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Differences between Empiricism and Rationalism
The history of mankind is characterized by the quest for knowledge in order betters the quality of life. Different theorists have conceptualized how knowledge is acquired. Among the two knowledge theories is rationalism and empiricism. The distinction between both theories is founded on their stance regarding the origin of knowledge. While empiricists believe that knowledge is derived from experiences, rationalists believe in innate knowledge, and knowledge obtained from reason and intuition.  This paper will discuss the differences between empiricism and rationalism.
Empiricists hold that human knowledge is entirely dependent to the five senses. They believe that human knowledge of the external world is based on information obtained through experience. They believe that while reason may indeed be helpful in helping humans understand the relationship between/among ideas, the ideas, and all the truth regarding the external reality they stand for is only known through sensual experience.  As a matter of fact, Empiricists such as John Lock employed the correspondence of the mind of a newborn baby to a tabula rasa, or else a clean slate, in which all the sensual insight of the baby would be contained (Markie 2). Lock’s point of view in this case can is regarded as material empiricism. It provides information regarding the physical world. On the other hand, some empiricist such as Berkeley and Hume are opposed to the idea of material empiricism. They believe in idealistic empiricism, which denies the existence of a material world. On the contrary, idealistic empiricists hold that only perceptions are real (Seising 102).
As opposed to the empiricists’ epistemological belief in sensual knowledge, the rationalists believe that knowledge is innate. They believe that the knowledge that humans have about the external world is a priori. This is to mean that the knowledge of the external world, and the ideas pertaining to it are innate, and that this innate knowledge is superior as compared to any that experience could ever provide (Markie 2). However, Yount notes that the existence of an innate knowledge begs the question of the origin of such knowledge in the first place. Plato, who is a renowned rationalist, proposed that the innate knowledge is acquired through reincarnation. The innate knowledge stance has often been used to explain why some people will emerge better than others in various tasks, even though they have had similar experiences (1).
The belief in sensual knowledge as the only way of finding truth yields experimentation as a core part of the empiricism. As such, empiricism is strongly based on the empirical evidence deduced through experiments and enquiries in which; hypothesis and inferences are tested against a close observation of the close world. In some cases, some empiricism such as Hume embraces the stance that some proposition can be known through intuition, and further deductions. But their acceptance to this proposition is restricted to relationships between/among concepts. These exceptional may also apply to truths that have a general rule such as all triangles have four sides (Markie 4). 
On the contrary, while rationalists believe on innate truths, they may also hold that some truths may not be known innately, such truths may still be derived without experiencing the external world. These truths included truths of logic or mathematics. For instance Markie notes that, intuition can be used to recognize that 3 is a prime number, and that it is greater than one. Then a deduction can be made that there is a prime number which is greater than one. In the same manner, rationalists hold that while some truths may be partly derived from experience. Yet, experience alone such truths cannot be solely derived from experience. This belief holds especially in the derivation of aesthetic truths. For instance, when multiple people observe a similar item, they do not always hold a unanimous view regarding the beauty or ugliness of such an item. As such, while observation is a part of deriving the truth in this case, reason must be applied to derive the absolute truth (8).
Markie notes that conflicting beliefs between empiricism and rationalism are also extended to the subject of metaphysics. The conflict arises when it comes to the interpretation of the nature of reality. Concepts such as the existence of God as well as the association between the body and the mind fall under metaphysics. On the one hand, the renowned rationalists including Descartes have coined metaphysical theories which they claim to be entirely based on reason. Descartes for instance claims that to have an idea of a perfect substance. He, therefore, being an imperfect being cannot be the author of the idea of the perfect substance. As such, the idea of the perfect substance must be coined by a perfect being; and reason points out that the perfect being is God (7). 
On the contrary, prominent empiricists have dismissed the metaphysics theories as assumptions, which fall beyond what can be experienced by human beings. According to Yount this debate is further extended to the issue of morality. The empiricist such as Hume believes that morality is entirely based on emotions. Others such as Locke believe data derived from experience could be used to point out the difference between wrong and right. On the contrary, rationalists hold that morality is determined by intuition (1).
In conclusion, rationalism and empiricism are epistemological schools of thought. On the one hand, the empiricists believe that truth can only be derived from the experiences of the external world. They therefore uphold empirical evidence as their way of knowing truth. On the other hand, the rationalists believe in innate knowledge, intuition and reason as the ways of finding truths. These foundational differences between both schools have yielded conflicting believes in many areas including metaphysics, morality, mathematics and logic.
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