
ANALYSIS OF THE ONTOLOGICAL ARGUMENT PHILOSOPHY ESSAY

The father of Ontological arguments is often considered to be Anselm of Canterbury who was a monk and abbot of Bec
in Normandy, and Archbish.

For example, moral perfection is thought to entail being both perfectly merciful and perfectly just. Anselm's
argument is as follows : 1. Therefore, if we suppose that the universe is the product of an existent creator, we
can conceive a greater beingâ€”namely, one who created everything while not existing. In this case, the
discussion is on Saint Anselm and his Ontological Argument. Thus, maximal greatness entails existence in
every possible world: since a being that is maximally great at W is omnipotent at every possible world and
non-existent beings can't be omnipotent, it follows that a maximally great being exists in every logically
possible world. In this paper I shall evaluate several attempts to address the issue of the formal treatment of
tense. Alston, W. There is, then, so truly a being than which nothing greater can be conceived to exist, that it
cannot even be conceived not to exist; and this being thou art, O Lord, our God. This will then be contrasted
with the ideas given by Eternalists, with a brief look at the Growing Block Theory Premise There is an
understandable being x such that for no world w and being y does the greatness of y in w exceed the greatness
of x in the actual world. From 1 - 6 , by a complex series of steps here omitted. Needless to say, both the
interpretation and the critique are controversial, but they are also worthy of attention. On this line of analysis,
then, it follows that it is logically impossible for a being to simultaneously instantiate omniscience and
omnipotence. Menzies ed. But obviously this is impossible. Here are some proposals; no doubt the reader can
think of others: The targets might be atheists, and the goal might be to turn them into theists. With new
theories of neuropsychology, quantum physics, gene therapy, evolution, and psychobiology, we are constantly
forced to edge God out of our lives, to be replaced with cold, empty scientific thought. Consider, for example,
that, while we don't have a complete understanding whatever this means of the concept of a natural number
than which none larger can be imagined, we understand it well enough to see that there does not exist such a
number. The major critics of the argument have included David Hume and Bertrand Russell who question the
basic principle that the argument works from Not all properties are God properties. Cognoscenti will recognise
that the crucial point is that Meinongian ontological arguments fail to respect the distinction between nuclear
assumptible, characterising properties and non-nuclear non-assumptible, non-characterising properties. The
last premise is that the universe requires a cause. It attempts to prove the existence of God, not through any
physical evidence, but rather by claiming that the very definition of God is proof enough of his existence; that
he is an underlying truth in much the same way mathematical truths are inherently known


