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Use of Skepticism to Refute Skepticism
Descartes mirrors on numerous false statements he had believed in his early years as he was growing up and the different arguments that he had come up with from this falsehood. He reaches to a point where he results to looking for ways through which he would clean up his mind from the past stories. He thus, reaches for a decision of having to begin from scratch and build up once again his knowledge basing on a certain ground (Descartes, Cottingham, & Williams, 2007). He then decides to sit alone so that he could reflect on his ideas after which he was going to refute them carefully. He reaches to a point where he comes to think that he only needs to find a reason that could help him in doubting the beliefs that he was currently holding. Through finding a reason that could help him in refuting his current beliefs, he would be in a position to find a sound foundation for his knowledge. He results in not challenging all the ideas that he individually holds, but he resolves to cast all of them into doubt so that he could be in a position to challenge the basis of his opinion as well as the underlying assumptions on which he bases his views on. 
Descartes comes to acknowledge that any knowledge he has accepted to be true, he has learnt it from his senses or he has learnt them through. In addition, Descartes goes a step further and acknowledges that in some cases feeling can result to deceiving, but only to small objects which might at times be far away (Descartes, et al., 2007). This proves to him that peoples’ senses are the knowledge that is got via their senses and are times very solid. He realized that in most cases he is convinced when he is dreaming and that he senses real objects. Since he was seated by the fireplace, he thinks that he is awake and seated by the fireplace. He then mirrors that in the past he had imagined this kind of thing and now he was convinced. Thus, even though the present sensations might turn out to be dream images, Descartes points out that even the images that are indicated on goals are drawn from waking (Descartes, et al., 2007). This could be compared to what painters do when drawing objects such as those of the mermaid since the images are drawn from real creatures such as fish and women. In the case that a painter happens to be drawing something that is new, he results to drawing an image using at least colors that are from real life experiences.
He results to discovering that it is almost not possible to keep on pursuing his habit of forming opinions and assumptions out of his head. He resolves to try to pretend that these ideas that he has are all false as well as out of order. It is through such perception or view that Descartes was able to counter his thinking.
Importance for Descartes to Accomplish this Project
The project was aimed at showing that the grounds or reasoning for any of his knowledge could as well be false. This is important as it will show that people should be vigilant and look for correct answers and should not believe that there is one view or thought that is right; instead, they should have doubts so that they can come up with reasoning that can act as ground for that given knowledge (Ragland, 2016). 
This project would make him to be quite sure of any information that he has already casted doubts over it and has thought over it from time-to-time. This process enables him to clear his doubts about a certain idea and this makes there to be founded information that is based on truth. He comes to discover that it is almost not possible for him to keep on forming opinions and assumptions out of his head. He reaches for the idea that he should just try and pretend that these opinions and ideas are all false so that he can counter his way of thinking. 
This project was important since it had to tackle the issue of dealing with other people’s beliefs. People hold on to different beliefs and which needs to be verified by those who hold on to other different beliefs or who are guided by other ethical judgments (Ragland, 2016). Therefore, the key to skepticism was to show how people ought to suspend their belief in other peoples’ ethical decisions up to the point where they have the opportunity to work out their own rulings via rational and unbiased debate. 
Descartes wanted to carry out this project so that he could show people that they should not agree to any ethical judgment at face value. Instead, people should think of ethical questioning as a way of legal happening whereby nonentity is acknowledged without any backup evidence. At times the evidence that is available does not have to be conclusive or even provide solid knowledge (Ragland, 2016). However, it does not necessarily have to provide sufficient supporting reasons in order to reach to a point where a convict can be reached for, but it can withstand rational doubt. Mostly, there is no single item of proof that can establish enough reason to convict, but when all items pertaining to a certain thing are brought together they will.
Problem with Descartes Conclusion
The rationale conceived out of Descartes' hypothesis of thoughts additionally features that the truth of things might be in logical inconsistency to what he sets as the reasonable and particular thoughts. The meaning of thoughts by Descartes partitions unquestionable realities as sourced from extrinsic, factitious, or natural information. Nonetheless, the primary end requires absorption with the rest of the world, which might be unbiased for considering the big picture. Target information isn't without question, which is an issue for the end by Descartes (Kennedy, 2012). Hence, as per Descartes, factitious and intrinsic experience depends on the presence of an all-powerful God and his aim to mislead me. Many people questions his task of uncovering a set of beliefs which cannot be reasonably unclear. It was found out that whenever he was undergoing this non-material substrate, he was merely devouring another cognizant experience which failed to point out to any fundamental thing.  
Descartes did not fare better in his proofs regarding the existence of God. In his theory about knowledge, God held the vital role of assuring the veracity of Descartes’s clear as well as distinct ideas. It was become apparent that Descartes proofs about the existence of God were relying on clear and distinct principle which in return were requiring the existence of God to endorse (Kennedy, 2012). Therefore, he was not in a position to prove his ideas or views regarding God on his own since God was required to be there to endorse whatever arguments or views he had regarding Him. This is a clear indication that there is a need to have a source of information where people can use as a point of reference for any given arguments. 
Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]Descartes exhibits legitimate thoroughly considered progression with the mediations. Each of these mediations had their own specific objective. The arrangement embraced by the thinker doesn't cling to any construction other than for the progression of his contentions starting with one then onto the next. He cautiously receives various hypotheses to demonstrate his contentions and furthermore to restrict others. He gives sensible grounds to discover the particular presence of the psyche and body and furthermore disproves skepticism.   
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