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On the Conception of Space in John Locke’s
((An Essay concerning Human Understanding))

Aiji Goto
RESUME

In this paper, I try to analyze the conception of Space which was written in the chapter XIII,
book 1II, of ((An Essay concerning Human Understanding)) by John Locke, and put it into the
confrontation of various theories in the 17 th century.

As the result of this analyzation, the following issues would be revealed.

1. In his ((Essay)), John Locke does not admit both the relative conception of Space and the
absolute conception of it.

2. In his critical analysis of Descartes’ theory, the method of scepticism is adopted.
1. 17H#BIC 85 5 2/, BRI

A) 17HAC IR, SERONFEMHHREVRI L BRTH L, FLT, - 0¥ RERTORE
iy, BRICEORLERNLEES L LT, R EBMCET 2SO BB RENSH -1, 2
B, ZONFHMABEIC IS UM E¥EE, H5BEEEN BE-K L T—on BT -
T eh Tz,

B, #an, ZoORNOZEM, BECETI¥HYS 0 2> TR, o0y, —ooftk
BB R o5,

—%, Newton iwf{EIh 5 & 57, HAHIZER, EROEMLED LB THL, KL, WE
H5 - E—YoNNEY L EBIRIC, HETRBOEME, MR L 30 bbb k< —cER D
Ffts L ToRMEYE 2 12,

f75, Leibniz (3, ZEf%, RFICBE IS EHOHFEOKRR LE 29, BY, EHoMET 2
IEfF &% 2T, B L OMBBIGRAYER TS, b, HMEHMZM, A EEnEELYEEL -,

X, Descartes (2, Leibniz & 237 D\ ST T, ZRIMEE L WEYE—EL, WEY 1ich -2
BUIB Y 270 &%, ERAPERY & <, BRRICKV T, RINERYEDF, L bd 5,
ERNAEH Y L), BEOBHOMEFREKEYEEL TV 5,

CDX5Te, RELGI T oM, ZEMARONIIY SFZH\ T, John Locke nZefishz &
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BYL0H0, ZONRDHENTH D,

B) A4o X 51z, Locke iz [Af4n#3#k ) (An Essay concerning Human Understanding) (=%
W7, Descartes o#itflzE & LT, KXxExbbbL V5, Lip~>T, i3, Descartes {yZ2
Rk I ntd AW L BB TH B, LavL, Bk, ZORKHH Newton LRIU &5 7, MR
BN H &> DTHH 5 pe o Lo [EkER) D, Newton #y7siExi 2R % B T
2D HCHELNAREEL LIELEDL S, LaL, #Hix—HT, Newton Ay7c B ARFRIAIED
B OBRIABEEL TR H, MBSV TIBYERBPTHHETS, —EDBRY DI %
¥ TH 5,

FIpdEF, o [Baey] Lo EEank, BARCET 529 EZ (physical consideration)
EERL TV A0 TH D, HORM, EHLGIEER, HET, BRLLTDLAENDTH S,

Lichio T, 1733 R oKz 0T, Locke (3, BRI, —HOMBIZFHEL T
I e, A, Locke » BAEOEERR X L7ch, HoOBFICHL T, [BBRH~ORBEML] &2y
AR LRRROST] Lo B SR BA LA FERICBL TS, Bl L image
B, ik, 2&F LT,

Fit, 5, CoMER, ook, AEREERRBOIHIEVC S LEETERDLEINHL LD L
AR THE EFRLTWA, ZONRCHVTE, HEOZUHEORBEY 500 - 7ol AHER)
PRI 5o e 0T, Locke 0 &BHRHAIMIL, SBOBELLT, bLIbLILT 5,

LichinT, 22T, #o NERAMMNE] oMy, Ko ERR) obr bRl T, —E
DIfiRE 2 E B 5. FLTTENE, Locke DBAFHHEOEHRICH T3, HoERK
HIFEARA B 5 2T L7z,

2. Locke nBEFNEFZNHTOH [RfMER] OME

A) Locke i1 [ AR4ntR] 2 2 513825158 h T, 22 LBER (B wouw T~ Tuw
5. FOERIOIZE L, HMES (complex idea) 240 RN AH/RL TVWA2ETHY, LIk
T, BSRTR OVZ2RS3, HftAEAE (simple mode) & LT, HHBEOTHILL - TIbhb,

Locke oHEMEL13, HEMBAYMMIESLLLDOTH->T, Thil, KE (modes), &
(substances), BAf: (relations) D= HE I N5, £ LT, ERAEEMERE (simple mode) &
EMEEH (mixed mode) Wwihh, BEiEHEOTT, ZEH, Bt # etc. KNEBRIN D,

CoSBICECT, BH, Bk G5 3, ERESOTORMETH T, L EMKETSHD
kil h, DD, BHBEO—WMIEELV) T LITIth,

LaL, —7, [ARa®lE2E& 5Bk, [ XERREH, D OEME S (simple Ideas
of divers Senses) & LT, ZER7\: LER T BMEGICED TV 5,

7oA ET A ECD, 25 LEFER, Locke BEKUM 2 ek o fobFTaw, $ild, 2
13T ID BT, Chh [EMEsoEAEY] (Modification of any one simple Idea) & i3- & H &
F#L, 2&1ECHVTE, [EHLERLBEMBSCR L TEYTH LV LR T VDL TH 5,
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¥, [ARESR] 4R THMI SR L, e, ERosBEUNAOBEFOREY
FoThwichnXsThHb,

IDOEARDMIMOF TR, BMBSCHL T, TONEEICLIATLOBE =280 50
Do

O HMBAYEEBSCHER TS L,

@ HMiTtarh, BHTHh, BoHOBRYLEL2BI L,

Q@ MBI T—RBESEEIBFLZ &,

IDXS, BMBE,»D, LVBEMLBEORISVCIILTRINS ALV EER,
T, BIRETOFEE, HARTOMNIME TR, ELATHTE TS,

TEHriofk [ABmEER] £EOBBEYRb L Tab L, FARTOMMDIS, Eit, #HD
AROBRICE . E< I, BIE[SHER] OFERBELE L TALE, B3R TOFTELILIL,
WHXBZDOFLELTLDE LRI, 4, FARMMCE 5B TE BE5%0%1
FRICABETLELLT, EIBELI NV ->TLHDTH S,

L Lietih, B2ELEOFARDIEF L, BIMDRBMRIZ Lich»Twb, 2% 0, b
Frel Ty, BHBEORNICRIrN DL, AR, ThIEMBEOEETH- T, BEMEL L
LT, E0horbhTVwb,

ZHLIFBEHEETDHEVD Z L, Locke BHORBE eSRic b BELH 51, BRI, B
i (modes) &\ 5 &0 —EBHORMBIERILD S,

B) oML S BE&L, Locke DDA F Y AEZRTIL, BEAEFELREVESTH -
7oo KBEIZ 33\~ T2, Descartes LI# Spinoza 7 &2 X » TIRPLUCER I i Ay, 4 ¥ ) 2 T3, Locke
7, 3% < Descartes 7» 5% AT, BEOBS¥WCEALILLDTH S,

Locke (¥ modes #%k D L 5 1D~ 5,

First, Modes I call such complex Ideas, which however compounded, contain not in them the
supposition of subsisting by themselves, but are considered as Dependences on, or Affections
of Substances;”

DED, RERKRBTKEFEL TED, TONEH T, FHEIREOFREL LT IOTHS, Zhi
Descartes LR UEHETH D, Spinoza DA, KEIMIZFTHSH» 5, Descartes DEFHEDIE
CEHENSD0T, BEOKEE VS Z Lt b,

KD GEHRTIL, 1 Descartes 0FE, EEIEREBHEO-FE L V5T, HBiMLFek
DR\ E LT, ROCHEINS, Li L, Locke D4, EMEIIF D X 5 /s priority - Ty /e
Vo

%3 Locke 0@ * L b LI L5,

REDDVIAEHLL 28BS, B2 55 LodicksoTitnd, —EK», #x
T—cRbhd, COKELLTOEMBAL, 5FHCE—3h, —ODETHRETRD, £
i3, TEMBSOEM#AED]) (complications of many ideas) TH 3, = DEMMAEIT, KDL 5 ot
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LT, RELVOIBELET ST TELLRD,
Because, as I have said, not imagining how these simple Ideas can subsist by themselves, we
accustom our selves, to suppose some Substratum, wherein they do subsist, and from which
they do result, which therefore we call substance®.

T, BMBAECEMENER LEVDOITTE 2L LR D DL, accustom our selves to suppose
------ EWCHBETHLbLIND I, THETLHLOCELEBE STV AT EY, T2540

(support) & L TOEEKZDE DO TIL, AWM ABELYE - T\ DTH 5,
-—-Which Support we denote by the name Substance, though it be certain, we have no clear,
or distinct Idea of that thing we suppose a Support®?,

Z542%k, 2o Substance £\ 5 D, 1ofl, FEEF o LBEMBARAYRIIY LD A DICE
EINTCTE RGBS LT, RECKETLIHRBE LV S EROSTI, HEOEDERIC
e b7z,

7 zT, Locke i3, BB OREEVIBEY—RETIESFEVTEZL TS L0 Wb iFET
%o

And if in this I use word Mode, in somewhat a different sence from its ordinary signification,
I beg pardon; it being unavoidable in Discourses, differing from the ordinary received
Notions, either to make new Words, or to use old Words in somewhat a new signification, the
latter whereof, in our present case, is perhaps the more tolerable of the two"".

= T\ 5 somewhat a new signification 73, iz ~7- X 5 /s, THME S OEZE | (Modification
of simple Idea) &\~ 5 EHE ST TH 5, 2F 0, MY, EEL VOB IREE BiLLC
#4512 (the supposed, or confused Idea of Substance) & #5002  flEA5&EF -, BRI HEME
EOERTHH LV AAKXHECELET, ZOKR RUBHORMBEIERLCDL DOHEM
A, V<o DEROBMBANER I AL ONRERKRE L S h, B, KGR,
ZERIEENDEOTH 5,

FITEBC T BEFHE, WS OorDESBE0ERTHLIL, EHBEOFIED
Th IV, Lvl, HBiiEH, RUEHEOBMBEOERTHLH, Db, BMBEEORCEDHNE
Ldh, Exbhb,

3. Locke mZERERHO DT

A) EROBMBEL, BESILVCEMEXYBLTCOTEONAD DO TH D0, BMRMECLS &,
TOLEAERE LS D E - T, B (Distance) &2, HEE (Extension) &7y, # (Figure) &
2y, $BFT (Place) & 2273, ToHhitgihid,

B%iz, Extention % & b 1, #h & Locke o Descartes #t¥] & DBIRAYEEL L 5,

94138 3 k\C, HizEEE (Extension) #&KkD X 5 ICEHZ ST T 5,

The term Extension is usually applied to it (Space), in what manner soever considered®,
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FECERL L THRKRLERTH > T, BLEALEBRIL LV -TH IV, L, ThEF4KR
DFBRTH > T, HEIRICFHGTIREKRD L Hile»> T 5,

When considered between the extremities of Matter, Which fills the Capacity of Space with
something solid, tangible, and movable, it is properly called Extension. And so Extension is
an Idea belonging to Body only®*;

ZIT, PRCDLETHLD L L TRERPBNLONT B2, FBICBNIE 4RO L 5 e EE
DEITTe 2 RIT S b BT, 138276, 5 315E 1 fIic s Th, REROEERNE 472 -
TEREINTEINTVABE82H 5, 2% 0, Locke i3, Descartes it EMA A B¥ITE - T
e TH B A, HBICEHRT B 12T 0 Descartes#it¥| 0 BROT T, ZoOMEOEERAFHLL T,
BARO L S HEFILE B OV b L,

L2 L, %2 Descartes f)7s &R DT 5212138 T & ¥, Locke ¥ EH DE RS %, Descartes
DENENMHLT, JKovh (Expension) L5 FI0FWHTRbT I LI,

Distance or Space, in its simple abstract conception, to avoid confusion, I call Expansion, to
distinguish it from Extension,...*®

Z o Expansion &\ 5 &0, DWICHEEYE I B ooy, o Descartes #E¥| o
b, TOCKEIRICBADERES DO TH S,

T, Locke i, Descartes DEERBEICH LT, EDX I HEBEXY L 7D THA D b,

B) Locke iz X #i¥, Descartes O i3, EE=HHEHTH 5.

There are some that would persuade us, that dey and Extension are the same thing?;

Descartes (1, fEf& - BEOKFNIIEER XK TH » TEEM LRI TiEewv T HEBIT T,
R EIBFHOREE L TCOBETSH Y, WEIHBEEONRE L TOEETH -, BRELEED
Bk ThH AU E, BELERMOLRANTHILBR LV EE LS, 2D LT, WEBFYHEA¥ITL -
TREST IS E LD THD, #-T, MR, ZE () Lo ER) 2, #%
DHRBOFLLHRIN S, ARCREFROIBBRIATLE>DTH B,

Locke DB &1, HEOKEXYERIEFTICRE L v, HiC X, B R L E# (Solidity)
R o T b, Lichi>T, Eév-5, Locke B DEMBESYEMNC LT, WHEIEE L XBIX
b,

Z DOFf, Locke o Descartes #t|d HENKE RS LAV,

And if it be a Reason (reasoning) to prove, that Spirit is different from Body, because

Thinking includes not the Idea of Extension in it; the same Reason will be as valid, I suppose,

to prove, that Space is not Body, because it includes not the Idea of Solidity in it; Space and

Solidity being as distinct Ideas, as Thinking and Extension, and as wholly separable in the
Mind one from another®®.

#ETH 5 Descartes DFmaEHE (Reason) ## - T LT, Descartes DFELH LT 5 & s

5 Pjbis rthetoric ThH %, L ZAN—HT, HREACOEMBELYHRIET L&, LT
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DTHb, 2% h, EHELEMIECIBCH L TERRDLICELZTE1LTH 5,
If any one asks me, What this Solidity is, I send him to his Sexses to inform him: Let him put
a Flint, or a Foot-ball between his Hands; and then endeavour to join them, and he will know.
If he thinks this not a sufficent Explication of Solidity, what it is, and wherein it consists; |
promise to tell him, what it is, and wherein it consists, when he tells me what thinking is, or
wherein it consists; or explain to me, what Extension or Motion is, which, perhaps, seems
much easier'?.

SF 0, #ETHLRE (Senses) #WML T, 2F @RI L - C, MALUNCILNLEFTHDOTH S,
L, FOUEDRENDBERDL, ¥, THOMLRCESILEVIDLFE, T2 TH, #HiL, &
DREAEE > TY)D 222 LT\ 5B, =5 L1 Locke DRI Ftk%, LB b>—EL Y EFsz &
A0, BHE, Thul, BERBORHI T TH D,

C) L7#3-7T, Locke 3, #thmbb, EM2L KIS hcMBEMEEDD 2 L 1Tieb, M
BZef L AR D Z L THHD, THIRD X 5 BHERRF-> T\ 5,

D BEHEERZhEBETHHE, PlEoOEB KT 2B YE F 0%

@ MBZERli, BHCSBETE R, BOMERIFTETH 525, SEITERV,

Q@ MBEHOTS LEETE L, P CHTHETERNLETH LD,

XS IBER o oMZER] (EZ2) 3, 1) 2 ZTh, Descartes DEZEEEH &S0
%o

Descartes DEZEEE DRI, KD X 5 Iegwikic X 5 & Locke i3 2T %,

Those who contend that Space and Body are the same, bring this Dilemma. Either this Space
is something of nothing; if nothing be between two Bodies, they must neccessarily touch; if
it be allowed to be something, they ask, whether it be Body or Spirit??®

B3R Spirit TUX7Vah, R0y, e LT, ZERAWAETIHILIhAZ LT b L)
DTHBH, BL < %7y Parmenides DRETH S, LHrL, ZOHBRRTIE FEHLED, BEH1Y
Bh, LW THENIIBINR TV b, ZOZGERXRD R, BREESLD 2cle{isd,
#z =, Lockeiy, &z 5,

To which [ answer by another Question, Who told them, that there was, or could be nothing,
but solid Beings, which could not think; and thinking Beings that were not extended??*

Z T, ffbh s rhetoric b Ei, HFOREOFBRLOS DICE T 5 MEHRANEHKZHL 2
T A EEERIIRGR TH %o

La L, = Descartes 23iicxt3 5K, MBHLKHCTE 0T, Locke DHRT 5l
V2R RE, Mk, Descartes JR25DRMMBILT 5 L FRIR D, ZOREH & HEE

EHTOLED BT LS,
@ If any one ask me, What this Space, I speak of, is? I will tell him, when he tells me what

his Extension is®.
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® If it be demanded (as usually it is) whether this Space void of Body, be Substance or
Accident, I shall readily answer, I know not: nor shall be ashamed to own my Ignorance,
till they that ask, shew me a clear distinct Idea of Substance®®.

—RLTHLM e L0, ZThIIERREOBRTH S,

e, —YIOMERIEICH LT, TheHIT2EHERRT L LT, KRB
LY, FORBRELT, FBEROLEICWAS ETHLDTH S, odLIC, Sextus Empiricus
XL, REEFEEIL, KDL DTH S,

Le scepticisme c’est la faculté d’opposer les apparences (ou phénomeénes) et les concepts de
toutes les maniéres possibles; de 13 nous en arriverons, i cause de la force égale des choses
et des raisons opposées, d’abord a la suspension du jugement, puis a 'ataraxie®®”.

Locke 7EREHE TH S & THE, Descartes FjcBR TORGEOBE, BEMHOB S, MR
FEORETH B, HixEODOES (ignorance) #¥FIH &b > TEEL T 0EbRLV-DTH 5,

REHAMED & = A3, Locke nEEEHRM A b - T, Descartes DHEMERRYRR Lo &
LML TEFE I,

f&z, Locke 75, Descartes, Leibniz i b s L 57, L OBGRZ B I\ HXHY 7222/
DIPx+TT, Newton 7R DOIIBITNL > T 1eDME I ME WS Z ETH D,

D) Locke mZefif& s Newton HY7cZ2HIBEE &L REBCH 2o 2vbh TV 5013, BATRICES
WTTHbB,

Newton DERIEHZEMTH 0, —H0HEY L EBFL, WETTBHOBFTTHY, RENE
¥ & DBERE R\, Lichio T, EREEOBOENAIBHN, BATHD L5 Z LiTind,

Zhiext LT, Locke (ZBFroMExE2ERT 5, Locke DERIIKD L 5 TH %,

... So in our Idea of Place, we consider the relation of Distance betwixt any thing, and any
two or more Points, which are considered, as keeping the same distance one with another, and
so considered as at rest; for when we find any thing at the same distance now, which it was
Yesterday from any two or more Points, which have not since changed their distance one
with another, and with which we then compared it, we say it hath kept the same Place:!*®

2% b, BT (Place) L2, BT 5LE2ON 255N LOBMTH > T, ZOFRIERALYE
TWEBMIE ST, BN, ERCELTS, Zhr, i, Sl TS0 EoREOHIC
Boht:, F=2ABEOa<~ONEOHITHMT S, #Ea%x, 7= AWK DD, HITH DD,
BZH DT, BHOBEIE->TL D, LEkd->T, FEHOBHICOLTL, BROBEEEFT
50, FEHLXOLOOFHOBEEFE O LIXTE L, 2F ), EHNZEHOBEYEALFOZ
ERARTRRELE LI DTH D, LOBHAL, BRLDOLDODERNL < %,

... because beyond that (the Universe), we have not the Idea of any fixed, distinct, particular
Beings, in reference to which, we can imagine it to have any relation of distance; but all

beyond it is one uniform Space or Expansion, wherein the Mind finds no variety, no marks®.
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ZZTh, MRER & L CTo Expansion i, SRIETETH 5, ABOBHOENIDORREXE 2 5 7
LTHbB,

DLEDZ &b BA T X 512, Newton y7ciexdZ2fi) (2, Locke offiZER L F L & D Tidinly,
ABIOfbEDRE % BT & WEICRET 5 Locke DI BV » T, RELEN:, BAM0EXZMH
BEDLRLTH A,

E) Zh T3, Descartes fy7ciEREIER T b 7c <, Newton By7c#axzefiizh T % 7o\ Locke »
ZEREBEOHBIIATH A 0 TO—DXHAEDOFEXRDDL L) ETH b,

b L, BRRNIBOAE—BIRL LT, BAEE LV OBEXERTAORIMRLLLT
b, HEZ Db D%, o bHEL LTI E b0, BRI LT, BoOEERET
HLBEERATELXE > T, BRI T LD, HWRESHCIZL TS IVLDTERIENS Dy

L#AL, Locke iz, &< % T% Descartes {7 EZERERITITREL T b, Fiid, Descartes
EEY, WEXHEVCIERLTEL LV OBHTHS, WHEHERYBRE CHLTTHME, £
NITMEERIZ 7 D, i Descartes D HIC, THEXEDLENLTH B, 7o & 2L, Descartes 7%
B=EE*RELTHRCHLT, HRKRD LSRN,

If so, whether it will not thence follow, That God, Spirits, and Body, agreeing in the same
common nature of Substance, differ not any otherwise than in a bare different modification
of that Substance; as a Tree and a Pebble, being in the same sence Body, and agreeing in the
common nature of Body, differ only in a bare modification of that common matter; which will
be a very harsh Doctrine®.

MEEM LYY, RUCERELETHI LR, £R. WEOHRYBOMEBIES T, HHH~F
HECOEEREYRRL XL LTH B, Locke o B AFT, Descartes i3, kD X 512, WHEERBZ I
bbb 2D THA,

The truth is, these Men (Cartésians) must either own, that they think Body infinite, though
they are loth to speak it out, or else affirm, that Space is not Body®Y.

WEERRC /L > T T BB » ThEFEREEOBATH A, WHICTHBONELYE
ETAHZEXIANLTH D,

Farther, those who assert the impossibility of Space existing without Matter, must not only
make Body infinite, but must also deny a power in God to annihilate any part of Matter®?.

ZDfmcg> T, Locke i3, MoOLEXRDHOIE, FHCEIEY b OTIEE HEYHE
SRDLNEEY, MRDnThTlebisv b~ %b, £LTC, —B, FHEBERBCRVT, £o
—HoEEREILEL, TOHBI®ORESRIEZZ LA AS L#HKRT 5, Locke DEZEDIF
B, R, TXTHICBEETAOTH 5,

53 %L, Locke 2RI, MFH, MM EFHZEME L TELINILDOTHS I £H\5
RO BENICTARE T D, 25, L<ELXLTHRDE, HEFIL, 0L 5 TS Y, MmoOMmKH
FBRECNIL, RBETHEDEDOLZREDHLTWE20TH->T, HOLEEBNCHEHERST¥EE
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L Tikuisuyy,

Z DD —21%, KDL 5 1eFABRTH 5,

But the Question being here, whether the Idea of Space or Extension, be the same with the
Idea of Body, it is not necessary to prove the real existence of a Vacuum, but the Idea of it;®®

#243, ZERIo real existence # B L OEBEOEHMICE < LV HRERDITAH Z LT, HNERIC
b, EHAEENC ORI Lierh, MEHBFICODY LI EXALEL, BHo [BA5%) 0&H
EBLL LS & Licvy,

LHL—HT, i, BeoNclse, BERNERYFE - TR0 THi0b, ToOMHEYIA
KLU TERT UL, #4725 EED Locke 0 Henry More 0% BRico b B I11 /s L B
bh b,

eny, TAREMSERIOF TR, B3, 5 LEHENER~OD ) ZHFEREYRU AL S, AM
DHMEDRFNC, 755 CTHEAHIEE - T 5L, RixBbh s,

&b

4. %

Ll X 5 7¢ Locke DZERNIZHOWTOEENLGH T 2RRIKRD L > REHRTH 5,
@ Locke i3M4ME DM & L T Descartes ¥ FEA A, FDB4E, i3, Descartes 17 4y'EBIEE
RBOEHRIC, EEBSYAIEL T52HM EFAHEEHRY R T 5,
Zhiext3 5 Locke o3B3 BERRVHIMRE TH 5,
Q@ YWELZEMEYEA—RTAESYBRLcr DY, #Hi2, Newton o X 51z, ZRIOMEI R
BDigv, EHEOKERLD, Fh—D2DMMMRIEHLTH S,
LT, BFAmIEETH I, ABOMBIZL > T, ZRIGHENHNTHS L5 TEVE
#T 5,
@ Lih-T, BEVHP D, EEMHERZER ORI, Locke i3\ Tit, TEARIZT
X7su,
@ Locke it &1 2EMOHEFRIZ, HENELAMOREEIC L > THETRFIEE LV EW D
BHEILEELLRS,
Lichio T, #iL, BREOHISH T TARBHBEORFEY RS> HREROIBEF5,
® MRz (E2R) oFEQCRILE, SMORALL B TIRV, & OAIRHMERE,N LIRS,
LT, 2 TXORAERDD LT, MFELEOHMNL, BEROERLYE->T, MoH
BBIZL » THRELS 1T Hbh 5,
¥ o X
L7chio T, Locke O % HHEHOCANE, AREZRROFENBEI AL TV5 X5 Bbh
5o
®EER L, RMOTHERELIERATLIZ LAERLTD2, TOBE, RBIURBEXY LWL T
Ehpbvdoz b, FEELT, BIBIATVS, (BCHVBLETALALh100AHR) D%
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h, BBEFOLDINRHEENLS LAWY, Ttex, THOEATHEETH-cELTh, BBIEE
CRFT 5LV BRETIHERTH %,

bokd, EERL BRELBHEOCSDORERRERD T 5, 7505, TOTEOBRIL, HITHS
WThHH, EBREE, HHVABEBROFRICL - T, BAXHEIRTLES, Lithr-T, BE
MR M MEEERABHE O PR IO TH D, BREMOMEEME OBUA~OTW ORI £, REERD
BXTHDTHH- 7,

Sextus Empiricus 7z K i & b AR D, RERD ODRBMOTHEEME~ L WO FRZEF > T
ET 0L, Locke oRIEERH L, RER»OHEBOMRE~L V- IHATH S, 2Fh, BRREC
Lo TARHEE L SncRREMY, HELLIBBCETHEY LISz L, Locke o [B&%]) X &
THoTobvosTh LUy,

Bano k 51z, Locke o Fikit, TR RDFH 725 (historical, plain method) T % - T,

[yt a9 #E 22°% | (phisical consideration) (2&#4 HEEE I T 5, HUREBEEOHEEME OBRRLIL,

HOBRROFEC KT, E2bv b THD, Lich-T, BREXYERSLTHLIARDY
TOEMOBEIRDOLN LI L TH, WHENERIT 15 L 5 REEORENB ST OV T,
FIHRED L 7e S s b7l VT, CHERD D LTHUE, TRk, AROEME R X AR
ELTOMIZL - TERESITS L Wit/ TH %,

SRR EMEVE MR BT L EE B LIRS, [REBO 2L, BETIEVOIBMOER
s> TREBTHAHEFLHD 95D TH 5,

=3

(B - BROBEF (1) B - 2R Bk, HEBE—8 B8R,

2) Leibniz, Clarke #1EEff, #5329 HR [ 1 7= » v@wXE] GGk, #E24 p.87

3 [&#E¥EFE#E] L 2L
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