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Mith-Berkeleyen idealism, |, Lonin_ opprsed to tiats g2irine;
#L and reallst doctrine that he celied "thé theory Z
ton.Y (po-128) e " : B '

i

ey

— e

"ienin aprees that there is no differcnce betwaen the phenomsnen
a the Xantian fidriceineltsslf, but according to him this doss nat
_ j'ixﬁp]y- that the phenemen:l world undovsbood zs a complex of improssicns-
is:tae only accessible one; it implies ouly that thare 1s nothing
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