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In the following essay, I will argue that Spinoza’s view on God does not amount to atheism. First, though, we need to look into Descartes’ interaction problem. Secondly, we have to see how Spinoza manages to tackle that problem. Thirdly, we have to go over certain properties of God described by Spinoza. Finally, we see how Spinoza’s view does not amount to atheism.
In the first part of his book “Meditations on First Philosophy”, Descartes knows that everything is and can be made by God, and since God is all-powerful, He can separate one thing from the other. Furthermore Descartes believes that since he can understand one thing without another, this means that the two things are different, since they can be separated from each other. Descartes says “since I know that I exist and that at the same time I judge that obviously nothing else belongs to my nature except that I am a thinking thing, I conclude that my essence consists entirely in me being a thinking thing”(Descartes,51). Moreover he says “And although I have a body that is very closely joined to me nevertheless because on one hand I have a clear and distinct idea of myself in so far as I am merely a thinking thing and not an extended thing…Also because on the other hand I have a distinct idea of a body insofar as it is merely an extended thing and not a thinking thing… It is certain that I am really distinct from my body and can exist without it” (Descartes, 51). That is where Descartes concludes that mind and body are two distinct things, where mind is extended while body is not extended. This is also known as ‘mind-body dualism’.
Descartes needs to makes sure that corporeal things exist, though, which he does by first portraying the idea that his brain has the abilities to imagine and sense. These abilities to imagine and sense are then perceived to be distinguished from him as modes from a thing. Descartes feels these faculties must be in a corporeal or extended substance, not in a substance endowed with understanding. Descartes thinks that there clearly is in him a passive faculty of sensing, but he could not use it unless there also existed a certain active faculty of producing bringing about these ideas either in him or something else. Nonetheless, this faculty cannot be in him since it clearly presupposes no active understanding, and these ideas produce development corporation. Hence, the only alternative is that it is in some substance different from him which is either a body inhibiting all that is contained objectively in the ideas, or else it is God. God does not send him these ideas immediately by himself because God is not a deceiver.  Descartes concludes that these ideas issue from corporeal things, otherwise God would be deceiving, therefore corporeal things exist.
It’s worth noting that, by Descartes, Nature and God are the same. So when he says that Descartes believes he is taught by Nature, he means that he believes he is taught by God, and the knowledge that is learnt is true. Descartes observes he has a body that is ill disposed of, and that he feels pain, etc., and by means of these sensations, Nature teaches him that his mind  is very tightly joined and commingled with his body so much so that the mind and the body constitute a single thing. otherwise he would not sense pain when his body is injured.
By Nature, Descartes is also taught that various other bodies exist around his body. In Descartes’ world, body is divisible while mind is indivisible, and that the mind is not immediately affected by all parts of the body, but only by the brain. Descartes states “For body, when any of its parts can be moved to another part some distance away, it can also be moved in the same manner by any of the parts that lie between them, even if this more distant part is doing marked nothing” (Descartes,57). For example, When a person feels pain in his foot, this sensation takes place by means of nerves distributed through the foot to the brain, and the pain is felt when the nerves in the inner part of the brain are pulled(due to the pulling of the nerves in the foot). This causes the nerves in the inner part of the brain to move and produce the feeling of pain in the foot. Remember that these same nerves need to pass through other parts, such as thighs and knees, to reach the brain from the foot, so if one of those intermediate parts, such as the knees and thighs were to be struck, the very same movement would occur in the inner part of the brain that occurred when the foot was injured, hence, the mind feels the same amount of pain in both the scenarios. This holds true for other sensations as well.
Finally, Descartes notices that if a motion occurs in that inner part of the brain, this immediately affects the mind, and the sensation produced will most often encourage the maintenance of a healthy man. Taking the same previous example, when the foot feels pain, and the nerves in the inner parts of the brain are pulled, the mind, (taught by Nature) is provoked to do its utmost to get away from the source of the pain, because the source is perceived as something harmful. This shows that the mind has been taught by God to maintain the well-being of the person, which in turn proves the power and goodness of God.
Before going through Spinoza, it is worth knowing that Spinoza and Descartes are two philosophers of different times, and their styles are very different. Where Descartes would like to narrate his observing and findings, Spinoza would present his observations and findings in a very geometric and structured way. So by looking at the summarized definitions presented on page 31 of Ethics, let’s see what Spinoza has to say:
1. “By that which is self caused I mean that whose essence involves existence; or that school is nature can be conceived only as existing”
2. “A thing is said to be finite in its own kind when it can be limited by another thing of the same nature”
3. “By substance I mean that which is in itself and and is conceived through itself”
4. “By attribute I mean that which the intellect perceives of substance as constituting its essence”
5. “By a mode I mean the affections of substance”
6. “By God I mean an absolutely infinite being”
Spinoza has also given us a few axioms to look at presented on page 32 of the same book:
1. “All things that are, are either in themselves all are in something else”
2. “That which cannot be conceived through another thing must be conceived through itself”
3. “From a given determinate cause there necessarily follows an effect, on the other hand if there be no determinate cause it is impossible that an effect should follow”
4. “The knowledge of an effect depends on, and involves, the knowledge of the cause”
5. “ Things which have nothing in common with each other cannot be understood through each other; that is, the conception of the one does not involve the conception of the other”
6. “A true idea must agree with that of which it is the idea”
7. “If a thing can be conceived as not existing, its essence does not involve existence “
Following that, let’s see the propositions Spinoza has given us in the first part of his book. Note that one proposition follows on from its previous proposition, so to understand the final proposition; you must read all the propositions before that:
1. “Substance by nature is prior to its affections”(Spinoza,32)
2. “Two substances having different attributes have nothing in common” (Spinoza,32)
3. “When things have nothing in common, one cannot be the cause of the other” (Spinoza,32)
4. “Two or more distinct things are distinguished from one another either by the difference of the attributes of the substances or by difference of the affections of the substances” (Spinoza,33)
5. “In the universe there cannot be two or more substances of the same nature or attribute” (Spinoza,33)
6. “One substance cannot be produced by another substance” (Spinoza,33)
7. “Existence belongs to the nature of substance” (Spinoza,34)
8. “Every substance is necessarily infinite” (Spinoza,34)
9. “The more reality or being a thing has, the more attributes it has” (Spinoza,36)
10. “Each attribute of one substance must be conceived through itself” (Spinoza,36)
11. “God, or substance consisting of infinite attributes, each of which expresses eternal and infinite essence, necessarily exists” (Spinoza,37)
12. “No attribute of substance can be truly conceived from which it would follow that substance can be divided” (Spinoza,38)
13. “Absolutely infinite substance is indivisible” (Spinoza,39)
14. “There can be, or conceived, no other substance but God” (Spinoza,39)
15. “Whatever is, is in God, and nothing can be or be conceived without God” (Spinoza,40)
16. “From the necessity of the divine nature there must follow infinite things in infinite ways(modis),(that is, everything that can come within the scope of infinite intellect)” (Spinoza,43)
Looking at Descartes’ work previously, the question arises “If mind and body are two separate things, how do they interact with each other?”. Spinoza solves this problem by portraying the idea that mind and body are the same parallel things, but only 2 different attributes of God(who is the only substance and has infinite amounts of attributes, and there’s no other substance in existence apart from Him). What happens to the body happens to the mind, and vice versa, hence there is no existence of Descartes’ interaction problem in Spinoza’s world.
Furthermore, in proposition 14, part 2, page 76 of Ethics, Spinoza states that the human mind is capable of perceiving a great many things, and this capacity will vary in proportion to the variety of states which its body can attain. This shows that, in Spinoza’s world, mind and body work in a parallel way, and the capacity of the learning of the mind is dependent on the capacity of the learning of the body.
Notice that Spinoza has brought in God into the argument. You can see in the following paragraphs the many lines and mentions Spinoza has written and given regarding God in his book “Ethics”.
In Part I, Prop. 11, Spinoza states “God, or substance consisting of infinite attributes, each of which expresses eternal and infinite essence, necessarily exists” (Spinoza, 37) and argues by saying that if you say God does not exist, then His essence does not involve existence (axiom 7), but that would mean existence does not belong to the nature of substance (against proposition 7), which cannot be true.
In Part I, Prop. 13, Spinoza states “Absolutely infinite substance is indivisible” (Spinoza, 39). Spinoza argues that if it were divisible then, on one hand, the divided parts would retain the nature of the absolutely infinite substance, meaning there would be more than one substance of the same nature, which is erroneous. On the other hand, the divided parts would NOT retain the nature of the absolutely infinite substance, meaning the infinite substance can stop existing, which goes against proposition 11 of part 1.
Spinoza also states “There can be, or be conceived, no other substance but God” (Spinoza, 39). Over here Spinoza points out that God is an infinite being, who necessarily exists (proposition 11 part 1) and has all the attributes in the world. If there were any other substance apart from God, that substance would definitely have at least some of God’s attributes, so there would exist two or more substances with the same attributes, which goes against proposition 5 of part 1. 
In Part 1, Prop. 17,Spinoza states “God acts solely from the laws of his own nature, constrained by none” (Spinoza,44) and  explains that there is no cause, except the perfection of his nature which either extrinsically or intrinsically moves God to act, and that God is a free cause.
In Part I, Prop. 20, Spinoza states “God’s existence and his essence are one and the same” (Spinoza, 46). All attributes of God are eternal, in other words, every attribute of God expresses existence, meaning, whatever constitutes the essence of God, constitutes God’s existence. This tells us that God’s existence is an eternal truth and all attributes of God are immutable.
In Part 1, Prop. 33, Spinoza states “Things could not have been produced by God in any other way or in any other order than is the case” (Spinoza, 54). Spinoza explains that since everything God has created is a mode of Himself, if things were not the way they currently are, that would mean their nature would be different, hence, God’s nature would be different, which isn’t wrong.
In Part 1, Prop. 34, page 56, Spinoza states that God’s power is His very essence. The proof of this can be seen in proposition 11 of part 1, where God is said to be self caused, and also in proposition 16 where God is implied to be the cause of all things. 
Moving on to Part II of Ethics, in Prop. 1, Spinoza claims “Thought is an attribute of God; i.e. God is a thinking thing” (Spinoza, 64). Remember that it has already been established by proposition 15 of part 1 that nothing can be conceived without God, even individual thoughts, meaning that Thought is one of God’s infinite attributes and God is a thinking thing.
Prop. 45 on page 93 says that every idea of any body or particular thing existing in actuality necessarily involves the eternal and infinite essence of God, meaning that the idea of a particular thing existing must involve both the essence and existence of the thing. However, particular things cannot exist without God, and from Definition 6 of part 1, it follows that all of it involves the eternal and infinite essence of God.
In the Part 4, Prop. 28, page 168, it is said that the mind’s highest good is the knowledge of God, and the mind’s highest virtue is to know God. It is already evident that God is an absolute infinite being (definition 6 of part 1), and nothing can be conceived without him (proposition 15 part 1). The highest thing that the mind can understand is God, hence, the knowledge of God is the best thing for us, and the highest virtue of the mind is to understand or to know God.
[bookmark: B10]Last, but not the least, in the Appendix of Part 1 of Ethics, Spinoza summarizes all the descriptions and properties of God he has mentioned, namely: God surely exists, God is one, God acts solely from His own nature, God is the free cause of all things, all things are in God, nothing can be conceived without God, and all things are predetermined by God. Spinoza states another property of God telling us just how perfect He is in the sentence “Nature has no end set before it. ... If God acts for the sake of an end, he [must] want something that he lacks.” (Spinoza, 59)
Going back to the original statementof whether Spinoza’s view amount to any form of atheism or not, the answer to that is no, and the reason for that is Spinoza acknowledges that a form called God exists, while Atheism is Disbelief in the existence of God or Gods.


Now, why is Spinoza’s view not of atheism? Simply because, as we have seen above, Spinoza acknowledges that a higher power, such as God or Nature, exists. Atheism is Disbelief in the existence of God or Gods, Spinoza has not rejected the idea of the existence of God, on the contrary, he has put an immense amount of work into describing God and proving His existence.
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