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LEeN Sprl i l r

}{F,N,ÍSTERHUIS ON APPEARANCE,S
AND IJ\,IA,Í ATERIAL BEING

I n trctductio n

In the three sl lort texts uncler examination (. .Sur la reahlt l  dt 'r

dppdrences, Sz.tr I'immatóùeÌ. .\uite' ttu tratté .rur l'im.natlrieh Hern

sterhuis argued for the e.xistence of appearances and in.rmaterial

being, f-or the perception of the latter anrl  for mental caus.Ìt i .)n.

In these texts. u.hich deal s' i th ontolcigical issues as u, 'el l  as s' i th

the phl.siologv ancl psychologl '  of perception ancl act i ,rn. I Iem-

sterhuis atîempts to go beyonr{ the sensualist ic phi losoph,, '  c,f  l .r is

clay. 1'his paper exan'ì ines Hemsterhuis's viervs on percepturì l

au'areness in a br:oacler historical context, ;raving speci,r l  .r trcn

t ion to their  ontological  assumptions and i r r . rp l icat icrns.

|  .  ()n the rea/tt t  o{ uppeardlîce.,

Appearances arise in the interaction betuteen man anci his

environment.  f 'h is interact ion is seen as a "coexistence act ivc".

An appearance r lepends on the essence of  the th ing that appeals l

more specif ical lr ' ,  in Hemsterhuis's vreu., aplearances ancl cssctr-

ces r l ln paral lel:  dif ferences in appearance ref- lect cl i f felence s in

essence. Thus, for  a th ing to appear i i  must f i rst  be.  an. l  f , - r  , r

th ins ro aoneer in such-and such a q 'av i t  must f i rst  hc.  Thcsc' . , "  h -  " t  J .

sol ic l  l inks of  correspon<lence ensufe that  <,une.clrose est  cc
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qLr 'e l le pafaî t>1. Morer.rr ,er ,  s ince const i rnt  re lat ions l . rLtDpart \ )
hoicl betrveen the ob;ect, its way of irppearrng ,11d rhe perceiving
sLrbject ,  i t  is  possible to infer the featurcs of  one of  t l iese three
tefms on the basis of knor'". ledge of ttre orhel trvo. Thi-s entarls
that the u.av oi appearing of the object can be inferred frorr
knor.r' ledge about the mocles ol being of object and perceiving
subject; simílarly, know4eclge of the object can be derlved from
the rrral it appears ant.l rhe rnocle of beine of the perciprent. Thus.
trom appearances the verv existence of objects can be interred;
<avec le méme degré cle certitr-rde que je conclir dc ma percep
tlon à rna fzrEon d'étre, je conch-r du parairr-e à l 'étre de l 'objet>.

Flemsterhuis claiined that an appearance represents one .tf
the object 's modes of  being: <i l  est  évident que, soír  qu'un érre
sensible juge cl 'un objet  par 1e tact  in imédiat ,  ou c1u' i l  en juge
prr  qLreiqr i 'aLrtre organe, c l l r i  a besoin c le moyens, I 'objet  esr
nécessairement pour lur  avec ses organes ei  ses moyens, ce qrr ' i l
paraî t ,  et  par conséquent,  qtr 'e1le que puissc étre son essence
cl 'a i l leurs,  i l  cont ient  parmis toutes ses fagons d'ét te cet te fagon
d'ètre qui  paraî t>>2. Yet,  a l l  these vr l iotrs c la jms clo not holc l ,  i f
the existence of  extra-mental  being is a chimae ra.  The existence
of the external wolid cannot be doubtecl. horvever. If thele
nothing ontside the percipient existed, rhe per-c ip ient 's essence
could n<>t be modified by any appearance . But the rrerv exist-
ence of this type of modifications in the mincl shorvs that the
mind is not "alone".  Thus, the percipient 's cssence being mod-
i f ied reveals the existence of  external  causes generrr ing appear
ances. Even if one admits the possibil i ty oi an <<éue si sirnple
cryt' i I ;arcti/ un, seul et tollt>) having modifications, one should
explain the changes in the latter. Nou', carrse anci effect are
dist inct ;  ancl  i f  thev are to be located in the s imple being the
latter is not anv longer simple, but compose d; a forttori, i t u,ould
not be one and onl1,  and al l  Thus, the modif icat ions of  a s im-
ple, ot-re ancl onlv being cou1cl not unclergo anv change. Analr_,

, fiA,w\Y/, r32 t99)
? Ivr ,  114 (100) '  see also I I IR.1V.!V' .  1( .  i l l l .
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goirs lv,  the absirrd nìan of  the idcai ist  phi ìosc,pfrr : rs u,orr l r l  bc
<<Lrn Dicu dans f  in l in i rnent i ret i t  1e pl t rs absoiLi .  s. ìns creaf i ( )1ì  e l
r ; i l rs J ' r r isr ;ncr ' .  . l ' r  hten plr t t , t t  Ltn ;11 p 1 ' ;s1; ,11r "

) .  l r ,  t . , , t . , t / ,  r . ,  l ,  rh, ; r -

I lemsterhrris endorsecl a strong versiot'r oI ieelism: \1,e I,r:r
ceive u-hat realLv is t irere, J:{c theorized solirl l inks betri 'cen thr
structure of  neturc,  bur l t  Lrp f rcrm essences. the appearances lnd
oì i r  idei ìs.  He never sr t is f ; tctor i l i '  cxplained rvhat he exi ìct lv
meant b\  rp l 'e.rrance\.  Fr, ' r r r  h is cxrmi, lqr  one Lan rnakc u1. r l1 11
he prt hllr lv rnr'Jnt tL) use the term in a str:. l ightf.)rs,arcl cr-,n'r
monsense wav. Tirus. his comuitr.rent 1i pr\lbiìblv to ele'rv,lui.
observ:rtion. even though his stLr': l ie-c of opijcs in I-eiden sllggest
that he \\,as well a\r/afe oI the irnp.rct of phvsics ancl ph]siolrgr'
crn tlìe noiion of sense perception. A comparíson wlih tl-re use of
appearance in ancient ancl conternporary, philosoph-v nrar' ;,r 'c,
v lde r .nore interest ing c iues about the natnre and role of  a1, ; i 'ar"
ances in his ontologv ancl pst'choìogl' (-rl. perLef t jorl

Greek phi losophers ment ion a k jnd of  ent i t l ,  u 'h ich is,  for
mosr of  them. c l i f ferent f ronì  both the ph-vsical  unlr ,crsr  arrr l  i ts
basíc const i tuerì ts.  such as elemenrs,  i i leas,  iorms. fhesc ar, :
a l )pearances in r  consciousness or mind, typia '211' ,  re ie rret l  t , ,  i r r
eprstcnrological  confextsr  an,- l  v iervecl  in al ì  l ights:  as c,bstaclcs
to knou' leclge. as the rrnique:Ìvenue to knour ledge .  and as being
themselves ic lent ical  u ' i th the on11, real i ty a persc)n can knot.

'R/ .Ul ' l l t .  1, ì i r  i l02).  l ìor  a r l iscuss or-r  of  r t re
huis.  see J.  A.  ' " ' r i ;  l l r i11-n.  \s2717,7g anì l t ìgrg [7, : , t
Lartestan L,egt,:.t- ut tht-. r,olunrc.

'The role of  ap.pelrances in ( l reek scìence mosl  nc, f  abl \  r -s l  ononrr ,  is  n,11

analvse, l  hcrc.  Ior  d iscus-. íon.  see (1.  E l ì .  L l , , r 'u.  \ t t t ' tg t i .e. i t1 ie.rn. : i r t .  t r

Clasrrcal Qrtarterl^t. LXXil. 1978, pp.201 22 For r hrstorr',r i r itc icrnr "phr
norrenon' ,  ser:  N. \Xt ' .  Bc-rr .uo, .p,  Pha,tr , 'zet t t ! t ,qe l , : t tp,a,1i  t , , tL. t '  Fr t . : i : , ; l : j , tn: t ,

de:  Terrr izt t t t  r r  15:  labr l : rLxr lerr ,  [ - l t recht ]991

rc. l r ron i  Jc: t , r r t lc  LJ : rnster

: ! t t l tutr ,  l , r ;7t t t  11 1t , t ; ' .  i " i . i  t l . ,
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' I"he dcvcloprnenr of the clistrnction betu,een the rtal ancl
the appattrancc.r in earlv Cìreek philosophv can bc schematized
in t l r ree hypoihet icai  stàges: (1) sensjble th ings exist  1n their
t . rvn r ight  ant i  thev.rre (most of  the t ime) rvhat thev appei ì r  to
bc;  (2t  onlv certain k incl  of  sensible th ings er ist  i r r  their  own
rrght rnd are u 'hr t  rhey appear to bel  ( l l  no sensible th iugs
exist  in their  ou'n r ight .  an. l  thelr  never appear as rhel . ,are.  One
of the rmnort . rnt  featrrres of  the actr , ra l  h istor ical  recorcl  of  th is
developrnctr t  is  that  the reasons for abancloning t i rc '  f i rsr  stage
clo not become clear beforc the second sr.rse and even the thi rcì
one have actual ly beer-r  reached' ,  At  the centre of  stage f2),
erempl i f ied by authors,  such as Anaximenes, Xenophanes and
Fleracl i rus,  is  an at tempt to s imp[ iv and to cìrganize the u 'or ]d
in a fami l iar  model,  [ormulat tng hypotheses on what const i tutes
the p/:-l, ls of rhings: of ,r11 things th:ìt e.\ist one t ',,pe conles to
be regarclecl  as t rasic or const i tut ive oi  a l l  the rest ,  This stage is
logically unstable, horvever. since it ls not possible to regard a
sensiL. le rhine tr l  one t \  ne r \  f  he ìnncrr în(  e or rnlni lesrr t iorr  n l

"""  *Hts '"

sensible things of other types. This cllff icr-rlty motír 'ates the move
to stage ( l ) , ' i  e. ,  to the v ieu'  that  u.e never ferceive th ings as
the.v are.  Thus, Anaxagoras held that , . i t  is  not  Lrossible for  us
to discern the t rue t l ' r ings>, and.,what mrni fests i tsel f  to us ( la
phainomena) is the look of  th ings which are not themselves
percept ib le , ' .  Democri tus stressed that the r ' , .ays rn r i 'h icfr  the
things t ì  rat  we pcrcei te appear to u.  u he rr  \ \ 'e perLcivc t l renr.
depend in part Lrpon our orvn psl,choÌogical and physi6logic2l
condir ion.  IJe took i r  ro implr  n.rr  onìr  thar ue do n.rr  1 'crceire
what it is that rve think u'e perccive , but also that cxternal things
ilre not at all u.hat we believe that thev are. ..The appearances
oi  th ing'" ,  he sard,  "change u, i th the condi t ion of  our body and
the inf l r rences comrng torvard i t  or  resist ing i t>; .  Accordingly,
sensible thrngs are appearances oI atoms in configrrration. V'e

i See A P D. Mounr.lsros , The ReaI, Appearttnces anC Hunan F-rror rn Ettr/t,
CreekPht l r ' :ophy.nReuteu,cf  Me tapl :1,stcs.XIX, 1965 6ó,pp.)46 6,5,  esp. p . j48.

"  I l .  Drsr-s (hrsg),  Do.rogratbt  graect.  Ber l in-Leipzrg 1929r,  821. 821a.
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do not secr the \vor ld as i t  is .  because sensat ion givcs r ts r-rnlv

"obscure" knou'ìe dge. u'hiìe genr,r ine knou' leclge r-, f  the trrr l t t lc

of things (atoms rncl theirpropert ies) is soulet l ì ing to Le : i111'r1

hended bv rat ional  jnference ' .  Final ly,  Parnrenic le 's  ancl  . \ le i is

sus's analysis of  the 6sgni t ive object  macle c lear n 'hat  \ t 'as the

assumed cr i ter ion q 'hích led phi losophers to regarcl  scnsible

things as appeafances.

The rnetaphvsical  c i is t inct ictn betu 'een the real  anr l  thc , r i ,

I)errrances. speci l ical l1. ' .  the rvorl , . l  as i t  is in rtselI  ancl thc u'. . ,r lcl

as gir.en in perception, recurre. i  in Plato, u'ho in 1ìr:p:r ir lzt. :  trsetì

appearance as a svnonym for i . l lusion8. Reler ' 'ant  for  prcsett t

purposes is the use of  th is term in hjs later u 'orks.  In latcr

dialogues rvhar ap;,ears is seen as a r l inglrng of  pt : rccpt ic, t r  ; rncì

judgemente.  Flere.  appearrncc is t r '  ) t  \cctr  as a [ rasic s i ] Ì ìsor\ .

st imulus,  but as a juclgement that  sor lething rs t l le casc.  , \ l : ' . '

Aristot le acknou' leclgecl the existence ol appearanccs (pl: , , i t r i r t

nterta) in the nind, occr.rrr tng in tonjuntr in l r  u ' i th var ior ts t l te. t l

ta1 operat ions sr tch as petccpt i , ,n.  i rnaginl t i ( )n.  r l lenlor\ '  : ì11( l

thought.  Appearances arc not obsen'ed or bel ief  f ree fects.  as

sotr ]e texts st tggestrr ;  rarher thc,v are to be seen es c 'z, t r | r r , ; r1.  thr t

is ,  the,v havc a judgmental  character.  , \ ; - ,pcarant:es.  i r - rc lucl ing

pefceptive data and common bel iefs, recorcl olÌr  use ancl struc-

ture of  thought.  In th is sense, thev are f r tnct ioual  in set f ing t . 'ut

puzzles and unravel l ing themr2.

I-Iel ienist ic phi losophers turnecl to i ì  non iudgernental con

cept of  appe arance. Epicurus arguet l  that  u 'hat  appcaf s rr l ;11 1.c

7 H. l) tels (hrsg). Doxographt graea. ci t . ,  B9 an,t i  I
i  PLAIo, Repubhc. 602c'(r01d.
'  Pt.aro. Sophtst, 2(|  264b, Tl: tactetu:, l j )c.
i0 Aruslot ' t .E, P..t t tclnr Analytt ;s,78b19. 7q12 6, I)r:  cdt!, t ,29te2,l  i l t
r1 AntstotLlr ,  Ntcontarhean Ethrs.  1 14ib2 6.
12 Arustolr ,  I letaphysrcs,1010b11'4 See M (,r i r r ' r , . t r  Nl jssB, ' j r ; t i í .  \ ,1- ' i r l i

Au: ' to i le ' t  'Appearante.r .  in N'1.  Scrtc)r t l i l  and Nl (-n^vgn Nr- issR,t1:1,1 1qi5 I '  f  '7r '
gudge atd Logor . \ tur i tct  t t  ,4naett  Pbt io: t tpht , ,  Cambrrdge 19EJ pp. 2(r l -9ì :

G E l, C)'vtr-r:. TrtJ:enat tn phainouena. rn S. \{.rr.:sroN iecì.). .'1t,tt.,,t ., ,'.,t
prr tb lèner de rnét l :or le,  Louvain P:rns 19ó1, pp. Ei-101
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a genutne c(rnfent c l t  OLrI  t i ì l l l rcs. ,c io l ls  Or \ \ ,1ì i t i  \ \ 'c  take that
c(ìnterì t  to bi : i " fhe Stoics bel ievei l  rhat  objccrs pr,rr Ì r rccd, ipt-
pcar i rn.cs 0i  ther.nselvcs through thc scnscrr :v app:t f : t r ì ls  on rhr
regcrì t  far t  of  the soul .  Unhke l )emocr j t r - rs and Plato.  thev helc l
that  thc ser lsofv appaf i l tLrs u,as arbove sLrspjcror i r r  kr-rotr1ng. 111.1
that r t  rvas the c lLrc ia l  instmment lor  crxr ing rc,  knoq'rvhat r .eal
th i 'gs t r re l ike.  In their  v icrv,  the appearenr:e is the persr i : rs ive
content ol  the impression; Ìn orher rvorcls,  the basic of  assei t r
can be expressec. i  as the appeafance thzi t  sot . Ì . ìething is the c:rscir .
f ' ínaì ly,  the Scept ics adoptecl  the langr-rage of  appearances:ìs: ìn
Lrnclogmatic rvav of  ta lk ing abour the rvor ldr . ' .

The abanclonmenr of  the c la im rhat sensihle rhrngs exist  in
their or, '.n right ancl that thel, are rvhat thev apirear to be qlr-c-
us l lot onìv Plato. meclier,al theologr,, anil. utost notabj,.,. the
11,-rnr inant ( , )ut lor-r l {  of  post-c,rr iesi . . rn phi losophu, l - ,ut  i t  * .es . r1, , ,
v i ta i  to rhe r ise r-r f  \ \ tcstern science. C.rucial  to thc c levelopment
of  e ig l ' r tecn cenrLÌry speculat ions of  appearances and i rnmete
r ia l  being are l -e ibniz 's theor ies on percept ion of  rhe sensible
u'or ld.

Leibniz"s vier.v of perceprion \r 'as inri lnarely lrnked r:p rv-íth
his doctr ine of  a pre-establ ished harnronv betu,een corporeaì
reality and tl 're spiritual realm. ancl also rvith the monaclology
developecl  in his larer works.  Leibniz sarv the humarr rnin, l
as an indiv idual  substance or as a "u, ' indoq, less" monad, i r r
rvhich percept io.r  is  de'eloped from u, i th i '  .n fhe basis . f
intr insic,  d) 'namic disposi t ions.  perceptual  knou, leclse of
matenal  real i ry is possible bv v i r t r , re of  a nrurual  correspon-
dence betr ' " 'een mind ancl  bocl1,r6.  The percept ions of  the sorr l

' '  El ' lc t ; l t t rs.  E1: Pl , t l :  81 .  92,  97, c) t
I' Sec I. B Ciir't.a. L)eing. tl:e W'orll. arti Appetit:tncc, trt t:drly ,li.rci.ri:t ,ititi

sott;tt' otbar C'rceÈ. Pbt/t,tor,hiet, tn R,et-ict.t: ol illet,tpl:t,stcs. XXVIIL 197,l 7_5, pL.
2ó1 88.

I t  Accorcl ing to Sertus l l rnpir icus rhe Pyrrhonran scept ic adheres ro t le. ,pr
pcarances: cl. outhnr:r rlf P1,'rrl;rtnNr.1.2l: for chscussion, see Il. Iì-.$.r,rv. fppear-
t t t Ìcc:  t Ì lL l  i l i tpr t : \ i \ lot : ) , in Í rbrrvr , ,srs,  rcLx\r l Ì ,  1992, pp 2$_JlJ,  pp 2gó fgr"  ( ' f .  I I ,  115: -see also I ,P.  I \ / ,  18i  84,  ( ;1,  Vl l  I  l l  1,57
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corresl)oncl  tcr  stntes r-r i  the bodr ' . . t r t . ì  luor€ sfrc i - - i l tc . t i ] r .  l r r

st i i tes oi  Ibe hLarnLT.

.\ccolcl ing to l ,e tLrnì2, lhe extc-l  nit i  rvot- i i i  t l t ,- tse s ( )ì  l r  af Ici ì f
11ncesl3. Hou.crrer. r i ' rrough pefceptir)n the rnint l  gr.ìsfÌs L)r(rIef lrc\
oi t1-re cxternel rv,tr:1cl,  u,hrt-.c re,r l  netufe rcmains trnei:ccs-si l ,1c.
' l lhis n-reans fhrrt  the hrrman sol l l  perccives nraterial borl ìes ,rs
"phenornena" father than i rs ertr , r  ntentul  sLtL)strnces " .  

' fh is 
f i rs

his methocloiogicaÌ  nominal ism: rn rcal i r l  onlv rnf l j \ . i (hr : r l  srr l r
stances anr l  their-pcrccpf i i ,ns L ' \ is t .  \ -h i le mettcr  ancl  mot ion rrrr
pcrcelvecl phenc,menar'r.  l \{aterial bocLes ale elrpear:rnces lerÌ(.
r :r tecì b-v an aggrcgxte of rnonads. Ihe mtnrì e,\presse\ (ìr  nri l r !)r \
the s,orlc1 at a phcnornenal lcr. ,el:  t l ic phenornena that cor511i,, , .
pefcept ioJls inhere in the sptr i r r ra l  s i r [ .sr-rncc r .  Thc perccpt ion ot
bo,- l ies b,. 'an int l iv iclual createrl  sLlbsi2rncc is nrore (rr l í : 'ss c.)n
i i rsccl .  1:eceuse or1]r '  somc oi  the pherrorrrcnd ,1r 'e , ,be ne i i rn<i ; i la, ' i ' r .

l ,e ibniz agree( l  u ' r th Bcrkele-v that  the c l is i inci ic- ,n bcr l 'ecir
prí rna11' t tn, l  sccrtncl : r ry c lual i t ies is untenable ancl  that  nc,rrc,r f

ISeef,P. i : lE2,8l i  ( ,Pl I ,q l , \ . r , r . , : , \ - \ . / . \ r , " 'a ' t ' , - t t , ' , t ,?, :y i ; . . , , , i ,1,1.

tn la. .  \ ' , i ryt l ic i t t  S; ; i ' r l teu.  hrsg r ,o;  l . t ' ibniz l r r , ' r :schlnssstel le dcr l - ln j i  e rs i iat
NIùnster,  B, l .  VI .  6.  l ler l in 19c.2,  prp, .  11. i  I ( r ,  ani l  l . i  

' .r3 cP, I .  ) l ( )
L ' '  GP. I i .2tr2:  n ' l taque -s ic sentro.  colpor?l  quair  vLr lgo prc-,  -<Lr i rstantr i r  l rabr:n

t Ì l r ,  non r i is i  phaencmenr c,- .se real t r  nec ntagis sLtbsrarr t ras es-\e r lualn ptrhr: ì l t
, , ,e1 j r ides.  nec t i ìct r l  r rag: is quam visu al t ' r , ì  evinci  À.4r,nac. la solrrnr rsse srrb:r , ro
f tarr .  corpLls srrbslant i . rs,  non substantramr>.

4'  CP,I I ,2,10

' '  Sce ( 'P,  VI l ,120 ier ternal)  rcel i t l  ts  a,senes of  percclr t r ! r ì !

'?r  See ( iP,  I I .  2r .8 <Accurale autem loquetrJo mlteLi i ì  n.n . , ì rn l ,L,n,rrr f  ,  \
unt tat ibus const j t l ì t l \ ' ts  sed er r is resul fat ,  cLl l  rnat f l ia scLr lnrssr e{Lerì j l  nol
s i t  n is i  phzìenLr lnenc,n fundatum in rebrrs,  r r I  i i ls  r r r - i r  par l re lLon, realr tesqrre Omnrs
tron si t  n js i  uni tatun Ph:renomrnr ruí tur  semper r l ivrdr posslnt  in phaen, 'nr , r r r r

nr inorr  qnae aÌ i rs srr i>tr l ior jbus anima|bus rFpi l rere pi)ssenr.  nec un( l rLarr  p. f

v"r ierur aJ rnrnrrrr  ph.ren.rmena. l in i tates r iero subsÌanr i l les non sunî l lar fers.
sed fundamenre ph.rcnomenci lum> Sce also ( ;P,  I l .  2 i6, l t )6,  encl  . l l I  l ( r  I 'or

c l rscussion. see N4 Nlt tctr , r t ,  Astutzrote e rcai t i ì  . l ! t f ,gn su Lt ; ihtr . .  \ ' l i lano l  l l r . ,

pp. 17-21; In., Inrtotiu;tone ,lltt ltlosoftu r]r Ltibnn, ftrino 20i11. pp. 7ótt, tnJ
[r N,l it i .: irtnotl, \ohlSl,1e1,6 /,c,c€ptn4 ir a i,,orl, i  r l l  r ionaì.:. in À'f Hr,i,Hi,l ierl r.

I . , t tbur ( ' , r t t r .o!  a.nl  lqt t rptet t t t izre Er ia l r ,  Nl inneapol is 1982. p1t 2ì  .1-{ .  Lrn pr.2ì ' .
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or. l f  perceptrons ale c iual i tat i \ .eÌv s i r r r i Ìar  to the ieatr-rrcs l tet ' -
ceived2r,  but  he c l id rrot  jo in Berkelev rn abol ishin.g rhe ' r - \ tcr .

nal" l-orld2r. Leibniz met u, ' i th serioLls di i f icult ics wben atrelrpf-
ing t , .  , lcvcìop .r  !L)n\  in\rnH cr i ter ion 1, ' ;  . .p i ;1-poprena kren..
fundltar>2t. In general.  he helcl that rve nray r:r,rnsidef es real those
phenol lsnr urhrch make up what ure cal l  the external  \ \ rof lc l .
inasmuch as thev corresponcl to precise larvsìt ' .  Leibnizrer-r prhe
nonìenalism goes henrl in hand u' i th r '" ' l . rat ln recenf t lmes \\ /e
cal l  , - rnderdeterminat ion of  theorv bv phenomena2r.

j .  Pht 'nornenul nnrl  phy.t ical ohjer;ts

Hemsterhuis 's v ier t .s on sense le lcepr ion and knou. ledge
wercÌ  c lear ly inf luencecl  b,v Concl i l lac,  n,ho. i ike the Br i t ish
cntpiy16i515. aplrrr ìached the problcm ol  knou' ledge from a psy,
chological perspective and put fonr, 'ard a sensualist account of
mental  operat ions.  But unl ike authors such as Hart lev ancl
Bonnet. Condil lac's zrccol l l r t  is not nrateriaÌ ist ic. He acloptecl a
clual ist frameu'ork, mental operations correspond to ph_vsical
pfoccsses, but thev are not ident ical  wrth such processes, In the
first part of hrs errh- Le.r tr4onadet (reclscoversd and attr ibutccl

I  C. \ f .  Lstsxtz, N,tuuecrtx dr.rar.r.  cn.. pp. 110 l f  .
t '  See the nc,tes in his copl '  of Berkelev's Pnnctp/et, reporred in B M..rrr.s.

I 'he Pbtlosophl, ofLeibutz M€talkrttc\ anJ Langriage. C)rford 198(r. p. 199. See
also Cl MacDolr,rr-o Ross, Leibrttz'r Phenonenaltsrn tnd the (-,onstructton o[
Matter, in . \ tut l ta Lttbntt iaza. Sc,nrlerhefr XII i .  1981, pp. 26 )6.

L' (,1. De nolo tlt.rttngut'rth pl.:ar:nr:rnena rt:aln ab tmaginaríts, in Cp, VlI,
119 f .  He appeals to Gocl  rn CP. I1.495 96t ancl  IV 492-91. Fc,r  drscussrc,n.  see
B. Nl , r r r . ,s.  The Pbt lotopby of  Letbntz c i t . ,  pp.  98 9,  and 20_t:  anci  G. A. Haprz.
Lt thn/z 's PhenonetteL:mt,  jn Pl : t losr, tphica!  R.t t teu,  CI,  1,c)92. pp 511.49, esp.
pp i20 f

t '  C;P,I I ,  152, GP,I \ t '  i2 l ;  c l .  Nouueaux erraus, c i r . .  p.  29{r  rhe onlv cr i
ter ion for  the rcal i tv of  the perceptual  objecrs i -"  the rnternal  coherence ol  rhe
phenomena.

" I H,tc(trut;. V/h\' Ì\'[otutr t onfi a ue//fou,ttit,d Í,heno,nenon, tn K.
Ornuurrr  and J R. Br iou'r  (eds.  t .  Tbc Natural  Pht loropht,  of  l ,e ihnzz.  L)orclrecht
i9E.t ,  pp 111-50, esp p.  1".17



only in 19,30) he at tacks r l re Leibnizrans and clarnrs ihar kn, ,u
ledge starts u ' i rh ic leas of  sensat ior- i .  but  in the second paft  hc
acce Pte( l  the existei lce of  s i inp.Le int l iv isrblc e nr i r res.  i .c .  utr ,
nacle s. Br: contrr,st tn Essai sur l ' r . tr tgtre i l t !  t t i i r  nair.s, i l , ' t  :  J., t ,

t?.aúi( ' . \  \ ,17 16) ( , ,xcl i l lac at tacked the svstenr:  of  :er  tLr tctn , -q rr
tLrry rat ional ist  phì losoplry (Dcscartes.  lv la leblanche. Sp- jp117r.
T,eibniz j  and pfesented a straisht forrvard enrpir icr" t  r r  c( , r - rnî  ,  ì l

knowledge. argir ing that not onl i ,a l i  ideas. but even al l  inc 'nrel
operat ions spr ing f rom sensat ion alonc as thcir  uÌ t inate s{)ufc. ' :
a l l  are merely. l i i ferent srrses ' r f  tornrs in the t ievelopmcnt oi
sensat ion ( . renst t l tons t rat tsforuét:s) .  For instanrìe.  at tent io l ì  ls  a l t
exclusive ímpr-ession (standing out by r . i l t r re of  i ts  v i laci tvr  ancl
memorl ,  is  an inrpression u,hich persisrs:r .

ln hrs monosraph on l{emster} ir-r is, I{einz À,l l i tenkemcvrr
,.rrs,,recl that the Frisian phi ir .sopher ar, 'oidecl sub jecrive idc,r l i : .ni
and pirenomenal isn: :  objects have a real  exrstence in. lepenr ' le nt

of therr being knou,r-r,  ancl urhat is knorvn of thern consti tutcs rr
real aspect of t l .remre. Since the ider of an object rs rher resrr l t  ol
îhe "rdppartr"  hetq 'ecn thc object  and the modifrcat iorr  o i  t l rc
organ, i t  fol lou's that among the many rvavs of being of the ol, jecr
there mnst also be the one u'hich correspr,ncìs to the iclctr or

2t I - lc t rvever.  the c larm that aì l  i r lpressrons an.1 the mìnd's dq: i ì feness r i f
t i ier .n : r re nothinq but modrf icat ions seems to entai l  ic ler lsm. 7n rhe' l - , . , i ; r , :  t le:
:en.sat lons (17-54) he repÌ ied to the chal lenge leveÌ lcd by Dic l . - rot  n Lclr t  t t r
les aueugles r17.19) u ' i th rhe thoughr expenment of  rhe sratue. Conr l i l lac prc
sented a sratue provir ied only u. i th sensar ions crf  sn.rel l ,  c la imrng thrr  u,hen , i
rose is presented to tbe statue, thc statue. f rom i ts ot-n pr. inr  o i  v i i : rv,  r  rn lLk, :
thar of  an observcr.  r ' r1 l  j r rst  ie the snel l  of  the rose. The cnrcral  th ins atr . .ur
Condi l lac 's statue. u.hich is orgenized rnu.ardl1.  l ike a rnan, rs thar i ts s,rr l  ha.
never received an idce before the thoLtghr exper iment rs carrred rrr t .  C)ncc r l le in,
as eadier,  he showet l  hrrv,  by successivel \ r  crposing thc srarue r , r  appropr iarelr
choser.r  strmul i ,  t 'e coulc l  cause i ts vrrgin mind, havinr:  no innate jdei ìs.  and n.)
hui l t - in [acul t ies,  ro bui ]d rrp rhe fuJl  range of  mental  operarìons. l lur  rh i< t ioes
not vet  rebut the charge of  tdeal i - .m ( ,ondr l lac rrres to do this [ r1,  nerr  q i r , inq
the statue tctucl : . I f  the statue rouches i tsel f .  there are [ù 'o sensruons (- , i  re. , ]sf
ance. But l f  j t  touches something else.  there is onlv one. From thrs exf . r lcn. f
ts generated our a\ \ : i ì reness of  the inclependencc of  tbe or i ter  rvorÌd.

?!  H. N4orrrul t r . iLF,,  I ' rangotr  l - letn: terhurr .  Bosron 197-5,  p.  r r1
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scnsat ion in thc scnt ient  bcing. fhtrs.  oblects ical lv ar{-r  rs thev
apPeaf.

NIost {ìr 'eek ancl mo.lcrn phílosophcr:s hel,. i rhar ..r,har lr,e
pcrceive c lepen.. ls also on our psvchr,krgical  and phvsioìogiczr l
conci i t ions.  I )cn.rocr i tLrs ancl  Plato argued that rhe appeafances
of thrnrs chJnse u'ith the conclirior-r of onr boch'. Descartes àncl
Le ibniz chsr ingursheci  shalplv beru'een scnsible ancl  intel l ig ib le
reali i.v. They agreecl on the basic vieu, that rhtngs .rrc nor rvhlt
the,"- 'seetn to be, Bt 'contrast  l {emsterhr,r is hacl  a stronglv real ist
v ieu'of  percept ion,  l ike some of rhc Presocrar ic and Hel lenist ic
pht losophers.  most notably the Stoics,  that  he . lespise<1 so
mlrchr ' r .  L ike contemporarv empir ic ists,  l lemsterhuis rhought
that all knou,ledge can be br-rik up from some perceprual srrrr
rum free of corrceptr-r:rl isation. Appearances in lr is vieu. are not
r' l tstortecl b)' the phvsiologl. oí or.rr sensor)' r 'pitf. i tr,rs, i ls ln
Den-rocritus and later fìreek philosopl'ry. Appearzrnces represent
real  aslrccts of  the essences of  th ings.  Flemsterhuis 's r lccount of
perceptual au,'areness simpl_v assumed the rvorkings of neurc,
physroiogy. In virt lre of the causal chains between rhe essences
of mater ia l .  real i ty and mental  apprehension he conceived of
perception as a relatively nnproblentatic relation betrl 'een envi,
ronment.  sensorv apparatus.  and human soul .  This explains uùy
he drd not speci fy rhe mechanisms needed to pick up the infor
matìon In tne \ t rmulus.

Vè perceive a th ing when the essence of  the th ins.  as a
st imulus object ,  has acrecl  r ìpon our sense organs. therebv caus-
ing us to be appearecl  to.  The appedrances are not st imulus
objects th.r t  af fect  or l r  sense organs; they are not themselves
anything that we percerve. Although he clid not ah,".a1,s clrau, a
neat distinction betu,'een phy-sical and phenornenal object, Hem-
sterhuis drd not holcl that rvhen we perceive a phi'sical thing
rhen u'e aìso perceive its appearances. \ù7e perceive the object
to have the features n'e do perceir,e it to have. because of the

t "  Sce A. DrsgORlr,  Pour, l i io i  Fletnsterbtnr n 'autart- t l  par les . l to ictent) .  in
QPR, iót  ; ,e



!vr ìv i t  î f ipcl ì rs t ( )  r , rs.  ' fh i rs,  i rppearances plal 'e r t  le in l r rsr ì t i t . i -
t ion'  perrcept ion is grouncl t , , - l  jn the u. .av r ,ne rs apnearecl  1.r .

Tìre ptrl.sica] objects are as thr:1'apprriÌr, bui rrol 2111';11,5 51r
I f  erpenences arc incorr ìg ib le rn. l  sei f  int in.rr jng.  the r :e rs pìairr l r
no room lef t  to contain a dist inctron betrveeLr rn rr l rercntc a:
i t  actr-ralJ-v is anci  as i t  appears to be, C)r . r r  dreams sul)port  e
Jistincti,rn hetrvecr.r I 'hy,sical ob jects and rheir ap.pear:ances;1 

.Ihis

guarantees the possibi i i t .v  of  error,  rvhich presrrpposes rhar r i r t .
contel-ìt of sen-.e: or irnagination n-ìay diverge frour its c,rrrsal
ancestrv,  or  in other u 'orc ls that  otrr  mental  lacul t ics , r re ahlc:  ro
pr.6ls. .  exp.-r icnees rvhich are phenomenal lv l rkc percept ive
experiences but u.' i th a different contenr,

Accordiug tc.r  I lemsterhr-r is.  percept ive a\r 'Àrencss reqr-Lirc '
cxter l l l l  ob jects.  Srr l lg s '1115^l  proce ecl ings f rom thc,se c,biects t i ,
specifìc organs, a conse quent neurophysiological action in nrr-\ies
ancl brain, a receptive mincl. and some undefinecl f.rocess frc,nr
brain ertents to aw':rreness. On the ,rntoloqica] theorv acce pterrl
by Hemsterhuis,  the causal  power af fect ing perceivcrs is locat,
cd in (sensible ant l  insensible) essences. The percervecl  qLral i t ics
are not seen ai  (pr i rnary) qual i t ies o1 the esscnces, bir t  rather as
(some of l  their  modes. In order for  e i ther mater ia l  or  i lnnlarc
r ia l  qual i t ies to become vis ib le,  there nrust  be present l  s,rgni
s ing perceiver.  The perceiver does not czurse the qul l i t ics to
appear,  a l though ur i thout a pcrceiver.  there wr l l  l re no appear-
ance. In other u,ords, as perceivers, rve do not creete appear
atrces,  a l though thev are dependcnt on Lrs in part .  i .e, .  on i l r , r
physical  processes in the brain and the nervolrs svstern.

The appearances are products of  sensible ancl  inscnsible
structures (essences) and the fcrceir-ei .  The causat ion of  ap-
pearances does not detcrmrne orvnclship.  Srmi lar lv for  the oth-
er p. ì r tner in thc gcnesis of  perceived qual i t ies:  there seems no
reason u-hy perceir ,er  dependence makes u,hat appcars proper
ties of the perceir,er. S,-r even ìf appealanc('s rLrcì11rre percclvcrs
(they appear to a perceiver) ,  the ont ic status of  the appearances

LIJ/ t .WW. . ì .1 (2E)
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nrerl not change irorl rr-rodes of being of objects to sul--jective
sr.rrirs. If thi:1' are nor sr-rir jecri i 'e states, iI perceiving thern c]oes

not chlnse rheir  ont ic status,  therr  real i ty is preselved. Appear-

i r r ìces,  t l le dual  pro. lucrs of  objects and pcrccivers,  i r . rhabi t  an

inte rrnedirrrc c lomain betu 'een subject ive states atrd ( i t t - )sensible

iSSeD Ccsr: .

4. (.)u intntute'rtul beins

Wc perceive rvhat touches our sense organs, and, by conse-

.ìuence , or-rt ' ideas are the . ' f iects of the relat iotrs betu'een exter-

rral real i ty anJ or-rr sense orgrìr lsrr.  In his ncrte. i 'zr / ' tmtnaterie/

l lcmsterhuis argued that real i t l '  c loes not coincicle r.vi th the

l ,c,ssibie objccts ot  sensrt iùn,  s ince i r  cí ì r l r lot  be excluded, that

f i l 'J t ter  possesses at t r ibuîes not to be grasped bV our senses. In

this context ,  he at tacked some of Nervton's io l lor .vers,  because

rh*,  en. iorsed a too str ict  idea of  matterrr .  The pt tssi l t i l i tv  of
' 'cxtrd-sensor ia l"  percepr ion is corroborated bv three hypcl thet-

ical cascs, (rr r .nore precisel l '  thor-rght experinrents: (1) a man

clcpl ir . 'ecì oi thc s.rnse ,r l  touch r ' , ' 'ould not perceive matter as

inrpenctrable;  (2)  analogouslv a bl ind man woir ld not perceive

rì irnrl l  as extcn.led, u.hi le ( j)  an enti tv rvi th a l ' rundrecl other

rr '1' tes of organs u,oulcl enrertain other ancl cl i f ierertt  relat ions

rvi th nrat ter  an. l  thtrs u 'ould grasp other at t r ibutes.

1 'he . l igression on mattel  ancl  i ts  percept i r )n serves as intr . - , -

c l t rct ion tc,  thc nrain argumen!.  V'hen one takes inro considc-

rat iorr  rhat  the soul  is  i rnmatcr ia l .  i t  fo l lows that thc soul  does

nr-r t  havc al ì  essence in the sense of  essence related to touch,

sight etc,  Ant l  once i t  has been shown that nran is gi f red wi th

iu l  organ dist inct  f rom the othcr f i r ,e,  i t  fo l lorvs that  there ale

i2 Sce J. \ \ i .  \ ' r )L joN, Ret l tsr l
( . . r rnbrrdgt 2Uùf) .  i )p.  1 lb '1{ . ì

rr l-HR, l.y'!f'. 28 i: J ì

' .  l .  l f  - \ l :1 14i i  1.  1{ l+) .

J l lppetr t t rces.  Art  Essal  tn ()ntologt,



essences rvtr ich have relat i ,rns rvit l -r  us thar manifest t l -remselves

thror.rgh other channels than srghr and touch. Norv, t tr is is the

nrot-al orglt i r . t

In thrs qr-r i te er-r igmat ic and essent ia l ly  apodict ic wav FIem-

sterhuis introducecl  c,ne oi  the centrai  concepts of  h is psychol-

ogv of perceprion and knorvledse: ùìan has an organ for moral

sensatiol ls ancl,  implici t ly, for the apprehension of immateriai

being. In the second half oi this note, he developecl arguments

for this vieu.-.  l ìrrst,  he formulated t lvo sertes of assumptions

regarcl ing perce[) t ior ] .  He stated (a) that  not a] l  ! 'ssences that

may rnani fest  themselves to us throLrgh our organs, have a re-

lat ion r .v i th the lat ter ;  and that s imi la l  essel ìces rndy act  upon

oLU Lrrgans through the intern-iediet ion of other essences wrth

urhom rve do entertain relat lons" Then he observecl (b) that

sensdlioÌ l  ar ises un,ler three rntelrelated condir ions: when al

essence can act  upon the medrum intervening hctu 'een e Sscnce

and sent ient  bcing, w-hen there is such a medium that may

serve as ,.vehicle of act ionrr, and vu'hen there ts an organ ca-

l ' , rLr ie ot  rcccir  i r r 'g tht  i rnprcr ' ion5 f  rom mediurn : rnd ob ject ' " .

When one of these condit ions is lacking there is rìo scnsation
(a perfect ly transparent body does not ref lect l ight, a bel l  in

the void does not r ing).  These consi . ìerat ions corroborated

l{emsterhuis in hrs convict ion of  the exrstence of  certain es-

sences that,  a l though having no or only a t iny relat ion u ' i th our
()rgarÌs,  mav manifest  thenrselves to us.  Exper iences by people

u,ho lack one of the tradit ional f ive senses show, according to

Herr-rsterhuis, that in naturLr there are cal lses r.vhose corresponcl-

ence wj.th the effects is total ly vei led for us ancl our acrual

organs, or else,  whose act ions,  though producing sensible ef-

i 'ects on our organs, have nothing in cornmon rvith our \rravs

of perceiv ing.

T'hus, an essence nlay act ì .rporì another essernce through a
qual i ty inaccessible to our ofgans, such that the other essence

Sec Li lR. lYlY/,  50 rnd f f  (q1 anJ Í i ) .
l .  ly" lv ' ,  112 , l i ) r r i  See also lHR,WW, 22 (18)
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nl i ìn i l rsts i rs l r lar ion to us th louglr  onc of  c)Ll l  organs. , , \nJ i t
r t  l r ighlv 1rrc, l - .a l , , le rhat l , i rat  u 'e eal l  t |e i rnrn,r t . r r ia i ,  nra-nr iests

rr- t  l l  in . i  : imi i t r  f : r r l r i r rn.

In . \ ' r i rr i ,  ; t i . t .  i ratté : i tr  / ' tni luttér 're,I ; .  Hemsterhrr is returt]cd
t() :u l . r lvsc the same problen-r . r r ic ,  bLrt  now írom thc Jroinr,r i
vtcrv,r f  r f re rc lat ion betueen soui  ancl  body. Things interacr in
vir tuc of  their  re lat ior ìs,  thar is,  u,- t ren thev have in commt,n
t lLral i t ies.  mocl i f icat ions or nrodes oi  bcing. Nou.,  soul  and boclv
l ravc nothirrg in common, i ìs was shor.vn ín Le/tresur l 'honme
t' Í  i : :  rrrt)porlr.  Yet. s<.rr-r l  ancl bodv interact ancl thus, they shoulcl
har. 'e somerhing in common, be i t  a qual i ty, moditrcatron or mode
of being. According to I {emsrerhr-r is,  the concepr of  intermedi,
i ì f t  agents in the perception of the inrn-iaterial,  forrnr-r laierl  in
the precec{ent essay, ma,v explarrr soul-body inrcracti t ,n'8. Soul
acts uLron the boclv through r-rnkirown quaLit ies an.l  rnocl i f ica-
t ioirs in slrch a rvay that the bodv propagares knor.vn quali t ies
err i l  rno<ì i f icat ions.  This inte raet ion r l ises ln issrre.  I f  the sciul
rcts rr:al lr ,  (réel lertent) on the body, i t  evidenrly possesses qual-
i t ics, nrodif icat ions and urays of being in comrlorì u, ' i th rhe body.
Bur th is is impossible,  s ince rhe soul  is  i rnmoltal  rvhi le the body
is not.  Ancl  i t  u, ,or , r ld be even more absuld tu sLìpfosc rhat thc
bo.ìy is imnrortal.  Referr ing once again ro rhe slrpposecl clynam-
ics of  sense percept ion,  Hemsterhuis arguecl  rhar the qur l i t ies,
u-hich the senses detect, such as visibi l i ty, consisr principal ly in
thc relat ion betr t" 'een certain essences and the sense orgi tns.
Analogously. the relat ion between the nerves and the cerebel-
Iurn,  on thc one hand, and the soul ,  on the other,  consist  in a
c()nrnron i lual i ty,  mot l i f icat ion or mode of  bcing. Thus, rhis
spccif ic relat ion betu'een the soul and the central nervous sys-
tcnl nor onlv e-rplains the perception of immatel ial being, but
i t  a lso : rccounis for  n iental  causat iofr .

,  tJ l , l f / \ . i r  l tù 2 ( l  1 l  1+l
' '  | )n nrcnial caLrsai icin, sùr r ls() LHR,\r i \Y', , l rr .rnJ ff  (-10 ana Í l  )  for rhe

r l ì ( { r f \ '  ( , ) f  thc ' r 'e l l r l i té '
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i ()n LL;Ì.ttit tl:erc tr

L{enstci :huis asscrLcd rhar besi i ics t i tc :  i i r re scrìsc-\ , , r , r .  has
also a '  imrrratcr ia l  orgrn thì t  ( )pereres , r t  a ler .eì  t rarscencr ing
tl ie orher sense orgilns.'I ' t,e neccl for sr-ich i ln orgittì *aa irr.-rr.J
bv l {entsterhuis ro account for  a part icLLlar featLrre of  nran,
namely, hrs capacity k.rr kno*.ledge crf tfrc i '-rniarerirrl. ' [ 'he moral
organ is l inke.l to brain, horvever, and tor thc knou.,leclge of the
immate'ial it 

'ec1r-rires 
the ínrermechatlon of cssences u,itrr rvho*r

the t 'acl i t ion^l  sense organs entertai '  re lat ions to perform i ts
operat ions,  In th is sense, Hemsterhuis 's idea of  a moral  organ
is someh.w similar ro the assumprion of a divine .r imnr.rrir l
soul by Rentrissance an.l seventeen centllry empiricist phiÌoso-
phers, srrcl-r as Bernaldino i-elesio and Pierre Llasscncli ir.

f lemster-huis's r. ' ies's in the atorenlentiollccl re_xts raise sev,
eral issues. FIis argument for a moral orgrn ís apparently afiect-
ed bv círcular reasoning: the claim for irnsiaterral berng ancl a
moral olgan are clearly interre.iared', '). Nloreover'. rhe perceprion
of r ton mater ia l  L.eing presr imes ' inrermediar i , '  t lual i r ies and
nrodificatio.s which seem to be invoked atl l:,tc.In this secrion
I atrempt to dernonsrrate thar his clairls for a moral organ ancl
i* 'raterial Lreirg are nor *ecessarily inconsistent with his broacler
assumptìons concerning the structnre of  real i ty and percept ion,
more precisely, with his ideas on ,.r.vhar there is> and how u.e
perceive ir. A brief analysis of l {emsterhuis's ideas in euinean
tenns reveals thar, although he strerches the enipirical methocl

' t  See IJ 'I l lEstr:. De rt 'run utti lrt t i trtt prctpnu prtneptr, a cura dr L. De
Franco, I 'o ls,  Cosenza 196,5 and Frrer-rze 19E0, books V ancl  Vl l ì ; ì ) .  G.rs-s lNlr ,
5\tltt.gtrd plstlonpl:,tcutt. in Io., opcra ú/4nt:i l  i i l  Jex toti lot Ji-, lsri, Lyr'n ló5g. vol.
l l ,  110A' l i '1B. Telesio and ( ìasserdi  ln ru* see. l  ro resume ihe schoiast ic r . i is-
r i r rcuon berween the s.ed-sorr l  and the i r r imarenal  i r te l lect ,  recurrng in A. l . r l
( tp.r ,n,  L/ber t le natr la et  or tg*te tur tJLt t ,  c iJrà B. Geyer,  i ' I t ,  Opera, tmri t i ,
tonru,<,KII ,  Munastcni  191i ,  i r  I ,  c ) ,  p.  l4a,  see aìso R. l la i .oN. (ùtLi t  nt ius,
ed. bv J.  l . l .  Br iJges, J vols.  l -c,n, lon 1900, pars V, p.  9.

'0 In rhrs selse hrs v icu.s n,ere l l readi ,  - . [npp]y cr i r ie izeJ by Dideror (see
( ;D, 29,-  \
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l . ,cv,rrr . l  i ts  , ru ' r r  l r rnr ts,  hc c locs t rot  extei t (1 reel i tv ' '  tL l  l th i tu. tu" .
I  inr l l ' r ' .  f r is  vrews on intcrrrer l iar l '  qrrai i t res ancl  r lodi t icat ions

l f i  fe ls0rablc rvhen intcLprerr. i  * i th in rhc histor ical  and clc,c
r r in.r l  ct . rntext  f ron t ,h ich they stcnr.

( ]u inc algueci  that  one 's ontologv is basic to thf  concei l tudl
scherr ie l t1 u 'h ich onc i i t terprets al l  exlrer ier ìccs,  even the most
e() tn lnorrplece oncrs.  f  Lr . lged s ' i th i r r  sonlr  paf t jcular conceptual
schcnre an ontc,logical statcment stands in neec'l of no separate

lusr i i icat iLrn at  a l l ,  According to C]uine. to be assumed as an
enr i ty is,  1;Lrrel i 'and simpl l ' .  to l rc reckonet]  as the value oi  a
r. 'ariable. In terms of the categories of traditional gramrnar, this
.ìnìoì.rlrts roughlv to saving that to he is ro be in rhe range of
Lcic lcnce of  a pronor in:  the var iabls5 of  quant i l icat ion,  "some-

rhirrg",  "evcr) ' th ing",  "rrothing" range o\rer our whoìe ontologl" ,
r.r. irarcvcr it r.nav bc. This entails that u'e are convicte.' l  oi a
particular ontological presupposition if, and onlv rf, the alleged
prcstrpposition hes to be reckoned among the entit ies ovcl which
c,ur variables range in order to reuder one of our affirnations
r lue{ i .  Bv cÒnseqLlence, we cannot s igni f icant ly quest ion the
rcalitv of the external u'orld, c,r deny that there is eviclence of
extcrnal  objects in the test imony of  o l ì f  senses; for ,  to do so is
srnp-tlv tt.r cl issociate the terms "reality" and "eviclence" for the
ve ry applications u.hich originally did most to invest those terms
u.ith rvhatever intell igibil i ty thev may have for us. f 'hese terms
o\\'e their intell igibil i ty to their appiications in archaic common
senser2. ' l 'hus,  i t  is  a f ic t ion that there exists a c lear l ine of
,-lcnrarcation betu'een the given as such ancl the subsequent
thcoret ical  addi t io l rs.

Apply ing the Quinean scheme to Hemsterhuis,  one may
conclude that immaterial being is to be assumed as an enrir),,
pLrrell 'and sinip.ly, since it is to be reckonecl as the value of a

'r Sce V. V. O. Qutill.. ()n ubat tl:ere is, in Fron a I-ogica/ Potnt of Vteu'
Lt ,g.o Pl : t losopht, :u/  Essat,s,  Lìarnbr idge Nla.  196,1,  pp.  1 ì9,  on pp. 12-4.

rr \lt \/ C). (]lrxr, The Wat,s of Paradttx and Othe, Esralr, Cambridge
N' l r -L,rncL,n 1976' : ,  pp.  229-33.
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var ieble "esscncc" I r r  lJemstcrhLr is 's v icu/  real i ry is ma,1e up oi
essences. V1itl- i crur f i ' , 'r: senses \.\re clcreci thc- marclial \\ 'ofid as
i t  is  Yet.  the mater ia l  rvc,r lc l  i l r ,es not exhausr real i t l 'as such.
C.ert la l  in I lernster '1-ruis 's concept ion ol  i r lmatcr ia l  berng is thar
n,:ch rrt 'rre can be known aborìt reality than the mere matefi-
alistic aspects, \\t irh his theorv of rhe moral olgan he tr:recl to
accoLrni ft-rr the autonom)/ oi the realnt of spiriruaì experience
rhat hacl  e i ther no place in scient i f ic  phi losophy or \ \ ras nor
recogn.iseiì as auronomous. The figurarive use clf the terrn "or-
gan" rn a non,phvsiological sense (while noI rìnaromically icler-r,
t i f ied) enablecl  h i rn ro ascr ibe ro phenornena outside the grasp
of Lrsual  sense percept ion an evidence rhat is on a par wi th that
oI the s.,-called phl'sical worlcl. Thus, rhc moral organ cliscloses
s uprasensoriaJ, s pil i tr,ral rspects crf the r-Lniverse'". Hemsterh uis's
claim for immatrl ial being is related to his view of rhe esser-rtial-
lv  crnpir ieal  l imi ts oI  sense percept iona' .  Though presupposing
an in i in i r r  . , f  tvpes of  objecrs nor grasped b1' the human soul .
I lernsterhuis dicl nor clevelop a clearcut ontology of unobser-
vables. He just argued that the existence of entit ies is not rel
ative to our physioiogy, although evidently the human episremic
attitude tou,arcls cerrair.r claims abor,rt the structur-e of reality'
depentl on the human phvsíology.

At this srage a final problem remains: Hemsterhuis is rather
vague about the intermediary role of quralit ies and modifications
in the apprehension of immaterial being. His shorr remarks on
interact ion between body'  and soul  in Sui te au trai fé sur
l ' imrtatériel suggest a Cartesian,l ike view, that is, brain and the
nervous system exerr a role sirnilar ro thar of the pineal glandlr,
However, though preserving a strict distinction betv.een body
and soul, Hemsterhuis's overall approach to the psychology of

' j  See H. Mci t ; ' r r l l ,myta.  Frau;c ' ts Llensterhur,  c i r . ,  p.  i l .
' r  See I  Wl, / ,  111,46 ( i08-9).
rt For drscussron, sce lJ. NIEwoHl.ltR, Cortnent I-Iemsterhut.s reprenait /'u)ée

Ce la glande ptnéaie, on /d Jabie néùcalt, lans las r!/utatlons du Céntr,trihsme
cdttét ten,  in QPR" 179-,+01, esp pp. 388-9.
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pcfcr l ) r ior ì  r Ì i l fc ls e,{ : ie l t i i r i lv  i rLrrn that  o i  l lcscartes,  s i r - rct  l ie
. 'n, iorsccl  , r  f r r l l  b lc,rvn c inpir ic isrn.  LJescartcs 's r-rpLanat ion of

knt,u'lci ige i, i '  thc sensi[", ic wr'rld invoh.'ec] a neurophvsi,rlogicai
. r r toLlnt  of  the cc,nrplcx nrot ions leacl ing up to the formrrt ion of
l : r 'a in F.atr t r r is  in the pineal  g land, along \r /1rh a rnetairhysical
. ìc.()Lrnt  o i  the n ' r inc[ 's producing perceptual  ideas on the occa
siorr  of . , in. l  at tcnding to,  these l )at terns in the pineal  g lancl .  I r - r
l)csr:artes's vrert '. knol,letlge clf imniatelial objects was entirelv
1.,rrsc.l on innatc i.ìeas. Accorcling to Hemsterhiris, b,v contrast,
knorvie. ìgc oi  the sensible u 'or ld sterns l rom srn\c l ìer .epr iun,
u 'h i le rhe apprehensi , rn t ,1 i t r tmater ia l  being presupposed the
ui tcrnrer l iat ion of  qual i t ies an.1 rrrodi f icat ictns regarcled as capa-
Ir lc.r t  comunicar ing objects not grxsped bv the i ive senses. I t  is
r( 'asonrble to presurnc rhrr t  t ' i th resl ì rct  to thc moral  organ
l lernstcrhtr is sew t i rL '  f r lnct ion ol  these qual i t ie, .  and nrodi i ica-
r ions , rs complement: ì r \ ' ,  rather than as al ternat ive.  T 'he moral
orgdn \! 'as irideed secrn as sonle sort of mental iacultl '  grasping
dcrcrrninate objects.  whiLe the bcforc nlent ioncd qual i r ies ancì
nro.l if icatior.rs'are dcsigncd as having a functicxr prelrninary to
ect l la l  appfehcnsion. The assumptron of  d ist lnct  psychological
f aculties ior ditferent objects resumes inrphcrtl-v a rraditional view
rrculr ing among Ar jstotel ian duthors s ince t l ie Nl iddle Ages.
Also the interrnediarv qual i t ies ancl  modif icatrons recal l  the
ontologicaì ly unstable sensible and intel l ìg ib le species of  the
Peripatet ic i rsvchologv of  cogni t ron, rather than Descartes's
phvsical lv conceived <.éspr i ts v i ta les>. T 'hus, Hemsterhuis 's idea
of rnincl-bodv interact ion in the apprehensìon on immater ia l
beng ap;reafs as rn updated version of  v iervs rvhich at  h is day
sectnecl definitel,v supplanted b1' seventeenth century rationalist
ancl naturalist psychological prograrns.


