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The 3 proofs that god exists
-pg 101- Descartes says he’s using method of analysis and not synthesis 
‘and makes it as much his own as he has discovered it’ 
-the meditations themselves are not logical rather he is trying to do given the words he uses in the mediations is to awake in us the ideas that are relevant to the truths that he is trying to teach us- awaken certain ideas in us (innate ideas-ideas which we are born with and god has implanted in our mind) 
rather then being a logical book it’s a book to teach us 1st the removal of prejudice and the 2nd part is to guide the mind to the relevant ideas for knowledge, therefor the words on the page do not give us the whole truth 
truth can only be apprehend it by the mind not truth language you have to be able to think it rather then put it on a piece of paper 
he does not provide a language proof –the topic of god is intuitive (you have to be able to think what he wants you to think) 
these proofs in the meditation, since they are not logical proofs, questions of validity or invalidity do not apply, it is simply a teaching guide, Descartes wants us to be intuitive about the ideas god has imprinted in us and us our minds
(pg 72)-the meditations with the focus of the innate ideas that have come to us from god, Descartes wants to say the best way to understand these ideas is truth contemplation- what Descartes believes that true philosophy has anesthetic ideas, you have to appreciate the beauty of these ideas, and contemplate the beauty of god
if you do not believe the ideas that god has given us you cannot understand and find god 
Why is the knowledge of god important?
Pg41-42 in the course kit 
The cogito ergo sum (pg 58-59 m3) you cannot deny it, 
1 person thinks 2+3=5
the mathematical equation itself is a representation of reality 
the cogito ergo sum is not the representation of anything it is the reality
words on the page:
1st proof
- since Descartes doesn’t know anyone else exists but himself and how to prove there is a god, so first he hast to think of this ideas as representational, they posses a certain amount of objective reality, 
when you think of a colour or taste- the thought of the feature is always a dependent existence (colours of objects, but there isn’t colour)
in the case of a brush and piece of chalk they are independent existence, the difference is when you think of those things you realize something had to create it
all the objects that they are only thought of god has a truly independent existence(depends on only him self)
the way by which an idea exists descarte calls objective reality-when you think the idea, the greater the independent existence the less objective reality –the highest objective reality is the idea of gos
how did these ideas comes to exist- whatever caused these ideas must be capable of producing it therefor it must have as much formal reality if not more 
the first 2 nothing so difficult that he couldn’t have caused that idea himself, because he exists like the brush exists, therefore for the first 2 categories he argues that he coduld have created the ideas himself, on the other hand when it comes to the idea of god, the idea of god has so much objective reality in it I cannot inside myself to produce the idea of god, therefore I must conclude that I am not alone in the world and god is the cause of the idea of god that I have
proof #2- could I who have the idea of god exist if god doesn’t exist?
Does my existence depend on god himself
The cause of myself? I would have given myself a lot more then I have therefore I cant be the cause of myself
Some finite cause might have produced me
My parents might have produced me
Revert back to proof number 1, I know that a finite cause did not produce me because I posses the idea of god and I know that the only way I could have got the idea of god is from god, in the case of the 2nd proof not only god cause the idea of me, but god caused me as well
God produced me 
How reliable are the proofs of god in the M3? What is the reliability of the proofs? 
In order to solve this we have to go back to M1 and the same point made in M3- Descartes says about math says that even with respect to the simplest calculations god might be deceiving me, might be making me think it one way and produced the world another way 
In both M1 and M3 descartes does not trust mathematics because it involves calculations, which posses representational value ****
The proofs for the existence of god calculate how much objective reality and there ideas, and the formal reality and the causes both proofs involves calculations, and therefore there is doubt in them
Proof number 1- no it does not prove that god creates Descartes it only proves that god created the idea of god in Descartes not that god created him
In the 2nd proof – the proofs are didective devices he uses these dvices to teaching us how to know god and if they succeed then it will establish that god created the idea of god, now the 2nd proof does it prove the god created Descartes who has the idea of god?what does he want us to meditate on? Proof number 2- we have the idea of god and the idea of Descartes-not only did god create the idea of god but god also created Descartes
1- there is an oddity that the cause of one of your ideas is also the cause of you who has those ideas
eg., the idea of a table; and the idea of myself; where did I get the idea of the table? I got the idea of the table by seeing a table. The table that causes the idea of the table, but I never ever think tomyself that the table that causes the idea of the table caused me 
Descartes wants us to meditate on the relation ship between the idea of god and the idea of me, such that if I knew that god created the idea of god he also created me
The realtions ship between the table and me is a contigent idea, there is no relationship between the table and me
What if the idea of god and the idea of myself are nesessarily connected? Such that you couldn’t have one without the other? That would prove that one is the cause of another. Connection between motion and duration and figure and distinction you canot think of something moving without time passin,g you cannot think of an objecg without it shaping space ,
Even if you the causes of the tmotion of something that wouldn’t give you any knowedge of any knowledge of time passing
[bookmark: _GoBack]Pg 71 
Descartes is emulating the method of math in his meditations to prove that god exists, he is using the formulas and the METHOD OF MATH and emulating it in philosophy so he can find the proofs of the existence of god. he is emulations math by having the first principles be representations of reality that god created and figuring out which ones and formal realites-you see this in the first principles for clear and distinct ideas 
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