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Abbreviations

The following abbreviations are used for Descartes’ works frequently referred to

in this dissertation. Other abbreviations will be mentioned in texts or footnotes when

occasions demand.

AT

CSM

CSMK

HR

JC

Rules

World

Treatise

Discourse

Editions Quoted

Oeuvres de Descartes, 11 Vols. (revised edition), ed. by C. Adam & P.
Tannery. Paris: J. Vrin, 1982—-1991. (Cited as AT volume number: page
number)

The Philosophical Writings of Descartes, Vols. 1 & 2, trans. by J.
Cottingham, R. Stoothoff, and D. Murdoch. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1984, 1985. (Cited as CSM volume number: page
number)

The Philosophical Writings of Descartes: The Correspondence, Vol. 3,
trans, by J. Cottingham, R. Stoothoff, D. Murdoch, and A. Kenny.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991. (Cited as CSMK: page
number)

The Philosophical Works of Descartes, 2 Vols., trans. by Elizabeth S.
Haldane & G. R. T. Ross. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1978, 1979. (Cited as HR volume number: page number)

Descartes’ Conversation with Burman, recorded by Frans Burman
(1628-1679), trans. by J. Cottingham. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1976.
(Cited as JC: page number)

Single Works Quoted
Rules for the Direction of the Mind (ca. 1619-1628)
The World (ca.1629-1633)
Treatise on Man (ca.1629-1633)

Discourse on the Method (1637)
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Meditations

Search

Principles
Comments
Conversation

Passions

Rules, X.Y

Discourse, X.Y

Med. X.Y

X" Replies

X" Objections
Principles, X.Y
Conversation, X

Passions, X.Y

Meditations on the First Philosophy (1641)

The Search for Truth (probably written in the same period as the
Meditations)

Principles of Philosophy (1644)

Comments on a Certain Broadsheet (1648)

Descartes’ Conversation with Burman (1648)

The Passions of the Soul (1649)

Reference Format

the Y™ paragraph of the X™ (X = 1, 2, ... 21) Rule of the Rules;
when Y = 0, Y refers to the descriptive content under the title of

the X™ Rule

the Y™ paragraph of the X" (X =1, 2, ... 6) part of the Discourse

the Y™ paragraph of the X" (X = 1, 2, ... 6) Meditation of the
Meditations

the X" (X =1, 2, ... 7) Set of Replies of the Meditations
the X" (X =1, 2, ... 7) Set of Objections of the Meditations
the Y" item of the X" (X=1, 2, 3, 4) part of the Principles
the X™ (X =1, 2, ... 82) item of the Conversation

the Y® (Y =1, 2, ... 212) item, the X™ (X=1, 2, 3) part of the

Passions
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