of Light and
Colours w

ith their several D
egrees and Variations. By Touch I perceive,

for Exam
ple, H

ard and Soft, H
eat and Cold, M

otion and Resistance,
and of all these m

ore and less either as to Q
uantity or D

egree. Sm
elling

furnishes m
e w

ith O
dors; the Palate w

ith Tastes, and H
earing conveys

Sounds to the M
ind in all their variety of Tone and Com

position. A
nd

as several of these are observed to accom
pany each other, they com

e to
be m

arked by one N
am

e, and so to be reputed as one Thing. Thus, for
Exam

ple, a certain Colour, Taste, Sm
ell, Figure and Consistence having

been
 observed

 to
 go

 together, are accounted
 one distinct Thing,

signified by the N
am

e Apple. O
ther collections of Ideas constitute a

Stone, a Tree, a Book, and the like sensible Things; w
hich, as they are

pleasing or disagreeable, excite the Passions of Love, H
atred, Joy,

16


