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INDEX

Action: relation to thinking, 48;
logically related to choice and
decision, 113; link between
knowledge and, 121-3; motive
for, 209

Actuality of God, 85

Adventitious ideas: nature of, 59;
different from innate ideas, 148

Affection, a class of thought, 58

Agency, knowledge of our, 48-9

Alexander, Samuel, 68

Animal experience, compared with
ordinary human experience, 40

Arch deceiver (see Malin génie),
invincibility of, 44

Archetypes, relation to copies, 71

Aristotle, his concepts of formal
and efficient cause, 93

Arnauld: on doubt of existence of
body, 44-8; on the self-deriva-
tion of God, 92-3 ; his interpreta-
tion of ‘self-derivation’ criticised
by Descartes, 95; on the circu-
larity of Descartes’ reasoning,
168-9

Attributes, their relation to modes,
61

Autonomy of rational thought, 17

Belief: relation to doubt, 4; a
necessary condition for error, 18

Berkeley, compared with Descartes
on waking experience, 53

Body: perceived by the mind, 37;
relation to thinking, 48; nature
of unity of mind and, 209

225

Brain, materialistic view of, 192

Caterus: on cause and effect, 67;
and Descartes on relation be-
tween ideas and external objects,
70; on knowledge of God, 99

Causal relationship, three possible
types of, 65

Causality, compared with logic, 63

Cause (see Efficient cause, Eminent
cause, Final cause, Formal
cause) : Descartes’ conception of,
67; power of a, 71 ; the only real,

CA:e7r]tainty: only grounds for claim-
ing entire, 6; of one’s own
existence, 42

Clear and distinct ideas: God
guarantees truth of, 81, 96-7;
relation to doubt, 81; the abso-
lute claim of, 172

Clear and distinct perceptions, 37,
reliability of, 52-3; not always
the criteria of truth, 218

Clearness and distinctness: criter-
ion of, 55; relation to thought,
74; lacked by sensory ideas, 78

Cogito: relation to agency, 48-9;
relation to God, 145

Confused perception, 37

Conservation: relation to creation,
89; makes knowledge possible,

Co]r?)loreal substance: how describ-
able, 11; origin of idea of, 79-80

Creation, relation to conservation,
89
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Deception: by the senses, 7, 8;
by the malin génie, 15; related to
belief, 17; nature cannot be a
necessary source of, 201 ; by God,
213-14; possibility of, 217; the
nature ofman necessarily a source
of, 217

Decision, relation to choice, 113

Deliberation, nature of, 122

Delusions of insane people, 7

Doubt {see Ch. | passim): incon-
sistent with knowledge, 1;
method of, 2, 4, 7, 52; and
possibility of reflection, 2; reason
for, 3, 6; relation to error, 3;
relation to disbelief, 4; one
meaning of, 4; and veracity of
the senses, 7, 8; and thinking,
28; hyperbolic, 48, 73; meta-
physical, 56, 171; necessary con-
dition for, 81; relation to clear
and distinct ideas, 81; presup-
poses idea of God, 82-3, 99; of
one’s own existence, 103; a link
between will and judgment, 122;
involves activation of the will,
127 ; object of the method of, 208

Dream state, undistinguishable
from a waking state, 8, 221

Dreamer, how related to dreams, 8

Dreams: ontological status of, 8;
dual standpoint to, 9; painted
representations in, 9; a form of
conscious existence, 30

Dualism: epistemic basis of Des-
cartes’, 27, 177; Cartesian, 84,
209; the classical case for, 189

Dualism of thought and action, 18

Efficient cause: God has no need
for» 93: distinct from formal
cause, 94; God cannot be his
own, 95

Eminent cause, distinct from formal
cause, 80

Empiricism, Descartes’,

194-5

10, 147,

Error: possibility of, 3; two ways
of not being in, 18; metaphysical
basis of, 101, 107; and the dual
nature of man, 101 ; the import-
ance of being able to explain,
104; cannot proceed from God,
107, 137; not a thing, 107; not
due to a defect in oneself, 108;
a privation, 108; not pure nega-
tion, 109; cannot spring from
the understanding, 112; occurs
when the will acts independently
of understanding, 124; its exist-
ence entailed by the existence of
finite individuality, 138

Ex nihilo nihil fit, 63

Existence : a proof of one’s own, 23,
42; impossibility of doubting
one’s own, 103; a perfection,
162; more perfect than non-
existence, 163

Existence of God {see Kant, Onto-
logical argument): Descartes’
reason for wanting to prove the,
59; existence of evil does not
count against, 111

Extended substance: characteri-
stics of, 36; not known by
imagination or sensibility, 36;
its structure not a possible
sensible object, 142

Extended things, how represented
in a mind, 68

Extension: conception of, 36; the
attribute of corporeal substance,
61; understood by thought, 69;
knowledge of, 69

External objects, Gassendi’s as-
sumptions about, 69

Feeling: knowledge by, 208; con-
trasted with thinking, 208

Feelings: and the teaching of na-
ture, 203; immediacy of, 204;
necessarily confused, 207

Fichte: his criticism of Kant’s
system of categories, 154; com-
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Fichte (cont.)
pared with Descartes on the
unity of selfhood, 167

Fictions: implied by doubt, 20-1;
non-fictionality of, 20; imply an
observing being, 21

First cause, the only real cause, 71

Fleming, N., vii n.

Formal cause: distinct from emi-
nent cause, 80; of God, 93;
distinct from efficient cause, 94

Formal falsity, nature of, 75

Formal reality: nature of, 63;
and proof of externality, 66, 68;
relation to objective reality, 72

Free will {see Freedom, Will):
strong thesis of, 113-14; weak
thesis of, 114; consistent with
existence of God, 119-21

Freedom {see Free will, Will): in-
consistent with indifference, 118-
19; knowledge a condition for,
119; truth and goodness the
means of, 121

Gassendi : on the method of doubt,
4-5; on mental representation of
extension, 68-9; criticises Des-
cartes on our knowledge of
externality, 70; on Descartes’
claim to know what he is, 195-6

God {see Existence of God, ldea of
God): must be a substance, 82;
actuality of, 85; omniscience of,
91-2; as cause of one’s existence,
87~94; our experience of, 103;
our knowledge of, 103, 151, 175;
cannot end his own existence,
107; our capacity for under-
standing the actions of, 110-11;
not responsible for one’s errors,
137; present to us only in objec-
tive reality, 148; our direct
knowledge of, 148-9; as con-
server, 151; necessarily lacks no
perfection, 157-8; indubitability
of, 160; the paradigm case of
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objective  necessitation,  168;
makes intelligibility possible, 175

Hegel: on the objectivity of the
categories of thought, 97; his
criticism of Kant’s system of
categories, 154

Hobbes, criticised by Descartes, 2

Human mind, its indubitability, 44

Hume : his empiricism compared
with Descartes’, 10, 147; on
difference between impressions
and ideas, 52; compared with
Descartes on perception of out-
side objects, 54; compared with
Descartes on continuing exist-
ente, 87-8; disagrees with Des-
cartes on nature of cause, 95

Hyperbolic doubt: no danger in
undertaking it, 48; requires
existence of God, 73

Idea of God: caused by something
other than myself, 82; given with
idea of myself, 82; presupposed
by doubt, 82—3; cannot be con-
fused or obscure, 83

Idealist, Descartes not an, 198, 211

Ideas: always of something, 58;
true or false only when linked to
judgments, 58; adventitious, 59;
and the proof of external exist-
ente, 64 ff.; inventory of, 73-4;
innate, 148

Imagination: relation to thinking
substance, 27, 191 ; cannot know
extended substance, 36; creation
and conservation distinguished
by, 89; perfect Being not a
possible object of, 100; refers to
something beyond the thinking
mind, 179;not part of the mind’s
essence, 180; relation to sense
perception, 191; nearer to intel-
lection than to sense perception,

197
Imagining, a kind of thinking, 29
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difference between impressions
and ideas, 52; compared with
Descartes on perception of out-
side objects, 54; compared with
Descartes on continuing exist-
ents, 87-8; disagrees with Des-
cartes on nature of cause, 95

Hyperbolic doubt: no danger in
undertaking it, 48; requires
existence of God, 73

Idea of God: caused by something
other than myself, 82 ; given with
idea of myself, 82; presupposed
by doubt, 82—3; cannot be con-
fused or obscure, 83
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true or false only when linked to
judgments, 58; adventitious, 59;
and the proof of external exist-
ente, 64 ff.; inventory of, 73-4;
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Imagination: relation to thinking
substance, 27, 191 ; cannot know
extended substance, 36; creation
and conservation distinguished
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possible object of, 100; refers to
something beyond the thinking
mind, 179 ;not part of the mind’s
essence, 180; relation to sense
perception, 191; nearer to intel-
lection than to sense perception,
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Immortality, possibility of, 190

Inclination : freedom proportionate
to, 118; differs from determina-
tion, 126

Indifference : inconsistent
freedom, 118-19; is
knowledge, 121

Infinity, concept meaningful to
thought, 100

Innate ideas, different from adven-
titious ideas, 148

Intellection: alone grasps the self,
183 ; compared with imagination,
197

with
lack of

Judging, a kind of willing, 125
Judgments, ideas true or false only
when linked to, 58

Kant : compared with Descartes on
objectivity, 35; his Groundwork
compared with the Meditations,
40 ; his sense of ‘reason’ different
from Descartes’, 153; his critic-
ism of the ontological argument,
152 ff.; on knowledge of God,
152-4; on the existence of God,
154 ; argues that we cannot con-
clude from thought to existence,
157; ignores Descartes’ doctrine
of the unity of the perfections,
158-9; ignores Descartes’ doc-
trine of the unrejectability of the
concept of a perfect being, 159;
agrees with Descartes that know-
ledge of material things is not
derivable from concepts, 181;
compared with Descartes on sen-
sory experience, 198

Know: ordinary claims to, 6;
senses of, 147

Knowing that one knows, 4

Knowledge : relation to indubit-
ability, 3, 4; and omniscience, 6;
and certainty, 6; organ of, 14;
ours compared to God’s, 14, 15;
not attainable through the senses,
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17-18; attainable only through
thought, 17-18; implies a pos-
sessor, 21; criterion of, 55;
relation to doubt, 81; imperfec-
tion of our, 85; selectivity of, 91 ;
a condition for freedom, 119;
link between action and, 121-3;
opinion different from, 122; is
all we need to be free, 123; two
kinds of, 146; its unity given by
God, 151; difference between
Descartes’ and Kant’s concept
of, 155; necessarily makes infin-
ite claims, 173

Language, inappropriate uses of,
37-8

Light of nature (see Natural light):
conflicts with our natural bent,
32; different from the teaching
of nature, 175

Locke, compared with Descartes on
knowledge of substance, 196

Malin génie: nature of the, 15; and
the seeming impossibility of
knowledge, 16; and one’s own
existence, 22; usefulness of,
55-6 ; and illusoriness of sensory
ideas, 78

Material falsity, nature of, 75

Material objects: objectivity of,
183; cannot be selves, 194;
nature teaches the existence of,
202 ; knowledge of, 211

Memory, the reliability of, 170

Metaphysical doubt (see Hyperbolic
doubt), nature of, 56

Method of doubt (see Doubt)

Mind: spontaneity of the, 42;
thinking is the essence of, 47;
understanding the, 50; inven-
tory of its contents, 58; prior to
body, 84; imagination not part
of its essence, 180; relation to
extended substance, 184; nature
of unity of body and, 209;
indivisibility of, 215
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Mind-body problem, cannot be
solved on the level of the imagi-
nation, 184

Modes, nature of, 61

Moore, G. E., compared with
Descartes on sense knowledge, 7

Naive realism, Descartes does not
advocate, 200, 206

Natural inclination, contrasted with
natural light, 60

Natural light (see Light of nature),
and necessary truth, 60

Objective reality, relation to formal
reality, 72

Objectivity, of material objects, 183

Omniscience of God, 91

Ontological argument (see Kant):
and self-derivation, 95; and the
unity of God’s perfections, 96-7 ;
related to the causal argument,
98; sense in which it is a proof,
152; Kant’s criticism of, 152 ff.

Pain: illusion of, 204; relation to
the self, 206-7; thinking com-
pared with having, 207

Perception: clear and distinct, 37;
an intuition of the mind, 37;
confused, 37

Perfect Being: not a possible object
of imagination, 100; necessarily
exists, 163; has all the attributes
of perfection, 164

Perfections, unity of the 95-6,
163-4

Phantom limbs, and the illusion of
pain, 186-7

Physical object : distinguished from
its identifying properties, 33-4;
relation to thinking substance,
35; conceptual impossibility of
seeing one, 55

Physical objects: perceived by
intuition of the mind, 38; not
perceived by the senses, 38;
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ordinary talk about, 39-40;
certainty of existence of, 41;
relation to spontaneity of the
mind, 42

Plato, slaveboy in the Meno, 51

Primary qualities (see Wax), not
innate, 10-11

Privation, concept of, 76

Pure intellection: nature of, 178-9;
independent of imagination, 179;
bears no analogy to sense percep-
tion, 179

Quantity, analysis of idea of, 141

Reason: creation and conservation
not distinguished by, 89; Kant’s
sense of, 153

‘Represent’, ambiguity of the term,

63
Representations, relation to ideas,

58

Secondary qualities (see Wax),
relation to extended substances,
210-11

‘See’, meaning of, 39

Self: thinking essential to, 23;
a proof of existence of, 23;
knowledge of the, 26-7, 43;
grasped only by intellection, 183 ;
cannot be a material body, 194

Sensations, complexity of, 77

Sense perception: a mode of
thinking, 191; refers to some-
thing other than thinking sub-
stance, 197; compared with
intellection and imagination,
197-8; employment of, 212

Sensory ideas, relation to sub-
stance, 78-9

Sensus communis: function of the,
216; need for, 217

Sesonske, A., vii n.

Simples: our intuition of, 13; the
three characteristics of, 13

Socrates, compared with Descartes
on Indifference, 121
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Speech habits, misleadingness of,
37

Spinoza, compared with Descartes
on knowledge of corporeal ob-
jects, 179

Spinoza’s Scientia Intuitiva® 97

Spinoza’s substance: true infinity
of, 100; compared with Des-
cartes’ God, 100

Spiritual substance, related to ex-
tended substance, 68

Spontaneity of the mind, 42-3

St Anselm, on the actuality of God,

sufstance (see Extended substance,
Spiritual substance, Thinking
substance): permits change, 80;
meaning of, 197

Suppositions, cannot be true or
false, 58

Teaching of nature: different from
the light of nature, 175, 206;
trustworthiness of the, 201-2

Teleological concepts, expelled
from nature, no

Thinking: necessarily the activity
of a substance, 21; essential for
the self, 23; two kinds of, 28;
relation to body, 48; narrower

and wider senses of, 191-2; con-
trasted with feeling, 208

Thinking substance, relation to
physical objects, 35

Thinking thing: compared with
physical object, 37; Descartes’
description of, 104

Truth: Descartes wishes to prove
possibility of, 2; criterion for
testing, 52-3

Understanding: an activity of the
mind, 50; error cannot spring
from the, 112; relation between
will and, 135-6

Volition: a class of thought, 58;
requires an object, 58

Waking state, undistinguishable
from a dream state, 8, 221

Wax: meditation upon piece of,
32 ff. ; secondary qualities of, 34;
primary qualities of, 34-5

Will (see Free will, Freedom):
different from the understand-
ing, 112; not an introspectible
psychological force, 118; two
concepts of, 124
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