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Rethinking Cartesian Circle

JIA Ke—fang
(Philosophy Department, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: The upshot of Descartes” project is to establish knowledge that is stable and likely to last, however, it is highly controversial whether he
fulfills his goal. The key to this question consists in the well known fallacy of Cartesian Circle. Analytic Method, of which Descartes gives account in
the Second Replies, opens a new approach to reinterpret Cartesian Circle. Analytic Method, in contrast to Synthetic Method, provides an independent
argument for Descartes” Truth Rule, and thus makes it possible to avoid vicious circle.
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