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Abstract

The purpose of this thesis is to study the concept of mind in Cartesian
Philosophy and also the effect of Descartes’s thought. In this regards, | find that Mind in
metaphysical truth is a problem for philosophers since Greek and Medieval philosophy.

In particular, the word “Ideas” of Plato and “Form” of Aristotle had influence
on the modern philosophers. Descartes discussed the mind, the self and the proof of God
all of which | presented in seven chapters of my thesis by analytical description.

Chapter one and chapter two | give a detailed account of Mind in Greek and
Medieval philosophy. This was the base of knowledge in modern philosophy.

In chapter three and four, | consider Descartes claim to be explaining “lMind”
in Metaphysical truth. ih Descartes’s Cogito, the mind discovers itself as an infinite power
of self-assertation.l Descartes found that the mental substance is himself who thinks
whenever he thinks , certainly this he éannot doubt. It means that he ex]st_s. Mind is
substance by its nature and independent. It also knows that it is finite and receives its
being from an “Other”. The idea of an infinite substance of God cannot be found in -the
finite mind. It must be derived from itself. That the idea of an infinite being comes from an
infinite being. Mind is immortal and interacts body through pineal gland in the brain.

Extension or the property of being extended was Descartes’s conception of matter.




| argue that “Mind” in Descartes not only is different from body but also in
the term of man and animal. However, the Rationalism focuses on the Mind and Body
problem, the effect of Cartesian philosophy, and the influence on the other Theories of
Mind. | also argue about the methodic and the famous dictum “Cogito ergo sum™ and the
proof of God in these chapters.

Besides these, the Raﬁonaﬁsts who were successors of Descartes Leibniz and
Spin(;za give the.important role of Rationalism.

The Cartesian God as infinite powver,is essentially creator. For Leibniz and
Spinoza, | find that not only in terms of their unique physiological causes, but also in terms
of mind and their relationship to their beliefs. For Spinoza, God is substatum, source of
everything. Spinoza used an old scholastic term calling God “natura naturans™ There is only
one substance, the mind has no way of knowing the body_ itself nor that the body exists,
except through ideas corresponding to such modifications of the body.

The other successor of Descartes is Leibniz with his Doctrine of Monads. He

interprets the monads as spiritual force. God is the highest monad. He aims to reconcile -

| the difference between A pricrism and Empiricism. Nothing can exist in the intellect that
did not first exist in sensation

In chapter five, | present Kant and Hegel who were also influenced by Cartesian
philosophy. In Kant’s p;hilosophy, he tried to fntegrate Empiricism and Rationalism. He insists in
“The Moral arguement” that we can find the existence of self (mind) and God through his
Moral Theory. For Kant, God (The Transcendental Ideal} is the supreme moral who governs
the moral world. It is important fo_r metaphysics fo be concerned with “Pure Reason”. Kant
and Hegel present Rationalism in a different form. Hegel builds ‘on the foundations aided
by Fichte and Schelling. He agrees with the former in insisting on a logical method. For
Hege!, nature and mind or reason are one, “whatever is real is rational and whafever is

rational is real” “The more law there is in nature, the more rational is its activity”.



In. chapter six, the empiricists and the positivists argue that Cartesian method
is not the method of hypothesis and that Descartes did not think any of parts of his
science to be purely a priori. Many contemporary philosophers of mind regard the
Cartesian Theory of the mental as the major stumbling block to any viable theory of either
mental representation or consciousness

In the concépt of Mind, Ryle portrayed Déscartes as positing a non physical
“place” where mental events and process resided Mind in Descartes is the problem of
language.

Gassendi, a follower of the philosophy of Epicurus, shows as Ryle that nothing
in Descartes’s thoughf'refute’s the ;SL;pposition that a man is a material being only and that
hié mind or “soul” is, therefore likewise material in nature.

Ayer, rejects the metaphysics of Descartes especially the dictum *“Cogito ergo
sum” He stated that metaphysical statements are meaningless

In my conclusion, | argue that the effect of Descartes’s thought influenced the
successors and the other Theories of Mind

Although some philosophers reject his thought; it is useful for us to understand
Descartes and make comparisons with some Contemporary philosophy of Mind.

The suggestion for further research is the application of the Methodic doubt of

Descartes, which finds its basis in philosophical thought, to scientific practice in our time.



