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Preface

Tracingthedevelopment of thoughtson language in seven-
teenthandeighteenthcenturyEngland, payingspecial attention
tothewayeachofthemgraspstherelationbetweenwords, ideas
andthings,wecantakeaclearerviewof themajorframeworks
andthevariouspleatsofthecontemporarythinking. Theagewas
thatofboththescientificandtheindustrialrevolutions. Natural
philosophyhadcometoanewstageculminatinginNewton's law
ofuniversalgravitation. Dramatic innovationintechnologywas
beingbroughtaboutwiththegrowthofcompletelynewattitude
towardsnature. Thesecouldnothaveproceededwithoutbeing
accompaniedbyadrasticchange intheviewofnature,which
musthavedeeplyaffectedthephilosophicalreflectionsonlanguage
oftheage.
Inthistreatise, I shall compareJamesHarris'sphilosophyof
languagewithJohnLocke's. Theylooksimilaronthesurface,
but ifweseethemagainstthebackgroundoftheirviewsofnature,
wecanunderstandthatonebelongstoquiteadifferentsphereof
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philosophical thoughtfromthat theotherdoes. Thesetwodif-
ferentspheresofthoughttowhichtheyrespectivelybelongseem
tohaveofferedthetworulingframeworksofmodernthought

whichstillaffectourthinking.

JamesHarrisisgenerallyknownasoneoftheeighteenthcentury

grammarianswhoestablishedEnglishgrammarbasedontheeight
parts of speech. Butwhatheactuallydidinhismajorwork
4;Hermeg'wasmoretogiveuniversal philosophical foundations

tothatgrammarthantotreat it inoutline, asiswellshownby
thesubtitleof ($Hermes,'' {:APhilosophical lnquiryConcerning

LanguageandUniversalGrammar.'' Andhedevotedthethird

partof !(Hermes'' entirelytotheconsiderationofthenatureof
language.

JamesHarriswasborninl709,anddiedinl780. Hewaselected

totheHouseofCommons, andplayedanactivepart inpolitics.

Hewasatypicalgentlemanscholar, and intensivelyreadthe
classicalworksofancientGreeceandRome.While $<Hermes" is

filledwithquotationsfromthoseworks,hementionednonameof
hiscontemporaries. But invariouspartsof $:Hermes"wecan

clearlyreadhis critical attitude towards thenprevailingem-

piricism. TheoutlineofHarris'sphilosophyoflanguagedeveloped
in$$Hermes'' isasfollows.

Inthefirstpartof"Hermes,''Harrisdefinesspeechasapub-
lishingoftheenergyof thesoul. Thismeans thathesupposes

somementalpowersworkinginspeakingactivities,andthatheis

tryingtoanalyselanguageandgivebasistohisanalysisinrela-
tiontothesepowers・ Andinthefollowingchaptersheactually
classifiessentencesandthenwords (partsofspeech)accordingto
tllekindofenergytheypublish, andthuscharacterizesthemon
theuniversalbases. Thisphilosophicalnaturewhichhegivesto
hisgrammarcanmostclearlybeseeninthechapterwherehe
explainsthegeneralschemaoftenseformationastheexpression
oftheformulaaccordingtowhichtheintellect (thepowerofthe
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mind) recognizestime.

AccordingtowhatHarrissays inthebooklllof {:Hermes,"the
matteroflanguageisarticulatevoices,andtheformofitmeaning
orsigni6cation. Thuslanguageisasystemof articulatevoices
whichhavemeanings. Hethencompareswordswithimitations､
andfromthiscomparisonconcludesthatwordsaresymbols, (that
is, arbitrarysigns inhis case), andnot symbolsof thingsbut
symbolsofgeneral ideas. Andheexplainshowgeneral ideasare
formedbytheenergiesofthemind.
Harrisalwayscitespassagesfromclassicalworkswhenhetries
toauthorizehisideas, andheneverrefersdirectlytohiscontem-
porarythinkers thoughhe sometimes attacks empiricist views
whichhe thinks base thingsmental entirelyuponsense ex-
periences. ApparentlyheresemblesLocke inhisviewofwords
beingarbitrarysignsofideas. Butwhenwecometosuchpro-
blemsasthenatureofideas,especiallytheirrelationwiththings,
andthenatureofthepowerofintellectofformingideas，wefind
a strikingcontrast between theviews of the two. And this
contrastwillbecomesharperifweseeitagainstthebackground
of theirviewsofnature. Theirseeminglysimilarviewsabout
signreallyaretheproductsof the twoverydifferentwaysof
thinking, thetwoopposingcampsofphilosophical thought.
Inthenextchapter, Ishall firstexaminehowLocke'sviewof
naturebearsrelationtohisviewofsign.

1． LockeonNatureandSign

ForLockewhosemainconcerninhis @@AnEssayConcerning
HumanUnderstanding''wastheabilityofunderstandingtoacquire
knowledge, theproblemofnature is, ontheonehand, howwe
formideasonnature, andhowthoseideasarerelatedtothereal
nature, ontheother. AccordingtoLocke, thematerials ofour
knowledge, that is, thedirectobjectsofourunderstanding, are
notthingsthemselves (accordinglynotnatureitself),butarethe
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ideasofthings. Sowhatweshoulddo first is toexaminethe
natureofthoseideas.

Abouttheword<idea'Lockesays;

Itbeingthatterm,which,Ithink,servesbesttostandforwhat-
soeveristheobjectoftheunderstandingwhenamanthinks, I
haveusedittoexpresswhateverismeantbyphantasm,notion,
sDecies, orwhateverit is,whichthemindcanbeemploy'dabout

inthinking; andlcouldnotavoidfrequentlyusingit.
(Essay, 1－1－8)

Andabouttheexistenceofsuchideashefurthersays;

Ipresumeitwillbeeasilygrantedme, thattherearesuchideas
inmen'sminds; everyoneisconsciousoftheminhimself,and
men'swordsandactionswillsatisfyhim, thattheyareinothers.

(Essay, 1－1-8)

What issaidhereabout ideasis indeedaveryuseful simplifica-
tionofsuchacomplexmatterasthis.
Thentothequestionofhowthemindcomestobefurnished
withideas,heanswersinoneword, $fromexperience' (Essay, II-
I-2). Thisisthenaturalresultofhisdenialoftheexistenceof
innateideasinthebooklof theEssay・ Thisatthesametime
impliesthatweshouldstartfromexperiencewheneverwediscuss
thematteroftheabilityofunderstanding. ThispositionofLocke's
wemaycall (empirical idealism.'
NowaccordingtoLockethereare twokindsofexperienceby
wayofwhichwepossessideas;

Ourobservationemploy'deitheraboutexternalsensibleobjects;
orabout the internal operationsofourminds, perceivedand
reflectedonbyourselves, is that,whichsuppliesourunder-
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standingwithall thematerialsofthinking. Thesetwoarethe

fountainsofknowledge, fromwhenceall theideaswehave, or
cannaturallyhave,dospring.

(Essay, II-I-2)

First, oursenses, conversant about particularsensibleobjects,

doconveyintothemind, severaldistinctperceptionsofthings,
accordingtothosevariousways,whereinthoseobjectsdoaffect

them: andthuswecomebythose ideas,wehaveofyellOw,

white,heat, cold, soft, hard, bitter, sweet, andall thosewhich

wecallsensiblequalities……

(Essay, II-I－3)

Secondly, theotherfountain, fromwhichexperiencefurnisheth
theunderstandingwithideas, istheperceptionoftheoperations
ofour ownmindswithinus;whichoperations…dofurnishthe
understandingwithanothersetof ideas…andsucharepercep-
tion, thinking,. . .willing, andall thedifferentactingsofourown
minds...

(Essay, II-I-4)

TheformersourceLockecalls $sensation'whichisthesourceof
4mostoftheideaswehave, dependingwhollyuponoursenses,
andderivedbythemtotheunderstandin9.' Thelattersourcehe
calls :reHection'which, thoughbenot sense, &isverylikeit, and
mightproperlyenoughbecall'dinternalsense.' Of thetwoit is
sensationthroughwhichwecangetideasthatwillconstituteour
knowledgeofexternalnature. Thenwhatkindofideasdowehave
throughsensation？

AccordingtoLocketherearetwokindsofideas,simpleideasand
complexideas. Inrelationtoanexternal object, its individual
sensiblequalitiesareknownassimpleideas, anditssubstanceis
knownasacomplexidea. Aboutthewaywecometoknowthe
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substanceofathing,Lockeexplains;

Themindbeing…furnishedwithagreatnumberofthesimple

ideasconvevedinbvthe senses, asthevarefoundinexterior
‐

things, orbyreflectiononitsownoperations, takesnoticealso,
thatacertainnumberof thesesimple ideasgoconstantlyto-
gether;whichbeingpresumedtobelongtoonething,andwords
beingsuited tocommonapprehensions, andmadeuseof for
quickdispatch, arecalledsounitedinonesubject,byonename;
whichbv inadvertencv(weareaptafterwardto talkofand

‐もP

considerasonesimpleidea,whichindeedisacomplicationof
manyideastogether; becauseaslhavesaid,nOtimagininghow
thesesimpleideascansubsistbythemselves,weaccustomour
selves, tosupposesomeSubstratum,where-intheydosubsist,and
fromwhichthevdoresult,whichthereforewecallsubstance.

(Essay, II-XXIII-1)

But ifsubstanceisthis supposedSubstratum, it cannot beany-
thingmorethanwhatsupportsacollectionofsimpleideaswhich
Iooks likeonesimple ideabut actually is a complexone. So
substancecanonlysecondarilybeknownbyandasa complex
idea, andthecertaintyofourknowledgeofsubstancecannotbut
dependwhollyonthecertaintyof theconstituent simple ideas
4conveyedinbythesenserassensiblequalitiesofathing・Thenthe
problemoftherelationbetweenthecontentsofourexperienceof
natureandtherealexternalnaturewill firstlybetheproblemof
thecorrespondencebetweenideasandqualities.
Alongwiththeviewsonqualities thenprevailing, commonto
suchthinkersasGallileo,DescartesandHobbes, Lockedivides
qualities intotwokinds, primaryqualitiesandsecondaryqualities.
AndabouttheseLockeexplains;

Whatsoeverthemindperceives in it self, or istheimmediate
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objectofperception,thought,orunderstanding,thatlcallidea;
andthepowertoproduceanyideainourmind, Icallqualityof
thesubjectwhereinthatpoweris.

(Essay, II-VIII-8)

Qualitiesthusconsideredinbodiesare,firstsuchasareutterly
inseparablefromthebody,inwhatestatesoeveritbe; suchas
inall thealterationsandchangesitsuffers, alltheforcecanbe

useduponit, itconstantlykeeps; andsuchassenseconstantly
findsineveryparticleofmatter,whichhasbulkenoughtobe
perceived, andthemindfindsinseparablefromeveryparticleof
matter, thoughlessthantomakeitselfsinglybeperceivedby
oursenses. …Theselcalloriginalorprimaryqualitiesofbody,
whichl thinkwemayobservetoproducesimple ideas inus,
viz. solidity, extension, figure,motionorrest, andnumber.

(Essay, II－VIII-9)

2d1y, suchqualities,which intrutharenothingintheobjects
themselves, butpowers toproducevarioussansationinusbv
theirprimaryqualities,…,ascolours,sounds, tastes, etc. These
Icall secondaryqualities.

(Essay, II-VII-10)

(Thenextthingtobeconsider'd, ishowbodiesproduceideasin
us, andthat ismanifestlybyimpulse, theonlywaywhichwecan
conceivebodiesoperatein.' (Essay, II-VIII-11)

Ifthenexternalobjectsbenotunitedtoourminds,whenthey
produceideasinit; andyetweperceivetheseoriginalqualities
insuchofthemassinglyfallunderoursenses,…, 'tisevident
somesingly imperceptiblebodiescomefromthemtotheeyes,
andtherebyconveytothebrainsomemotions,whichproduces
theseideas,whichwehaveoftheminus.
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(Essay, II-VIII-12)

Afterthesamemanner, thattheideasoftheseoriginalqualities

areproducedinus,wemayconceive,thattheideasofsecondary

qualitiesarealsoproduced,viz. bytheoperationof insensible
particlesonoursenses. …Let'ssupposeatpresent, that the
differentmotionsof figures,bulk, andnumberofsuchparticles,

affectingtheseveralorgansofoursenses, produce inusthose
differentsensations,whichwehavefromthecoloursandsmells

ofbodies,...

(Essay, II-VIII-13)

Thustheideasofbothkindsofqualitieswereexplainedascaused

bytheoperationsofsmall unseenparticles. Thisexplanationis
basedonthecorpuscularviewofnaturewhichLockelearnedfrom
RobertBoyleandwhichwasausefulweaponwithwhichtoattack
Aristotelianviewsofreal qualityandsubstantial form. Butas

thesesmallparticlescannotbeperceived,theirexistencecanonly
beassertedonthegroundof@ judgement,'thatis,asahypothesis.
AccordingtoLocke, judgement is thepresumingthingstobeso
without perceivingit (Essay, IV-XIV-4). Inthe longrunthis
corpuscular hypothesis cannot avoid falling intoadilemma,
because itmustexplainthe ideasacquiredthroughsenses, the
onlventranceofourknowledgeaboutnature, astheproductsof

‐

unperceptiblethingsonlysupposedtoexistinnature. Infactthis
dilemmacomesfromtheveryfactthatbysupposingtheultimate
realityofnatureas thecorpuscularstructuresLocke takes the
positionofrealismwhenhetriestobridge things innatureand
theideaswhoseoriginheexplainsfromthepositionofempirical
idealism. Andwheneverhecomestothisdilemma,heconceded
therealisticsideofhisposition. ThisattitudeofLocke'sneces-
sarilycharacterizeshisviewoflanguage.
AccordingtowhatLockesays invariouspartsoftheEssay,
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wordsaresignsofideas. Tohim, thefactthatanameisgiven
toacertainsubstancemeansthatawordisconnectedtoacertain

complexideabywhichisknownthesubstance. Forexample,the
word$gold' representsacomplexideawhoseconstituentideasare

$yellow,' "veryheavy,' $malleable,'etc. Thissortofcomplexidea

isacollectionoftheideasofthequalitiesofathingwhichare

acquiredthroughsenses, andisastandardbywhichtorecognize
thething. Itisadefinitionofaspeciesoragenus, andthere-

foreisastandardforclassification. Soitcanbecalledanessence,
andLockeactuallycalls it anominal essenceas it canbea

standardfornomination. But so longas it isanessencetobe

de6nedfromthepositionofempiricalidealism,thereisnomeans

bywhichtodecidewhetherit isbasedontherealstuctureofthe

thing.

Ofcourse, aswehaveseen,Locketakesthepositionofrealism

whenhetriestorelateideastoreality. Andfromthisposition
goldissupposedtobeacorpuscularstructure, thereal internal

unknownconstitutionofit. Thisstructure is @theverybeingof

anything,wherebyit is,what it iJ(Essay, III-III-15), and is

calledtherealessence. Butsuchreal essence, onceestablished,
couldbringonthesamedilemmathatfacesLockewhenhecon-

siders therelationbetween ideas and the qualities of things.
Locke concedes that real essences arenotknown. Butwhat

mattershere isnotwhethercorpuscularstructuresarealready

elucidatedornot. Real essences, if foundout, that is, brought

intoperceptionas ideas,(thatis,experienced,andherewechange

ourpositionofconsideration intoempirical idealism,) cannotbe

ascertainedas real real essences. Thevcanonlvbecome the

constituentpartsofnominal essencesas thequalitiesofthings.

Whatthisparadoxshowsisthatwecannotassumeultimatereality

onwhichtofoundourknowledgesolongasweexplainideasas

theproductsofexperience.

NowforLockewordsaretorepresentonlythenominalessences
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ofthings, andthesenominalessencesarenothingmorethanideas
inthemindoftheuserofthosewords. Thereforenominalessences

aredifferentfrompersontoperson, and thismeansthatthede-

finitionsofgenusandspeciesandthestandardsofclassification

arealsodifferentfrompersontoperson,andthatknowledgecan

neverbecertainasfaras itdependsuponwords.

Lockefullyadmits thiskindof imperfectionof languageand

thepossibleabusesofwordsforthisreason,butdarenotconnect

languagetosomethingultimateforcertainty. It isthisattitude

ofLocke'sthatweshouldregardmore infurtherexamininghis

thOught.

11． HarrisonNatureandSvmbol

Theproblemof (nature in$$Hermes'' ' canbeconsideredinits
twoaspects・ Oneisthatofnatureinmen, thatis,humannature,
andwhatmattershere is the relationofhumannaturewith

speakingactivities. Theotheristhatofnatureasexternalthings,
andwhatmattersthenistherelationbetweenthosethingsand
theideasmenmakeaboutthem.

Inthefirst chapterof thebooklof @@Hermes''Harrissays,
$Speechisthejointenergieofourbestandnoblestfaculties, (that
istosav, ofourreasonandoursocialaffection)beingwithalour
peculiarornamentanddistinction, asmen.' And in the same
chapterhealsoargues to theeffect thatmenare @bynature'
socialandrational beings・ And inthenextchapterhefurther
saysthataman'sspeechordiscourse is :apublishingofsome
energieormotionofhissoul,' andclassifiessentencesaccording
tothepowersofthesoulexpressedinthem. Fromthesewecan
understandthatHarris considers reasonandsocial affectionas

men's internalnaturetobeexpressedinspeech, andthathealso
thinksofthisinternalnatureas theenergyofthemind. Then
howdoesHarrisrelatethisviewof languageofhiswithwhathe
saysaboutsymbols, ideasandthingsinthebooklllof ‘‘Hermes”？
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1n thebeginningof thebook lll of $GHermes"hecriticizes

modernphilosophyas it $almostwhollyemploysitselfaboutthe

lastorderofsubstance, that istosay, the tangible, corporeal, or
concrete,' andimpliestakingthepositiontoconsidermindasthe

ultimatecauseof all, followingancient philosophywhichscru-

tinizedthings {rather at their beginning than at their end'

("Herlnes" p. 308, n. (b), in the followingquotations from

G@Hermes'' onlypagenumberwillbementioned.).

AccordingtoHarris, if themindpenetrates into therecesses

ofall things, itseparatesthoseelementaryprincipleswhich, :be-

ingblendedtogetherafteramoremysteriousmanner, areunited

intheminutestpart, asmuchasinthemightiestwhole' (p. 307).
Andhesays, $MatterandFormareamongtheseelements, and

deserveperhapstobeesteemedastheprincipalamongthem' (p.

307), andapplies this schemaofmatterand formtolanguage,

consideringarticulatevoicesasthematterorcommonsubjectof
language, andmeaningas the formorpeculiarcharacterof it.

Hethencompares languagewithanimalvoice,andsaysthatthey
arecommoninhavingmeaning, but thatwhile themeaningof

animalvoicecomesfromnature, thesigni6cationof languageis

entirelybycompact,whichrevealshispositionof considering

language tobeconventional. He concludes, $Awordmaybe
definedavoicearticulateandsigni6cantbycompact,andlanguage

maybedefinedasystemofsuchvoices sosigni6cant' (pp. 328-
329)．
Harristhencomparesasystemof languagewiththeworld,and
wordswithindividual things intheworld, toseeiftheirrelation
isthatbetweentheoriginal and imitations, (that is, picturesor
images). Andsincehardlyanyofthethings inthisworldhave
articulatesoundastheirnaturalattribute, andvetthevallcanbe

exhibitedbythatmedium, heconcludes thatwordsaresymbols
which, accordingtohisdefinition, aremediaofexhibitionderived
fromaccidentsquitearbitrarytothings. Hethusrejectsthepos-
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sibilityof languageimitativelyrepresentingtheworld.

ButherewemustnoticethatHarrisdoesn'tconsider itanega-

tivefactthatwordsarearbitrarysigns,thatis,symbols. Heasks

himself, @Whvinthecommonintercourseofmenwithmenhave

imitationbeenneglected,andsymbolspreferred,althoughsymbols

areonlvknownbvhabit or institution･while imitationsarere-
ｰ 亨

cognizedbvakindofnaturalintuition？ ， （p,332)． Andheanswers
thatassymbolsarenotruledbythenaturalattributesofthings,
theirformationiseasyandspeedy, andtheycanrepresentthings
thatarenotimitable・ Soit isbecausewordsarearbitrarysigns
that reasoncancontrol themmore easily, andasmeans of
communication thevcanmore fullvbe connectedwith social

‐ 画

affection.

Harrisfurtherseeks torecognizetheconnectionof language
withreasonashumannatureinthefieldof semantics, andasks
whatwordsaresymbolsof. Andhepointsoutvariousunreason-
ableconsequencesresultingfromthesuppositionthatwordsare･
thesymbolsofexternal individualthingsperceivedbysenses, and
concludesthatwordsarethe symbols of somethingwithin, that
is, ideas, especiallygeneral ideas,notparticularideas. Individual
thingsintheexternalworldcanbedenotedbyaddingdefinitives
orarticlestogeneral terms, andthusexpressingparticularideas.
Nowthere laidbetweenwordsand theexternalworldas the

collectionof individual thingsare ideas. It istheformationof
ideasespeciallygeneral ideas that reasonor intellectashuman
natureworksat initsinternalenergy.
LikeLocke, Harris startshisargument onknowledge from
discussingtheroleofsense;

Man'sfirstperceptionsare thoseof thesenses, inasmuchas

thevcommencefromhisearliestinfancv. Theseperceptions, if
シ 今

notinfinite, areat least indefinite, andmoreHeetingandtran-
sient, thantheveryobjects,whichtheyexhibit,becausethey
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notonlydependupontheexistenceofthoseobjects, butbecause

theycannotsubsist,withouttheirimmediatepresence.

(pp.353-354)

So to retain theHeetingformsof things,we_haveafaculty,

lcalledimaginationorfancy,whichhoweverastoitsenergiesit

maybesubsequenttosense,yet istrulypriortoitbothindignity

anduse' (p. 354). Andwhen imagination6xes the fluencyof

senseandthusprovidesaproperbasisfortheoperationofhigher

energies, thesoul exerts itspowers, thepowersof reasonand

intellect.

'Tisthenonthesepermanentphantasmsthatthehumanmind

firstworks, andbyanenergyasspontaneousandfamiliartoits

nature, astheseeingofcoloursisfamiliartotheeye, itdiscerns

atoncewhat inmanyisone; what inthingsdissimilarand

differentissimilarandthesame. Bythis itcomestobeholda

kindofsuperiorobjects; anewraceofperceptions,morecom-

prehensivethanthoseofsense; araceofperceptions, eachone

ofwhichmaybefoundintireandwhole intheseparateindi-
vidualsofaninfiniteand fleetingmultitude,withoutdeparting

fromtheunityandpermanenceofitsownnature.

(pp. 360-366)

Thisistheprocessbywhichthemindformsgeneral ideas・ Harris
thusemphasizestheactivenatureofimagtnationandintellection,
butsolongashestartstheprocessfomsenseexperiense, hecould
notthinkoftheinnatenessof ideasthemselves. Soheconsiders

thepowerofformingideasasthe internalnatureofmenwhich
reallyistheenergyofthemind.
Andagainso longashestarts theprocess fromsense, like
Lockehecouldnotascertainifideasthusformedexpressthereal
essencesofexternal things・ Sohereheaskshimselfthequestion



58

abouttheultimateoriginofthoseideas. Andtoshowandmake

surethat ideasthusformedbymen's intellectcorrespondtothe

intelligibleforms inexternal nature, hesupposes thatnatureis

designedby thesupreme intellectual being, that is, theDeity.

Intelligibleforms first existwith theDeityashis innateideas.

TheDeitydesignsthisworldasan intellectualsystemaccording

tohis internal intelligibleformsasmodels. Thus;

Maywebeallowedthentocreditthose speculativemen,who

tellsus, "'tisinthesepermanentandcomprehensiveformsthat

thetheDeityviewsatonce,withoutlookingabroad,allpossible

productionsbothpresent, past and future-that thisgreatand

stupendousviewisbutaviewof himself,whereall thingslie

invelopedintheirprinciplesandexemplars, asbeingessential
tothefulnessofhisuniversal intellection?"…Wemustnow

say-Nilest insensu, quodnonpriusfuit inintellectu.
(pp. 389-391)

Andsincemenasimagesof theDeityarebynatureintellectual

beings, thosegeneral ideaswhichmenformbyexertingtheir

intellectualpowercancorrespondtotherealessencesofthethings

innature,whichinHarris'scasearetheintelligibleformswhich

arewhatmakethingswhattheyreallyareaccordingtothedesign

oftheDeity.

Harrisderiveshis ideaofnaturebeingdesignedfromhisob-

servationthatthingsinnaturearemoreexquisitethananyworks

ofart. Ifaclock, forexample, ismadeaccordingtothedesign

bvmenof it. it is lesscontrarVtoreasontothinkthatnatural
ご

productionswhicharemoreexquisitearemadebydesign,thanto
thinkthattheyaremadebychance. Andonceweadmit the
existenceofdesign, $wemust ofnecessityadmit amindalso,
becansedesignimpliesmind,whenever 'tistobe found' (p. 379).
Andfromhereassumedistheexistenceofthesuprememind, the
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Deitv.

Ofcourse, fromLocke'sposition, thiscannot becalledaproof.

ForLocke, theexquisitenessofnature, if it exists, itself isan

ideawhichwegetfromourexperience, andwhichcannothave

anyfirmbasis, andcannotitselfbeany6rmbasisforthesupposi-

tionof somethingmore fundamental. And ifwe trytofound

somethinguponsomethingultimate,wecannotavoidfallinginto

aparadox, becausewehavenomeanstoprovetheultimatenessof

thatsomethingultimate. This impassablegapbetweenourex-

perienceandtherealityasthegroundfor thecertaintyofour

knowledge,Harriseasilybridgesbysupposingapredestinatehar-

monybetweenhumannatureandexternalnature・ ForHarriseach
sideofnatureisanintellectualsystemwhoseintellectualexistence
isguaranteedbytheDeity, thesupremeintellect. Forhim,there-
fore, thepowerofhumanintellectwhoselimitisthemainconcern
ofLockecanreachandgrasptheultimatereality.

III. LockeandHarrisintheSeventeenth

andEighteenthCenturyBackground

Inthischapter lwould like torecapitulatewhatLockeand
Harrissayonnatureandsign, focusingontheirunderstandingsof
therelationbetweenwords, ideas, and things, andcomparetheir
viewstakingtheirbackgrounds intoconsideration・ Andtomake
thematter clearer, I shall first formulate theminrelation to
Aristotle's $@De lnterpretatione''whichoffers thearchetypeof
suchawayofunderstandinglanguage.
AccordingtoAristotle,wordsaresignsof ideasbyconvention,
whileideasaresignsofthingsonlywhentheirrelationisnatural.
BothLockeandHarrisagreewithAristotle intheformerpoint.
Thenwhatabout the latterpoint？ Harrisdoes thinkthat the

relationbetweenideasandthingsisnaturalbecauseideasexpress
theforms (therefore thereal essences i.e. theverynature) of
things. But Harris's concept of symbol includes the idea of
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arbitrariness, soideasarenotsymbolsinhiscase.

InLocke's case, ideas are signsof things, but the relation

betweenideasandthingsdependsonthearbitrarinessofaspeak-

er'sformingof ideas. Thereforeideasdonot represent thereal

essencesofthings, butonlythenominal essencesofthemwhich

aredifferentfrompersontoperson.

BehindthefactthatLockeconsiderswordssoimperfect isthe

general distrust in language in seventeenth centuryEngland
thatwordsonlyimpedetheformationofproperknowledge. This
distrustperhapsstarts fromBacon. Inhis "NovumOrganum"
Baconpointedoutfouridolswhichstandinthewayofthosewho
intendtoconstructnewscience. Of themthemost stubbornis

theidol ofmarketplacewhich is causedbyouruseofwords.
Wordsareuseful incommunication,but for thisveryreasonwe

areapttobesubjecttothemwhilewebelievethattheyareunder
thecontrolofourreason. Andsincewordsareusuallymadeon

thebasisoftheunderstandingsofcommonpeople,theintervention

ofwordsonthewaytoknowledgecannotbeanythingbut an

obstructiontotheprojectofnewsciences,especiallynewnatural

studies. Evenifwetrytode6newordsmoreclearly,wordsused

for thedefinitionare themselves incompleteat this stageand

thereforeuseless. Baconat last asserts thatweshouldgoback

toexamineindividualexamplesandtheirorders. Andthisasser-

tionrevealsthenatureofhisinductivemethodwhichtakesspecial

noticeofprivilegedexamples. But inregards to language, the
directionhetookcanonlybeexpressed insuchwordsas (from

wordstothings,' justashisgeneralattitudecouldbecalled @from

magictoscience.'

AccordingtoBacon, therearetwokindsof idolsimposedupon

reasonaboutwords. Oneisthat causedbythenamesofthings

whichdonotexist. Theotheristhatcausedbythenameswhich,

thoughbeingthenamesofexistingthings, arebasedonimcom-

pleteabstractionsfromthem, andthereforehavedefects intheir
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definitions. Fromsuch distrust in existing languages, Bacon
thoughtoftheusefulnessof $realcharacters'whichdenotecon-

ceptsandthingsdirectly, hintedbyChinesecharacters. Mostof

theideas of universal languagedeveloped inseventeenth cen-

turyEnglandhavethisdistrust incommon, itseems.

WhatBaconsaysabout these two idolsarediscussedmorein

detailbyLockeinthechapter titled $@TheAbusesofWords'' in

his @6Essay.'' ButtoLockelanguagebeing imperfectmeansnot

merelythatexistinglanguagesaredefective,butthatlanguageis

intrinsicallyimperfect. Andthisviewof languageofLocke's is
thenaturalresult ofhis considerationonthe relationbetween

thingsandideasthatwordssignify,whichisbasedonhisposition

ofwhat l call empirical idealism. Lockepresents languageas

somethingwhichisessentiallyimperfect.

ContrarytoLocke,Harristhinksof languageasperfect, orat

leasthepresentsaperfect languageasamodelforhisconsidera-

tion・Whatensuresthisperfection is theoperation (energy) of
intellect, inHarris'scase. Sointhe last chapterof {lHermes''
headmitsthattherearelanguagesofdifferentgradesaccordingto
thedegreeofintellectualperfection. But tohimthereexistsan
ideal language,Greek, andit isthisideal languagethatshouldbe
takenasamodel forthephilosophicalconsiderationof language.
InHarris'scase, iftheoperationof intellect isperfect, itcan
graspthereal essencesof things. Harris triestoprovethisby
developinghisviewofnature. First, theoperationofintellect
asmen'sinternalnatureisanenergyofthemind、which, onthe
groundoftheworkingsofsenseand imaginationtoreceiveand
retainthesensibleformsof things inexternal nature, comesto
formrneral ideasofthembyitsunifyingandcollectingpower.
Andthisexternalnaturecannotbethoughtofasotherwisethan
theproductofthedesignof theDeity, thesupreme intellectual
being, consideringitsexquisitenessbeyondhumanworks・ Sothe
primarycausesof things innatureare their intelligible forms
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whichfirstexistwiththeDeityasthemodelsofhisdesign. Quite

naturallyit istheseintelligibleformsthathumanintellectgrasps

whenitformsgeneral ideasof things inexternalnature. And

thuswords, ifconnectedtogeneralideasbycompact, canexpress

thoseintelligibleforms, thatis,therealessencesofexternalthings.

Andherepresentedisamodel ofperfect languagewhichisthe
naturalresultofHarris'sviewofnature.

HarriJsattitudetoemphasizetheactivenatureof intellectas

anenergyofthemindLisperhapsunder theinHuenceofRalph

Cudworth(1617-1688) bywayof the thirdearl ofShaftesbury

(1671-1713),hisuncle.TothemLocke's @humanunderstanding'

seemedtobetoopassiveagainstsenseexperience. ThusCudworth

says;

Knowledgeisaninwardactiveenergyofthemind,notarising

fromthingsactingfromwithout. …Some ideas of themind

proceednotfromoutwardsensibleobjects, butarisefromthe

inwardactivityof themind itself. …All the ideasof things

artificialhavesomethinginthemthatnevercame fromsense.

Thistrueofplantsandanimals.

(ATreatiseconcerningEternalandlmmutableMorality,IV-I,II)

Theeyeorsenseofabrute, thoughithaveasmuchpassively

impresseduponitfromwithoutasthesoul of amanhath, ． . 、
couldnotcomprehendfromthencetheformal ideaandnature
ofahouseorplace,whichnothingbut anactive intellectual
principlecanreachinto.

(TheTruelntellectualSystemoftheUniverse, 111, p. 594,
fromRL・Brett $Fancyandlmagination')

AndaboutLocke'sdenialoftheexistenceofinnateideas,Shaftes-

buryarguesthatwhatshouldbeconsidered innatearenot ideas
themselvesbutthepowersofformingideas.
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Thequestionisnot about the time the ideasenter'd, or the
momentthatonebodycameoutoftheother: butwhetherthe

constitutionofmanbesuch, that sooneror later (nomatter
when) theideaandsenseoforder, administration, andaGod
willnot infallibly, inevitably,necessarilyspringupinhim.

(LetterstoaYoungManattheUniversity, 1716)

The ideaofnaturebeingdesignedbytheDeitycouldquite
commonlybeseenamongtheseventeenthandeighteenthcentury
thoughtsofnaturalreligionanddeism, thoughinvariousforms_
ThefactthatHarristhinksofnaturemoreexquisitethanarti6cial
thingsandtakesaclockasanexampleofthelatter, impliesthat
Harris'simageofexternalnature is that ofanorganismrather
thanamechanism. JohnRay(1627-1705)thoughtofnatureasan
organism, andwasunderthein6uenceofCudworth・ So inthis
pointalsoHarrisseems tobedeeplyaffectedbyCudworthand
Shaftesbury・ LikeShaftesburyheseemstohavesucceededCud-
worth'sideaof :plasticnature.' Cudworthusesthetermtorefer
toaprinciplewhichhebelieves isatwOrkinthenaturalworld
asanagentof thedivinemind. Cudworthconsiderstheworld
asanintellectualsystemanimatedbythisprincipleof <plastic
nature.'

Shaftesburydreams of theharmonyof truth, goodness and
beauty, andseeks itsground innature. About theenergyof
naturehesays,

...everyparticularnaturecertainlyandconstantlyproduceswhat
isgoodtoitself; unlesssomethingforeigndisturbsorhindersit.
...Thusnatureinthepatientstrugglestothelast,andstrivesto
throwoffthedistemper. Thusevenintheseplantsweseeround
us, everyparticularnaturethrivesandattainsitsperfection.
(CharacteristicsofMen,Manners,Opinions,Times,11,pp.359-360)
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Thisstatementfindsanechointheprefaceof :{Hermes'';

Thegrowthofknowledgehe (Harris)ratherthinkstoresemble
thegrowthof fruit; however external causesmay insome
degreecooperate,'tistheinternalvigour, andthevirtueofthe
tree, thatmustripenthejuicestotheirjustmaturity.

(Hermes, preface,v-vi)

Conclusion

ThepointwhereLockeandHarrisaremostdifferent intheir
viewsofnatureandlanguage iswhetheranyprimarycauseor

principleisassumedinthem.

Lockethoroughlydeniestheexistenceofinnateprinciples, and
thus shutsout thepossibilityof settinganyprimarycause in
men. Andbyassertingthat it is impossible toknowthereal
essencesofthings,healsoblocks thewaytotheassumingofa
primaycauseinexternalnature. ThispostureofLocke'sofdaring
not toassumeanyprimaryprinciplealso comes fromBacon.
Baconponderedoverthequestionofwhether theprimarycause
ofnatureismechanicalorenergetic, andconcludedthatwehad
betterabandonthesolutionofthiskindofproblemthanworry

toomuchabout it, forhe thought that thegeneralpropositions
inthemiddleoftheorderof logicaremoreofusetomen・ So
hewenttothestudyofnatural historyfor theadvancementof
learningandforthecontrolofnaturebymen.
Lockedeniesthepossibilityofassuminganyprimaryprinciple
ontheprincipleofhisempirical idealism, andthusarguesthat
knowledge is intrinsicallyempirical. Therefore tohimnatural
studiesalways staytentative, andwordsarealways imperfect.
Lockeknowsthis, andseemsrathertothinkofthisaffirmatively.
Fortodeducewhateverknowledgefromacertainprimaryprin-
cipletendstomakeknowledgeaclosedsystemthoughapparently
certain,whilebyconsideringknowledgeasessentiallytentative
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wecankeepitalwaysopentoinnovatiOnandexpansion. Locke's
viewofeducationconfirmsthisargumentofhis.

Harristhinksofasortofmentalenergyastheprimarycause
whosesubstanceistheworkingofintellect. Itworksbothinmen
andnature, andthus theperfectionof ideasmenmakeabout

natureandthereforeofwordsas thesymbolsof ideas ispre-
destinatelyguaranteed. InthebackgroundofthisviewofHarris's
areCambridgePlatonistsandShaftesbury, andfromhimcanbe
drawnalinetotheEnglishromantics (especiallytoColeridge).
AndheaboveallowesmuchtoGreekandRomanclassics・ But
doesn'tthedevelopmentofhisthinkingshowalmostapredestined
patternwhichiscommontothespeculations startingfromsome
primaryprinciple？
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