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St. Anselm’s Ontological Argument on the Existence of God.
Introduction.
Questions about the existence of God have dominated the philosophy of religion from ancient times to the present day. Atheists have played a significant role in criticizing the existence of God. Atheist is a Greek word crafted from a- which means without and Theos- which means God. Therefore, Atheism is a philosophical stand that God does not exist (Theodore 7). According to atheists, the world belongs to a realm of pure assumption and illusions.
Moreover, they criticize human belief in the existence of God claiming that such a view is irrational and makes them feel better when they experience hardships. Also, Atheists believe that theists have abandoned reasoning to submit themselves to religious authority. Religion criticism is based on inquisitions, holy wars and inter-religion conflicts. For instance, the global terrorism caused by radical Islamic fundamentalism such as the 9/11 is used as a rationale for the argument against the existence of God (Theodore 10). However, my position regarding the religion debate is that God exists. Therefore, in this paper, I will prove that God exists by reflecting on St. Anselm's Ontological Argument for God's Existence.


Thesis.
God is real and exists as evident from the independent expressions of St. Anselm which are based on logic and the assertion that we cannot refute the existence of a phenomenon which we already accept its definition.
Arguments
St. Anselm argument provides a priori evidence of the existence of God. His claims are independent of expressions and are proved by logical relations and concepts such as mathematical principles and reductio ad absurdum (Santo 2). He argues both on the premises that do not require rationale justifications and then argues on logical premises to prove the existence of a supernatural being. He quotes Psalms 14:1 to refute Atheists who believe that there is no God. Anselm refers to individuals who doubt the existence of God as fools (Santo, 4). He asserts that the fools have two traits. First, a fool understands the argument that God exists. Second, the fool does not believe that God exists (Santo 9). Anselm primary goal was to confirm that the two traits of a fool are unstable and believes that for anyone to believe that God exists he/she must first belief, there is a supernatural being. Therefore, according to Anselm, Atheists are not only mistaken but also their stand is internally incorrect. 
In his first argument, Anselm argues that God exists in understanding but not in reality. In describing God, Anselm asserted that God is unsurpassed being and cannot be improved upon by anything. According to Anselm, a fool understands the definition of God and still cannot believe in his existence. In his book, Proslogion, Anselm states, "a fool understands what he hears, and what he understands is in his understanding; although he does not understand it to exist"(Santo 9). According to me, Anselm assumes the understanding or the mind of an individual to be a place. Therefore, his stand is that if an individual understands claims about God, then it is clear that God exists in his mind. For instance, people including atheists conceive images of flying saucers or ghosts. This implies that people understand or have the idea of such things. In the second premise, he argued that existence, in reality, is usually bigger than existence in the understanding alone. Logically, if X has all properties of Y and X exist and Y does not exist then X is said to be higher than Y, hence existence in understanding proves the existence of God. A second explanation on the second premise is that if an object (a) exists in Word 1 and the same object (a) does not exist in World 2; then the importance of object (a) in World 1 supersedes the importance in World 2 (Stephen 435). Therefore, using the properties of equality, it is logical to agree that Anselm’s argument; understanding God in mind implies that God exists.
In the second argument of God's existence, Anselm describes the existence in six claims as provided in his book Proslogium. He explains God's existence through the following six forms. Firstly, he poses a Supposition- Assume that God, (a being that than which nothing more significant can be conceived), does not exist (Santo 22). Secondly, after presuming that God does not exist, Anselm persuades people to now conceive of a being which cannot be designed not to exist. Thirdly, he argues that this being (God) is greater than the being that can be conceived not to exist. Fourthly, Anselm argues that if God can be argued not to exist then, according to 3, than which nothing greater can be conceived. Fifthly, it is apparent that the fourth claim contradicts the third claim. Sixth, according to the five assumptions, therefore, God exists, and he is a being that cannot be conceived not to exist (Santo 23). Using mathematical justifications, in second and third assumption, if an object, lets' assume Y; can be assumed not to exist then Y's existence is necessary. To assume that Y is necessary or its existence is important, it is to imply that Y exists in every possible world. In another justification, to argue that Y can be though not to exist is to confirm that there is a World, lets' assume W, in which Y does not exist. Using this logic, it is true to argue that a being that exists in every possible is superior to a being that does not exist in every possible world (Santo 27). However, Anselm's conclusion on the second argument does not rule out the possibility that the assumptions may end up with different beings, but, taking his definition of God into account, God is greater than any other necessary being.
Objections
An objection on Anselm's Ontological arguments was by Gaunilo of Marmourtiers. Gaunilo proposed to people to conceive an Island which is more excellent than other islands. He argued that, according to Anselm's claim, the conceived island must necessarily exist as it would be more excellent (Stephen 438). However, Gaunilo objections did not reveal any flaw in Anselm's Ontological argument; instead, Gaunilo meant that if Anselm's argument can be considered as sound, then so many propositions of the similar logical form could be correct, which is unacceptable. In addition, he provided another objection that God cannot be conceived like Anselm had asserted (Stephen 440). He proposed that it is only theists who can believe the existence of God, but the ontological arguments cannot be understood. He concluded that if people cannot understand the existence of God, Anselm's Ontological argument cannot work.
Response
Anselm response to Gaunilo's objections is that his arguments in relation to God existence were based on concepts with necessary existence. He proposed that only a being (God) with necessary existence that can conform to the definition of that than which nothing greater cannot be conceived (Stephen 441). Moreover, he argued that a contingent object, like the island, can ever be improved without reaching a state of perfection as opposed to God who cannot be improved. Following his clarification, Anselm dismissed criticisms with no any relation to a being with necessary existence (Stephen 448). 
Conclusion
Following the rationale arguments of Anselm, it is evident that God exists. According to him, if an individual conceives something in mind, then he or she has an idea of the object. For an Atheist to criticize the existence of God, or to conceive a God/being not to exist, then it implies the God is present in a specific world (Theists' world). Focusing on Anselm's definition of God, that than which nothing greater cannot be conceived, then it is sure to confirm that God exists.
Moreover, according to Gaunilo, Anselm's arguments had no flaws, and what he objected was other concepts that would suit Anselm's logic. However, Anselm successfully defended his arguments by concluding that he was describing a being with necessary existence. Therefore, God exists, and Anselm's ontological arguments confirm the existence of God.
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