
Day 2 Quiz  |  PHILO 201: Knowledge and Reality 
Answer each question in a sentence or two. Short answers are good! 
Hand in your paper when finished.  
The quiz will end about 5 minutes after class is scheduled to begin. 

1. How does Russell show that “the real table, if 
there is one, is not the same as what we 
immediately experience by sight or touch or 
hearing”? 

2. If we don’t perceive the table directly, then how 
do we get knowledge about it? 

3. According to Russell, what can we know about 
material objects as they are in themselves?



Bertrand  
Russell 
The Problems  
of Philosophy



Chapter One: Appearance and 
Reality



1. How does Russell show that “the real 
table, if there is one, is not the same as 
what we immediately experience by sight 
or touch or hearing”?



Claude Monet 
Interior after Dinner (1868)



For me, a landscape 
does not exist in its 
own right, since its 
appearance changes 
at any moment.  

—Claude Monet



If we don’t directly 
perceive material 
objects, then what do 
we perceive directly?



Sense Data



• They have properties like shape and color. 

• They are private: different people have 
different sense-data. 

• We are “directly acquainted” with them. 

• They are our basis for empirical 
knowledge.

Sense Data



Chapter Two: Material Objects



2. If we don’t perceive 
the table directly, then 
how do we get 
knowledge about it?



Maximilien Luce 
Morning, Interior, 1890



Maximilien Luce 
Morning, Interior, 1890



Three Important Ideas  
(that some later philosophers have denied) 
• Foundationalism 
• The Inside-Out Perspective 
• The Givenness of 

Experience



Foundationalism: 
The justification for our beliefs 
ultimately rests on a foundation of 
axiomatic certainties.  

(Contrast with coherentism, according to which 
justification is coherence with other beliefs.)



…S1…S2…S3…

JUSTIFICATION

…P…Q…R…

All of our 
knowledge of 
facts, including 
knowledge about 
the external world, 
is ultimately justified 
by our knowledge 
of sense data, 
which needs no 
further justification.



The Inside-Out Perspective 
Our knowledge of the “outer” world 
is based on our knowledge of the 
“inner” world. 

(Contrast with the idea that we find out about our 
minds by first finding out about the “outer” world.)



The Givenness of Experience 
Our knowledge of our own 
experiences (e.g. sense-data) is 
perfect and unmediated.  

(Contrast with the idea that our knowledge of our 
own experiences is imperfect and/or indirect.)



Chapter Three:  
The Nature of Matter



“…the space of science is 
neutral as between touch and 
sight; thus it cannot be either 
the space of touch or the 
space of sight.” 

What does this mean?



3. What can we know about 
material objects as they are in 
themselves?



Pablo Picasso 
The Architect’s Table (1912) 

(check it out at the MoMA)



In Cubist work up to 1910, the 
subject of a picture was usually 
discernible. Although figures and 
objects were dissected or “analyzed” 
into a multitude of small facets, 
these were then reassembled, after a 
fashion, to evoke those same figures 
or objects. 

—Sabine Rewald, Metropolitan Museum of Art



Chapter Four: 
Idealism



What is idealism?



What is Berkeley’s 
argument for idealism, 
according to Russell?



1.Sense-data are the only things that we 
can know (be acquainted with) directly.

2.Sense-data depend for their existence 
and nature on our minds.

3.To be known is to be in a mind, and, 
therefore, to be mental.

Therefore, whatever is known must be 
an idea in one or another mind. 



1. Sense-data are the only 
things that we can know 
(be acquainted with) 
directly.

2. Sense-data depend for 
their existence and nature 
on our minds.

3. To be known is to be in a 
mind, and, therefore, to be 
mental.

Therefore, whatever is 
known must be an idea in 
one or another mind. 

3 Fallacies



1. Sense-data are the only 
things that we can know 
(be acquainted with) 
directly.

2. Sense-data depend for 
their existence and nature 
on our minds.

3. To be known is to be in a 
mind, and, therefore, to be 
mental.

Therefore, whatever is 
known must be an idea in 
one or another mind. 

First: 
The agrument 
assumes that 
we can’t know 
about anything 

indirectly.



1. Sense-data are the only 
things that we can know 
(be acquainted with) 
directly.

2. Sense-data depend for 
their existence and 
nature on our minds.

3. To be known is to be in a 
mind, and, therefore, to 
be mental.

Therefore, whatever is 
known must be an idea in 
one or another mind. 

Second: 
That sense data 

depend on us 
(they are 

“subjective”) 
doesn’t mean 

they are wholly 
in our mind.



1. Sense-data are the only 
things that we can know 
(be acquainted with) 
directly.

2. Sense-data depend for 
their existence and nature 
on our minds.

3. To be known is to be in a 
mind, and, therefore, to 
be mental.

Therefore, whatever is 
known must be an idea in 
one or another mind. 

Third: 
Premise 3 

conflates mental 
acts with their 

objects.  
Berkeley calls 
both “ideas”.


