
"It	  is	  widely	  believed	  that	  George	  Berkeley's	  famous	  Master	  
Argument	  constitutes	  a	  self-‐contained	  but	  also	  preposterous	  
argument	  for	  idealism,	  the	  thesis	  that	  sensible	  things	  such	  as	  
tables	  and	  trees	  are	  nothing	  but	  mind-‐dependent	  ideas	  or	  
collections	  thereof.	  	  My	  aim	  is	  to	  establish	  that	  the	  argument,	  
rightly	  understood,	  is	  not	  a	  piece	  of	  reasoning	  for	  idealism,	  
that	  it	  is	  not	  self-‐contained,	  and,	  more	  importantly,	  that	  it	  is	  
not	  preposterous."	  


