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The Extension of Descartes’ Metaphysical Doubt
in theThird Meditation

Abstract: Descartes’ metaphysical doubt in the Third Meditation
(MD3, for short) presents such a scenario: it is possible that I [ the Medi-
tator | am so imperfect as to be deceived by my creator (i. e. , an omnipotent
God/Deceiver) even in these simple matters which I think I perceive clearly
and distinctly or the simple matters which seem to me clear and distinct. This
paper clarifies the exact extension of MD3 by explaining how it is related to
those simple/axiomatic beliefs or ideas based on clear and distinct percep-
tions. | argue that each axioms/axiomatic belief has no recollected clear and
distinct perception in strict sense, but only a current clear and distinct per-
ception. Then, I systematically analyze four interpretations of the extension
of MD3; [i] the objects of MD3 are axiomatic beliefs based on recollected
clear and distinct perceptions; [ii] its objects are axiomatic beliefs based on
present clear and distinct perceptions; [iii] its objects are axiomatic beliefs
based on both present and recollected clear and distinct perceptions; [ iv ]
the direct object of MD3 is something general under which a particular axio-
matic belief can fall and the denial of which is incompatible with the particu-
lar belief, but its indirect objects are axiomatic beliefs based on present or/

and recollected clear and distinct perceptions. I defend the interpretation
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[ii] and argue that the interpretation [ i] is impossible, that the interpreta-
tion [ iii] has to collapse into [ii], and that the interpretation [iv] is to a
great extent philosophically possible, but not textually supported by Des-
cartes. Therefore, [ii] is the only acceptable and credible interpretation.
Keywords: Descartes; metaphysical doubt; Meditations; extension;

omnipotent God; clear and distinct perceptions; memory; axiom

K RIOTGTTT EPREE (the metaphysical doubt, ik MD) J2— 4~ AJE
1M _E B (a metaphysical reason) = 1 - J7 1 A BE 1 O A7 42 19 15 BE 16
iE (counter —argument) . 7E (2f — A PLILE) A WAL B 1 33X FhE
M EWEE. CB—olED) B BB (@K MD1, UL Med, 1.9—1.10)
Je EVRBER A 2 +3 =5 MUBRBEREE (UL Med, 1.12); (BE_U1E) WY
B E M EE (FFR MD2, UL Med, 2.3) REMEETIEH (Meditator?) [
CAFTE I R BE S XA B8 (55 =D0E) MBI B4R %E (MD3, UL Med,
3.4) MRTIHEREDT WM E S8 A M (the simple beliefs or axioms
based on clear and distinct perceptions) , WA 2 +3 =5; (56 UL
By B B EE (faifk MDS, WL Med, 5.14) Wik 5] A 240 BE# 1] 12
PR 28 Ay B DR 1 o 22 (E 2 a2 3 (the complex belief or theorems based on
recollected clear and distinct perceptions) , 4] {1 — A4~ JL ] 2% Hp B &2 2 € B,
FEAIN T MD3 (i VIR BE X AR Z Fits .

AR S A A BEAH OC T MID3 ft) — S8 SO iR B B R IR ME 25 T MD3 Y
BRI BERS G o ASCHYES 1 R ER A RR (R —3 A 008 5E) MR se
Jik b i MD3 FVE AL B AR HEE G20 20 2 9 A A T SOk b g D A g
Be: [i] MD3 B PRBE XS R 2 B Bl 28 19 15 28 70 D B 2 B (each

axiomatic belief based on recollected clear and distinct perception) ; [ii| MD3

© Kor (E-THTRE) EF (B R/R/Descartes) HHLH I — AFRRIAE (JUEE/ Medi-
tator) JEAMELRY, POPE A BESE 2SI
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F PR BE X B2 A2 T I A - WERHI Y A B (each axiomatic belief based on
present clear and distinct perception) ; [iii| MD3 BYMREEX L 214 T K
A K AR 1 375 4 43 W B AT 22 38 (each axiomatic belief based on both
present and recollected clear and distinct perceptions) ; [iv] MD3 ¥ [a] 2215 5
XF G BEAS 24 1 B/ F0BE 1112 R 1 I R S TR 2 B, G R B X
BT — K PEA A VY (something general under which a particular axiomatic
belief can fall and the denial of which is incompatible with the particular belief) ,
AN AR PG AT RORE AN RE O DR A BRI A IO HE WM& E 5 R4
NTRARY G o 7RSS 3 79, FRAE R KR Y 2 BB HOE 59 BT B 2
B A WL, T U 2SR B TE AR RO, Br g R[] R AN
Ry, ke [ii] BHEuMR [il; a5 4 S, FRINM 230Kk By
WXEm DR [ii] AFP, R REIIMRE [iv] REEE ¥ Feie b
SEATRERY, HRTEM RARCA ERATRERN, &iF, RiGddge, (F=
TUE) T b VR 588 A9 B0 IE XS RO A 24N B0 A8 0 WO i 22 B, A
i),

I (E=ZMB)HRE M LR

e CH=UUR) MIT IR oy, KK X sum res cogitans (1 am a
thinking thing) @ 1435 & 43 W HX AN 48 ] 2 o B ELFE AL (the Truth
Rule; whatever I perceive very clearly and distinctly is true, faj# TR) ., &K J
FeXF 2 WA (clear and distinet perceptions) X A /K A9 %0 AR
WIRAEROI TS5 1E, B 2 PIRh S B A 4R A A i 0 fRT By A O s
NHE L R HE W (the mental intuitions of simple propositional ideas/axioms )
T} 48 =y A R WL B 2 B ARG 2 (the deductions of complex propositional
ideas/theorems) , i RK/RXMAH (K2 +3 =5) & —2L R A I
& (common notions) B fA] B fiw @ P WL &, M R R A E R (H L
e — DM =M MG T EM) &2 h i E 1Y 2 B2 58 3

@ Med, 3.2, CSM 2. 24, AT 7. 35,
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SRR 1) 52 Z= o A WA o TC IR 2 A JLIA 2 R AT DA OAS D — 2 7 ERLE
B IRPEA A (necessary combinations of the simple ideas) , 12 +3 =5
S AR AL R AR . T RART S, BT AR LR
EF/NEARTEEM, F.oR ARBERB 4R FY”,C WA e
PRAF O RIS (attention) I 215 22 4, [ 1 76 AH [6] 19 xF 42 b DS 5 48
Sy A LB AT .2 BT RL, 0 R BE R BB W] B T T A A S B RN 1 ket
%, WASBETE I A 1 B 20 BT[] — 26 5% G2 40 2 07 47 25 1 8 40 W1 JE N 1Y) & 38
K& H, HRRX 4T R 2 W (present clear and distinct
perceptions ) Fl B2 1) 7 4E 43 B BT (recollected clear and distinct percep-
tions ) o Fif & A A I TR 1 A 43 B b SRR — > i A AT 32 A R I8 e
F, TS 2 A ASAS AT A2 R TS A il O A0 A B 28 B AE O W RO
it

HT T3 A8 23 WA & T 20 Y 45 AF s AR B (pure understanding) |
B T 5 a3 ok JE B2 B 1 ((sensory perception) TG, [R) B R X0 Ak 2 1)
PRS2 7 VR B K 38 19 FE 76 PE 7R 3% (an existential commitment to extramental
things) , i H. B T8 A& 43 B SRR (9% Xk 5 08 W LA S Jit oAy 167 50 00 A8 1) o0 8 1 4
B BT LAE R o W 58 4 T LAl S i R R (38— DT RL)  BLAT WA~ B BL i)
MEE: B — AR M BEAS 58 55 1 AME S5 1 108 S JR N R 58 36 19 AP TE 25 1FH
AN 58 I I TE SR T B4 SRR SR B TR R 5 B A M B R M B R SR
Xt L R Z A W) I A7/ SETE I A7 FE R AR 1 AT FE 1, @ RSP B8 IR 2 iy ]
B A I B2 4 O I PN T B DY OO T A 0 A 1 R R 45 4 B R T
(B—UUEY BB =1 EmMEE, B EWgE (MD1) 4?7 FX MDI1

@  Conversation, CSMK: 335, AT 5. 148,

@ U Med, 4.16, 5. 14, CSM 2. 43,48, AT 7. 62, 69; %% Principles, 1.13, CSM 1. 197, AT
8a: 9; Letter to Voetius, May 1643, CSMK. 223, AT 8b. 170; Letter to [ Mesland ], 2 May 1644,
CSMK: 233, AT 4. 116; Letter to Princess Elizabeth, 15 September 1645, CSMK . 267, AT 4. 295,

@ W Med, 1.3—1.5,6.7, CSM 2. 12—13, 53, AT 7. 18—19, 76—77; Principles, 1.4, CSM 1.
193—194, AT 8a: 5—6,

@ W Med, 1.4,1.5,6.7, CSM 2. 12—13, 53, AT 7. 18—19, 76—77; Principles, 1.4, CSM 1.
194, AT 8a: 6; 5% % Med, 3.7—3.12, CSM 2. 26—27, AT 7. 38—40,

® W Med, 1.6—1.8, CSM 2. 13—14, AT 7. 19—20,
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M L5 A AR .

[ MD1]

(1) T saw that sometimes other people make mistakes even in those
simple matters or beliefs (i. e. , even in mathematical propositions and self
— evident principles) which they think they know in the most perfect way
[ perfectissime scire arbitrantur ] (i. e. , in the sense of sensory perception).

(2) Deception and error is imperfections.

(3) Tt is possible that, like other people, I am also so imperfect as to
be deceived occasionally even in those simple matters or beliefs which I think
I know in the most perfect way (i. e. , in the sense of sensory perception).
[&KAE (1) # (2)]

(4) Tt is possible that T am created by an omnipotent God/Deceiver.

(5) Tt is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by an om-
nipotent God all the time even in those simple matters or beliefs (e. g. , “ev-
ery time I add two and three” ) which I think 1 know in the most perfect way
(i. e., in the sense of sensory perception). [ &K # (3) F¢ (4) ]

(6) Tt is possible that I am created by something less powerful than an
omnipotent God (e. g. , “by fate, chance or a continuous chain of events”
or “some other means” ; by myself or some other sources. ).

(7) The less powerful my author is, the more likely that I am so im-
perfect as to be deceived all the time. [ K% (3) Fn (6) ]

(8) It is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by my less
powerful author all the time even in those simple matters or beliefs which [
think 1 know in the most perfect way (i. e. , in the sense of sensory percep-
tion). [ K4 (7)]

(9) It is possible that I am so imperfect or defective as to be deceived

all the time by my author (either an omnipotent God or something less pow-

® W Med, 1.9—1.10, CSM 2. 14—15, AT 7: 21; B %3 Med, 6.7, CSM 2: 53, AT 7: 77;
Principles, 1.5, CSM 1. 194, AT 8a: 6,
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erful ) even in those simple matters or beliefs (e. g. , that2 +3 =5) which /
think 1 know in the most perfect way (i. e., in the sense of sensory percep-
tion). [{K4E (5) A (8)]

(10) All my past belief (e. g , that 2 +3 =5) about these simple
things, regardless whether they really exist outside me or not, which I think
I know in the most perfect way (i. e. , in the sense of sensory perception) ,
are also doubtful. [#&#E (9) ]

(11) Now or up till now I am located in a constantly illusory and de-

ceptive external world or in a big delusive dream. [ &3 (10) ]

MR UE H, MDD 3 244K T = A de «

MD1 (3): It is possible that, like other people, T am also so imper-
fect as to be deceived occasionally even in those simple matters or beliefs
which [ think 1 knew in the most perfect way (i. e. , in the sense of sensory
perception) .

MD1 (4): It is possible that I am created by an omnipotent God/De-
ceiver.

MD1 (6): It is possible that I am created by something less powerful

than an omnipotent God.

23 TR AR, Al X = A B MD1 i By 2 75 W R g
FHGIAEWEEE IR BES? FL L, B RAREEB A
I CR =) M CGEILTUE) RIPIALTE I AR %E .

e R =U0E) B =M B, W RAAERIE M L% (MD3) By
U A~ B

MD3 (3): I previously accepted as wholly certain and manifest
[ manifesta] many things which I afterwards realized were doubtful. (Med,
3.3)

MD3 (4): It is possible that I am created by an omnipotent God/De-

ceiver (i. e. , some God of “supreme power” ). (Med, 3.4)
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MD3 (4) Z[FF MD1 (4), MEHRZEW LB “HXT Bz B
MHTIL” .U MD3 (3) J& MD1 (3) MMEIEM, B8 MD1 (3) ¥ K 35 &
R R SE SRR, T MD3 (3) DR AR TR WA RO (R OR
() ARIE Z H “ manifest/manifestly” , “evident/evidently” , “clear/clearly” il
i AR “clear and distinct/clearly and distinetly” f{[R] X id]) . IR @K, HF
IRTEHF L EFEFGIAT MDL (3) A1 MDL (4), {HZ MD1 (6) AI#%
AT, ATRER IR EE Dy MD1 (4) 19 B SRR 4 N3 — 1 AR
A BB T PR PRBERICR , T MD1 (6)  Jir /) A R B0 J2 At - IR TE 4
Jr AU AE MDL (6) A B sk G R BEAL TS, 2 MD1 (4) FIE RSk MD3 (4)
ATh 8K DAL T 4 N B G2 TR 220 1 VR S 580 2R 1 B 1 R B 0SRG2 A T 0 AE
N PATET E B i AR E & A, AN R/RTEX H
SREUME 7R MD3 (3) 33X A~ F 3 A3 I F MD3 x4 ,© 524 fil & Fx MD3
(4) 2K AHE TIREER “ME—3H (the only reason)”

Z\H MD3 [ Bty Med, 3.4 iR T KRB EMSIE, E2H KR
AR EMERBEEZ —, XEABEL G RE .

[ Med, 3.4]: [ A] But what about when I was considering [ considera-
bam ] something very simple and straightforward in arithmetic or geometry,
for example that two and three added together make five, and so on? Did I
not see [ intuebar] at least these things clearly [ perspicue] enough to affirm
their truth? [ B] Indeed, the only reason for my later [ postea ] judgement
that they were open to doubt was that it occurred to me that perhaps some
God could have given me a nature such that I was deceived even in matters
which seemed [ viderentur] most evident [ manifestissima] . And whenever
my preconceived belief in the supreme power of God comes to mind, I can-
not but admit that it would be easy for him, if he so desired, to bring it a-

bout that T go wrong even in those matters which I think T see [ intueri] ut-

@ Med, 3.4, CSM 2. 25, AT 7. 36,
@ %% Sixth Replies, CSM 2 289, AT 7. 428,
® Med, 3.3, CSM 2: 24—25, AT 7 35; &% Second Replies, CSM 2 104, AT 7. 146,
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terly clearly [ evidentissime] with my mind’s eye. [ C] Yet when I turn to
the things themselves which I think I perceive very clearly [ valde clare ], 1
am so convinced by them that I spontaneously declare ; let whoever can do so
deceive me, he will never bring it about that I am nothing, so long as I con-
tinue to think I am something; or make it true at some future time that I have
never existed, since it is now true that I exist; or bring it about that two and
three added together are more or less than five, or anything of this kind in
which I see a manifest contradiction. [ D] And since I have no cause to
think that there is a deceiving God, and I do not yet even know for sure
whether there is a God at all, any reason for doubt which depends simply on
this supposition is a very slight and, so to speak, metaphysical one. But in
order to remove even this slight reason for doubt, as soon as the opportunity
arises I must examine whether there is a God, and, if there is, whether he
can be a deceiver. For if I do not know this, it seems [ videor] that I can

never be quite certain about anything else. ©

TEXANBeZh, [A] B i — A 275 s 28 2 WO /Y
JE R BEMY 7 X LEPH R IR IR R A G T I B AR BE Y ] 1 2 4 R — Lk

RSB AR R R SCE AT MRPE (W2 +3=5), BAakk L

7SS

IUFN

WA B LI (B an iy 1 exist) , A4 MD3 20 A ¢ F 1 < /R
L2 N T R R 2] X 2 N PR AE f what we intuit “ clearly [ perspi-

cue]”® & what “I think perceive very clearly [ valde clare]” , Jf HiX ME &1

exist

5

JE
s

[ HE 2454 /2 . the thinker of this thought event exists® ] J&— > &%
A B, BT L MD3 g % 42 b 78 A OC FIE R B iR, HEAR
S MD3 JZBEAHOC T 24 F A5 28 43 B BN A OC F 9 S kS 1 3 R

@
®
®

Med, 3.4, CSM 2: 25, AT 7. 35—36; " X 5 I & Fl 4 5 S AR SCHE & Jrfm

%% Second Replies, CSM 2; 104, AT 7. 145,

X AN AT LBl transparently clear [ perspicua]”, 2 2% Second Replies, CSM 2. 104, AT 7.
145,

i Kemmerling (2005, 119—121) ,
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SrWIR, ik e R OE TN = FH 2 —, MEUR AR TR A AR AR
MD3 ) B IEAME S R TARZ 8, TR XA R A, Flh i s MD3
ERAPLR UMW

[ MD3 ]

(3) I previously accepted as wholly certain and manifest [ manifesta ]
many things which I afterwards realized were doubtful. [ X A~¥ g7 1 & /f ]

(4) Tt is possible that I am created by an omnipotent God/Deceiver.

(5) It is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by my author
(i. e. , an omnipotent God) “even in matters which seemed [ viderentur ]
most manifest [ manifestissima]” or “even in those matters which I think I
intuit [ intueri | most evidently [ evidentissime ] with my mind’s eye” . [k
# (4)]

(6) It is possible that those matters “which seemed most manifest” or

«

which I think T intuit most evidently with my mind’s eye” are false. [ K 3%
(5)]
(7) Tt is possible that an axiomatic belief (e. g , that 2 +3 =5)

based on (present and/or recollected) clear and distinct perception is false.

[ 4 (6)]

TEH R/RIEW] B fr e (N CE=008) 2 CGRIE)) 2, 1
CRIUUE) RE® RO IEE S| 2 M RS (MDS) L.

[ Med, 5.14] . Admittedly my nature is such that so long as I perceive
something very clearly and distinctly I cannot but believe it to be true.
[---] . For example, when I consider the nature of a triangle, it appears
[ apparet ] most evident [ evidentissime | to me [ -+ | that its three angles are
equal to two right angles; and so long as I attend to the proof, I cannot but
believe this to be true. But as soon as I turn my mind’s eye away from the
proof, then in spite of still remembering that I perceived it very clearly, 1
can easily fall into doubt about its truth, if I am unaware of God. For I can

convince myself that I have a natural disposition to go wrong from time to
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time in matters which I think I perceive as evidently as can be [ evidentis-
sime] . This will be even more likely when I remember that there have been
frequent cases where | have regarded things as true and certain, but have

later been led by other arguments to judge them to be false. ®

XA SCATT LAYVE A H UL MDS 53X AP BE 18 ik & DL AN T P 38 AR
NHTHRAY :

MDS5 (3): I remember that there have been frequent cases where I
have regarded things as true and certain, but have later been led by other ar-
guments to judge them to be false. (Med, 5. 14)

MDS5 (4): It is possible that I am created by an omnipotent God/De-
ceiver (i. e., “if I am unaware of God”). (Med, 5.14)

MD5 (3) W 4KZ MD3 (3) 742 {k, 1 MDS (4) W4 [E F MD3
(4) o XPIANHHAE CBF LPiE) KRB R & % o MDS X A4~ 1F
BEISUERI S M EA N T

[ MD5 ]

(3) I remember that there have been frequent cases where I have re-
garded things as true and certain, but have later been led by other arguments
to judge them to be false.

(4) Tt is possible that I am created by an omnipotent God/Deceiver.

(5) It is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived from time to

time by my author (i. e., an omnipotent God) “in matters which I think I

perceive most evidently [ evidentissime]” . [{&K4 (3) F1 (4)]®

@ Med, 5.14, CSM 2. 48, AT 7. 69—70; FXIZ A SCHEH BT

@ Med, 5.15 (CSM 2: 48, AT 7: 70) ¥ X Wi NEIf EAR T :
(3) T have in the past regarded as true and certain many things which I afterwards recognized to be
false.
(4) It is possible that the way I am made makes me prone to frequent error.

® MDS5 (3) fff3 )k MD5 (4) Z] MD5 (5) AYHEH “ @M (even more likely)”  (Med,
5.14)
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(6) Tt is possible that the matters “which I think I perceive most evi-
dently [ evidentissime]” are false. [ K3 (5) ]
(7) It is possible that a theorematic belief (e. g. , that three angles of

a triangle is equal to two right angles) based on recollected clear and dis-

tinct perceptions is false. [ K3 (6) ]

AIVE 1, WA KX MDS [ B U] M B8 6 2 R R AR T AR, IR At 2
B 11126 B3 A 43 W BN B o . X [k MD3 Fi1 MD5 B AR 3 BEAK T
[fl—AJETm ER e ( “FRATREE B — 4 RE Y b wr B4 RE 1Y 0 2 i 6
7)o P B AT IS A T R F A — AR RO AT A% O B
Al DIRAE R

(5): Itis possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by my
author (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in these matters which [ think 1
perceive clearly and distinctly or the matters which seem to me clear

and distinct.

BESRFRATRENE WIHh MDS # ShE 2 AZ 6 1975 2 70 WO A 2 B SR 5

AFATH AT LA B M AR {5 MD3 9 h SiE o R 2% 2 w5 [ 128 1 3 2 23 B gk
%HE@/\EEE/\J% o LF- MD3 R BEXS GAFFAE AL, (HRF S EiR A7
A FLAb AR AT I R 20 Y B b 25 T2 gk R A R

. MD3 HR 58 3T & B 0 A i 1%

FoHs MD3 (7)) AUALHE g X MD3 S FE f) — A il I ACELHY Rk st
b, KT MD3 [SNIEFE A5 F DU S A 1 A AR, B — Bl R R AR WA

@ ﬁ)\ﬂzﬁv)\jﬂMed 5. 14 MIBESEA T Med, 3.14, FIGHGHE LM TH R/RIEY L/ FTEZ
o FTLAPIALREEARER 2 o d5k b, BAK Med, 5. 14 i TH R/RIEH B FEZ S,
1F' BB NS Med, 3.4 5E2—3L, I}\J’Eﬁl\/J\E’J?ﬁ LETE Med, 5. 14 E'i:‘i"’@ “ IR
BOA ZORF B (Gf T am unaware of God)” XA LT BB I b AR SR 00, X T8 3 '?
Med, 3.4 IUUBFEFIE AT HIEH (agnostic) o JT LA BUKE X P AN 1M 1 W%%M?@I—J
MEERTL
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[i] MD3 B 45 BE Xt 5 2 A3 B 128 #9752 4 B R By 2 28

AVFZ B £ FRX MR H5, Med, 3.4 hiy [A] B4 p9I 235
5 ARG VR AT MD3 X G2 W I — A ad K2 o W s HOk,
[B] HEAHTE “my later [postea] judgement” 75 i 2 Bl X A 1M 1
FHE R R R B L v AR W N =, [C R
RLE MFEA AT AR (B —A 8 128 116 2 2y B0 ) Fe ] — 24
TG A4y % ( “T turn to the things themselves” ) ; H U, XAMERY
(D] rp M o S 37 il 51— B, XA 237 02 B AR A 56 T TR E Y Bl i
& (RE R Baw) By R, 11@4%K“E@%f€ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ$‘r* ( “anything
else”) , fUffX SN A, H T, XAMBEM CF—UE) Mg m B9 e
(MD1) #B— 2 FoR = 2 +3 =5 ﬁu@Z%ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁL%%ﬁ%%%ﬁEﬁjﬁ%;
hh, WRREEMEMEE (1] 5ERMAE T H R IR K& SR B2 8 19
IR T B2 6 T A o BT JER R AN /R g B B e (BB T b PR BE ]
DALy 2l 43 55 VR S I 4 4 [ A2 76 1) 35 A 43 W 1Y E FE AR ) 2 (H 2
Li] FFfEfrf e seA [C] pyiRE, N2 [C] RARE WP EAE 3
RELR A 00 S — 1> 4 BB Y U B 5 1 TR IS 26 At 2 T 0 AE 2 IR B TR B SR ) B
W OgEA ( “I turn to the things themselves which I think I perceive very clear-
ly")o mH, [i] W/ — DAy, Kt (=00

@ Gewirth (1941), Newman & Nelson (1999), F Carriero (2008) &/ 0y JLAFE BT & B0 A0 15
XA “later [postea]” WERT — AR SR LIRS, ABAT T kXA Bk BLE
WM _FAVRBE T M BN SR e BOE AT 2 +3 =5 M B I I a2 T R v 2 4 W Tk
FEARAP AT ] S H B 2 +3 =5 “LEGET WEIE (Gewirth, 1941 384—
385); MRRAGVUEEH T E MBS GE 2 +3 =5 FWE 2515 (Newman & Nelson,
1999 376—377; 378—379) ; “‘W%I’T"EF”‘“EET%E’J Eﬂﬁﬁfr??i:ﬁfélﬁﬁi%ﬂfﬂ%%%ﬁﬂﬁt
A", FFHIRATE AL T cogito MRS A cogito KRB Z IR (Car-
riero, 2008 ;: 308—309) ,

@ W Med, 5.14,5.15, CSM 2. 48—49, AT 7. 69—70; Second Replies, CSM 2. 100—101, 104,
AT 7. 140—141, 146; Principles, 1.13, CSM 1: 197, AT 8a: 9—10; Letter to Regius, 24 May
1640, CSMK: 147, AT 3. 64—65; Letter to Voetius, May 1643, CSMK: 223, AT 8b: 170; Conver-
sation, CSMK; 334, 353, AT 5. 148, 178,
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R DL HTE 1P BE A PR REXT R

B ZHEE T exist £ H AL BHZHE BR S AR T al BEsUA B &, TTE (3R
TUUR) PREAMESRA SN B, WORmE L] g, EW
FLRE M XA i A7 3K 6 PR M

[ii] MD3 BIFEEX R R BN Y THER S HBRMBAE,

[C] H AT “let whoever can do so deceive me, [ ---]” JE¥ G2 H
W R R IETE B A9 37 502 2 N IS A 0 DB B 28 PEAE 2 R i 20 2 75 2
AT MD3 R T BE Y, B AE b, A 2 B A £ R s — A O T
WIE (a positive argument, fjFR PA3) FrsZffg, [C] W B4 091k e
UEJE -

[PA3]

(1) T am perceiving clearly and distinctly an axiomatic proposition ( for
instance, that 2 +3 =5).

(2) My belief about the axiomatic proposition based on a present clear

and distinct perception is true at present moment.

XF LR BEIRUE MD3 (R 5E— M5 &) MIETH IR IE PA3 (& — 115
&), WRIRULE Y MD3 AR ShFEARLE LA PA3 Sy SEmk M5 &, BT AT
S UL E IR T (so convinced by)” PA3 DL Z Tl b3 5 #6  H 1 5 4
EEM . WR/ARTE [C] Ry HERL T -

(1) The denial of the axiomatic proposition based on a present clear
and distinct perception contains “a manifest contradiction” .

(2) Tt is impossible that my belief about the axiomatic proposition
based on the present clear and distinct perception is false at present mo-
ment.

(3) My belief about the axiomatic proposition is not doubtful at pres-

ent moment.

ATLAE W, BB AR R R A SO IR % SRR L], OB A R R
A DRAF ISR [C, JF H-S 8 RCT 4 T MR- WG A —
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P T HE M (current certainty) 2= UIAH — B XA KRG Wk
4 2 15t 5K A 24T 3 A8 0 WA 119 2 B o BELPE A 2 £ 25 I 200 A
REWCAE iy P BB BE h 0B E (BE = AR BAEE) FrHE®, A LIRATHoR
HlEME X EEERRN ., X MEE Texist M5, MR [i] AMrfES
R D) mgie (M EREMESRAIEER) MFER R, H
& [il] AREREFEAS-ATE: H-0UE) FkBrea@2+3 =5
REGS B MD1 P #%, mikHs [ii] B3R arare (6 =00E) A 3)
. Hoh [ii] wRES3CA [D] PrEskmlamar sy (ERA KT R¥%
B AFAE R RS LR, B AL A AU BE 95 AN B Sl 4 10 B E /) AR o
o W [i] RIERIE, B0 RE 98 M R A OC Tk > Bl ar AL A —
e, HFHENZREB WS [D] Plom e h R, LA
HE [A] A [B] AHSC MY — L8 3CAS F Y A 5 IR XE

[iii] MD3 ()R SEM R BB HE BN LG THEES P RAN B L AES
MREMZE B TR o A B A HE

WX AR, 72 [A] A1 [B] TR X R85 B Y PR
LW 26 0 2 3 WL 2~ 28, i [ C] A A8 B2 R i 28 o W1 gk
HE AR O (JF & B MD3 AN BEZh 4% A HERIARAT) o Brid, A8 s E
MD3 4 G445 24 T B g 2 B P2k, {HE MD3 (XA BEA A0 5
JEh M B g 2 AR — 26 o ke (i) aTRL SCA [A]L [B],
[C] A1 [D] ZEsLorbe, mH e WM kBB rams2 +3 =5
DA K it T exist AR OC B9 Rl 5L PR BRI, (38 = U0RL) Frig ek 2 g ml
TCER B2 +3 =5 8 exist ZA[BERY, T (5 UTLRE) Frig e dr il 1
exist L PR T4 PRI — KN ME AR SRR, m (E—T0E) Frig

® W Med, 3.4,3.9,4.10; 5.6;5.12,5.14, CSM 2. 25, 27, 41, 45, 47, 48, AT 7. 35—36,
38—39, 58—59, 65, 68—70; Second Replies, CSM 2. 103—104, AT 7. 144—146; Seventh Re-
plies, CSM 2; 309, AT 7. 460; Principles, Preface, 1.13,1.43, CSM 1. 179, 197, 207, AT 9b.
2, AT 8a: 9, 21; Letter to Regius, 24 May 1640, CSMK; 147, AT 3: 64—65; Letter to Voetius, May
1643, CSMK: 223, AT 8h: 170; Letter to [ Mesland ], 2 May 1644, CSMK. 233—234, AT 4.
115—116; Conversation, CSMK 333, 334, 353, AT 5. 146, 148, 178,
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AR 2 +3 =5 FFAEE TALAT 2 R A3 28 20 W, iy HUR 2 T e
(I o B A Wy oo R R B 7R 25 IR K ), DRI o2 AT BE Y o SR 2% B Y
[ 12362 B3 2 2 WRCHT B DIRAS R 2 aT BE Ry, 1EIA KT R 3% LA A7 7 p Al
WA O T AT LR AR E AT H ., FREMEE [i] & [i] A
it ] AL tr B ACah , OB E S M 9 20 mi i S e TR AR A B i o R
L] JERENS LU AT R R R AR AR A b A B R KB SCA, (HE BBk
— S S B ) R I TR Y SO 25 SR BRAL A TR G 25 R A0 A B [T 12 Y 7 AT
RO W B RRAS o XA DX T T2 B s B 5 R ORTE (5 %%
BE) HLAY RSSO %

[iv] MD3 #y iRl # X 52 A 4 T 8 30/ 8 B2 B9 & 2 4 B R A
HEk A8, MD3 B E#EMN R REM — R M E AR (something general) ,
lbin “what seems to me clear and distinct” , “all axiomatic beliefs of pres-
ent and/or recollected clear and distinct perception”, =, “the general
proposition or principle that whatever I very clearly and distinctly perceive
is true”, XM —BEHRETABENMRFEZSABRMGHEAE AT
EATHEEWMEES5BANEKAEMFPE (a particular axiomatic belief
can fall under this general thing and the denial of this general thing is in-
compatible with the particular belief) .

AR R H Antony Kenny (19685 1970)© $2iy, Jf13 5] —Lb2z %
(1345 @ Kenny I Med. 3. 4 X ABedg “ WoR T — 4 —Bir M EE (first - or-
der doubt) 1 [y £ %t (second — order doubt) KJIX 43" EKTK [Vi/E
H ] AR EEM B — B i BB — R E AR A, 4 “ROR
AIRIE X & €7 ARy “Fe W a8 %" e Ry mH,

ERRFGESFHCHU-—MFTEHEAZN TR EC. Rik%

@  Kenny 852 #] Willis Doney W5 % o Ja &R —A K50 “ (a) —A— MW . B s
SRS ERRELA” A (b) X — A HAREAE S WS AW E " (Doney, 1955 334) ,

@ M. Ashworth (1972: 91), Curley (1978 123—124) , Rodis - Lewis (1979; 22—26) , Newman &
Nelson (1999 375, 377), Smith (2005; 177—178) , Kemmerling (2005 171—177) ,



448 | i DI PT RS

EEAD—BENAF AT (some general heading) #& % &, #l * what
seems to me most obvious’ ; T H % & 9% 8 1 — AN B K% 5] B . whether
everything that seems to me most obvious may not in fact be false, % % A
BHEL —ANANEH, EFARMECERENEXEESTCHEN A
Bro [-]o HMXBATEA LR E (generically) ZFEW, WA
BN E (severally) N EAR R, []o XA W IF 83t & A A
BAFEARE EFHFEZNATMAERBROHT LIFHED

Xf Kenny Tl &, — 2829 Bl 48 20 DA B9 5w i (CReJ91) 2 1) B i
HUIW AR REMS s T — B M BE (RIS I0ECE 14 0 AT 25 08 BE A
i), AH 2 A AT A 1 28 B> il n] D) k3§ — Br MR BE sl T B BE (RD
AT ORI T A RE A WO 1ML MR B i A B ) A R P i, DO A E i
PR BEAR A R VG T 2% 3 [l ) 2 3t P BE A AT ) 0@ 4, T L AR % e R AR
“what seems to me clear and distinct” may be false Tij [&] 422 i 57 B0 X} B84~ 2 3
AEm B EE . X AET AR BERERE A GE i X 2 8 W IR Y MV S BTG
f1%¢ (referentially opaque wrappers) i fill Jzix 46 [ A #IPE] A @™, g
FA1U6 “ ‘ perhaps what I perceived five minutes ago is false’ or ‘perhaps I go
wrong in what seems to me most evident’ ,”® 54 I &t GE 0% 3@ i % A8
all axiomatic beliefs based on clear and distinct perceptions may be false J: [
BN IR T 3xX A2 BEAE G ob 9 — D31 [R] 42 52 3060 33X A S 4 B TR I
EREE. S EOULAY SR AAOR S AT BE Y, A DL A9 K g A] S R 2 R]
SR, JF ELZE A UE EOUL A% 0 i S P I A A Y EDW AT ALY AE S
Sh—Fi X E S, Kenny %ﬁi‘ﬁﬁ Med. 3.4 Wy 3CA [B] A1 [D] B
TR EMERE —P KX TFXAD— a8 (whatever 1 clearly and distinctly
perceive is true) [ IR5E, a’JtzewE;

I can metaphysically doubt that (for all p, if T clearly and distinctly

@ Kenny (1968: 183—184) ; SRiHLEA XHEH P,
@ Kenny (1968 183—185) ,

® Kenny (1970 689) ,

@ Kenny (1968 194) ,
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perceive that p, then p).

A TA]T AL [C] 2R W i b PR %€ A RE B 4 0 ) 54> il |-

RIS A — i ALY 1) s S 8, BT DAL

For all p, if I clearly and distinctly perceive that p, then I cannot doubt

that p. @

JUIE H e %@ 3 2% the general proposition that whatever I perceive very

clearly and distinctly is true may be false 2 [R] #2230 10 b #b PR B — 1~ A 3,

Li bk, WKAEmR [iv], FATATLLE MD3 Hf &R i h .

[ MD3 ]

(4) : It is possible that I am created by an omnipotent God/Deceiver.

(5): It is possible that T am so imperfect as to be deceived by my au-
thor (i. e. , an omnipotent God) “even in matters which seemed [ videren-
tur] most manifest [ manifestissima ]” or “even in those matters which T
think T intuit [ intueri] most evidently [ evidentissime| with my mind’s eye”

[ (4)]

(6) : It is possible that those matters “which seemed most manifest” or
“which I think I intuit most evidently with my mind’s eye” are false. [ 1K 3%
(5)]

(6)': It is possible that ¢ is false. (¢ = what seems to me clear and
distinct, or ¢ = all axiomatic beliefs of present and/or recollected clear and
distinct perception, or g =the general proposition or principle that whatever
I very clearly and distinctly perceive is true). [ K3 (6) ]

(7): Tt is possible that an axiomatic belief (e. g , that 2 +3 =5)

based on (present and/or recollected) clear and distinct perception is false.

[ 4 (6)']
fke Liv] RSCHEAE T MD3 (6) PHfE N MD3 (6)'. mAR [iv] fiE

@O Kenny (1970: 688—690) .
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GEAR YT b ff B Med, 3.4 BYSCAS, JIf H AR AR GF AL B0 B W5 Al (2 +
3 =5F1Texist) HUMERE—BCEMREE, 2 [iv] Bl 5 Bk Y R R
A B SR, HoAM 52— St bF

i BT, — AR, AT MD3 SRE AR A v] SRR, A E D
WAL &M (1] BRegE CGR—E2ilig) mBEiERH—
wofgke (Al [B]. [C] M [D] WHASTA; [2] BEREGSARUF iR By I 2
PIA i (2 +3 =5 Fl exist) 76 CER—ULRL) « €5 008 ) A (58 =00C
RUY Z 0] A f B — BOME R R [3] B REAE BT R /R )BT B BE #Y ik
Fr “which seemed most manifest” =Y “which I think I see most evidently with
my mind’s eye” 5 (Y47 5/ IR EZE G B S IR ) A B Z Y
KF; [4] BREBS MUY N A8 RARAHMD3 (3) K—4> MD3 iy
GF P AT 4R, AL B ARG [MDS (3) ] Jy MDS f4fF  2 dy MET 2 .

. FEAENKEIZENFTESABRMA?

SRR BTG 0 DL BAEFI X R, R B AR AE DR AL S, Al
AT TR T b VR 58 4 7 5 P A B 7 11 0 T LA IR O R 3%

Ttems Axioms Theorems
Present clear and distinct perception V' (indubitable) V' (indubitable)
Recollected clear and distinct perception ?7(7) V' (doubtful)

MIEE Al LIE H, ME— A B 0 e B AR KR A
(B [ 1276 A 35 8 2 WIS A o 28 SR o M b s T b i DUk MID3 A A figp B
M IEAA R o R 2K AR SO A R B 78 40 W R R A 1) 251 A [l 42k
PR o A DA A0 RT LLEE R AR

© W Med, 5.14,5.15, CSM 2. 48—49, AT 7. 69—70; Second Replies, CSM 2. 100, 104—105,
AT 7. 140, 145—146; Fourth Replies, CSM 2. 171, AT 7. 246 ; Seventh Replies, CSM 2. 309, AT
7. 460; %% Principles, 1.13, CSM 1. 197, AT 8a: 9—10; Conversation, CSMK: 353, AT 5
178 ; Letter to Regius, 24 May 1640, CSMK. 147, AT 3. 64—65; Letter to Voetius, May 1643,
CSMK; 223, AT 8b: 170; Letter to [ Mesland ], 2 May 1644, CSMK; 234, AT 4. 117,
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TR1—perception: A present/current clear and distinct perception of a
proposition p is an operation by which our mind is perceiving clearly and dis-
tinctly p. [ A standard clear and distinct perception requires at least that our
mind is actually attending to or paying attention to the conclusion p and the
premises, arguments, reasons (if there is any) deducing p].

TR2—perception;: A recollected clear and distinct perception of a
proposition p is an operation by which (1) our mind simply recalls or recol-
lects the conclusion p without actually attending to or paying attention to the
“premises” , “arguments”, “reasons” or “sequence” deducing p, and
(2) our mind remembers having perceived p clearly and distinctly in the

past.

TR AT BTG 2 0 WU TR #24F, Bi a4 (Y 5 4 70 BIIE R
TR2 #:4F . 125 AT, M RRBFRIE 4 AR IR EDR B9 /2 TR2 #4F HAH G
T AL A A AT, DR O A iR TR2 # AR B R0 SR8 H 1 5 ) MU 26 35
AR CHIRT, BIET, Bl T, “HEHFHT EBIF. FE,
W RRH (o A AE) R4 T — 2 oo M Y SRR J SR X A L4
Accordingly, if there is any certainty to be had, the only remaining al-
ternative is that it occurs in the clear perceptions of the intellect and nowhere
else.
Now some of these perceptions are so transparently clear [ perspicua ]
and at the same time so simple [ simplicia ] that we cannot ever think of
[ cogitare] them without believing them to be true. The fact that I exist so
long as I am thinking, or that what is done cannot be undone, are examples
of truths in respect of which we manifestly possess this kind of certainty. For
we cannot doubt them unless we think of them; but we cannot think of them
without at the same time believing they are true, as was supposed. Hence we
cannot doubt them without at the same time believing they are true; that is,
we can never doubt them.

It is no objection to this to say that we have often seen people ‘turn out
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to have been deceived in matters where they thought their knowledge was as
clear as the sunlight’ . For we have never seen, indeed no one could possi-
bly see, this happening to those who have reliedsolely on the intellect in
their quest for clarity [ claritatem ] in their perceptions; we have seen it hap-
pen only to those who tried to derive such clarity from the senses or from
some false preconceived opinion. It is also no objection for someone to make
out that such truths might appear false to God or to an angel. For the evident
clarity [ evidentia nostrae] of our perceptions does not allow us to listen to
anyone who makes up this kind of story.

There are other truths which are perceived very clearly [ clarissime ] by
our intellect so long as we attend to the arguments on which our knowledge of
them depends; and we are therefore incapable of doubting them during this
time. But we may forget the arguments [ rationum ] in question and later re-
member simply the conclusions which were deduced from them. The question
will now arise as to whether we possess the same firm and immutable convic-
tion concerning these conclusions, when we simply recollect that they were

previously deduced from quite evident [ evidentibus] principles. ¥

X6 B S R R R GUR A AT R 2y RO AR R T, AR S
BENERE D WA WA TR 5 — D2 XA B transparently
clear” I “simple” FEAI; 25 AL E LAY TG 2 20 WA . — 4> B
sl W (evident) ™ JEIN i 22 BEAE — >l BHLEE R 2R MK . MR OR
B SE0 E BEAT T TRI/TR2 AE R X7, (HEAM B A & L AT LA
WML X oo F92 b, AMUE AL, R -7 Hof st T Rt & B A &)
WAL T A BIX 7> TRI/TR2 B AE R A . IR A B o S AP 12K
XA B, b BT 5 A B R R R f 4 K A 52 B R A Y M
U7 o HARIRBA AR ML IX oy, X s AT LR R O O (5 — 22 LB AR
() F2 BB I (scientific knowledge [ scientia]) o HKAEFRIYH 5, WK

@  Second Replies, CSM 2; 104, AT 7. 145—146; TR BB A SCHEZ .
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JRAE R S SR R T AE 20 B R ARV T B K T A Y L A A R A
& (eternally certain true inferential/theorematic beliefs based on clear and dis-
tinct perceptions ) . [ AF #fE 3 4 ) A % /5 & (non - inferential/axiomatic
beliefs) s(A3LWAE (common notions) & 48 EARBAR g HRY AR FA]
(RRE IR e o N N B /A R il A ST R 7 of SR TN S g 1 5 L R
TERA KK, A7F8 1 exist so long as I am thinking #1725 B 23 3 A4
T A 43 WY IR DR TR S0 R W (simple mental intuitions) @ 7 2% B (1Y &%
gL E MR IS (clarity [ claritatem ])” 50t W A9 5 A8 4
(evident clarity [ evidentia nostrae])” , KI5 K /K% F TR1 BAEBI Y T
EMEFUL, AT TRIBIEMGES, LTI AR ER, #EAREwiE
] VR BE B sh $8 B PR BE Y, BT AR 1 —Fh 2 T i 20 59 E P L 2= T RATAN
ARG AATR L, KRS E/RBS “we cannot think of [ cogitare ]
them without at the same time believing they are true” A i 2 T 7E . ARHE
UL, WERIKATRE “JEE (think of) ™ XL HE, IR 4 6 9K £1 B BLFR AT
[FIEARE TR B, Frid, XHEMARE “think of 7 N % B #3524 TRI
PR (HDOREW) o Waldil, ABAWREEM “E" B [F R 205A
IETEROE R I 2], fEX — i b, JLTArf i #0578
RUGFATH B R KA R “ % (think of )™ 245 23 BLAY TR1 4
T, HRMRAFAEE — M AT RENE, TR 2 8 R /R TE X HLA I 1 422 Bf TR2
BAER U] . BRGSOV ERAFE AT TR2 #2/Ey HRERE =27
W 7o BRE FRATTAE i 25 A~ B 20 A A I R R B A A B, IR E
AN EE T, I AFRATH B AR J7 20RF AT 78 BE 14 X R4 310
REHT ATy T RWEEMAT], FAIFTEE “BIHZE (recollect)”, it
f+ (remember)” By “AH (recall)” flf]. WX A5 F “we cannot
doubt them unless we think of them™ /™l % 5 19 1% , A B4 & & X kE—
AL, AR IRBEMAT], BRI R BB B BT
O RZHE, WAFATFIE FAE “ % (think of) 7 flAT, Wit B A]

@  Second Replies, CSM 2; 100, AT 7. 140,
@  Second Replies, CSM 2; 100, AT 7. 140,
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FUTEA — DX AATH) TR 4RVE ( “unless” =if not) o X FE— DA A
MEhie, REte “BHCEACHR”T — DA B S E W E B N g A B
BONE (TRI84E) TGk XKBIIF. HAiail, R — DA B TR2 £
5, IR e¥s B a2 M — MR TR 4. F58 E, XS5 56
U8 B AT 28 R RN 4R A B TR2 AR Y R T HoxX A4 Az
fat, PO —J7 R KRB IC 12 (intellectual memory) =7 Ui ff “ [0 42
7L BRSO R AR — A SRR B
] WL INE BARFFTE . Bl 357 SO e A A 1012 22 b i R 2 b BT
774 (reproduction) , HFTHiE/ P2 (reminiscence) B LI (reappea-
ring) HOR M ERAE ;Y 55 A — Ty T B O A S iy — S A SR 0L T A
T 33X 26 f] B0 0L R e < @ BT (self — evident) ™ LZE Tl 2 %At 4]
CHERMATILYE (even the slightest grasp) ™ Ll & WK & XMl 1189~ 58
21) (complete) ” P a1 5@ 15 20 B B UE AU AL 37 2 TR A LA B
P TT AL R DL, AN AR T AT i A T B A A A0 B Bl BB E . BT
PL, ®RRUE “MBE AT BA B W BT ik, W24 8% (thinking about
[cogitemus]) ABAT [2AFL] BYWEHLA MG W), FATTIEAS Al RELE RN E ARAT] L2

O HRAREHXART DX ST “PR—H it 7 “PEtkEymicds” ( “corporeal or
bodily memory” / “memory of material things”) F1 “FEFEIEAZ” 7/ RSP L2” ( “in-
tellectual memory” / “memory of intellectual things” ) . Fii & MK# T B A ( Eb K P A 72 5 2
[i] (the phantasy [phantasia]) FIHEEADEENA), LN HERHFFHEHFHRI LR
W KR AE A A T B, LA R P i R R s ) CH IR R A R0,
LR XA EREREEXDNELEM) AT ERNS IR A NIEZ T Z AR TR/ A
QB IF ELA AT A — o i (B, 3o e S S B (A — W B A2 (9 07 35 B 1S AL AU
FRA|IORAL, NI ICAZ s IR 02 193842 01 77 L AR 3R AT 09 0 2R fE 4% IR /Y30
TARAF RS P E RS T = A X U7 “K-1-N-G” MEBEX (“Z2LKI") (Z2F
Rules, 12.8—12.10, CSM 1 41—43, AT 10.: 414—416; Treatise, CSM 1. 105—107, AT 11.
174—178 ; Letter 1o Mersenne, 1 April 1640, CSMK: 146, AT 3. 48; Letter to Mersenne, 6 August
1640, CSMK: 151, AT 3 143; Letter to [ Mesland ] , 2May 1644, CSMK: 233, AT 4. 114; Conver-
sation, CSMK: 336, AT5: 150) . fE45 /R AGAIE S, “corporeal memory” Fil “intellectual mem-
ory” M ATEICIC T I IRAE, ICAESRFFIRA, T “remembering/remember” , “recollecting/re-
collect” 8 “recalling/recall” JE4§ —ANREITE 2l , 756 b0 520000057 ) 21 2 B8 0% A7 1 W &
B, AT AR ICAZ S PR A7 1 MR 2 22 e e i s [T A2

©® Rules, 12.16, CSM 1; 45, AT 10; 420—421
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Wer” o AR AT N S R TR AE R R R, R s
W5 i W (preconceived opinions) (5 5 5 AMTHY.0 R HIE .2 B (58
THHERE) BB E R N CAERE THESWEMBREIFHC &
SR TR E 1 T e R R LAY B e g AR, BRI TR X R AT R R A
Ui “we can never doubt them” . FrLIXTH# R/RTF, “fFfE—HILAY
ZREVEERY AT, BUE BIAFIEE — 28 B ANTE f— A= b 4 AR AT By B
REfE VR BE M A3, O JE N AT LAAE S B35t ] B A B8 Al AT, JF A
AT A] R85 AL AT B4 N ORF 2 TE AR 0 A 23 W] 3t BRI AT, M L e A RE 8
BT @

XA PETE TR2 48 4R 1Y fiff B B0VF 8 32 X A — A e B 2R TR2
BAEA AT R T A B, R KR 2 1 b B SCAS R BT R A2 o O X
—a, BOER T XA, WAEMARTE AT TH R REL A S
AR FIIR (scientia) KRR LM T, 1 BRI (6 ZAHE
BE) BV AR R R B3 A SR R A R R AR 58 4 IR AL Y SO HE 3
B RMAEMEHET 7T A2 E SRR, W, W RK
BEBA $¢ S % TR2 AR REWS M T A F, b ii, A4 LR
A 0112 A 2o 25 35 AE 23 W IR0 B 20 PR A ) T2 R 0 AE 2 B B AR AT
WERA TSR E — D B TR2 8 4E JE N T AL AT V5 58 o FIA X 28 )%
Bl BREMS WK Il o AR AT L R P 510 By B B uR i R B R 0
SCASUEHE SCRp R 2ok, (H 2 X8 IR R Gl BIE A X A 2 T R R E
B, MATRE RAR (B —F 2 Ui ) il e SC— > Fr i i &
o3 BB A b Y o — O HL 2 g B BeYg o TR R R 3 SOk IR

@  Principles, 1.49, CSM 1. 209, AT 8a: 24,

@  Principles, 1.50, CSM 1: 209, AT 8a: 24,

® Kenny (1968: 179—181) . fE5 /b —R B3, Kenny 4 i) 45 3¢ F¢ 3 i i B, B WAt 1%
HE AT A X A LA (P for some p, I clearly and distinctly perceived that p, but not p) ,
JFFHWME p B— B, RO WA XA B Scf], R WE p &2 Med,
3.4 R CF ALY R RBIAARLE R A HEERWNT AN, WA
YA XA BABAEAT I F], BrLh Kenny & € & A TRI—TR2 X 40 K&l T A8 (Ken-
ny, 1970. 688—690) ,

@  Frankfurt (1970 166)
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BE P T B % PR SCAR V) S AUAL AR B 20 R AR 2 LB 2 PR R AT B

SRR BER, AT B IR S BAEAT A BEAY TR2 484F . Xl R B Al A1)

Tu%%‘»??ﬂki AP Gl (5 AR 1Bk B R R IR .
, TR A AR B — £ i) 5 7 SCASUE 3% SCRF 3R £ 5K

Whatever is revealed to me by the natural light®— for example that
from the fact that I am doubting it follows that I exist, and so on — cannot
in any way be open to doubt. ®

[ To philosophize is to acquire perfect knowledge deduced from the first
principles] . These principles must satisfy two conditions. First, they must
be so dear and so evident that the human mind cannot doubt their truth when
it attentively concentrates on them; and, secondly, the knowledge of other
things must depend on them, in the sense that the principles must be capa-

ble of being known without knowledge of these other matters, but notvice ver-

-
sa. @

UNSRAFAE A 2 BRRG A% R  i TR2 AR 3G, IR 40X 48 2 BIORE 22
e _EARBERT B4, AR XA PR BE S BLAR Y L R A B AT ) A 5 X
TEXFEOLT , W R A RE UL X 2 A #E A RE “ RIAEM Jr 20 (in any
way) " BREE, %JtlDJﬂ:El‘Jlﬁ%’vbiﬁﬁ?‘ﬂi?ﬁﬂﬂ]ZLﬁﬁﬁﬂIEI'TZ@TZ
M ATRE S B BE 5 1 RIR WA REULAL T BEAE A T 20 T H AL F Yy Al
WOCHOE (known) ™ [BURCARIR T, PO AR ATTHOBE T 56 T R 3% b A7
FE R FIH o

g AR W HE R RO B . B b, FRATN %2 RERS (0]
TR — A B AT 2 2R EREEE VR ENNE. FX

@ W Med,3.4,3.9,4.10,5.12, CSM 2; 25, 27, 41, 47, 48, AT 7. 36, 38—39, 58—59, 68—
69; Second Replies, CSM 2 104, AT 7. 145—146; Principles, Preface, 1.13, CSM 1; 179, 197,
AT 9b: 2, AT 8a: 9; Leiter to Regius, 24 May 1640, CSMK: 147, AT 3: 64—65; Conversation,
CSMK: 333, 334, 353, AT 5. 146, 148, 178,

@ fEH A SCE B IRAE W R KA B ARG (the natural Tight) 52 24 9 75 A& 2 B 0

® Med, 3.9, CSM 2: 27, AT 7: 38; RHK N A SCHEH Fim

@  Principles, Preface, CSM 1: 179—180, AT 9b: 2; ik 5 W NASCEZ A .
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b, XS R TR R A E AL, ROV IR R RS R E X
e (i alh) 7 1 SO 20 R iilg) @ 26 Wl ARUHE 4 f 2 25 [l AR R A
WG, AN A WL 103 5 0k s S JEAB RV o A SR FR AT ] A — A
O BRI TR I B A g B e, ORI D0 XA — A AR AE [l AR X A
WA 15 5 B AR WA B i A& R . Il R /R AT S -

because of the use of language, we tie all our concepts to the words
used to express them; and when we store the concepts in our memory we al-
ways simultaneously store the corresponding words. Later on we find the
words easier to recall than the things; and because of this it is very seldom
that our concept of a thing is so distinct that we can separate it totally from
our concept of the words involved. The thoughts of almost all people are more
concerned with words than with things; and as a result people very often give

their assent to words they do not understand, thinking they once understood

them. @

AR FRATTAS i oKF 23 B IR B ARk (BRI A)) X 2838 5 SRR i X
DX 70 1 I HLIE B X 283 5 SRR 9 T 3, RLRXRR 5 AU FRATT 25 [ A8k
P BAPER A B W B AR SR AR T B AR ) i S b AN 2
FFARL, AR Al RE SRV FAT] B — 4> 2 B L 78 1 [w] IR 20 A 2 i
TN R A, WA AR R IR A A — AT M B 1 TR2 #:4E
IZETEN T RER IR EE, Feille .0 REEW “ LB RIEE ALK
H (inattention) ™ (BPANRLG R “ AN LB HEMLEE" €f]) SFHLR

@ MW Second Replies, CSM 2. 113, AT 7. 160; Third Replies, CSM 2. 126, AT 7. 178—179; Princi-
ples, 1.74, CSM 1. 220—221, AT 8a: 37—38; Letter to Mersenne, July 1641, CSMK. 185, AT 3.
393; Letter to Chanut, 1 February 1647, CSMK: 307, AT 4. 604,

@  Principles, 1.74, CSM 1: 220, AT 8a: 37—38,

® Loeb (1992: 228, JEH 18 Al 19) ok “ BAR— L6 20 JLR AN fik UL & T JRAT1AS g [/l i 76 38 Ay
T A8 43 WL B0 Al AT T TS 25 Al ], E Bz R A F JRATRERY, B W R R AE
A7 2 UL RE A HEBR X AP AT REPE . 2GR  — A W 7R 25 B S — i BT A 7E X A [k
A B 20 B TR) U 3 A iy R o
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SEEL “VEEE IR (the deflection of attention)” @

WARBA HIEE L B AT TR2 #:4E, IR AR E BRI
S AT A K A o — T AR A BRI A B AT L L T o X ARl LA
ff e R A 24— IS R IR TE Med, 3.2 EFR “1 now seem be able to lay it
[i. e., the Truth Rule] down as a general rule” , 2 [fij ¥ #h—J5 i 3 3k 2L # #1
W TR JEAE CEMUCER) KEBAEUEW R 3% L7725 8 uEml i .® A8 2
KN AE Med, 3.2 J8 B R IR AAS HIIE T A T8 A 43 W SR 1 2 B8/ 35 B iy A
S ACHE T E B (B whatever I perceive very clearly and distinctly perceived is
true) , T BT A 15 A8 43 W JER R0 1) 7 B/ 52 4 i AL 1) L1 K TR f E M 0 TR
AR

LR AU, AW R RIER T AR — A AN T LY
THERESHHBRAE. TUAFERIEZ X EWAME TR2 #4E, TR1—
TR2 X A3 ANl A P, HaEHFaEs, ™8 E X E i TR2 #:4E H i K 5
EH

V. AR [ii] P

[ 21 X MD3 (% 4 5 S0 4E (9 PO A i B X AN DR B o A SR 3 40 4 Ie X
Tk Liv] RPPEmy, EREX T HA =R AA KRR %451E
flifgfp R (1] KR\ ARTRE, An] LIRS SR (], JF H 645 g R
it ] SH8opfeRe (i, PrFpsuimm e [i] BB Mk A SO L
Mg ERYRME . RJE AR RO [iv] A3,

IR [ii]o AR H R K3 TR BAE A0, AR W& T A
19 2% P A 78 ) ECRE 8 22 8 — b T 1R JK 19 92 & TR IR 5K 110 K A8 A E
H HLUTRE A BB AR T 5 T R 38 b A7 5 19 R I 8 E 2 B B R . X
oz 5 Med, 3.4 iy 3CA [ D] 1 H A SCA B AR 2 /4 1% 3 7. 37 il 24 3

O W Williams (1978 186—187) , Newman & Nelson (1999: 375, 377),
@ Med, 3.2, CSM 2: 24, AT 7. 35; RHA A SCIEHR FTm .
@  Synopsis, CSM 2. 11, AT 7. 15; Med, 4.17, CSM 2; 43, AT 7. 62,
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[D]: [++] .Forif I do not know this [ whether there is a deceptive
God or not], it seems [ videor] that I can never be quite certain about any-
thing else. ©

I see that the certainty of all other things depends on this [1i.e. , the
certainty of knowledge of veracious God’s existence ] , so that without it noth-
ing can ever be perfectly known [ perfecte sciri].®

[W] hen I am no longer attending to the arguments which led me to
make it [ a judgment] . And so other arguments can now occur to me which
might easily undermine my opinion [ based on my past clear and distinct per-
ceptions | , if I were unaware of God; and I should thus never have true and
certain knowledge [ scientiam ] about anything, but only shifting and
changeable opinions. ©

I see plainly that the certainty and truth of all knowledge [ scientiae ]
depends uniquely on my awareness of the true God, to such an extent that |
was incapable of perfect knowledge [ perfecte scire] about anything else until
I became aware of him. @

But if we did not know that everything real and true within us comes
from a perfect and infinite being then, however clear and distinct our ideas
were, we would have no reason to be sure that they had the perfection of be-

. ®
g true.

oK B SO 20 W — B R 4R 51 N SR R R A — R L Y
UEH, BIBCA 5T A A AR BRI, B AT ] i e 2 R A E . MUK HE

@ Med, 3.4, CSM 2. 25, AT 7. 36 &HA N A SCHEZ BTN,

@ Med, 5.13, CSM 2. 48, AT 7. 69; &bk A SCHEE BN,

® Med.5.14, CSM 2 48, AT 7: 69; FHA N A SCVEH TN o

@ Med, 5.16, CSM 2: 49, AT 7: 71; RHANASCAEH BN .

® Discourse, 4.7, CSM 1. 130, AT 6: 39; &HA A< SCHEF Fim .

® T Gewirth (1941, 381, 385), Curley (1978: 102—103) , Sosa (1997 235),
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| A0 )5 PR SE

Al LA
M 5E
ENN
a2
e

b

P TR AR 2% BHLE T 17 _E P B I — A 2 BB 1% 4 8 18 sl
o XAEHEE 2T B W R/ARKT TRLRAE T A2 B8 E B4 — M
B E PEROL AT o WPRIRATAF 2400 M L3R P 51 SO, I3 B L 40 A
Lo AE Fofte o Ty 1) F AN SEVESOAR, LA A B RIS 9 bs B AN
BetR S o bR P AR S L S B — A SCRER B R T R R =S ], B
AR IR R G A b S SO BT BRI AN IE X S kb T8k SO AR

7%.@

[ W] hen I said that we can know nothing for certain until we are aware
that God exists, I expressly declared that 1 was speaking only of knowledge of
those conclusions which can be recalled when we are no longer attending to the
arguments by means of which we deduced them. Now awareness of first princi-
ples is not normally called ‘knowledge [ scientia]’ by dialectitians. @

[U] ntil we know that God exists, we have reason to doubt everything
(i. e. everything such that we do not have a clear perception of it before our
minds [ --+]). @

If we did not know that all truth has its origin in God, then however
clear our ideas were, we would not know that they were true, or that we were
not mistaken—1I mean of course when we were not paying attention to them
and when we merely remembered that we had clearly and distinetly perceived
them. For on other occasions, when we do pay attention to the truths them-
selves, even though we may not know God exists, we cannot be in any doubt

about them. Otherwise, we could not prove that God exists. @

X6 B v 1 S BRI 1 — A X R R T T BE AT S TR A AR A

5 %3 Fourth Replies, CSM 2: 171, AT 7; 245—246; Seventh Replies, CSM 2 373, AT 7; 546,
Principles, 1.13, CSM 1; 197, AT 8a; 9—10; Conversation, CSMK: 334, AT 5; 148; Letter to
Regius, 24 May 1640, CSMK: 147, AT 3. 64,

Second Replies, CSM 2; 100, AT 7. 140; A R A SCHEE e .

Seventh Replies, CSM 2; 373, AT 7: 546 ; £HA& J A SCVEH it .

Conversation, 81, CSMK: 353, AT 5 178; RHAK h 4 SCHEH Fim .
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I H 5 HRKH) TREBRAEIA —F 28 o e rEm AR s — 8, b bE—
A S AR R T SR [D] A — AN B “seems [videor |7 FIH R
IR “SERAN (perfect knowledge [ scientia]) ™ WL H)JCH S o |l 15
N OBV A RN, RAEFERRML”, J5F AR B E B
7% (inferential/theorematic beliefs) . Fr L, AK¥ [ 3& J7 51 14 25 — 25 #b 72 1%
A, [D] 1 “anything else” % #5K5 1 o B A% 4 “ any theorematic be-
lief based on TR2—perception” , FFLL, [D] RiiZ#EIE N .©

[D]": [-+] . Forif I do not know this [ whether there is a deceptive
God or not], T can never be quite certain about anything else [i.e. , any

theorematic belief based on recollected clear and distinct perception | .

HoRH KRR [D] Ryl S A K 208 28 T8 T K OUL & A JF 4 B/
ANFRVE(E & (non — inferential/ axiomatic beliefs) , FFLL [ D] AH N fil Be
Lii] BYEIESX .

AR B ARLAE A [A] , [B] F [C] pRExbfpRe [ii] A RE:

[ A]: But what about when I was considering [ considerabam ] some-
thing very simple and straightforward in arithmetic or geometry, for example
that two and three added together make five, and so on? Did I not see [ intu-
ebar] at least these things clearly [ perspicue] enough to affirm their truth?

[B]: Indeed, the only reason for my later [ postea ] judgement that
they were open to doubt was that it occurred to me that perhaps some God
could have given me a nature such that I was deceived even in matters which
seemed [ viderentur | most evident [ manifestissima ] . And whenever my pre-
conceived belief in the supreme power of God comes to mind, I cannot but
admit that it would be easy for him, if he so desired, to bring it about that |

go wrong even in those matters which I think I see [ intueri] utterly clearly

@ Michael Della Rocca AN “X B ‘ seems’ I /R A8 & X & 5 — V5 & #8 & n] 819
XA FAEN KB AUL”, P LU EIR4E 5] F R “1 can never be quite certain about anything else
as long as I am not currently perceiving those things clearly and distinctly” ( Della Rocca, 2005 14, F
F%25) . Broughton (2002 182) LA —NAH LA WL & o
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[ evidentissime | with my mind’s eye.

TEBLVE Med, 3.2 v, U8 XS — A Z2 491 1) 3K 3 4 T 44 ok 13 375 48 0 B Uk
MR . HR VU B X R AR T O R XA 5 (IIEXC
4 [A] H): he was perceiving [ considerabam ] clearly and distinctly that 2 +
3=5, XHEALT K R EBN & (imperfect tense) £ 5 ( considera-
bam, intuebar) FFANIEREABAE — A0 K WAT o BT R 58 U
AR — RN, N EERRE, Ml T SRR
RS MR SE AT Ry o TOBE, X AT DI R R — X — A I K
BRSNS MU TEAE Ay B . [A] PRy s m) A (2 Did T not see at
least these things clearly enough to affirm their truth?”) J&ZE A/~ K oHIX
S Ly BN FRAE TR ARAE T 0935 2 0 WRAS , DR i SERE 98 1 2 fth
I E . XA [C] 5L BBy XA Ak, BUFE T — D8 AR .
XF ik 2e TR1 #AE TR ABM A EQSE “— MU ERATFE (amanifest con-
tradiction) ” o FrLA#RE [ii] 7EMRSCA [A] BEA RN,

VAR (i) RYECORRERS R A T30 [B], HSLARZ 5 A Bx A
Jiif “my later [ postea] judgement” & B M5 — > BEBR A5 o KO B R R
e CBIUPiED) ryFIMT e, EHRMARESIESE (EEE, &, SR
BEMTCESEE) 09X G2 B IR A R R AR A LA, B DATE S A AR
B TR B AE B ] 1SS T R R A FI M s g Y X AN postea”  Jf AN I 4
WAL AT SC T X SE BB — A “H 517 [l (the “later” recollection) ,
T A i J% R0 AR . 245 4 W 22 () I [ ] B o 3 A Ik T ] o 7 1 R 2% o 5 v O
BEAAEAT R 2778 30, PRk T8 R AR T & — > 0 B 9 B ) g 9 % 3
B, MPE AL RRIE AN B oA BEERMEE T, R -
BB [mIAZ 6 1) AE 43 W RN 45 W] T B 0 Y R AE oy B, R4 [B]
LT F 5K A5 2 I A 4 DR A A B 5E F IR B R SN B 2 1, TR R
REE i 75 X LL N PR A BE Y “ X 0 — B (the only reason)” AJ DL L
REFPA, 43 [TUEE] B3 “FEX T2 BAGE B . X0k

© Med, 4.8,4.12, CSM 2 39—40, 41, AT 7. 56—58, 60,
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LA [C] WHBHTE. WREIHFAX LA [B] M8 R T
SRR B S

Equidem non aliam ob causam de iis dubitandum esse postea judicavi,
quam [ -] . (AT7: 36): (&% In fact, I later judged that they were
to be doubted, the only reason was that [ -+ ] . )

Certessi 1’ ay iugé depuis qu’ on pouuoit douter de ces choses, ce n’ a
point esté pour autre raison, que [ -=-] . (AT9: 28) (&% . Certainly if I
later judged that such matters could be doubted, this was not for any other

reason, but for that [ ---] . )

Mo RSO SR g s 73k [A], [B] 1 [C] ZEMWEIE
WTEZ R . IR [B] FFA F oKX S0 3y ixX AN B 1 L 446 &€ rY 21
H T EL 2 o BT B (R s nT g sh BRI, e BTk IR (if [si]) 7@
TR SR E, ARSI — R N E 3l il sl . &
ARUL, WRXATEI EE B ETREM TS ( [B] MET R TC LR
RGN, BAT —ErR§ME XA T, YU ATEm L
L E Sy T R T _E PR BE VS UE BE 5 B Zh M 5k G Akt (validly or successfully)
PR B Bl HE X S s B 7 R IR THNS UE RS 1 & (BP TR1 #:4E) , LR HE A
AE % F T A AT AT B s 1 o AR 6, XS Ik Y PF B8 B i BE A 1
i ] 2 22 IR BE L Z) #%  (purport to doubt or shake) —AAFIME(E &, (HE
HARIUEE RE A MBS SR T TR [B] UUER T —1 R
XoJ 3 6 5 B PR BE IR, 8 8 VR AR B ) W R T 3 46 8 B AT BE ) B2 AN AT
BER AL . FESCA [B] o, DU AUAUE M BE R IE X — I A 2 7% &
XEAE &, R TR A [C] H, A 7E 3% A5 & W I T i ik X —
BT Z 5, 23R W8 oy & A ul ik gy, MRy S A Bk 1. [C]
F) SCAR S 0

O (- TFETUEE) LSRR (1647 4F) JR MG T SO (1642 48) BT R, iR
IR TR IRMAZE” B RATE SCRR M AURR M B2 TR IR PRI T SO (L CSM 2: 1—2)

@  Elizabeth S. Haldane & G. R. T. Ross ( HR, 1978—1979: 159) FI Michael Moriarty ( MM, 2008 :
26) ST B P —AE RSO g T i (i) R



[ C]: Yet when I turn to the things themselves which I think I perceive
very clearly, I am so convinced by them that I spontaneously declare: let

whoever can do so deceive me, [ -+ ].

EXA [C] WJThR, TUR &R A CTE B IE IS IE A A X —
BRI . 2% “Fem (tun to)” XEEAPE, LR EAMAT, XY THEESTY
BT FF A “turn to” FEARBE S — M TR2 FAEARZEE] TRT 45 R
AL PE, T A TR (R I R SRR AR BE A FE AR SO A T
i : “I turn to the things themselves” #Fl1 “let whoever can do so deceive me”
B SR PR BE 10 TIE AN ] J D) 2l 4 AR 20 S TE TR Eh AR 4 R A I i At
Je I FE R T (so convinced by)” IETH —Jr. XAEE [A] HIAIEA
B A S BrLASCA [B] M [C] Ry C R aT RIAb 2 2 AT

[ B]': [ Let’s consider the negative side: a possible skeptical argument a-
gainst these axiomatic beliefs ] . In fact, [if] I later judged that they were to
be doubted, the only reason was that [ ---].

[C]'": Yet [when I also consider the positive side at the same time: the
positive arguments for these axiomatic beliefs, that is, ] when I turn to the
things themselves which I think I perceive very clearly, I am so convinced

by them that I spontaneously declare: let whoever can do so deceive me,

[-].

ERp R E @RI R [i] BMEIESCARME, F5LE
[ii] WREARGF M BR K B i 2 +3 =5 18 (H—TLR) M (5B =
DU B — B R R X AR e R U0 B BEE I D
HRA~ B B € e W ot e B 1), B 0 S 2 g R R R S 0 1 481 s 2 L A
RBOX A KRG, 17 HAE 238V BE X A divdl ip, DU 4 IR ARIEAE X
MEGEIEIE AL B, AR EE N -l B g ke, OV
A CHE—UUE) AR fE 2 a9 R T RSB fE & i R =00,
XA i AN RE WY S 45 2 X O B R SORE M B R T i e AR (T ARy
WIR A, EVRBEE B IE B, XA 24T B S 4R A 2 TR I B0 A 3 T
T3 P S AN AESF A o L sk A i s 4 A AN — OO SR T Y
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TAMERE [ii] WRE A B AR B N AT 40 R RN
MD3 (3): I previously accepted as wholly certain and manifest many

things which I afterwards realized were doubtful.

0¥ AT X TRL 4 R A BRI i B A 5E (MD3) HYIE S A4, i
HIBHE MD3 (3) Y72 A

MD5 (3): I remember that there have been frequent cases where 1
have regarded things as true and certain, but have later been led by other ar-

guments to judge them to be false.

MRy — A AT 6 TR2 #4E T & BB M bR %€ (MDS) |y & i Al
o N RIRUE MD3 (3) AR — A~ £ % R L8 IR I AN IE A8 BH
Oy WS SR M BE R , LE AN E BB BT 22l R IR BE IR 8 “ e [ UL
B ] RGBT R SECE IR TR SRR [V
H 1OV R B AR A, M SE PR BRI RS A, SO R T
R BRI I ME Y T XY MNESRE R ET
HIEME R W, W TR )5 ok A B R A FE Bl [ ] A
FAAG Tixse g yy” @ T Bl T T AR S, A7 AR
TR2 #4F, FF LAAAATE 2 RS T AR AR ZS 1 2200, -t gl 2 iy )5 e M
AR L, Bl MD3 (3) Al M T 25 TR 84 T A
AR R R VE ST b B AT AN AT AR S B AT R S AR S AT R Y,
T A AW A AT BEFRATIE G s nZ L I, FRATTE IS A T 3B AT R 4 T IE
WU RR S o 78 TR2 #AE N A9 E BEAY 1S O0 AR Sz, AR 00 R T
SBEAUAC AT A 84 18 A8 73 WO i 1 A BEL, G R T R AE B it %)
I LA 2 %0 BEAIRIE o 22 BEATA —Fb 2 TR A S B2 &
WER ], X ME MDS (3) Wiy —JB A MDS [ 3& 45 Bl dr, A8 78

© Med, 3.3, CSM 2 25, AT 7. 35; %% Principles, 1.66, 1.70, CSM 1; 216, 218, AT 8a: 32,
34—35,

@  Second Replies, CSM 2 104, AT 7. 146,

® Med, .15, CSM 2. 48—49, AT 7. 70; %% Second Replies, CSM 2, 104, AT 7. 146,
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TR2 FEAEROR %], A T REAEAESEA “ HLALIEIE (other arguments)” {75
REME “ FIIT X 28 7 U R AY (judge them to be false) ” .

ke [ii] WEBME AR IR G — AR ME 2 7 K& & Qo far AT Dha >4 b A
B R R AE XTI 1 _E 5 5E 38 ) the matters “which seemed most mani-
fest” @Y “which I think I see most evidently with my mind’s eye” 5 [ii] Fr3&
K [ % 4 axiomatic beliefs of present clear and distinct perception 2 [A] [ % & .
FRIN Ny 2 58 W e 7 T fef 5 B M A BT R R @ AT A 3 AN ¢ seemed ™ or 1
think” 22 &y BEARTE

TR FRATE WL R R AR S 2 b B O TR bR BE Rk

1. It is possible that I am so imperfect or defective as to be deceived
all the time by my author (either an omnipotent God or something less pow-
erful) even in those simple matters or beliefs which I think [ arbitrari] 1
knew most perfectly [ perfectissime scire] (i.e., which I knew by sensory
perceptions). (A X{E# A X X AW EAM; 5% Med, 1.9—1.10,
CSM 2. 14, AT 7. 21)

2. [S] ince I did not know the author of my being (or at least was
pretending not to) , I saw nothing to rule out the possibility that my natural
constitution made me prone to error even in matters which seemed [ appare-
bant] to me most true [wverissima] . (Med, 6.7, CSM 2. 53, AT 7. 77;
TR % A AR STHEA Fdm) .

3. [ W] e have been told that there is an omnipotent God who created
us. Now we do not know whether he may have wished to make us beings of
the sort who are always deceived even in those matters which seem [ appar-
ent] to us supremely known [ notissima] . ( Principles, 1.5, AT 8a: 6;
AR UM # BT R 2 8RR e B )

4. [P] erhaps some God could have given me a nature such that T was

deceived even in matters which seemed [ viderentur] most manifest [ mani-

O HbtANE%H (WBRTEL, 5, 7, 844 & Newman & Nelson (1999 373) Jff4E .



kR DR B BRI PR EEXT R | 467

Jestissima] . (Med, 3.4, AT 7: 365 T X| % & A& X1 B )

5: [I] twould be easy for him [ the supreme powerful God], if he so
desired, to bring it about that I go wrong even in those matters which I think
[puto] 1 intuit [ intueri | most evidently [ evidentissime ] with my mind’s
eye. (Med, 3.4, AT 7: 36; A& UIEA4 8y T X & 5% 8 2 815 )

6: For I can convince myself that I have a natural disposition to go
wrong from time to time in matters which I think [ puto] I perceive most evi-
dently [ evidentissime] . (Med, 5.14, AT 7: 70; my emphasis and trans-
lation)

7. [H] e [an atheist] cannot be certain that he is not being deceived
on matters which seem [ videntur] to him to be very evident [ evidentissima ]

(Second Replies, CSM 2: 101, AT 7. 141; T X %& % & XA # i fm)

8: As I have stated previously, the less power the atheist attributes to
the author of his being, the more reason he will have to suspect that his na-
ture may be so imperfect as to allow him to be deceived even in matters
which seem [ apparebunt | utterly evident [ evidentissima ] to him. ( Sixth
Replies, CSM 2: 289, AT 7. 428; T X| % K A X1EH i ).

9: [ P] erhaps our nature is such that we go wrong even in the most
evident [ evidentissimis | matters. ( Letter to Regius, 24 May 1640, CSMK
147, AT 3: 64—65; T X| & K K XAE# frfm).

10: [I] tis still ignorant as to whether it may have been created with
the kind of nature that makes it go wrong even in matters which appear [ ap-
parent] most evident [ evidentissima] . ( Principles, 1.13, CSM 1; 197,
AT Ba: 9—10; T X| & & K XAE# Frfm)

11: [T] he most serious doubt which arose from our ignorance about
whether our nature might not be such as to make us go wrong even in matters

which seemed [ videntur ] to us utterly evident [ evidentissima] . ( Princi-

ples, 1.30, CSM 1. 203, AT 8a: 16; T X% &K X1EH frtn)

RPEX LA HAIEB AT . 1—3 KRR T (H—U0E) WM L



468 | i J5 PTG

BE (MD1), 4—5 X T (E=018) MEm EME (MD3), 6—10 &
EXRT (CHEUCE) MBI EMg (MDS), Mm% 11 5 &% T MD3 &
MD5, 1—3 Z&ffi B 41iA7C ( “seem [ arbitrari /apparere]” , “1 think [ arbi-
trari]” ; “know most perfectly [ perfectissime scire]” , “most true [ verissima]” ,
“supremely known [ notissima]”) Z:flii& MD1 $A5EXF RAYFRFAE, T 4—11
% (B9 £ R—-ANPIY) WL —B i WA ARTE (“seem [arbitrari/ap-

1

parere]” | “I think [puto]” ; “most evident [ evidentissima]” or most evidently

[ evidentissime ] ) 245 MD3 Fl MDS #9 5 5EXF G B FRFAE . A5 - 6 T AR

most evident/evidently” J& “clear and distinct/clearly and distinctly” [

i) SCial, P AT U 58 4% H 4—11 i 5202 SC Ik T4 R J18 B9 15 4E 70 W I 44
Y€ (clear and distinct perceptions) HJ,

X ARIRTTE , MDA G J8 — 26 5¢ T — L] 50 535 ) 19 AR A9 15 &
XfE G 20ROk B T 58 38 M N TE L 5E 28 B SMAE 25 10 T 1 BG4 o G
ZR 1A (“most perfectly”, “most true” , “supremely known” ) 5 F ] MD1 5
PRPERINE R DR AR E A KRR, MR SRR K. 4 CGR—UE) 1
JUREIE M b M B8 e A AT DR SE B 8 85 107 2K (either from the
senses or through the senses)” [ {5 & HF, 2 i A HT#H S5 A & HIE  Lls 58
K Iy HIE  (perfectissime scire)” 3% BEAF &MY, T H M AT A & HIE #
“HEA) (most true)” B “HREEHL AT RN (supremely known)”, P 7E R
BRI 2], TURE BT ) BEAS T AR X S8 AT 5 & RS (JRE)
b, BRI A R S SE R B . AN R OR BT, AR Ty A
A ARV RBEATATT M —BI7E (F—D0E) B, REoekREd
W T ) T PR AE AT AT TG U RN B FEE LY X R R IR L
CHT IR A A R [UCREE ] DU RN AR &, mskks B

> ““
15

@ 7 LI B AT XA RO A SR A R AR TR By, T L R R B AR R RS
AR RS i B 1 S

@ Med, 1.3, CSM 2: 12, AT 7. 18,

®  Seventh Replies, CSM 2 309, AT 7. 460,



kR DU B IR BERI PR EEXT R | 469

I BA A AE” VR R L IE 58 38 8 I 0k AR 04 T A 4 B
AN ATAT AR B8 73 S A BT T A ZE R MDD o (i 3 2 4 A Sk 9 11 ]
L “seem” = “I think” JEFE NI AR IEW L, RETUEEE RN
BN BRE oLt XA A4 R 2 AR AR 0, RN R R X 4 B IE 1
MR VE 44> B ( genuine present clear and distinet perception) FI55 b1/ ¢
LAY T 35 28 43 B i /& 81 ( seeming present clear and distinct perception) |
1 4

For no matter who the perceiver is, nothing can be clearly and distinct-
ly perceived without its being just as we perceive it to be, i. e. without being
true. But because it requires some care to make a proper distinction between
what is clearly and distinctly perceived and what merely seems or appears
[ videtur vel apparet] to be.®

[ 1] fsomething is clearly and distinctly perceived, then no matter who
the perceiver is, it is true, and does not merely seem or appear to be
true. There are, however, few people who correctly distinguish between what

they in fact perceive and what they think [ putatur] they perceive. ®

S, W R RAE B L AL&AE) oAb FE UL, FE AT TR BT Atk
25 T R W EH E 248 L T — 4 ik (method) ™ 45T
S S ST T R A B R 0 A O O Y R Ay B R XA I Y S —
AR VE A B MY ERAE  (the features of direct clearness and
distinctness) 35, AR 24 33X A B0 B AR 0 8 & — AN FLIE Y R T A 4
AT . N RR WA BE A, b i U0 8 & A A] BB S BBl 5 X 28 B Y
AR I VERAAE B8 2 — DB S P IE A R & 2 — 1 HIE

@ Med, 3.3, CSM 2. 25, AT 7. 35; % %% Principles, 1.66, 1.70, CSM 1; 216, 218, AT 8a; 32,
34—35,

@  Seventh Replies, CSM 2 310, AT 7. 461—462,

@  Seventh Replies, CSM 2. 348, AT 7. 511,

@  Fifth Replies, CSM 2 250, AT 7: 361—362; 5 % % Discourse, 4.3, CSM 1. 127, AT 6.
33, Principles, 1.47,1.66, 1.70—1.74, CSM 1. 208, 216, 218—221, AT 8a: 22, 32,
34—38, HRA M4 Hr ) Humber (1981 487—507) .
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(1 25 71 3 A8 o WD o
[0 id 3>k A MD3 F1 MDs, AT THA — A~ nl LU R Rk iy LR 42 .

(5): Tt is possible that T am so imperfect as to be deceived by my au-
thor (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in these matters which I think I perceive

clearly and distinctly or the matters which seem to me clear and distinct.

ATUAE 1, BRI AR S B 2 — i 7 OB 4 25 20 1 5 P A B
M b 5E

(5)": It is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by my au-
thor (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in these matiers which I perceive clearly and
distinctly or these matterswhich are clear and distinct.

(5)"t is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by my author
(i. e. , an omnipotent God) in these matters which I remember having per-
ceived clearly and distinctly in the past or these matters which, according to

my recollection , was clear and distinct.

MEE (5) ZHifA T BB : “seem”, “appear” @ “I
think” o AR R/RTE (CE=008) A B RUTRD) 8 9802 B M BER A B
PR 245 T B2 S 10 3 A IR B, TR S D0 T Ml %R (5) T ER
(5)"IBFEHZUE T o Rl &7 MD3 rh i RR M UL & 2 20T Ui & — 4
SIS BRI 2 R o2 — D HIER Y N BRI AT,
A28 R R AR X e RRBTRNC e 7 BN, R R AT 3 22
RE—DRTIERE W BAEN EMEZ . R F B (a subjective
impression , feeling or judgment about clear and distinct perceptions) , 1% &b i
BT R, BT R BB, 2 U0 B D 2 A L
(appear or seem) W%y (1 think) 000 60T 5, 20 20k 6 %5 Ao 75 B 7
P —F2 G O S i, — Mg DLe SE ANk, 78 MD3 By BT,
AN B RN R o VR AR S B O REET I, — > AN RE68 1
AN A A o BRI R R — A FOAE R Y R W A e IR, fE MDS
RIS DL T, 7EE PR B RHIZ A /W 2 o W 2 b, FE O 2 T Y FRAT %
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A —AXTERIEERA” Y AUUGCR X e M LGS — D HE
RO 2E 7 IRIESR , BT AR T X A B AT 20 A — D T B AT HY B4
#4rYE (direct clearness and distinetness) FHFIE, M AUAL & A — > 3 Fp
[ M 7R P8 (something indirect) , it LA RIAZ 6 ) 1 28 43 W1 (TR2
fE) Al RIS B — A LAY 2 RIS R W . fE MDL B 8L R, G
WRGE IS 2 AR I, ENRAREIERN S FIEES WM, B
PL (SR — DR P 7 gt T S b 10 58 S IO R A o vl LS 2 — o 330 400 0 24
AR B

ST AR IR X 0 FE Y 258 35 2 23 B IR R B LU B0 2T i A ) e
A, LAKAH] “seem/T think” X Fp ik LG40 Bk =00, BH5EA 4/
R ok 8 ) I A R O O R0 5 T T 2 23 WO A 2 L ED R A K. X
A T U T B R A R Y CRID JROR AN R — A ECIE A 2 R 9 2 0 ]
F, MR mtE (R ROTE T b PR BE A R B i s B, B —
e CHILUUE) BRI bR 5B HL K 2 9 [l 126 B9 75 28 23 IR ), XA
W s VF R MERG ) (RDE A SO — e (5 =008) JE i bR 5E 5L B
LB FLAE B 25 R i AE 2y W) o Wit 2 B IX S8 RN ARV R R K (5)
(5)" MG —RKIEW (5).

TEXATRSr, ELIIE 7 xF (5 =P MR ML VRBE i M BE X R
A Re [ii] BEBE S 2R 775 SO 1y o RE 2R A5 72 BLE 1 iy s A7 0 19 S8,
EREME AL BT A M SC A SCAR TR S8 L i IR e . 72 R I XA E oy, Fks 4R
U RO R [iv].

V. RE#ERE [iv]

IR [iv], MD3 NLZgRE T

[MD3]

(4) : It is possible that T am created by an omnipotent God/Deceiver.

@  Seventh Replies, CSM 2 373, AT 7. 546; 5% % CSM 2 309, AT 7. 460,
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N

45 P55

(5): Tt is possible that T am so imperfect as to be deceived by my au-
thor (i. e., an omnipotent God) “even in matters which seemed most mani-
fest” or “even in those matters which I think I intuit most evidently with my
mind’s eye” . [KIE (4)]

(6) : It is possible that those matters “which seemed most manifest” or

1

‘which I think T intuit most evidently with my mind’s eye” are false. [ {K &
(5)]

(6)": It is possible that ¢ is false. (¢ = what seems to me clear and
distinct, or ¢ = all axiomatic beliefs of present and/or recollected clear and
distinct perception, or ¢ = the general proposition or principle that whatever
I very clearly and distinctly perceive is true). [ K3 (6) ]

(7): It is possible that an axiomatic belief (e. g , that 2 +3 =5)

based on present clear and distinct perception is false. [ K3 (6)']

fig e [iv] gk PR MD3 (6) RLZBRIEHN MD3 (6)'. uitt, JUE
X AT A B 2 M BE — A A g, AT S B[R] % 4 A B
— M EED IR A B po R [iv] i T g B9 =Fhnl GETE .

MD3 (6)’a: It is possible that what seems to me clear and distinct is
false.

MD3 (6)'b; It is possible that all axiomatic beliefs based on clear
and distinct perceptions are false.

MD3 (6)’c: It is possible that the general proposition that whatever 1

perceive clearly and distinetly is true is false.

EXTHEZEMNE “ what seems to me clear and distinct”,  “the general
proposition” B, “the set of all axioms” B EEIT N ZH, TTEE KA BA
BRI 5 N B p, TR p RIK T A — AR RV g0 i T4
A p PEFRERREMS v A ¢ XA — B I siyu B 2 N, [l g (975 2 BF 5E
5 p AP &, MITE R BE g 1052 IR BE po X AP AT 2 H 8 X
SR p A LSS p B He s PR BE . F IR R R [iv] B8R
BRI R SCRR SCH R A RPN H R [iv]:
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(1) B AT Ao IE T B SCASTE S 3285 [iv].

Liv] BYSCREH Brde i A9 SCAR UEHE 2 Med. 3.4 i 3CA [B] Fl [D],
FELE, XWBSUOR BB R 7o 78 [D] 8 R/RBANR KA
HGE RE A AT, IR R A RE T 2 AT H b 5 (it seems

A

€y

X
‘anything else’ (2 4§ ©any other thing’ ; de ulla alia [re]) 251k
R (distributive) , A2 ERMEIR R (collective) ”; 7E [B] , JE
R EE R B WA 1] “ the matters which seemed most evident” B{ “those
matters which I think I see utterly clearly with my mind’s eye”, X H [ “mat-
ters” E{ “those matters” ZEAN & M b I 45 P IE AE 20 B R 2 B IR 2 HL iR A

Sl

that I can never be quite certain about anything else)” , X/~ H,

Xt MD3 (6)'afis, X8 1E “what seems to me clear and distinct”
WLy — A>T LR A~ B A 53] B 15 A8 S5 B B0 i R LT B — i
bl (a general heading) . 7E3X AL b, XA — VR AR A 2 4 3 A% 4
VESRTE T b PR BE XS G 1) i L 00, T2 o A O — DA (il X A
A P TE RT DL E H 25 LA E —— R A B s, i H AR JAR
ARSI E AT IV AN EZ ) . TEH RARESE S, B LT EE—
A A S B, AR B EE— DG — AR B TR R BE
& F 5K — A RE R A B IE TR 5 TR 2K B R Dy LA R, 7R X
AN RS AN FL A i R SR RN W 2 b BV AR T — A A BE R R A
XA MD3 (5) [MD5 (5) W—#t] FIF3AT U A4 RE & 1Y 09 &
AAE R T XA A W
T o T SRR U R A TR XA A R T O, IR A R R I
1t Med, 3.4 HixX fi i :

“ what seems to me clear and distinct” is

true

MD3 (5) a: Itis possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by
my author (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in the proposition that what seems to

me clear and distinct is true.

@ Gewirth (1971 295—296) ,
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BAR— D NB AT LAl 18 W R MEE A BT AR (through refer-
entially opaque wrappers)” % 45 35—~ /A B, {F 2 HR 5E 19 AT % 2 Xl R S
CXAMEEAP R R AL, WX (TR N/ de — re 11 1L
B L) Frisweixi g, EiEE 2, ARG R HEEm&84D
AR BA M A Bar s, HRTEE S W iy 2 m b, X A7 5 50 2
A0 A 1] B BRI A BRA R, X B Y AR RN B AN R IA N — &
SRR MD3 (6) 'a B SEREREHE D MD3 (7).

AATEF FE 5K — 118 “these matters which seem to me clear and distinct”
0 JL T E F2 5K — I AR 4 RN 1 S BB R ER&E 5, R4 MD3 (6)'b
B ROZ AL ZAE Ty MD3 (6) YRS B, 488 R K B9 SORIE 4 i 7 — 38
A, BYBNATRT P SR U RS A e PR B — DA F p (BN AP 2 +
3=5), REMATARE HEMEE p, HEZ2EREW BT IN—15 p A
B g () U0 #y & all propositions of clear and distinct perceptions are
true) , AR 4] BE 4% 8 i # [E perhaps all propositions of clear and distinct
perceptions are false F17%5 [& p J& U1 — A4 A B B0, DT [ 42 b 4F 58 p @
MDA A BE T, AR FRATT AT LA AT 3R — o0 3 A~ 20 38 ] 42 P4
B, AHJ2 AR IRAT AR AR R R B SCAR BTG, AL HURIA T R R A TR
AR 3t 77 $2 S dd IX FE — R R AR BE o I, 7E Med, 3. 4 Wi RIR I IZ AR X
PRI

MD3 (5) b: It is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by

my author (i.e., an omnipotent God) in the proposition that whatever 1

perceive clearly and distinetly is true or the proposition that all axioms of

clear and distinct perception are true.
AR ANT AR A

MD3 (5): It is possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by
my author (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in these maiters which I think I per-

ceive clearly and distinctly or the matters which seem to me clear and distinct.

@ Kemmerling (2005 172—176) .



kR CBEPLED) M0 IR RER PR REXT 4R | 475

MD3 (5) b’; Itis possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by
my author (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in whatever I perceive clearly and dis-

tinctly or all axioms of clear and distinct perception.

I R A A — AR B A (BN “those matters which seem
to me clear and distinct”, “all that I yesterdays knew” , #f “all propositions of
such and such type”) T 2% 35K E 2B M TR LA EER— I, g4
FAS i A T XA i
7 5 5K B (8] 45 b 7T B Y 02 Dy b — [l g, P A Oy 22 R H A ()
o BeA R R CARUESE SZHF MD3 (6) b 1y A fETE .

ARy, WA SORIESE SR MD3 (6) e WUERH R/RFF&
T B8 VR B8 2 A P BE JX A — B I | ——whatever T perceive clearly and
17 25 18] 42 M VR B8 B A HL A i 8T, IR 4t 3% 4% 1T X
FEIR S A T 1T b PR 5E -

perhaps all proposition of such and such type

are false

distinctly is true

MD3 (5) c: Itis possible that I am so imperfect as to be deceived by
my author (i. e. , an omnipotent God) in the general proposition that whatev-

er I perceive clearly and distinctly is true.

R R 2 ) S R G Ao A PR B 3 A — IR i R TG (1] 4 P B A B
A BRI TE , IS AN 1% E & AE Med, 3.4, Med, 5.14 DI K iF £ Hiflh
Mo 7 AR T OAHSC AN, VIR T LA Med, 5. 14 AU A 7 L8 T — 424
NI AE Sy B RN 1) A B A B 38 A7 X R R B MR AR, T RS KRR G T
T MR BE AR g 2 FR AT I AT 1AM 11 AN A H, XK H B KA T
] S 1] 3K AN ) B2 VR BE AR BRI 2k % o B RSk SR MD3 (6) e 1ME—SCAK H
T (E-Ld%ne) -

So long as we attend to a truth which we perceive very clearly, we can-
not doubt it. But when, as often happens, we are not attending to any truth
in this way, then even though we remember that we have previously per-
ceived many things very clearly, nevertheless there will be nothing which we

may not justly doubt so long as we do not know that whatever we clearly per-
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ceive is true. ©

WIE XA B IE SR SRR e e g i, HREHMEZT, BB
H “we do not know that whatever we clearly perceive is true” LIS iR KA —
AN A B UL TR 1) T A A BB 18, 0 4k A B T BRI . )
Wi, 0 SRR R X A E BRI T IR B A R, IR A FRATT N I X A
— BN ( “whatever we clearly perceive is true”) RN, WA
KX A TFEMNT (de —dicto) W7 X 1 AR R — A~ — B 1) iy 40 sl J5 ]
XAEEE (— MW v] SERE IS BB — S R T BE N ) FEAAEAEAT ]
), SR XA Beik JE A RERWITE Med, 3.4 Fl Med, 5. 14 I8 BT R /- W LA
() A 194 07 23 o P S — R B ) 2 25 R B — A HAR i e, T HL, X B
XA TR AR (de —re) 3L ERBEE . AEAE BT BE A & L%
LA — RN, R AR A AR E R A, BT EL,
AR R B SR HE SO £ 3C8F MD3 (6) " YAl BETE .

ek [iv] BARTEE % EERMN, HET XA EHEAR
FIREIY o Med, 3.4 BV Y AN A2 Q0 25 3k f 142 8 B2 — A~ L AA 2 B LU 26 A
DML GE T, TR K AN 55 S8 —— A AR X A A B AR R s B s, UL
BEKAR ST e st e, REMmey2lLiaime. RKRXT
Pt ) Mg B g (MD2) F1 (5 = U08) B m k6 %
(MD3) [ RRIA

[L] et him deceive me as much as he can, he will never bring it about
that I am nothing so long as I think that I am something. (Med, 2.3)
[L] et whoever can do so deceive me, he will never bring it about that

I am nothing, so long as I continue to think I am something. (Med, 3.4)

T WX A~ TJ5 8RR B Bk UUR A e 2ol & H
MEE— MG (P Texist) , T 9K UUE H A REAE ELIE IR BE R 22 ilh A
B BN AR BE , Sh AR e o — A A S 2% ) 2D R
PR FIAE O T3k A5 A& A 24 1 3 28 70 W A BRI T B o XA A R4 R IR A

@  Seventh Replies, CSM 2 309, AT 7. 460; RHA A SCHEE frm .
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CHB PR ) HLIM 25 B4 R0 Ak b PR BE T exist XAy 0. 78 (R =
TURD) BB BB AR, R KB R BT ] [B) 45 (0 R B8, — >
Jo B0 1 1 A S S B — A A A U Ol P S e 5 A5 T SR A A 5 K
Wr A~ AR S R E R (BRFEEE%) .

(2) fke [iv] # RirRATE Sl IR 5E — > 2 B A 7 22 [ i = 52 1
BEE, x5 CFZHER) ULAAHHE.

“ERAEFRATIRI S [ A ] B AFRATABERBEAAT (we cannot doubt
[axioms] unless we think of them)”, # R/R7E (45 4% AF) B HE L,
“AHJEFRATAS AT B8 [R] B S A A At AT 2 B 09 R B LT (but we cannot think
of them without at the same time believing them to be true) ” ;U “ K Jy 4 i F /K
URAT AT A F BT DI R PREEARATI, A R AR R FRAT O
AT NZE . &0, AR5 B R AT RFE R AT A 45872 1
WA 25 1l S8 2 5 e EL A ) 8 Bl 3R 0K A B ) I R, DU E AN
AE DA IE 7R S PR BE X Se 0 ], PR T i iy R e 0 88, i RREE R IFIRCA
“fil e X e BRI BE XS R —— N H, KA S R 00 i RN BT AR A BH
5 TARAT “folfe 7 @ WIRTETZ I bR B I 2], 3 0 L pA g 20 B 350K
RE R B X &, I A AEEMN MD3 (6) '#EHF| MD3 (7). AAfITE0F
RAT R A Briin k(5 AR W SCAS IR BLAUA U B 3 4 Y I BE
AT F AR X Tk L AP B BE R AN ATRERY, 1 H (58 4%
) WUURENM TH RRCEUEN T LA EZEMHE, HiEkES
Med, 3.4 WUTEF R AT A H O Y (H 2 a5 F AT ™ o Hl ot 735 4 R R 1 Bk
ik, “we cannot doubt [ axioms] unless we think of them” , R4 {F40] 3¢ T A]
M EE, TR HMEEE 2 4 B &2 4 B 4, (05 008 3 B2 ]
B A RFTRERY . KT X — IR ST A28 3 75 BIran i, A5 d
S5V JE S BN AFAE A% B S TR2 #:4E, AR fI7E M /R L B XX A~ 3

@  Second Replies, CSM 2. 104, AT 7. 145—146,
@ Etchemendy (1981:16),

@ Van Cleve (1979: 66) ,

@ Kemmerling (2005 176—177) .
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[l AR B R R — N FLAE Y TR1 454E (Y R W) o TRk
JEUL, AN R R TR AN KL A T R o W RO R KO |, TR T
SR T SRS AR 0T R Ay WA, JFHC &4tk B OB TR
8 PR RHIT UL f 5 T B, T N AR B8 A A B R R — A A R S
‘B, TCANRRIETE U B BT B R R [ B O L 3 R 43 B R

WIRIEN B B @R [iv] BT BRI R LB IE—1 5 -4
PEAH P G A7 (0 all clear and distinct axioms may be false) fij 22 7= A
56, Mt LiRPrsl 54U 5 MR —A> Brik HL4R K0 2 0 R 1 18 5E
(the doubt of absolute falsity) B, TAENIEIM M BER AR (A, N ix T &
WK EE T RSN EMIBERE S MAR . HE PRI A it

It is also no objection for someone to make out that such truths [i. e. ,
axioms based on TR1—perceptions | might appear [ absolutely ] false to God
or to an angel. For the evident clarity [ evidentia nostrae] of our perceptions

does not allow us to listen to anyone who makes up this kind of story.

XA B BEAT B B AT AT 6] 42 PR B8 ) S, X HLAG IR 1B P BE U B
K HEM B S A AR, M H, EANBIETUEE S Med, 3.4
AL Fr AbE Bt — 2y, RO X B R AR R GE 8 1 2 B E B
B E PR TR A A0 2RI R U B 24k TUEW] b AFAE Z 5 B Bir Be, R4
K 22 1) b2 A A B T 5 PRI LA X 2 B 4 6 {8 P BE R4 T SR IR
A~ B LI A B 2 A TS L PR BE AR BE PR HE . BT L, R I B
X 70 A 1) A B e ol AS A . TR 4 PR BECRE 238 B AT KR — AW
S, BERJEAE MD3 rf ([EAEAE MDS )P0 BB 8 2% 3 2 TR BE — A i il
1713 A ] B 4 0 RO O RS AR R o IR R B — 1 AN RE%
FANEIEE p AT 2 AR Ll S po RS IX RS fish B i) 175 B0 1 52
AT CER—UURE) BRI BE LT, AR HL TS T 5 R A B T A Al i
{19 155 28 T A0 30 ¥ D00 T 25 PR BB ABAT] @ {ELZ MID3 Rl MDS 5B AN 2 X A

@  Second Replies, CSM 2; 104, AT 7. 146; %% CSM 2. 103, AT 7. 145,
@  Smith (2005, 177—178) .
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TEEH PR PA I LR [iv] R, FRAET ]
PP H LSRR O [iv] FLIERY R .

(3) AR —A B 05 A 4 WY R (] 4 b ml — B o PT BE A 55, AR
HZ A Mk e 4, 82 A TR AN BE Bl £ 1 25 4 O B 2 A9 1 32 25 3E B 1
e

— sl g el X I RO R [iv] e XPBATIN S, BB, M
DL R R IR BE 9% SO VF Q00— A K210 B L 1) 5 158 K A 7 At 97 2% 110 O B R
gy, BIMTE A AA7EIE B Z ih T T A e AT 4, R, XERUEZE R
IRVCA IR B X AR 1R, W BOA 48 B3 A5 152 0 (8] 7 AT BB Y HEIF . X
W CRIHAZERE) FHALM T 0 E5RATF G, KRB “FRATRE B 1 2
R A FRATE R U B e, B Oy AT & A A W
EMIEZRUE” Y R B AT R R T s, BRS8N E
SR EE (R A A e s R 1 2 BROUE D00 BR > — e M i i L) 4K
T AN E AT IR S B A Y Ay &) LT[R]SR 4R Y 8 PR OB T 45
Wo? FI L, RIANXEAAEXE —DNERRME, 8 RRLS AL
— AR R BT AR . KR — B, MUTRE AR 2 T 4
A TE b A AR B B BT A I 5 25T T AE o B RO B s, AR X A I )
fib 2 T LSS A i G X SE R B A L KR AR R [iv], R4 A0 ) AT B
SN E PR A S 0 — DR R 2 77, FEARAS I 2 B0 S8 2 A
H 2N 2 BOE A S WY X SRR, AR A B ) A —
5k ST RN A B A, AR SRR By s ud, BT R R B 0 b X
AT A X EEER, AR AT REATE M. FrLL, XA R b S bR 2
AL~ RRZ b

(4) — > HAE R 23 B 21 1 B A i 8 A 8 o M T 2RI T XA —
JEJEI] (whatever I clearly and distinctly perceive is true) B8 E 1 o

TS 32 5k SRS LA RS T A S WY R 2 X A — RS R i, HL

@ Fourth Replies, CSM 2: 171, AT 7. 245—246; % £ % Conversation, CSMK: 334, 353, AT 5.
148, 178,
@ WL Gewirth (1971 295), Feldman (1971; 493— 494 ), Frankfurt (1978 31),
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A IO R A R ARORSE  R A JROU B  E E,  RA, R A U S A
B 5E B, AR 233K 28 B i A0 0 A B E Y, B ) A E R
AT E PR AR o — A SR Y 18 R B R RO A

CRREAERMNZ P HERN —ANEFE, WEXRHEIANMHMEMF
Sh—AMEEZ B AERMZ P xBK, o [WEF] A BZBETLNA
N 2 Ty AL M R UL A A i AT R
A FT —HRARAHFAEERALER N LFLE AR RER
W, kIR T AL REN, AN AR, WEL
B, *PHURF XK RmERE O

2 A FATRE 08 4 52 s Bl — A3 A 2 WO B HL A S TS
LFRIE T XN EIEN? ZREEHEN. BEDWHE (clearness dis-
tinctness, fijFx CD) MY HRFAEHE —H H KM A AESL (CD = [F1, F2,

, Fob ), Gl X ASRRAE SR, DR R LU — A BRI A 4 B
AT DA Bk AN B S U 2 R 08 &, T U] L X Aﬁ?SUHs
presently certain that p that I perceive with CD features is true) 3 iR 8>

S WX AT PO

P It is certain that whatever I clearly and distinctly perceive is true.
FAE—AD M/ INF (de —re/de — dicto) WL X 73 134 -

P1 . It is certain that every particular proposition or idea I perceive with
CD features is true. (on the de — re reading)
P2 . The proposition that whatever I clearly and distinctly perceive is

true is certain. (on the de — dicto reading )

R AFNIARER i i Ve s U P2 i s S, Jf B = PL WA R
— B S LB AR IE S, FRAT P A AR B A — A
A CD FRAEMI AR, PL A IR A S 41 i 7 A A 2L KRS S 1 AR

@O Montague (1977 176)
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LB VT A — A HL A iy R B R M IR AS RO T I8 A 5 3l D ) 1
EME, ANEXATENRAE de —re iR IEAE de - dicto WHFE X b HEE, X
HIFAEWRE RSN PL I P2 B EMERES B B— > AR R il p B9 A
BETE (IR p AR IETEWOE 2 0 W HUR I AYE ), o PLAT P2 /)5 58
5 p M E BrEh, B XA S S B e e b A I

ik, WO KWW TREMM (3) M (4) AHEEIE M 5B
Liv], HIE (1) F (2) ELEBMibFAEFmEE [iv], BARR
REEE B [iv] 7EE#sB e ERaTRERY, (B2, 7 R/RKSOR T |2
ATTHERY

%”’@)ﬂ

VI. 25ig

AL Ry, WT (CE=008) BB RS (MD3) {46
BEXT IR, MR [i] IEZ:TFJBE/‘J, ﬁ*ﬂe Liti] BB Ov e [i], 1R
KA LR [iv] fEMhe ERTRER, ERASCR ERATRER, MEA
fip ke [ii] FESCARMP 2 LR AR T 0 1 SR Sl BT UM RS [ii] J ofk
— Al M E B R, X T RRM S, AHIFAFE % E X LR
B2 (35 FE 23 WO, A R N R R, R R R (R =00
R BT AR B 2 VR B A 2 R VA RN B A B, {HR MD3
FEATE— AR 2 PR B T VR 5BE, TR D 3 A4S PR BE IR IE I A BE 98 A5 3L
o B4 X B8 57 T2 R A DL B R R A BRAE &

CRILUUE) BIETm _LAREE (MDS) ) ShHE 7 SCAS M 22 J7 1 #R 452 />
Foillo AT d, R [iv] WAR—DufFHX MDS (951 4 i fig
B TGN L, B PR BE AT LARE B TS 2T BB A2 3 R o W RO
A B AR &, E& MDS 2 3l VR B8 B A 95 (0] 426 19 3 28 20 W] J8 0 1Y) 2

@  Second Replies, CSM 2 100, AT 7. 140—141, Willis Doney A\ N K /RIFA XHE—P WM& &
TIASRE 56 T3 b0 A7 76 0 8 o 33X 4> — R, (2 FR AT RE 08 0 & 15 4> RAR B & B (tbdn
“cogito, ergo sum” XAMIF) 5 WX A —BIFENE K B T A —LE 2RI (BN~ cogito, ergo
sum” Fl “sum res cogitans” BB ) B VA w AL, BT LI — B R 2 A A BAR G
AR L S (Doney, 1955 334; %% van Cleve, 1979 69—70) ,
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AR &, I ELAH Y e — AR B MR B8, BN B RE S AT A Hh 3h 1 A
%ﬁlﬁl 12 1) T8 A 53 WY ISR Y B 1R A

XIS SCE AW T iy BXERURRST R Rk (BB =00 ) B m b
WEEMB I 4, W T CGERUUER) WIBm LRSI E, 1 RRM
TE 1M P B8 B S 4E B BT A 2T B [ 12 A ) 3 A o D JR A A 2 B R
G, (HRAAT H AR 05 7E R b sl 1 B 1R A28 Y T A 2 B R B A
&, FrRL, W R R bR BE AR S R AR e B L T BR A A PR

PR AE F S FNROR b A& — A BRI PR 5E o
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