BAZIAEIOZ KPOYZTAAAHZ

O GEORGE BERKELEY KAI H KPITIKH
THZ ETIIZETHMONIKHZ ME®OAOAOTIAZ TOY ISAAC
NEWTON ZTO ‘EPT'O Principles of Human Knowledge

O ®oifog xar n Abnva, ot dbo ayamyuéves pacxdt Twv Olupmiaxay
Aydvaev, Boloxovtav e Sudheippo epyasiong amd tig woAhég xar averhnpué-
VEC UTtoYPEWGELS ToVG. Av xat TaLyvidto, wavTa xatetyav T @Lrioco@ien xa-
tdpTion appdfovca 6’ Eva ENANVIXG KATAGHEVAGILK, XKL ATTOPAGLGAY GTOV €~
Aedlepo ypdvo Toue va v afromorioouv. H  axdroudy emiysrpnpatoroyia
toug Pactlétay oy Oéon Touv George Berkeley yix tig Oetixés emoriuse

" 670 épyo Apyés tne Avlpdmume Ivdonet, xar cuyxrexpipéva...

...y xprtien) tou Berkeley mpog ) Puouey) emotiuy, Waitepa wpog
™ Oewpia Tou Isaac Newton’ emeoquave n Alyvd. ‘Tvepilerc, Poifo, mpo-
oavéstata 1 Béen Tou George Berkeley yia v OAy: Sev umdpyet OAy.
Yrapyer wévo 67t yivetar avtihymtd (mopdypaooc 3), xat 7 t8ue n Oy Sev
elvat ovtidnmry.. Mmopodpe va yvwpioovps Tic ddtTeg TV TWpaypRATGY
péow Tov atchfoewy, o oyxfua, To Ypdux, TV oopd), THY ExTacy xat To wé-
yebog, ahA& 7 VA Bev etvat 181Nt TV TpaydTwY. Mepuxot purbgopot ava-
Pépouy 6TL eivarl To LTOGTPLWUE TOV L3LOTATLY, autd Tov aTypilel anTéc Tig
Wibtred, el avtéd To umdsTpwupa Yo Tov Iphavdé puhboogpo etvar axato-
vénto (wop. 16-17). Aev pmopetl v 3oBei epunveta whe o ubotpwpa vmo-
ompllet T Wbt Teg TRV TPaYRATOY 00TE TL axptMg oaivel ) VALY ov-
ot (material substance). Emopévog, xt epboov éxst mponyoupévwg dery-
Bl 6t Oheg ot WBbTTeg TV mpayudTwv civar amotéhespa ¢ avrindng
evbg umoxsipévou, ) OAn (wou Bewpntind elvar avedptntn TN avridndne)
dev éxer xavéva pbro va Sradpapatioet, xar eEootpaxilerar’.

‘Kdre Qupdpon oyetind’ avaordhede o yoptid Tov o Doifoc. “Tu oyé-
67 éxer dpwg autd e v emeTAy xat to Qéua mov culnrodue’;

1. M.R. Ayers [emp.], George Berkeley: Philosophical Works, London: J.
Dent & Sons, 1975, ¢s. 63-127.

2. John Locke, An Essay Concerning Human Understanding. Oxford: Claren-
don Press, 1975 (11690): 2.23.4.
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“To axdrovlo’ amdvinoe n Abyva, avadiapoppdvovtag o Ydeo epyu-
olag m™)¢. ‘Elvers oAb xovTivé to onpelo avdpesa oty Bewpla yia mv avwrap-
Ele )¢ OMnc xar oty amodoxy ¢ avumapEing Twv TpaypETwy Tov efw-
Teptxod xoopou. 'Eva ambd ta ovoratixa ortoixela eEaitiag Tov omolov T &-
Ewtepixd  avtixeipeve Bewpodvrar wg térora elvar 611 amotedobvrar  améd
OAn xat dev elvar pévo avrixeipevo Twv Wedv puc. Av avté To orouyelo ex-
Actder, Téte motog eyyvdTar b1t Yo Tov xaBéva Sev umdpyet 9 Sueh Tou Tpay-
paTix6T™)TeL, N omota Elvar TuYOv xaL TPotdy TY¢ pavraciag Tov; Buvddacé To
avthd pe to yeyovée btL ) emioTHRY peheTd autieg xon amoTeNéORATH O VALK
copate, oyt e 1déeg, %t éxetg To TPdPANLa evadTLéY cov’.

‘T avtd % o George Berkeley mpoomafet v’ avacxevdoer térotov et-
doug ouumepdopate’ cupmAnpwse o Poifog ‘umostypifovrac pdTov éTi v
avurtapEin ¢ UG O cuvieTd ot avurtapEia eEWTEPIRGY TEAYUETOV-UTRP-
xet Ocbg xar pog BAémet, 1660 gpdc, 660 xaL TA TPAYRATA- X0t SEVTEQOY, ¥)
emioTpoviny Epeuva propel va pelver avemmpéasty: ov Quatxol vouor ebu-
xohouBody va toydouv, wévo Tov avti Ta avbpeva v eppivedovTal we attio
xae artiatd, ot bpor avrixaBiotavrar pe o enpatvov ko onuavduevo (sign
and thing signified). O oxéoeic petald Twv Tpaypatwy civat oxéoeig pe-
ToEd ey, L auTég ot oyéeeig aviixouy ¢’ éva cbomua onpacias. H ewtid
7ov Prémovpe Sev elva 9 autie Tou Tovou ou Ba vicdoovpe brav TV TAy-
oLaoovpe aAA& To dhwTixd onucio tov mhvou (map. 65). IMapbpota pe bra
to wpayparo. 'Etor xt n pebBododoyia ¢ emiotiune uropel va ocuveylos:
avemnpéasty .

‘o, Aovmby, eivar 0 peBodoroyia ¢ emotnung;’ avapwtrinxe n A-
Onva.

‘H enayoyn’ andvinoe mpbbupa o PolPog. ‘Ilapatypodue pepnd por-
vbueve, xor weo avohoyio % opotopopete (uniformity) avapcca oe dtagpo-
peTixd =idn Qawopbvov, m.x. TV TTdON pag wétpag Tpog To Edapoc, THY
avodo Twv vepv ¢ Bdhaccag wpog ™) oedvy (mwap. 104). Opadomorobue
auTd Tor Qotvlpeva %t avaxaAbTTTOLRE TOUG YEVIXoUG véuovg e Dlons: amd
exel WwoPOVRE Vo GUVAYOLUE xatl To LTGholma Tapduota Qatvopeve mwou Sev
&yovv napatnenlel. ‘Oha avra BéBata we ddo mpolmobésers: mpwrov, o pb-
Aog Tou artiov avixet ato Beb xat byt ot wpdypata. ‘Onwe ke av éxouv Ta
Ta mpaypata, o Ocdbe mopauéver To wonTixb altio, pe TV aploToTEAKY Ev-
vota (map. 107). Aebrepov, pmopodpe va cuvayovpe ahdd Oyt v’ amodei-
Eovpe @aivbpeva mou dev éxouv mapatyenfel: yia va toyquptotodue ambdet-
En Twv Quaxay vopwy Bu énpere va mpotimoBécoupe bt 0 Oebe cupmepLpé-
peTaL Tavtob We opotopoppia. Avtd buwe dev To yvwptfoupe e emxpxun oTot-
yeto:
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All deductions of that kind depend on a supposition that the Au-
thor of Nature always operates uniformly, and in a constant observan
ce of those rules we take for principles; which we cannot evidently
know (map. 107).

‘Tleptcpyo. Auté wmou Bupiler rov Hume xat 7o yerpropd Tov Bépatog
™6 entaywyng mapatnence N Adyva. Etor axptag Béte wt excivog To mpb-
BAnue, wévo mou dev avapépstar 6TV opotopoppla wg optopévy ané Tov Bch
aA\& GTTY opotopoppla ¢ @dong yevixd. Kat yia exeivov umapyet wpbBan=
L& 6T CUVAYWYN) TwY GUETEpRGpdTwY pe Bdon autod Tou eldovs v opoto-
popeio’l.

‘Aev éxzig adixo’ auppovnoz o Polfoc ywpls peyary déoy evlouscia-
pol. “Ag Eetdoovpe tapa ) welododoyia tou Isaac Newton, yix tov o-
molo yivetar réyog oto Principles of Human Knowledge'.

‘Oavralopat, mpémer va stvat aprsta Sxpopetixn’ axorlace v @iy Tou.
‘A7’ oo Bupdpar, o Newton mavrta avalyroloe awodelEets’.

‘Auté 3¢ onuaiver 67t oL anodellerg Nrav avebapTTes amb To Qatvbpe-
vo’ Steuxpivice o Poifog. ‘Av Siafaoeig T Adya tov ‘Ayyhov guoixod yia
TV TOPAYWYT TWV ovuTEpacuatwy 6to £pyo tou Principia Mathematica

" Philosophia Naturalis (MaByuatixéc Apyés Duaixng Dirocoplag), dc dux-
pépouv oA amd T avricToryes Géseig Tou Berkeley. Awéd éva olvoro ma-
paenléviey Qavopévey (ta chpate xat N ceAnvg EAxovrar Tpog T Y
Aoy )¢ PapdrnTac, ot TAavTeg Edxovtat peTakd Toug) 0dnyodpaate o Sla-
TOTWEY Ev6G YeVixol vépou (6 bha To chpata vRapyet pra apxh apotPatac
é\Ene):

If if universally appears, by experiments and astronomical ob-
servations, that all bodies about the earth gravitate toward the earth,
and that in proportion to the quantity of matter which they severally
contain; that the moon likewise, according to the quantity of its mat-
ter, gravitates toward the earth; that, on the other hand, our sea gra-
vitates toward the moon; and all the planets one toward another; and
the comets in like manner toward the sun: we must, in consequence
of this rule, universally allow that all bodies whatsoever are endowed
with a principle of mutual gravitation?.

1. David Hume, Lnquiries Concerning Human Understanding and Concer-
ning the Principles of Morals. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1975 (11748), o. 36: If the-
re be any suspicion, that the course of nature may change, and that the past may
be no rule for the future, all experience becomes useless, and can give rise to no
inference or conclusion.

2. Isaac Newton, Mathematical Principles of Natural Philosophy (Principial.
Translated by Andrew Motte-Florian Cajori, Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1962 (11687): III [30 BiBalo], Rules of Reasoning in Philosophy, III.
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“Onwe enlong’ ouvéyise o DolPog ‘clvar yvwatbs o neproplopbs nov
€Beac o Newton wg npoc ™y toyd ™ pebodoroyiag. Autdc exppdletar pe
T SLaTiTwoN wévo Twy véuwv nov npoépyovrat anb To patvduzva, brwg Ou
emBupodoe xar o Berkeley: omidfmote mépa améd avtd Sev wnopel va amo-
detyBel xat cuvietd 'uméBeon’:

But hitherto I have not been able to discover the cause of those
properties of gravity from phenomena, and I frame no hypotheses; for
whatever is not deduced from the phanomena is to be called an hy-
pothesist,

‘Tépa, bpwe, ambd avtd’ cupminpweoe  AByva, umoypdpovrag Tau-
Thypove pepixd avtbypago ‘n mpoypauuatiny cvupwvia peBodoroyikdy
apywv pe tov Berkeley ouveyiletar: o Isaac Newton byt wbvo mapadéye-
Tar v Omaply Tov Ozod, add Séyetar b6TL autds o Bcbg eivar o wornTInd
oitio Twv Qatvopévewy:

We know him only by his most wise and excellent contrivances
of things, and final causes; [...] Blind metaphysical necessity, which
is certainly the same always and everywhere, could produce no varie-
ty of things. All that diversity of natural things which we find suited
to different times and places could arise from no thing but the ideas
and will of a Being necessarily existing?.

‘Enrtopévac, mowe elvar 1o cupmépacua’, parnoe adiagopa o Poifog.

‘Eropévac’ andvrnoe n ABnvé ‘av vrdoyet oc tétoto Pabud cuupwvia,
dev xatavow yratt 626 To umbrawmo wépog e avagopds Touv Berkeley oty
Duouet) omoteretl wie eubeia ambmepo avrixpovans ™ Bewptag Tov New-
ton. Téoo o vépog T9¢ Tayxdouiag ExEng, 660 xat oL vopot ™5 xlvnong avt-
petomilovrar wg mapadelypata emicTmovinys neBbdov mpog amopuyny
(map. 110-116). Kot 7o cuvaxdérouBo cp@tnua etvar vt axpifdg ovpfatvet,
o Newton mapeéérewve ¢ mopetac mov Bewpnrind ydpake 7 o Berkeley
mapeguvevee 1 Oéon Touy’

‘Mz obyypovn omruey, o Berkeley Ba umopoldoe va Bewpnlel omadéc
e emaywyis wéow amapiBunons’ amavinee o Polfoc. ‘Ki egypyd: n oby-
xpovy wéBodog emaywyis oty pLhocogia diaxplvetar, mpWTOY, GTO YEVIXG
ovpmépocie Tov TpoxvTTEL amb TNV amapibunon pepovwupbiwv xor mept-
nTHoEwy Tou éyouv mopatnenlel, ovoudletar ‘emaywyn wéow amapiBuyn-
ane’®. Auté Séyetar nt o Berkeley. To dedtepo €idog emaywyns mpocididlet

1. Principia, 111, General Scholium. IIf. The argument of induction may not
be evaded by hypotheses Principia, 111, Rule 1V).

2. Principia, III, General Scholium.
3. Gilbert Harman, Induction: Enumerative and Hypothetical. Jonathan
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nepwcgtsgo oty eppvela svée yeyovbtoc: amb To cuyxexpiLévo onpa ™G
HOVGLXNG EXTOUTNG Tou aXodw 6To pddio cupmepatvw 61t apyilet  wovot-
®7 exmopre. Autd dev clvar amapait)ro: To oNpma wmopel v éxet wmeL xoTd
AzBoc % v guvodelet xt aAAy povoxy exmopumy. 'Opwe, To svunépasa axo-
hovBel apxetéc popéc %t autd To £idog emaywyNg ‘Guvaywyl THE XaAbTEPNS
epunvetac...’

‘K elvar avtd mov axodovlel o Newton’ cupmhjpwoe n Abnva, pe-
TpWVTAG Yl pwio axdpn popa T arthects ebelovriopod.

O ®oifog éuctve yia Aiyo cromyhéc. ‘H axpifhc 1€8080¢ Tou Newton
neépo Tov 671 ebvat éva eidog emaywye, Sev elvat edxolo va opiotet’ amdavry-
ce. “To yeyovée etvor 41t o "Ayyhog puetxbe 3e péver oo eldog )¢ emaywyi
pe amapiBunen Twv gawopévev. ‘Opwe, wg wpog v axptBh Tou péBodo, ot
anbdeig civar Srxpoperinéc. 'Eva onueio abyxiiong mov @atverar va xepdifet
£3agog civar To 6TL ypnorpomorst o kéBodo ‘amodeixting emaywyhe’ (de-
monstrative induction) . M’ évav tpémo, % emaywyns) Srudixacta Siapop-
pavetar €Tot WeTe v potalet pe Ty mapayoyxy Stadkacte oy adi-
ouptofnm™y  Yvoen wov wapéyet péew ¢ ainbeiag twv wpoxeévav.
Avté eiyver va mioteder o Newton, yu” avtéd ‘cuvdyet’ Toug vépovg an’ ta
pouvdpeva, %kt uTEpN@aVEVETAL YLoL THV amddetEn Tov cueTHatée Tou:

[... from the same principles, | now demonstrate the frame of the
Siystem of the World .

‘Qaiverar apxeta mbavé o Berkeley va eiys axptfag avtd to ywplo 6o
vou 6Tay avopepdTay 6To 6Tt ) emaywY” diver cuvaywyn A& byt anbédety
TV QUOLXAOV vouwy’ oyohiace n Alnvd.

‘TT8evd’ suppdvnes o Doifoc ‘wia mov o i8tog o PAbsopoc avapépe-
T apéong petd oto épyo Tou Newton. ITavrog, axbpy %t av to cuyxexpe-
pévo ambomacpa Sev NTAY 0 GTOYOC TNG ETIAPLEYG, WOTOHCO AVTIXATOTTPL-
Cer v onpavixy Stapopd avapesa atoug dho Bewpnrineds: v drapln 9 uy
artodewtinngg Stadixaciug 6Ty TpaypdTEVGY TWY Quatxdy gotvopuévev. H
Sagopa, buws, 61 Bzwpia Tov Newton xat orrv avricroryy xprtxy Tng
o6 Tov Berkeley civor 611 ambdeily, eive sivar wapadext) eive by, 8¢ qu-
vieTatot 6ty aftordynen Tev i8twv oroiyeiwy mov B amotehodoay xar Ty
amAn emaywy) pe anopifuney. Zapéorepa, o toyupiopds ™ anbddeEng dev

Dancy & Ernest Sosa [emp.), A Companion to Epistemology. Oxford: Blackwell,
1992, ¢o. 200-201.

1. TIB. J. Dorling, Demonstrative Induction: Its Significant Role in the His-
tory of Physics. Philosophy of Science, 49, 1973, 2360-372. W. Harper, Newton’s
Classic Deductions from the Phenomena. Philosophy of Science Association, 2,
1991, 183-196. J.D. Norton, Science and Certainty. Synthese, 99, 1994, 3-22.

2. Principia, III, Rules of Reasoning in Philosophy.
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éyxerroy o peyahdTepn ablomatio ) Pefardmta Ty By atouyziov 4
parvopévey, Befubtyta ™V omola o Berkeley Bewpel umepBohixh xat o
Newton magipavig. O amodewtinds toyvpiouds éyxneitar o ewoaywyy
emumAéoy WapapéTpwY, TOU EVTAGGOVTAL 6TO GUGTYLA cpunvelag TwY QaLvo-
EVOY XaL CUVAYWYNG TWY CULTEPUGRETWY, TIG oTole TapdueTpoug o Ber-
keley Bcwpel axatadinies xot o Newton cvortatind otouyeia Tou amodeik-
TixoY TOU GYNUATOG .

‘Ko woteg elvai autés oL mapapetpot;’ pdtnoe n AbByvd.

‘O yewuxés mpotmoBéseis v umoBéaeis, bmwg Tig ovopdler o Berkeley’
andvryoe o Polfog *mou, xard Tov Newton eppyvebouv bha Ta gauvépeva’.

‘Ma véplo b1t 0 (8tog o Newton 8ev %0zhe v' avapuiyBel pe umobéaers’
mapatipence n Abyvd.

‘Auté umboyetor 6TL emituyydver ato €pyo Tou’ Guugpdvyce o Potfog.
“Opwe ot epeuvntic Saguveldy xatd mboov amoppintel yevind xdle etdoug
uvnebleon N wévo Tic un emPePaiwpéves merpapaTind’.

‘Marwe téte pmopolpe va pdboupe Tt evvoel o (8tog o Newton érav «-
vagépetar 610 6T Sev xatacxcualer vmoBéoeis;’ SiepwThByxe Alyo exvevpt-
cpévn n Abyve.

‘Elvat iowg To edxoho v paBovpe TL amoxdeter’ anavinoe ke o Doi-
Bog ‘xdrL mou elvo apxetd xovre ¢ avtd wou amoxieicr xt o Berkeley. O
Newton 3cv vmootyptlet umabéseis 9 eEnyioeic patvopévewy oL omoleg amo-
3idouv ota mpaypata cite ambrpupes (occult) drémyrec eite axbun xau
motbtnTeC Tou TpobpyovTar amd Ty wyyoevixn addk Bev elvar TapaTNPNCLUES.
Ou mpditeg mpobpyovtar ambd tous apLeToTeEALGTEG, TOU avapépovTal xal S-
VoLV UALXT) UTHGTAGT GTNV oucix (essence) Twv TMPAYUETWV, WG EVUTAQ-
xovoa xwvnThpte Sbvapyn. Ou debTepeg avxovy 6ToVE XapPTEGLAVOUE TTOU, GU-
vemelg pe Tig wnyavioTinés apyés Tous, amodidouv ge xdbe alAnAemidpacy
soparwy and anbstacy abpata cwpatidia, ywplc autd va emiBefardve-
Tt amwd ta Sedopéval. O Newton avagépetar ovopastixd otov Descartes
xat Tov Leibniz mpoxetpévou va Suxatoroynoel Tig Béoetg Tou:

Experimental Philosophy reduces Phaenomena to general Ru-
les and looks upon the Rules to be general when they hold generally
in Phaenomena... Hypothetical Philosophy consists in imaginary ex-
plications of things and imaginary arguments for or against such ex-

1. John Worall, The Scope, Limits and Distinctiveness of the Method of De-
duction from the Phenomena: Some Lessons from Newton’s **Demonstrations” in
Optics. British Journal for the Philosophy of Science, 51, 2000, 45-80: 46-48.

2. Alan E. Shapiro, Newton’s “"Experimental Philosophy”. History Unveiled
Science Unfettered: A Conference in Honor of Professor James E. McGuire, Jan-
uary 19, 2002, URL: http: // philsci-archive.pitt.edu.
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plications, or against the arguments of Experimental Philosophers
founded upon Induction. The first sort of Philosophy is followed by
me, the latter too much by Cartes, Leibnitz and some others’.

‘Kart wapbuoto evvoel xat o Berkeley 6tav avagéperat oe anbxpupeg
3LdmTEC TV TPAYRATWY, TRV oTolwy N TWpaypatixy) ovsta 8¢ yivetat aio-
Oy and epdac’ oyorlace n Abyva:

the real essence, the internal qualities, and constitution of even
the meanest object, is hid from our view (map. 101).

‘Kt e@boov 0 emiomyun wpoimobéter v dmapln autdv Twv xpupav
o aicOnon Wdmrov, mapafrdler ™ SuvatdtyTa VOGN TWY TPAYWLE-
v’ cuvéyee o Poifoc. ‘O Berkeley 8¢ draywpiler avdpeoa 6e aptotote-
Mxée xar xapTectavés culindets apavdyv tdtothTv: yia excivov, 6,71 dev
umTopet va yiver avTiAnmté péow twv aslficswv elvar eEicov apoiforo’.

‘TW auro xat xatnyopet tov Newton yix ™y ecayny) Bewpntixdy
dpwv bmwe N BapdryTa, v ool oe aAho épyo (De Motu, wap. &)® ovo-
paler ‘ambxpueyn 3ibtyTa’ cvumApwoe B Abyvd. ‘Bpioxduxote wIAL oTo
(8o onuelo. ITpwv emyzipodoape va avaxadddovps T Tyyée ¢ Srxpw-
viag Twv 0o zpeuvnTdy, epbdoov umdpyel TpoyPRURaTIXY GUYXALGY ambe-
ov. I't’ autd 10 Adyo eletdoope v évvota Twv umoBéoewy we Tétota miha-
vi) aetior, xat Tdhpa Bpioxovpe waht cvpupovia. Kat to epdmpa mapapéver:
Totog 0 Abyog xpurinfic tou Berkeley otov Newton, epbdoov xat ot dbo umo-
cmptlovv 1ic idieg Bécergy’

‘Aev €yerg dixto’ Srapavnce o0 Doifoc. ‘Eivar éva mpdyua va avapépe-
caL 6 YeVXn ouppuvia Béocwv alld wetdso 6c xpiTind) avTdy Twv Bése-
wv, xaL SLapopeTind auty N cupupwvia va evtoriletatl oto pbro Twv uTohé-
ccwv oty emieToviny peBodoroyle. Ot umoBéoeig amortehodv pix pixpo-
Yeapia Tou dlov TpofAnpatos, yix To omolo av Bpodue To xAeidi, wwopobye
va éyoupe ot o mbavi eriivoy tou éhou. ‘Exetc bpwg dixto oto éTi ot
amdets paivovrar tavtdonues. Ly ovela, dpwc, eivar StagopeTinés’.

‘Tldde Srxpoperinés;’ pdtnee n Abyva, avolyovtag T™epuvixy ypap-
pn pe vov *ABjva 2004’ xar ™ Tdvva Ayyehomodrou.

‘O Newton evoopartaver Tig yevixés Bewpntixéc mpotdsels oto cbomy-
né 7Tov, dev elvar amopovwpéves’ amaviyoe o Poifog. Ioyvpiletar 611 éxer
amodeifer ™y adnfeia  auTY Twv TpoTdGewv, emopévwg dev avapepb-
paote oc umoBéseig, aAla oe yevixode bpoug 1) RpoTdoets Touv Eppyvedouv
o gawbdpeva. Ki o %xahdTepog tpbdmoc v eppunveuTody T patvbpeva ivat

1. Emagrorny Newton mpog tov Cotes, 28 Maptlov 1713. Shapiro, o.m.
2. Ayers, o.%., go, 211-227,
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7) TGTOTOINGY TWV YeVIX®Y 6pwv W Tty Twy puwvopévavl. O yevixég
TPOTAGELG EYouv TPWToV évay auTiaxd, xat dehtepov, évav Tumixd pblo va
nwalfouv 670 cdoTypa ¢ amddeting. TV avtd xar yoncrpusmocviar elte wg
optopotl xat abidpata (n wepinrwon tov edloudroy )¢ ambélutns xivy
ong) eite we &dnheg mpotmoBéaeig - N wepinTwey TG omTIXNG'.

‘Kar mioredeis 61v o Berkeley cuyxevtpdver axpifdc v xpitixy) o
avtd o omucelo, 6T autég oL yevinés TpoTdGELS ) Yevixol dpot de yperalovraL
v TV spunvEla Ty Qowvouévev;’ cupnmthipwce v Abnvd, mou elye ma y&-
oet T ypappy pe tov 'Abfva 2004,

YOyt v elvar avtyy n xprrwen) aravtyee o Doiffog. ‘O Berkeley Sev
umootnpiler 67t Tétolov eidoug mpotdsceg etvar ahnbelc, ahdd dev mpochE-
TOUV TITOTA TEPLEGHTEPO 6TNVv eENYNGN Twv Qawvopévayv. Autd wou moTe)-
et elvar 671 TéTotou eidoug sppyveizg umepBaivouy Tig TapaTHPOVUEVES TEPL-
TTAGELG, XL emopévag eivar AavBaopéves:

In arguing from general rules of Nature, it is not impossible we
may extend the analogy too far, and by that means run into mista-
kes (map. 107).

‘“Téte pwopelg, 6t Tapaxad®, va ov AOGELS wia amopie; evdiapép-
Onxe va mAnpogopnbel n Abyvd.

‘Evyapicrwg’ mpocpéplnxe o Doifog.

‘O 300 mepimT@oets oTig oaizc acxel o George Berkeley xpirixy atov
Newton civat, wpdrov, % évvora T mayxdopiac NN petabd Twv cwpa-
TWY: VTAPYEL WLt EARTLXY) OVl AVELECH 6 OA& TA CWRATE GTO XEVD, ¥ O-
mota etvar avdroyn ™¢ palag xat Twv 800 COUATWY, Xl AVTIETPOQWS Ave-
Aoy TOU TETPAYWVOL TN¢ ambotacns Tous. AcbTepov, ¥ évvora g amdAu-
¢ xivnong: mépa amb T oysTIXh %ivNon Tou EVOS COUATOG 6E GYECY ME TO
daro Teou Bploxetar o Npepioe LVTAPYEL Lo XIVON TOY CORATWY aveEdpTn-
) amé To ®Aaico Tou TapaTneNTy c&ébece v xatactacy N Abyva. ‘Xy-
wzpa yvopifovue 67t 670 mpwro Béua o Berkeley eiye AdBog: o vbpog ¢
wayxdourag EAENe weTald Twv copatwv wydet. ‘Onwg emions yvapilov-
pe, peta tov Einstein, 7 xtvnon pmopst va vonbel wovo oc oyéon p’ éva
cuyrexpLpévo Thaiclo avapopag Tov To Bewpodue axivnto. Anladf, dev u-
nhpyet anbhuty xivyeyn, énwg wioteve o Newton. "Apa, o Berkeley ciye di-
%16 010 ouyxexpipévo Bépa’.

‘0p06’ cuppdvnoe o Poifoc.

“Tdhoa BéBare’ mpoydpnee 1 Abnva “xaveic dev mepipuéver amé tov Ber-
keley 7o 180 aidva va yvopilet dha T metpapatixd dedopéva ou Stvouv Tqv

1. [saac Newton, Opticks. New York: Dover, 1952 (11704), o. 404.
2. Worall, o.x., 6. 58.
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eyxvpbdTTA Tou vépou g Tayxboutag EAEnG obTe moTEVEL 6TL N XpLTiXy)
7wou exelvog aoxnoe gty amdluTy xivnon Bacildtav ot (dia GToLEla WOV
onpspa yvwpifovpe and ) Bewpla ™¢ oxeTixdmyract. Ki eropévore, Ba ava-
wévape TV xoLTIey) Tou va éyel Ty (St wopeN xaxL 6TLg 3o TepLTTAOELS:
eve, buwe, meptoptleTal 6 EMYELPNUATA XATE TWY YEVIXWV bpwv oTo Of-
pa ™ BapdtyTag, avalmver tperg mopaypagpovs (111-113) pe ouyxexpr-
péva emyetpfuata evavria 6t Dewpia ™¢ ambivtye xivnons. Oa pmwopod-
oe v’ avapépst 6TL TéTorou eidoug Bewpieg eivar AavBaopéves, dmwe xat n Oe-
wpte ™ PapldTyTac’.

“Eystc 8ixo’ mapadéyfyxs o Poifos. ‘Aot o Berkeley oe yevixd
mhaiclo Statumaver Tig idieg Béoerg. [ mapaderypa, oo Qépa ¢ Bapd-
Teg emYELPNUATOAOYEL g e5NG: auTd Tov wapatnpodpe cuvnlug elvar v
xivney evée cdpatog amd éva dhro. ‘Ocol asyorodvral e TNV ETLGTYLOVL-
x7) TapaTNPNGY, Exovv emionuavel Ty auotPaia EAEn Twv mAxvyTev. ‘Etot,
avohoyixd Sisupbivouy To TAhxiGlo Twv vouwv ™6 EAENE Ty copdTwy, étol
wote v supmepthapBavet byt wévo T wopaThEodpEve e YUV LATL SOpa-
T, ol xat T ovpavia (wap. 104-105). M’ avtdév tov tpdémo, ocvsTyLETO-
motodvtat oL xowég memodnoes Twv avlpdmwyd. To va Sratumdost dpws,
%dmotog, pe Bdon auTéd To YeYOVoS, pia Bewpla yia v ENEN Shwv aveEaipé-
TG TWV CORATWY TOV evdg amd To dhho, «uTéd clval avemitpemto xat 3¢ ou-
vayetar amd T vwapyovre crotyeita (wap. 106).

To Béua ¢ ambrutyg xivnong etvar Tapbuoo’ cuvéyise o Poifoc. “Mmo-
POVUE Vo TAPATNPNGOVUE COUATE TOL XVoUVTAL 6 GYEGY W’ E&S M) pe aAa
oORATH Tou elvar axivyTe, 6RWE Xat TNV Xiv)oy EVOG 0TOLOLINTTOTE CWUX-
706 o€ oyéon Pe T Y, TNV omoin va Gewpioovpe axivyty. Ov Suvatdtyrec,
opweg, wapaTNeNeN pac clvar meploptopéves. Ou emomyuovinés mapaTnpy-
oeLg emextelvouy autdy Tov opilovta xon, Tapadeybuevol TRV xivien THg YN
KTOPOVUE V. PAVTAGTOVKE TV Xiven ™6 YNe péox o’ évav ambiuta axivyto
vorokia (Rap. 114). 'Opwe, and vty 7 darnictwon Sev propodue va cu-
pmepavovpe T Umapln piag amdlurne noeplag, wépa amd omoradmors av-
TmTe oTouysle’.

‘Ki wotéoo’ ouvéyiee m AByva ‘eved Bx mepipeve xavele 61t B frav
suyapLeTEVOG am’ auTéd To yevixd mhaicie, o Berkeley ypnoipomorel Tpelg
mapaypapous v va exBéozt ) Bewpla ¢ amdduye xivnong xat va mpo-
Baxher avriemiyeiphpata. Avtd onpaiver 61t dev Arav ixavomonwévos amd
TLG yevixés apyéc TNG XPLTLXNG Tov;

1. Robert J. Fogelin, Berkeley and the Principles of Human Knowledge. Lon-
don: Routledge, 2001, o. 125.
2. G.J. Warnock, Berkeley, London: Penguin Books, 1953, ¢. 210.
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‘Auté anpaiver 671 vpye XATL TapaTive 6T Bewpla Trg ambuThe xi-
Ve Tou Tapaxivnoe To @ubcogo va avartifer ) Bewpla Tou’ amdvTnoe
o ®oifoc. “To Lhmua Arav va wyv vrdpler vrépPacy Twv avtmtdy (pe
™V svpeia évvoia, baa oL eRGTNLOVEG Pe To eudind bpyava avTiaauBdvovTar )
pawopévey. O Newton gaivetar odppwva we tov Berkeley éti to éyel ma-
pafel avté, ciodyovtag ™V Ewola TG Tayrbdopag éAENG, N ool TEoGTR-
Bel va cpumvedoer v xivyon and ambotacy ywels ™) pecohdBnon dAwy «b-
patwy copatidiny, alk& oto xevé. 'Opng 1 St n E\En dev eppmveder Timo-
T oVpPove [’ auTdy, xabde oL vépol Ty xiviens TwY cwpdTeY Tapapévouy
ot idtor ywpic v ewcaywyh) ¢ éwouxg, xou o Berkeley amopuBomoiet v
éwvora ™6 Bapdtytac'. 'Etor, o Newton emidxer vo eppunvedoet T pauvé-
KEVXL GUVEYOVTAG YEVLXODG 600UC O¢ ATOTENEGLLO TNG EUTELPLRNG TAPATAPY-
oG LTy WeplmTwWoY, duwe, TN amOALTYG XivieNe auth N cuvaywyl (1 7
omddeln, dnwe urospilet) yivetar péow ¢ apaipeanc’.

‘Anhady;’ pwoe amopypévy v AbBnvd.

‘O Newton Bpélnxe avtipéromos p’ éve mpbfinpa’ e&nymoe o Doifoc.
“To mpdPAnpa NToy exeivo Tou TPATOL VoL TG Xivyane wou elye StatTumd-
osL mptog o Galileo: 'Eva cdpa 1o omoto dev volsrtatar v emidpacy g
dlvaune cire Pploxerar oc Npepla cite xweltar pe orabepn Taydryre’.

‘TIob eivar 9 Suoxoria’, 8ev xatavénoe n Abyvd.

‘Zro ekne yeyovés' epunveuce o Dotfoc. ‘Mmopodpe va avridneBodue
pévo T petafoly) ¢ TaxdTYTAC, N ool Tpoxaheitar ambé v ewidpacy
piag Sdvapne. Ze omoradmore dAAY TepimTway, dev pmopodpe va yvwpilov-
pe Yo éva sopa Tov paivetal va Pploxetal ot rpepio av dvrug Bploxetal oc
neepta ) xweitar pe otabepn TaydTyTe, 16T N xivnen xar 7 neepln opil-
vrar 6 oyéon W' éva ouyxexpLuévo axivnTo YMpo av auTdE 0 YWPOE ETA-
BAnBet, umopel 0 oyetinn xivnon va vyiver oyetiny) neepia (wap. 111). ‘Eva
copa ov Bploxerar ¢” éva mholo paivetar d7u xwelrar pali pe To Tholo and
™ 6TepLd’ e oxéom dpwg e xdmotov wou PpickeTar TAVG 670 Tholo, TO
sopa avtd Tapapéver axivytoc’.

‘Emtopévoc;” avapotifyxe n Abnva.

Tuvemds’ amdavryoe o Doifoc ‘cdpupwva pe tov Newton mpémer va o~
patpéoovpe amd To avTiiymTind dedopéva xat péoa anbd ™) cxeTI) Xivyoy,
Ve ELoAYOLRT TRV ambluTy xivnen:

In philosophical disquisitions, we ought to abstract from our sen-
ses, and consider things themselves, distinct from what are only sen-
sible measures of them?

1. Fogelin, o.n., 0. 123.
2. Principia, Definitions.



O George Berkelay xat n xpirixd) ™5 emiotnuovixng pebedoroylag 337

‘Auté pdddov frav To xdxxvo wavi yix tov Berkeley’ oupmépave 7
Abyva.

‘Efvat 1o évavopa yia v’ apylost mv xpttixy Tou o mpoc To €E%¢: o
Berkeley eivair xatd ¢ mapayoyns apnenpévev dewv. Tty cvyxexpuué-
v}, bpwe, TepimTWoY), To ‘aTémyua’ elvar SumAS: ov apnpnuéves (déeg, ot év-
Voteg TG aTOALTYS XivNGYG, TOL YWPEOYL Xat Tou Ypdvou (Jtdtt v xivyoyn elvar
petaBoly ¢ Béong evde avtixepévou péoa 6’ éva ypovixd SracTyua) xen-
oLpomolodvTaL ETITAEOY G ATOSEIXTIXE GTOLXELX, W CUUTEPAGELATA TOL
cuvayovrar amd ™y apapeTiky 1éBodo we wéBodo ambdeiEnc. H ovvayw-
v amd T pawvbpeve yivetar agaipeon amwd To Qovbpeva, xt avtd civer k-
Tt wou o Berkeley 3<v to apiver xwpis cuvémeee. '’ avtd %o aro €pyo Tou
De Motu ouvdvaler v cicaywyn Tov ‘petapuoikav urolécewv’ pe Ty
sloaynYy] ‘petapuoixav apaipéocwv’ (metaphysical abstractions, wap.
16-17).

‘Anhady, evvoels 61v o Brerkeley expetadhederoar 19 Bewpla Tov mepl
apNENUEVEY EVWOLOY YLa v avTiXpolcel v éwvota TN ambiutng xivneyng’
suviiyaye 1 AbByvd.

“Oy a priori’ Sieuxpivice o DotPos. ‘Ilpdrtov, eivar o t8tog 0 Newton
Tov avapéper Ty apaipetiny Siaduxasia wg pwépoc ambdeitne, xar dedrepoy,
o Berkeley mpoywpel oe cuyxexpipéva emyetpuara yra v amodetéer 1
Béom Touv Tepl avurapliog ambruTye xiviione, dmwe To b7 % évvora g xi-
vnong mepthapBdvel ovotwdag oxfon avapeoa oe dvo mpdypata (wap. 112).
H Bewpla tov yix Tig apnpnuéveg 1déeg éxer amodeiyfel cdppwva pe Tov t-
t3t0 oty Bisaywyh tov Apydy tne Avbedmne I PDINS” bpue avty) slvan
weoe euxanple yre v’ amodeiler, 6tL mépav Tou yeyovbrog 611 o1 apnpnpéves
téeq elvar axatavéyres (map. 16), elvar emiong xat AavBaouéves’.

‘Anrady, eva) ou Berkeley xar Newton ocuppwvodyv orig yevinée apyéc
w¢ Tpog T pebBodoroyia, Toug ywpilovy Ta orpeia’ cuviyaye 1 ABnva.

“Toug ywptler 0 péBodog ambdetnc, mov omv mepintwon Tov Newton
nAnoLalel oe pepixa onpeta emxivduva wpoc ™) wéBodo aaipeomg’ Sieuxpt-
vice 0 Poifog. “Av éva orotyelo yia Ty amédeitn ¢ ambrutyc xivnoye &t-
vou 0 apapetiny) Stadixacta amd Ta dedopéve tng oxeTinyg %ivnong, %t av-
76 7o orotyelo Tomobeteitar w¢ oplopde (9 abiwpa) oto amodeixtinéd ob-
oTyua, authd apxet yix tov Berkeley va appiePnticer ™) Befoardmyra )6 «-
wbdeiEng uéow ¢ apaipeons. ‘BéBata, o xbopoc cuveyiler vo xveltan’.

‘Ke epeig va peranivobpaste’ oyohiace 1 ABnyva xortalovtag 7o emt-
Bapupévo mpdypapps e ‘Mynwc Oa érpere va {ntisovpe adinoyn;’

‘Elpacte axbpn omv wpyh)’ eneofpave o Qoifog x €xdeise Tov Lgoho-
yiopéd twv T-shirts tov Ampuidiov. O 800 pasxdT elyav apxety) Sovield va
JLEXTEPALDTOLY,



