Reading 3.  Anselm, Proslogion and Exchange with Gaunilo 

Outline with Study Questions


I.
Proslogion 

A.
Chapter 2. That God Truly Exists 

1.
What does Anselm believe God to be?

2.
What is the difference between existing in the understanding and existing in reality?

3.
Why must that than which a greater cannot be thought exist both in the understanding and in reality? 

B.
Chapter 3. That He Cannot Be Thought Not to Exist 

1.
Why cannot that than which a greater cannot be thought be thought not to exist?

2.
Why does God exist more truly than any other existing being?

C.
Chapter 4. How the Fool Said in His Heart What Cannot Be Thought 

1.
What are the two senses in which we can think a thing?

2. 
In which sense can God be thought not to exist? In which sense cannot God be thought not to exist?

D.
Chapter 5. That God Is Whatever It Is Better to Be Than Not to Be; and That He Alone Exists Through Himself, and Makes All Other Things from Nothing 

1.
What conclusions does Anselm draw about the nature of that being than which nothing greater can be thought? 


II.
Gaunilo’s Reply on Behalf of the Fool 

1.
How does Gaunilo use the example of the Lost Island to argue that Anselm’s proof of the existence of God does not succeed? 

III. Anselm’s Reply to Gaunilo 

1.
According to Anselm, why does Gaunilo’s example of the Lost Island not apply to the proof for the existence of a being than which a greater cannot be thought? 

Questions for Reflection and Discussion 

1.
Is God correctly defined as the being than which nothing greater can be thought?

2.
Is it possible for an infinite God to exist, in some way, in our finite understanding?

3.
Does Anselm’s argument assume that existence is a quality possessed by a being? If so, is this assumption correct?

4.
Is it always greater for something to exist also in reality than to exist only in the understanding?

5.
Does Gaunilo’s Lost Island example apply only to finite beings or also to an infinite being? 
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