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sought a more natural fountain of true principles, and professed
to find it in the human mind; thus passing, in the
directest way, from the method of authority to that of
apriority, as described in my first paper. Self-consciousness
was to furnish us with our fundamental truths, and to
decide what was agreeable to reason. But since, evidently,
not all ideas are true, he was led to note, as the first condition
of infallibility, that they must be clear. The distinction
between an idea seeming clear and really being so,
never occurred to him. Trusting to introspection, as he
did, even for a knowledge of external things, why should
he question its testimony in respect to the contents of our
own minds? But then, I suppose, seeing men, who seemed
to be quite clear and positive, holding opposite opinions
upon fundamental principles, he was further led to say that
clearness of ideas is not sufficient, but that they need also
to be distinct, i.e., to have nothing unclear about them.
What he probably meant by this (for he did not explain
himself with precision) was, that they must sustain the test
of dialectical examination; that they must not only seem
clear at the outset, but that discussion must never be able
to bring to light points of obscurity connected with them.

Such was the distinction of Descartes, and one sees that
it was precisely on the level of his philosophy. It was
somewhat developed by Leibnitz. This great and singular
genius was as remarkable for what he failed to see as for
what he saw. That a piece of mechanism could not do
work perpetually without being fed with power in some
form, was a thing perfectly apparent to him; yet he did not
understand that the machinery of the mind can only trans-
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