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I believe Descartes’ rejection of this simulated world hypothesis would be unsuccessful.  It may be possible for this hypothesis to be disproved by the points reached by Descartes in the skeptical argument in the second meditation.  However, these things that Descartes assumes are not completely absolute and the situations of real life versus a computer simulated one are not completely parallel.


During the second meditation, Descartes is met with the idea of skepticism.  The skeptical argument is made in order to defeat questions raised by skeptics, much like him, who may oppose his hypothesis. Descartes begins with the idea that we cannot rely on our senses in order to for us to decide what is real.  He ties this in with the fact that dreams and reality are interchangeable because in theory, we cannot differ which is reality and which is the dream.  Finally, he says, “Nevertheless, it surely must be admitted that the things seen during slumber are, as it were, like painted images, which could only have been produced in the likeness of true things, and that therefore at least these general things—eyes, head, hands, and the whole body—are not imaginary things but are true and exist” (15).  This establishes that all objects we perceive do in fact exist whether they are what we perceive at that moment or not.  


The second part of Descartes’ skeptical argument concerns the benevolence of God and the existence of what Descartes calls an “evil genius” (16).  This idea of an evil genius is that a person “supremely powerful and supremely sly and who is always deliberately deceiving me” (16) exists.  This would account for things we perceive being false because someone has led us to believe they are real when they are actually not.  However, if this so-called “evil deceiver” is always deceiving us, then we would be deceived in believing we do exist, therefore we do not exist.  Descartes believes this is impossible because he recognizes that he is a thinking thing and states “’I am, I exist’ is necessarily true every time I utter it or conceive it in my mind” (18).  Therefore, this evil deceiver cannot truly exist.  This brings us to the idea of God as being an omni benevolent being.  If God were truly all good, then he would never deceive us.  If he never deceives us, then every object we perceive is real.  It may not be real in the ways it appears real to us, but it is in fact real.


I believe that Descartes would be, in many ways, unsuccessful in his complete rejection of the hypothesis that we are an artificial intelligence program being run on a computer.  A computer-generated world is not parallel to our real world in many ways.  It lacks the existence of a supreme being such as God.  A human, not an all-perfect being, creates a computer program.  This leaves room for the individual in the program questioning their existence to be deceived.  Things they sense and think are simply commands put into a computer telling them what they think and what they feel.


The problem raised by this hypothesis of a computer-generated world is the same as the problem of whether we know the difference between reality and dreams.  This means that reality could be dreams and dreams could be reality and we would never know which was which.  In the First Meditation, Descartes says, “ Nonetheless, if it were repugnant to his goodness to have created me such that I be deceived all the time, it would also seem foreign to that same goodness to permit me to be deceived even occasionally”  (16).  In this, Descartes is saying that God would remain omni benevolent to deceive us all the time, such as in this computer simulation.  

