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Descartes: God’s Existence, the Rule of Truth, Our Belief in Bodies 
Descartes’s M3 Causal Proof of God’s Existence par’s 14-15, 22-27 (pp. 28.1-29.1, 30.8-32.5 of our book)
-Degrees of Reality – independence and perfection

-Formal Reality and Objective Reality (28.3)
-CPI: Any idea must have a cause that has at least as much formal reality as the idea has objective reality (at & around 28.5)
 -The Proof 30.8-32.5
 -Why the Proof doesn’t work in other cases (why you can’t generally prove that things exist merely from the fact that you have ideas of them)
From God to the Rule of Truth (M4)
-God a non-deceiver 36.3
-The basic argument 
        1. God (exists &) is not a deceiver 
        2. If my c&d p’s were false, God would be a deceiver 
        So, 3. My c&d p’s are true 

-Key to 2: The Problem of Error (36.7) and the Problem of Evil – the problem of error as the problem of epistemic evil

-The Free Will Defense (37.9-39.6)
-The Rule of Truth 41.9-42.0
Normal belief in bodies characterized 8th-9th par. of M3, 26.7-27.1
-a belief that there are “things existing outside me” which resemble my sensory ideas, and from which those ideas derive 26.7
-believed to exist through a “spontaneous impulse” [26.8]: We are “taught by nature” that they exist.  We do not see by the “light of nature” that they exist.  Descartes writes that these are “very different things” [26.9].  We do not C&DP that bodies exist.

-the ideas of bodies come to us in a way that does not depend on our will [26.7] and we do have “a great inclination to believe that these [sensory] ideas issue from coroporeal things” [52.7]; however, Descartes thinks one can refrain from believing in the bodies themselves.

Normal belief in bodies – evaluated (9th-12th par. of M3, 27.2-28.1
-Natural impulses, unlike what we see by the light of nature, are dubious, and have led Descartes astray in the past
-That my sensations come to me independently of my will doesn’t prove that they come from “things existing outside of me” 

-and doesn’t prove that the things that caused them resemble them
-So, we need a proof…

