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The Ontological Argument
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* Saint Anselm (1033-1109): God is that
than which nothing greater can be
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¥t Ontological Argument FYE5E (1)
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#t Ontological Areument AY[E]FE (1)

o€ . If God did not actually exist,
our concept of God would be the
concept of a being less great than of
one who does exist, and it is the
latter idea that we do possess.

~#y National Taiwan University

& comumn T



#t Ontological Argument FYE

oy

-

HY

B 5T .

c (FEEEERE—

B Pt

FAFERE—

% (2)

O

5 HES
(@)

1”

& comumn ¢



¥t Ontological Argument BY[EIFE (2)

i e S =

* God, being the greatest p055|ble being
concelvable must exist in order to be the
greatest. If God lacked existence—existed only
“in the understanding” like unicorns—then God
would not be as great as if he did exist, and
thus would not be the greatest being

conceivable. .
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¥ Ontological Argument BYEEE (3)
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¥t Ontological Argument BY[EIFE (3)
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¥t Ontological Argument FYESE (4) -
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#t Ontological Argument FYESE (4) - 2
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The Cosmological Argument

= VINTFIE Ea#FE’J%’*f‘ ) AR E—
i [R R 2 2 > IE—RESIEHAR BRI
By > e o
* a. The Causal Argument
b. The Argument from Dependency
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The Causal Argument
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The Causal Argument B&E—
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The Causal Argument

- B {ERE
( causa sui » cause of

itself )
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The Causal Argument B
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The Causal Argument [E]fEZ
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The Causal Argument B&= -

1

(1) L?I‘%%E’JFJJ:ES?F.%H% ?kﬂgﬁ{ﬂ_ﬂ,({ﬁ?‘ FHARE
S{FEDA] > EIRE—T U LFIERIRE

(2) Ourknowledge of causes lies entlrely within the
realm of spatio-temporal things, processes, and events.
Beyond that, we have no reason to speak of causes at all,
for experience tells us nothing about any such causality.
Kant wrote, “The principle of causality has no meaning and
no criterion for its application save only in the sensible
world. But in the cosmological proof it is precisely in order
to enable us to advance bawond the sensible world that it is
employed.”
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The Causal Argument B = -
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The Causal Argument Z—E 5
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St. Thomas’s argument from contingency to
necessity

In St. Thomas’s other formulation of the
cosmological argument, he argues from
contingency to necessity. The universe
contains countless contingent beings.
But, it is argued, a contingent being
presupposes a necessary being; you can’t
have a series, encing or unending, of

contingent beings.. R .
%ru 2 KBS AP 23
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St. Thomas’s argument from contingency to
necessity

* The language sounds somewhat strange
to modern ears; we speak of necessary
propositions (“Dogs are dogs”), but
what would be a necessary or
contingent being? It is easier to come to
grips with the argument by speaking af
dependent versus nondependent
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The Argument from Dependency

FHEFEH dependent beings > {8 dependent
beings ¥85& 7 —1E non dependent being ° 852 > /£
I AR RIEMEEEF HEEE dependent beings © &
ERANEKBEEREMER > it TEE— B —(E
non dependent > BE&7F1EH self-existent being »
RIKFEE B R LUOMIERSYImET % =1& being B2
o AL A EMBEFERIRE

,q' National Taiwan University
K/

& ommmn 25



The Argument from Dependency —

HZ

* fREil TRAEE nondependent being fF1ERs » B
dependent beings ZFRUFETERERE o 1 5
2 BHeFE nondependent being » BI;S ¥
dependent beings BIFE @R BEFRA o BEH
HY RGBT » AT FEERES| nondependent
being BYTZ1E > BLRILA53 RlERARMERIRY dependent
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The Argument from Dependency —
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The Argument from Dependency —
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The Argument from Dependency —
B -2
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The Argument from Dependency —
B -2

* NHIMFELREEANYIEER | We can explain laws of
thermodynamics by means of laws of mechanics, and we can
explain the laws of chemical combination by means of
atomic theory. But there are other laws for which we know of
no explanation. Perhaps gravitation is an example, although
a “unified field theory” may yet explain gravitation in terms
of something more fundamental still. But then that more
fundamental laws or theory would be a “brute fact”—unless
it in turns was explained by something else. However far
such explanations may go, don’t we sooner or later end up at
the level of “brute fact”—something that explains other
things but is not itself capable of explanation? If we reach
that stage (and we may never know whether we’ve reached
it), don’t we just have to say, “That’s th®way things are,” and

then end the inquiry? f’ aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa
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The Argument from Dependency —
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The Argument from

Miracles
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The Argument from Miracles —
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The Argument from Miracles — &5 - 1
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The Argument from Miracles — B&§ - 2
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The Argument from Miracles — B&g - 2
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The Argument from Miracles — B&§ - 3
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The Argument from Miracles — B&§ - 3
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The Argument from Miracles — BE5¢ - 4
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The Argument from Miracles — BE&¢ -5
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The Argument from Miracles — B&¢ -5
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The Argument from Miracles — BE5¢ -6
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The Argument from Miracles — [o]fg

- BE_MER ) BT LB -
;%%n LHAYTES 3 BB AR o 155

e S I e
M1/ NEY o

/q' National Taiwan University
K/

& ommme



The Argument from Miracles — [g]
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The Teleological Argument
(The Argument from Design)
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The Teleological Argument BE#FHFH

* BfINFEEEBXFRFE ¢ How could all
these things have come into existence except as
the result of design? Pieces of clay do not come
together of themselves to make bricks, or bricks
to form a house; this requires the designing
activity of human beings. In the same way,
particles of matter cannot come together of
themselves to form living cells, or cells to form the
complex living organisms that inhabit the earth;
such a result can be brought about gnly by a
designer who fashions the materials in_such.a.way
as to form them. & wommann 1
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The Teleological Argument
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Paley’s Argument from Design
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The Teleological Argument
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The Teleological Argument
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The Teleological Argument

BARFNFE —HRE_

« JA

Z1\N\

I
=<
A

SSRIZTE 2 YY) | B

ItE > FFIRNBEERE LR
THIERET ©

—r—
J U

BE1t ~ REA é}%%i%

=

m > P2 E@J,J’@E’Jluiﬁﬁﬁ

~#y National Taiwan University
t"
oy

%’u 2= RP R ae 54



The Teleological Argument
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The Teleological Argument
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The Teleological Argument
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The Teleological Argument
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The Teleological Argument
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* Epicurus (342-270 B.C.): Is God
willing to prevent evil, but not able?
Then he is not omnipotent. Is he
able, but notwilling? Then he is
malevolent. Is he both able and
willing? Then whence cometh evil?
Ishe ieeither able nor willing? Then
why call him God?
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* Hume’s dilemma: If the evil in the world is
from the intention of the Deity, then he is
not benevolent. If the evil in the world is
contrary to his intention, then he is not
omnipotent. But it is either in accordance
with his intention or contrary to it.
Therefore, either the Deity is not
benevolent or he is not omnipotent. -
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* According to Saint Augustine, to be real is to be
perfect, and thus only God can be wholly real;
his creation, being necessarily finite and limited,
must necessarily involve mcomplete good ness,
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* But to say that evil is negative seems to be primarily a
play on words. Is war negative, the absence of peace,
or is peace negative, the absence of war? Whichever
way we classify it, the one is as real as the other—
there is war, and there is peace; there is happiness,
and there is suffering; there is good, and there is evil.
The facts of reality are NOT changed by being
classified as negative or positive. Suffering exists, and
is not alleviated in the sllghtest o), the consideration
that “Itis only negative”.
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* |tislogically impossible for God to impose a character on
the beings he creates, and at the same time leave them

free to develop their own characters by their o\ choices.
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* Suppose, contrary to fact, that this world were a paradise
from which all possibility of pain and suffering were
excluded. The consequences would be very far-reaching.
For example, no one could ever injure anyone else: the
murderer’s knife would turn to paper or his bullets to thin
air; the bank safe, robbed of a million dollars, would
miraculously become filled with another million dollars
(without this device, on however large a scale, proving
inflationary); fraud, deceit, conspiracy, and treason
would somehow always leave the fabric of society -
undamaged.
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* Again, no one would ever be injured by accident: the mountain-climber,
steeplejack, or playing child falling from a height would float unharmed to
the ground; the reckless driver would never meet with disaster. There
would be no need to work, since no harm could result from avoiding work;
there would be no call to be concerned for others in time of need or
danger, for in such a world there could be no real needs or dangers....In
such a world....our present ethical concepts would have no meaning....If,
for example, the notion of harming someone is an essential elementin the
concept of a wrong action, in our hedonistic paradise there could be no
wrong actions—nor any right actions in distinction from wrong
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* Courage and fortitude would have no pointin an
environment in which there is, by definition, no danger
or difficulty. Generosity, kindness, the agape aspect of
love, prudence, unselfishness, and all other ethical
notions which presuppose life in a stable environment,
could not even be formed. Consequently, such a world,
however well it might promote pleasure, would be
very ill adapted for the development of the moral
qualitieg,of human personality. In relation to this
purpose It would be the worst of all possible worlds

==y National Taiwan University

%‘u YN ET 2


http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration

REVIREE

- FE8A LHEERN ? HENEE LT 27
EAHEENE?

~#y National Taiwan University

& commmn o



RS H
w

1-87 ‘. {ESEEE H Microsoft Office 2003 ZIRBEELER » fkig
TREVEREERSE 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 ESIE[FER o

God is that than which nothing

greater can be conceived Proslogion > Saint Anselm > :2&EAEH o

God, being the greatest not , An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis » 31 edition, John Hospers,

be the greatest being Taylor & Francis, 1990, p.289 o fKIEE(EHEIES 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 RSIEE
conceivable H o

Our knowledge of causes lies An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis » 3 edition, John Hospers,
world that it is employed.” Taylor & Francis, 1990, p208 ° {kiEZE(ERELSE 46 ~ 52 - 65 &SIEfE
ﬁﬁ o

In St. Thomas’s other An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis » 3 edition, John Hospers,

formulation of - Taylor & Francis, 1990, p293 ° fRIFE(EHEASE 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 {RHIRfE
contingent beings.. o

The language sounds An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis » 31 edition, John Hospers,

somewhat ......of dependent Taylor & Francis, 1990, p293-294 ~ {XZZ(FREESE 46 ~ 52 ~ 6517 &
versus nondependent beings. BB o



http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://office.microsoft.com/zh-hk/HA010152965.aspx

L

ww] e waws]  mem

We can explain ...... then An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis > 4th edition
30 endtheinquiry? EC‘ John Hospers > Routledge, 1997 » p.211 °
IR {EREASE 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 RRIEMFEM °

47 BT ERHBSERFAL
BEIE G 5 - FAEEH
48  mmmmaeEs o

Natural Theology > William Paley > FTEs5RiENSFENE o

How could all these EEI An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis > 4th edition >
49  things...... away asto John Hospers » Routledge, 1997 » p.217 o

form them. \ RIEEEREESE 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 RSB[R -
50- ﬁgﬁﬁﬁt---?iﬂﬂg ’

E?%‘H .~: L o Natural Theology > William Paley > FTEs5REENSFENE o
51 '

;E Wikimedia commoms > The picture was taken from one of the

B-29 Superfortresses used in the attack. > AS{EREEER :
60


http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_domain
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File%3ANagasakibombEdit.jpeg
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File%3ANagasakibombEdit.jpeg

R 22 P

KRBT (E5,/ Hh

61

62 .
65-66

74

79

Is God willing to
prevent ...... ?Then
why call him God?

If the evilinthe......
It is only negative”.

mHLE  BHEHE
""" FEJ‘/(@JILI\IL;\
iﬁﬁEFﬁTHb °

Itis logically......
their own choices

\.I[E

Suppose, contrary

Say Hello to your very own book of quotes » Epicurus >

Quotations Book tHhR > p.12 ° AS{EmEEFHE :

)

ZIEHH © 2012/12/11 o RIREVEREESS 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 IRSIEREA o

An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis > 4th edition > John
Hospers >

Routledge, 1997 > p.310 ° KIFE(ERELS 46 ~ 52 ~ 65 (RSIEfE
}Eﬁ o

(ZF - &FT)

An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis > 4th edition > John
Hospers >

Routledge, 1997 » p.228 o KIZE(EREIESE 46 ~ 52 « 65 (RSIE(E
Fﬁ o

An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis > 4th edition > John


http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://ocw.aca.ntu.edu.tw/ntu-ocw/index.php/ocw/copyright_declaration
http://quotationsbook.com/assets/shared/pdf/tag/atheism.pdf

	單元七：上帝存在論證與惡的問題
	大綱
	東、西方神之概念的差異
	一、證明上帝存在的論證
	The Ontological Argument
	對 Ontological Argument 的質疑(1)
	對 Ontological Argument 的回應(1)
	對 Ontological Argument 的質疑(2)
	對 Ontological Argument 的回應(2)
	對 Ontological Argument 的質疑(3)
	對 Ontological Argument 的回應(3)
	對 Ontological Argument 的質疑 (4) - 1
	對 Ontological Argument 的質疑 (4) - 2
	The Cosmological Argument
	The Causal Argument
	The Causal Argument 質疑一
	The Causal Argument 回應一
	The Causal Argument 質疑二
	The Causal Argument 回應二
	The Causal Argument 質疑三 - 1
	The Causal Argument質疑三 - 2
	The Causal Argument另一質疑
	St. Thomas’s argument from contingency to necessity
	St. Thomas’s argument from contingency to necessity (2)
	The Argument from Dependency
	The Argument from Dependency ─ 質疑一
	The Argument from Dependency ─ 回應一
	The Argument from Dependency ─ 質疑二 - 1
	The Argument from Dependency ─ 質疑二 - 2
	The Argument from Dependency ─ 質疑二 - 2
	The Argument from Dependency ─ 質疑二 - 2 (2)
	The Argument from Miracles
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 1
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 1 (2)
	The Argument from Miracles ─質疑 - 1
	The Argument from Miracles ─質疑 - 2
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 2
	The Argument from Miracles ─質疑 - 3
	The Argument from Miracles ─質疑 - 3 (2)
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 4
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 5
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 5 (2)
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 質疑 - 6
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 回應
	The Argument from Miracles ─ 回應 (2)
	The Teleological Argument (The Argument from Design)
	精心設計的實例—眼睛
	精心設計的實例—眼睛 (2)
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙
	The Teleological Argument
	Paley’s Argument from Design
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─質疑一
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─質疑二
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─質疑二 (2)
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─回應
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─質疑三
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─回應 (2)
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─質疑四
	The Teleological Argument 有秩序的宇宙─質疑四 (2)
	二、惡的問題 (Evil)
	Slide 61
	Slide 62
	惡的問題：質疑與回應一
	世上沒有惡嗎？
	惡的問題：質疑二
	惡的問題：回應二
	惡的問題：質疑三
	惡的問題：回應三 - 1
	惡的問題：回應三 - 2
	惡的問題：質疑四
	惡的問題：回應四 - 1
	惡的問題：回應四 - 2
	惡的問題：回應四 - 3
	惡的問題：質疑五
	惡的問題：回應五
	惡的問題：質疑六
	惡的問題：回應六 - 1
	惡的問題：回應六 - 2
	惡的問題：質疑七
	惡的問題：回應七
	惡的問題：最後的質疑
	惡的問題：最後的質疑 (2)
	惡的問題：最後的質疑 (3)
	你的抉擇
	Slide 85
	Slide 86
	Slide 87

