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1. Intro: arguments for God’s existence
2. The ontological argument
3. Guanilo’s criticism
4. Reply

David Silverman on O’Reilly Factor:

P1: Tide goes in, tide goes out.
P2: You cannot explain that.
C: God exists. 

Types of proofs:

1. Rational Proofs/Arguments
a. Deductive argument: if the premises are true, then the conclusion has to be true. 
b. Inductive: if the premises are true, the conclusion is probably true. 

A priori: independent of experience (do not require appeal to experience)

Ontological arguments: an argument that relies just on the idea of God (or the concept of God, or the definition of God). From that idea (or concept or definition) alone, just by considering that idea, we can show that God exists. 

Ex’s: St. Anselm, Descartes, Godel

A posteriori: dependent on experience (involve appeals to experience) 

Ex. Pointing to some feature of the world and explaining that feature’s existence on God

Causal arguments (Cosmological arguments) – 

See: St. Thomas Aquinas

P1: Everything has a cause.
P2: Something cannot come from nothing.
P3: The universe as a whole had to have been caused by something.
C: God Exists. 

Principle of Sufficient Reason: for everything that is the case, there is a reason for it’s being the case. 

Design arguments: there is something about this universe that means it had to have been designed by something. 

See: William Paley’s watchmaker argument

2. Pragmatic arguments 

See: Blaise Pascal – Pascal’s Wager

3. Irrational arguments


Ontological Argument

Reductio ad Absurdum – start with the claim that you want to disprove and lead to a conclusion that shows its’ absurdity (impossible consequence)

Logical contradiction: [A] and [Not A]

I.e. the married bachelor

(p. 139): “even the fool (atheist) must admit that something that which nothing greater can be thought…”

Suppose God does not exist.
P1: God exists in the understanding but not in the reality. 
P2: It’s greater for a being to exist in reality and the understanding than just in the understanding.
P3: We can conceive of a being [⌘] that is just like God that exists both in the understanding and in reality. 
P4: ⌘ > God = (We can conceive of a being greater than God).
[Definition of God = “that which nothing greater can be conceived”]
P41: We can conceive of a being that is greater than that which nothing greater can be conceived.
C: God exists.

Guanillo’s Criticism:

Imagine the perfect island – an island so great that no greater island could be thought of. 

Objection: the concept of a perfect island is relative

[bookmark: _GoBack]Ex. If it has flowers, it is impossible to imagine the ideal, maximal amount of flowers, and you cannot have an infinite # of flowers because there’s only a finite amount of space to plant them. 
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