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First topic. (Berkeley: Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philanous II.) 

Cognition and knowledge 

I would like to prove in my essay that you can only get clear knowledge about facts and 
beings by using your empiric cognition and rational logic too. 

You get a big amount of different information about the material world by working of your 
organ of sense; however you could not understand the being of facts, which you have 
experienced, without your rational way of thinking, without your mind. Nevertheless your 
logic could not understand anything without facts, because your mind can think by 
concentrating on facts or words. So the senses are elaborated by your logic. So you can think 
and use your mind by using empiric cognition and rational logic too (Kant). 

So, in this situation about the glove, which is written by Berkeley, you could be assured of the 
reality of this glove, because you have touched a lot of glove in your life, and you have made 
an artificial and clear form of glove in your mind. That is why you could imagine a glove if 
there had not been any gloves in the universe at all. Thus you can be assured of the being of 
gloves in any situation. The artificial form, the “idea” of gloves is not in material place, but it 
is in your mind. 

This example leads us to the question of the connection between the cognition and 
knowledge. Firstly we should make clear that knowledge means a coherent system of 
statements based on facts and logic. 

But are you sure in the fact your mind never makes mistakes or it is the base of every thoughts 
and statements? According to the famous words of Descartes: Cogito ergo sum, the man is a 
being who is sure in his being, because he is aware of his thinking. Of course, your mind 
makes a lot of fault, but you can construct all of the system of your thinking on this base. So if 
you want to make a coherent system of statements, you can found it on the being of your 
mind. 

However, if you base your statements just on facts that you have got by working of your 
organ of sense, it will lead you to scepticism. You could get information about objects, but 
you would be unable to declare anything apart from the facts you would feel at an exact 
moment. For example you could say in the situation of the mentioned glove that the object 
which is on my hands is black, warm, and have a smell like a textile. But you could not 
declare any important statement about a glove. For example, it is a type of dress that is worn 
in winter to safe your hands from cold weather. Nevertheless you can observe and collect a lot 
of information by experiencing the material world all around you. 

Beside empiric recognition there are lots of forms and statements of mathematical logic, there 
are the ideas of space and time. These principles of thinking can exist without the fact of 
objects. But where these principles come from? Does the human mind make them after the 
observation of the material world by generalizing facts? I tend to disagree with this opinion, 
because you can think by these theoretical statements, and make new ones by using others. So 
it means a logical world which is independent from material facts and empiric cognition. 
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Nevertheless theoretical thinking easily leads dogmatism, because without empiric cognition 
rationalism can separate from the reality of material facts. 

That is why you should lead your thinking between scepticism and dogmatism, like Odysseus 
was sailing between Scylla and Charybdis (Kant). In this way you can systematize the facts, 
which come from empiric cognition, by using the mentioned principles, which are declared in 
rational statements. So you can prove your ideas by using this way of thinking. 

That is why you can be assured of the reality of the glove, even if it is not worn by you, 
because you have made an artificial and typical glove in your mind by getting information by 
your senses, using your experience and rational logic. 


