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[bookmark: _GoBack]1. Why does R. Descartes need to prove Gods existence?
	Descartes tries to bring Gods experience into the picture by proving to the world that the cause of or perception is God. He points out that God is perfect in all his way the reason why he sets out to prove that He really exists. He begins his argument by claiming that human beings have a n idea of God as generally an infinite being. He believes that everyone cannot say that he/she doesn’t have the idea as he points out that it is innate. And based on the idea that is seen as an infinite being, then it should have the objective reality that is infinite in nature. By use of the innate logical rule: it is believed that something cannot originate from nothing whatsoever. By this principle, he concludes using his other causal principles (Descartes, 2013). The first one is that naturally there must be the same measure of reality in a cause just as it is in an effect. The second one is that, the same measure that exists in the formal reality of an idea is exactly the same that exists in the idea’s objective reality. It emerges that since we have an idea together with the objective reality that is infinite in nature ( the ideas in this case is God),  Descartes is able to make a conclusion that there must be a super being who is the source of the formal reality who is portrayed as the originator of this kind of idea. That is to mean that there is God. 
 2.  Explain St. Anselm ontological argument for gods existence. what are your thoughts?
Ontological arguments are about the existence of God. Most of these arguments involve arguing about the status of reality.  These arguments begin with a notion of an earlier proof of the organization of the universe. If the structure proves to be true then the contentions will provide the reasoning of God's existence and consequently why He must exist. Anselm’s (c.1033-1109 CE) ontology primary aim was to counter that which the fool in the book of Psalms believed in his heart (Lowe, 2013). He believed that there was no existence of a God but at the same time the fool was aware of claims of God’s existence. The fool accepts the claims of God’s realities and at the same time himself did not believe the existence of God. Also, Anselm’s second aim was to prove that this combination of beliefs by the fool was unstable. Anselm tries to explain the inconsistencies within the fools ideas by explaining that if the person can be able to accept the meaning of saying God exists then he can be made to believe that Good also exists. In his argument, Anselm points out “We certainly believe that you are something than which nothing greater can be conceived.” In this statement, the philosopher wants to explain the existence of God. He tries explains that God is greater than all human being. If the fool has an understanding of God, therefore, God exists in his understanding and in reality, which is the greatest thing. This claim is subsequently a controversial one. According to my understanding, I believe that God is a super being who exits in both our mind and the reality. He is the reason why we survive and if it were not for him then basically we would not be alive today. 
 3.  Where does human knowledge come from according to David Hume
	David Hume believes that human knowledge is derived from one’s experience. He gave an example that for instance the knowledge of pure mathematics proves to be secure in the sense that relies purely on ideas without having any other presumption about the world in general. The use of experimental observations that is done without making assumptions based on the material existence allows us to make use of our experience in terms of forming useful habits (Hume, (2016). He says that the use of epistemological ideas that entails use of pretense to achieve any useful knowledge is meaningless and unreliable at the same time. Hume uses his skepticism to accept that there are limitations regarding human knowledge when it comes to discovering the real aims of disciplines such as math and science. 
Hume asserts that sciences have a way of relating to the human nature and this therefore means that it is important for one to study human nature with a science that is focused on moral philosophy. He goes deeper by saying that the foundation of knowledge which is perception is further subdivided into two smaller subsections namely impressions and ideas. The impressions in this case are the foundation of our knowledge which includes sensations and feelings. On the other hand, the ideas are purely related to an individual’s way of thinking based on a person’s beliefs or memory. He finally considers color and smell as being sensational ideas.   
4.  Define rationalism and give an example? 
Rationalism can be described as a straight forward method of thinking that assumes that knowledge can be obtained outside an individual’s experience. That is to mean that experience is not a necessity to the acquisition of knowledge. Personally, I have of an expression, “kindly be rational”, this comes at times when we tend to react in an emotional way. This is when our acts are inspired by factors that might not make sense to some other people such as use of our senses or feelings to react to something. 
Essentially, it is thought that rationalism relies on reason as the main source of knowledge. That is to mean that rationalism is not based on sensory but rather through one’s intellectualism. That is why those who believe in rationalism claim that knowledge can be attained by reasoning. It is believed that we gain knowledge not by experience by purposely through reasoning. A good example to illustrate rationalism is by use of Math. As a rationalist, you don’t have to gain any experience for you to know that 1+1=2. All you need so to have an understanding of the concept at hand to know the answer. 

5. Define Empiricism and explain why David Hume is considered an empiricist?
Empiricism is a theory that believes that an individual’s knowledge is attained primary on the sensory experience. It states that empirical evidence is attained purposely through idea formation and not through traditions or by use of innate ideas. It is a philosophy of science that relies majorly in evidence, in most cases in the experiment discoveries. It is applied by natural scientists who claim that knowledge is attained on the basis of one’s experience and that the attained knowledge is tentative in that it can be corrected and falsified at the same time (Hume, 2016). David Hume is an empiricist because he believes that an individual attains knowledge based on experience. Hume argues that rationalists make use of definitions such as 1+1=2 with no real knowledge other than pointing out the meaning of the terms. He calms that as an empiricist, provided one gets to understand the meaning of a certain term, he/she can be able to make an analysis of it without learning anything based on what the term might describe. 
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