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Ontological Argument for God’s Existence
Anselm of Canterbury's argument that the existence of God can be proved without support is possible. It is not a mean task to substantiate this claim; it requires a lot of critical thinking and deep thought. He seriously devoted his time and thought to the proof of this claim and later presented his ideas to this proof. Anselm discovered like Augustine that to believe that God exists, we need to have faith that he does (Michaud, 2018). Understanding requires trust; it is not possible to understand something that we believe does not exist. Therefore, the first step in the knowledge that God exists is in having faith that He does. God is great and vast. The human mind is capable of comprehending who God is. It is in our hearts that we conceive the faith of believing God's existence. It is after the belief that we will be able to understand the vast nature of God.
Anselm discovered that it is impossible to create God and later say that he does not exist. It is absurd to think of something and dispute its existence. God is a necessary being, and He has been in existence since days of old, and therefore trying to claim he has not been there is impossible. In all creations of the earth, there is no higher being that one can think of other than God. He is the ultimate necessary being that exists on earth; therefore, claiming that He does not exist is contradicting. If indeed there is a higher being than God, Anselm challenges atheists to name that being. God is the only all-powerful and all-knowing being that is in existence. It is from Him that all other things were created, and therefore He is the Supreme Being. 
Anselm discovered that God truly exists. How then can a fool say in his heart that God does not exist? (Psalms 14:1). The fool has created and named God because He lives. The fool can't acknowledge God in his heart and later disapprove of his existence. For the conception of an idea to happen, the heart must fully understand. Understanding of an idea in the heart often results from the belief of that idea. The mind can only profess something that exists in reality. Therefore, for a fool to later acknowledge God as a being, the heart must have fully understood God. It is inaccurate to dispute a creature that the mouth professes to exist. 
Although the ontological arguments discovered by Anselm proof God's existence, he left a few loopholes. It is hard for people to understand the nature of God that they do not know. Anselm argues that we need to know the nature of God before we can fully understand him, hence prove his existence. This argument would therefore be meaningful to a person who understands who God is and the nature of God. The case does not persuade someone who does not know God. The understanding of God and his character is not possible for everyone, and it needs devotion and commitment. Knowledge of God takes time and may sometimes be a reserve for people who already believe in the existence of God. It is also impossible to fully understand the essence of God; this is because only God can fully and completely understand his nature. Therefore, believing that God exists cannot happen after understanding of God.
Anselm's argument that we need to have faith in God so that we can understand that he exists is flawed. The premise of this argument is for those who already believe that God exists and not for those who do not. Faith is a personal thing and is developed after studying more about a being. It is not realistic to propose to someone to build confidence in God before believing that He exists. Proving God's existence should be something that can happen before the conversion of an individual. It is impossible for an individual who does not believe in God to develop faith in God so that they believe in his existence (Narde, 2020). Studying to establish a belief in God would, in essence, means acknowledging that God exists. Developing this faith in God is not possible for atheists; hence it is not possible.
To address the gaps that Anselm left ought to address a few issues. People do not need to understand the nature of God for them to believe that God exists; that is a tall order. Life itself provides many proofs of God's existence. The sun rises in the East and daily sets in the West; for that to happen, and there have to be a supreme being. The oceans and the seas also offer proof of God's existence. When the pacific and the Atlantic Ocean waters meet, they do not mix. Islands never get submerged under water bodies, yet they are in the middle of water bodies. All this proves that a supreme being is responsible for such phenomena. Anselm also needs to find other ways of proving God's existence rather than suggesting that we have faith in God first. Developing confidence in a being is something that takes time and is not the best parameter for proving God's existence. 
In conclusion, while Anselm's argument of God's existence without support is possible, a case needs to be supported with evidence. Belief alone is not the only requirement to prove God's existence. Nature and what is around us may be used to provide evidence for the presence of God. It is essential that every argument given be able to stand on its own without objections
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