St. Anselm, "The Ontological Argument"

Introduction:   From raising the initial question of Socrates, "What should be your central concern in life?," we have moved to the question of Tolstoy and Camus, "What is the meaning of Life?"

In order to answer this question, another question can be raised first about the existence of God, for this second question has great relevance to the first one.  The second question can be put

Axiologically
Is the source of the meaning of life God?

Epistemologically
Can we prove that God exists?

Ontologically
Does God exist?

Hence, we turn our attention to the arguments for the existence of God.

This task is properly in the philosophy of religion; philosophy of religion has as its main concern an epistemological task.  What does this statement mean?

a.  whether religious knowledge is a special kind of knowledge,

b.  how religious knowledge is obtained, and

c. the implications of religious knowledge for conduct.

Philosophy of religion is not explicitly concerned with

a.  the history of religion,

b . comparative religions, or

c.  specific religious beliefs or church doctrines,

except insofar as these illumine the epistemological task.  Philosophy of Religion does not specifically seek historical facts or interpretations of church doctrine.

Philosophers investigate two broad kinds of religious knowledge claims:

a.  Natural Theology: the attempt to prove the existence of God, and sometimes human immortality, from premisses provided by observation of the ordinary course of nature (a posteriori proofs).

b.  Deductive Theology: the attempt to prove the existence of God from premisses known to be true by reason alone, independently of  sensory experience (a priori proofs).

St. Anselm of Canterbury (1033-1109) was a Neoplatonic Realist, often called "the second Augustine"

The doctrine of  realism:   the extent to which anything is real is dependent upon its degree of universality; hence, God is the most real and other things are emanations from archetypes.

The Ontological Argument (From Proslogium 2)

1.  We conceive of God as a being than which no greater can be conceived.

2.  This being than which no greater can be conceived either exists in the mind alone or both in the mind and in reality.

3. Assume that this being than which no greater can be conceived exists in the mind alone.

    a.  Existing both in the mind and in reality is greater than existing solely in the mind.

     b.  This being, existing in the mind alone, can also be conceived to exist in reality.

     c.  This being existing in the mind alone is not therefore the being than which no greater can be conceived.  (See statement 1 above.)

4.  Therefore, this being than which no greater can be conceived exists in reality as well as exists in the mind.

Objections to the Ontological Argument:

1.  Gaunilo:  the concept of a perfect island does not thereby prove its existence.  Insert "perfect island" for "God" pari passu in the above argument. (Cf. refutation by means of devising an analogy.)

     Reply:  There is no contradiction in denying the existence of a perfect island, but there is in denying God's existence.  The only way God can be conceived of not to exist is to conceive of the word "God" not existing.

2.  The definition is impossible to understand--there is no clear and distinct idea of a "being than which no greater can be conceived."

     Reply:  If one does not understand the definition, then one is a fool.  You cannot argue with a fool (cf., argumentum ad hominem).

3.  You cannot get outside of a conception to reality:  the argument compares the conception of existing in the mind with the conception of existing in reality as well.   It deals only with concepts, not things in the external world.

     Reply:  No, the comparison is between the mind alone and in the mind and in reality.  Both of these are thought of as they are, not thought of as in the mind.

4.  Existence is not a predicate:  we cannot compare 100 dollars with 100 real dollars.  One doesn't laud someone you are to marry to your folks, and the add, "Oh by the way, that person really exists."  We assume existence, we do not prove existence. (Cf., the problem of existential import)

     Reply:  Even though we often assume existence, we do not always do so.  Consider the sign by a curb: "No Parking."  No parking of what? 

5.  One cannot argue towards existence.  One cannot prove existence.  (Q.v., the reading by S. Kierkegaard.  For example, you cannot prove the existence of Napoleon by his deeds, because to mention his deeds is to assume the existence of someone who did them.  (This argument is similar to Socrates' argument that he believes in deities because he believes in divine things.)

     Reply:  If so, it would follow that deductive arguments (a priori arguments) are of no use to proving things about the nature of the world.
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Principio del formulario

1. Which of the following is the way that Anselm understands God?

[image: image1.wmf] a. Something that can be conceived to be greater 
[image: image2.wmf] b. Something than which nothing greater can be conceived 
[image: image3.wmf] c. Something greater than everything that exists 
[image: image4.wmf] d. Something about which nothing greater can be said 
2. Anselm points out that we understand the phrase that describes God. What step does he use to get from this to the conclusion that God exists in the understanding?

[image: image5.wmf] a. Anything that exists is something we understand. 
[image: image6.wmf] b. Nothing that doesn’t exist is understandable. 
[image: image7.wmf] c. Anything that we understand exists in the understanding. 
[image: image8.wmf] d. Anything that exists in the understanding can be articulated in words. 
3. What are the two ways of conceiving what Anselm distinguishes between?

[image: image9.wmf] a. Conceiving of words that signify something vs. conceiving of the thing itself 
[image: image10.wmf] b. Conceiving of a way to describe God vs. conceiving of what God looks like 
[image: image11.wmf] c. Conceiving of something in our mind vs. conceiving of it in our hearts 
[image: image12.wmf] d. Conceiving of a picture of something vs. conceiving of its true nature 
Final del formulario

Anselm uses what kind of proof in order to prove God's existence?

A.   Anselm uses evidence from the senses in his proof

B.   Anselm uses reason alone in his proof

C.   Anselm does not use a proof he appeals to faith and grace

D.   Anselm uses both empirical evidence and reasoning
What is the name of Anselm's argument?

A.   ?    The argument from design

B.   ?    The argument from teleology

C.   ?    The cosmological argument

D. :-)  The ontological argument
What are important features of Anselm's argument? Select all the correct responses below.

Anselm uses a definition of God as part of his proof

Anselm uses empirical evidence as his starting point

Anselm challenges the Atheist in his proof

Anselm shows that the Atheist is involved in a self contradiction
What is Anselm's definition of God?

A. God is that being which a greater can be conceived.

B. God is that being in which no greater can be thought.

C.  God exists only in the mind and not in reality.

D.  God can only be known through faith and not through reasoning.

Why does Anselm believe that the Atheist contradicts themselves?

A.   He says that they contradict themselves because they get scared when they are about to die

B.   He says that they contradict themselves because they do not have faith

C.   He says they contradict themselves because they are fools and do not know any better

D. He says they contradict themselves because they claim to understand the definition of God but then claim he does not exist in reality
What is the meaning of Ontology?

A. Ontology is the study of the problem of evil

B. Ontology is the study of the nature of being
C. Ontology is the epistemology of faith

D. Ontology is the study of fictitious entities such as unicorns
In class we discussed how we might represent Saint Anselm's argument in a logical argument form. What are the two types of reasoning that we discussed that perhaps could capture the form of Saint Anselm's argument.

Principio del formulario

[image: image13.wmf]Modus Tollens
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[image: image14.wmf]Reductio Ad Absurdum
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[image: image15.wmf]Disjunctive Syllogism
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[image: image16.wmf]Modus Ponens

There was a Monk by the name of Guanilo. What was the example used to cast doubt on Saint Anselm's argument?

A. The Lost Island example
B. Faulty defintion case

C. The ring of Gyges

D. The myth of the cave

What philosophical techniques or arguments does Guanilo use in criticizing Anselm's reasoning? Select all the correct answers below.
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[image: image17.wmf]Guanilo uses the counter example method
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[image: image18.wmf]Guanilo uses the Reductio Ad Absurdum argument
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[image: image19.wmf]Guanilo uses an Analogy
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[image: image20.wmf]Guanilo uses Modus Tollens
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In Anselm's response to Guanilo, Anselm maintains that Guanilo's argument is ineffective because it involves a logical error. According to Anselm What is the problem with Guanilo's argument

A. Anselm calls Guanilo a fool and dismisses his argument

B. Anselm says that Guanilo's argument is a weak analogy and that Anselm's argument is special and unique because it only applies to God
C. Anselm actually does not respond to Guanilo

D. Anselm accepts Guanilo's criticism and comes up with a different Cosmological proof
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