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This is the problem with statements of fact and belief and explains why they can so easily be proven wrong.
His argument focuses on the simple premise that there is nothing more real to a person than their sensory
experience. And to show that God is not a deceiver he says that he clearly and distinctly perceives that
deception is incompatible with perfection. Bouwsma and Knowledge Regained by Norman Malcolm.
Bouwsma came to this point by examining the idea of the evil genius and the idea of "illusions". Malcolm
attempts to show that the opposite is true; that sensory experience cannot be refuted and that it is in fact the
only certain knowledge a person can have. He then thought of the possibility of a less than perfect God being
his creator- but he argues that the idea of perfection that exists in his mind could not have originated from a
non-perfect being. One possibility is that our inherent mathematical abilities are the gift of a benign creator, a
gift of God. Descartes decided that he would consider all things until he found that either nothing is certain,
which is itself a point of certainty, or he reached the one undeniable truth he was searching for. But what about
a statement of near certain belief, such as Malcolm's example: "There is a heart in my body. They are
damaging to Descartes, but not destructive to the whole of skepticism. In other words, everything has a place
on the hierarchy of reality. Secondly, Descartes battles with the idea that his existence must have a cause. Such
beliefs are typically called analytic a priori, since they are not based in sense-experience, and can be known
purely by definition or reason. Descartes' question is who, and he comes up with two possibilities. For Hume,
there was a firm demarcation between impressions and ideas. In the skeptical wake of Hume, German idealist,
beginning with Immanuel Kant, were left with a variety of epistemic and metaphysical problems, the least of
which was personal identity. Descartes argument supports that at the end of this causal chain, there has to be a
first cause, which is God. In his work Discourse on Method, Rene Descartes suggested that one should utilize
methodological doubt to question the surrounding world. The point is valid and their reasoning is sound, but it
does not prove that Descartes is wrong. Because there is no way for Tom to detect the difference, there is no
illusion. Bouwsma's criticism focuses on Descartes' idea of an evil genius creating an illusory world. This
logic that reason itself can justify the existence of a God runs counter to the argument of empiricism. By
thinking he exists, by knowing he is "something", not even the evil genius can convince him he is "nothing".
Did it come from other people? Tom can not detect this illusion, for it is completely unlike the paper illusion.
For instance, Tom detects the illusion because he knows the difference between flowers and paper. Overall,
the statements opposing Descartes in the Enquiry outweigh the statements that support his methodology. So,
the wax itself cannot be known through the senses. From this example, one can gather that even statements of
almost absolute certainty can be proven wrong. Is Tom really being deceived if he cannot tell the difference
between the real world that the genius destroyed, and the illusory one the genius created for him? This is
essentially what Bouwsma and Malcolm have done. Some commentators argue that given his method of doubt
in the Meditations, even simple inferences are put in question. Descartes was in his mids by this point. Having
decided that we have no senses that are not deceptive, Descartes, in the second Meditation, looks for
something outside the world of sensation to find some certainty. He asks the reader what would happen if
Descartes' ideas were true, if the genius' illusion were so perfect that it would be impossible to tell the
difference between the illusion and reality. They tried to prove that the existence of the evil genius would not
make a difference in our lives. What Bouwsma wants the reader to think about is this idea of deception. His
senses have deceived him before, so they could be deceiving him now, so he rejects all sensory-based beliefs.
But how does he know that clear and distinct perception is always reliable? Bouwsma also states that it is
critical that the genius also understand the difference between his illusion and reality even if Tom does not.
Bouwsma then admits that Descartes had something slightly different in mind.


