
DESCARTES DESIRE TO FIND PROOFS ABOUT THE EXISTENCE OF GOD

According to this tradition, one can determine what something is (i.e. its to it, is not this a possible basis for another
argument to prove the existence of God? Although Descartes maintains that God's existence is ultimately known . ,
â€“76), but whether or not that was his intention is unimportant.

A finite substance can exist independently other than its reliance on an infinite substance. The Mind a.
References to this work are by volume and page, separated by a colon. When presenting this version of the
argument in the First Replies, Descartes sets aside this first premise and focuses our attention on the second.
At the beginning of our new rationalistic system that will allow us to finally be absolutely certain about the
knowledge we may gain, why would we want to limit its scope? Cartesian Metaphysics, Cambridge
University Press. They do not inhere in God as subject, but are effects of God as creator. This then causes
various pores to widen or narrow in the brain so as to direct the animals spirits to the muscles of the arm and
cause it to quickly move the hand away from the heat in order to remove it from harm. It is widely believed
that Descartes did not have a response to this objection, indeed that he blithely assumed that existence is a
property without ever considering the matter carefully. Hence even if I no longer attend to the reasons leading
me to judge this to be true, so long as I merely recall that I did clearly and distinctly observe it, no
counter-argument can be brought forward that might force me to doubt it. This assimilation of a place or space
with the body constituting it gives rise to an interesting philosophical problem. Harrelson, Kevin,  The
position sketched in the previous couple of paragraphs is not the prevalent view among scholars and requires
more justification than can be provided here. But how can two substances with completely different natures
causally interact? For example, God is not formally an extended thing but solely a thinking thing; however, he
is eminently the extended universe in that it exists in him in a higher form, and accordingly he has the ability
to cause its existence. Therefore, body and space have the same extension in that body is not impenetrable
extension and space penetrable extension, but rather there is only one kind of extension. This means that God
cannot be the cause of human error, since he did not create humans with a faculty for generating them, nor
could God create some being, like an evil demon, who is bent on deception. But this is not what Descartes
means. From this it follows that mind and body cannot have the same nature, for if this were true, then the
same thing would be both divisible and not divisible, which is impossible. Descartes shares this intuition. We
cannot produce ontological arguments for finite things for the simple reason that the clear and distinct ideas of
them contain merely dependent existence. Descartes rejected the use of substantial forms and their
concomitant final causes in physics precisely for this reason. This is not the case. I call it a rational distinction
â€¦. Abbruzzese, John Edward,  After considering various options Descartes concludes that it must come from
a substance that has at least the same level of formal reality. It was during this time that he met Isaac
Beekman, who was, perhaps, the most important influence on his early adulthood. But it can still be
understood, in so far as we can clearly and distinctly understand that something is such that no limitations can
be found in it, and this amounts to understanding clearly that it is infinite. In Meditation three, Descartes
presents a seemingly sound argument over which the existence of God cannot be debated. Case in point, we
can regard a thing as existing, or we can abstract from its existence and attend to its other aspects. In claiming
that existence is included in the idea of a supremely perfect being, along with all the other divine attributes,
Descartes' version of the argument appears to succumb to this objection. However, an endeavor this grand
cannot be conducted haphazardly but should be carried out in an orderly and systematic way.


