Running head: ARGUMENTS ON GOD
ARGUMENTS ON GOD 		4






Arguments on God
Name
Institution










Arguments on God
Explain (in thorough detail) either the Ontological or the Design argument for God
According to the ontological argument of God, God is described as a being that is greater than all beings. God is considered the greatest possible being that the human mind imagines existing. The existence of God is more of an idea in the mind of a human being. The existence of God is conceived in the mind of a human being. It is therefore considered a state of the mind. There cannot be the imagination of a being greater than God because God is the greatest possible being that exits. Imagining that there is a greater being contradicts the primary consideration of the existence of God. God is the greatest imaginable being that exists. We cannot, therefore, imagine the existence of any other being because that will contradict our earlier beliefs. Therefore God truly exists.
Human beings have the coherent idea of a being that that has all the imaginable perfections. The being bears all properties that make a being better. Beings can be made better by the existence of God who has the ability to do these functions. The existence of God is in itself a perfection and a great-making property. The existence of God can be deduced from the very definition of God. The existence of God can be proven by reflecting on the content of the concept. Understanding the existence of God is, therefore, easy if the content of his name and character and ability are evaluated.
Explain (in thorough detail) the corresponding objections to the argument you picked
Gaunilo 
Gaunilo criticizes Anselm on his derivation of a thing from the existence of an idea. Anselm describes the existence of God based on the existence of the idea that God exists. Anselm defines things into existence, a proposition that is not acceptable to Gaunilo. He uses the analogy of a perfect island to confirm that Anselm’s idea can be used to define anything into existence even though in reality it does not exist.
Immanuel Kant
Immanuel Kant directs his objection targets Anselm’s third premise that a being that exists as an idea in both the mind and reality is greater than a being that exists merely as an idea in the mind. Kant argues that existence does not serve as a predicate. Kant does not consider being a real predicate. Kant defines concepts of logical matters as concepts of logical predicates. Since existence is not a logical predicate, it does not belong to the concept of the presence of God, Kant says that it only serves as what satisfies the predicates that define the concept of God.
David Hume
David Hume argued that it was not possible to support an ontological view of God. Hume says that a priori reasoning cannot be the only means used to prove the existence of being. Hume uses a dialogue of natural religion to propose his criticism of ontological description of God. He says that whatever is people concede as existent can also be conceived as non-existence. Therefore, there is no being whose existence gives an implication if a contradiction. Consequently, we cannot demonstrate the existence of a being. The existence of God according to ontological reasoning is therefore considered not real. Hume p[points to the lack of abstract idea of the existence of God as a reason we cannot freely upon ideas as the implication for existence. Hume also believes that existence doe not qualify perfection, therefore, there is no the existence of a perfect being.
Explain which argument you think is right and why. Explain why one is right and the other is wrong.
David Hume’s argument is right.
David Hume’s argument seems to be right because of the logical effort he uses to criticize ontological arguments on God. Hume declines to demonstrate the existence of a being. He says that existence things an be seen rather than theoretically demonstrated. This break form ontological explanation of God that defines the existence of God from ideas in the mind to the reality of existence. Existence is not a quality or perfection. Existence is more of a state. It cannot be ascribed to a thing as quality. It is therefore illogical to use the existence of God as quality and perfection.
Anselm loses the argument
Anselm loses the grasp of his logic in his contradiction and assertion that an idea can be translated to an actual being. The existence of God could be proved by other means by the assertion that the existence of God is reflected by the existence of an idea in the mind of a human being is impossible. There cannot be a logical derivation of the existence of a thing from simple ideas in the mind. However, Anselm argument that God is greater than all beings cannot be judged because Hume himself asserts that the existence of being can either be proven or disproven.
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