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Abstract

Thomas Aquinas is regarded as the greatest philosopher and theologian of scholasticism, who has
put up the Five Ways to defend for the existence of God. The Five Ways are influential in philoso-
phy of religion to this day. A detailed examination of these arguments is carried out in this paper.
Its result shows that every argument of the Five Ways contains at least one false proposition as
their premise, therefore none of them is cogent. It also argues that the existence of God is not a
good explanation for observed phenomenon mentioned by Thomas’ argumentation.
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ZELOEARGUR AL FRHAA, WSREEBROHERNARRY, ERFERROENTE
HrATh = BIE TR B .
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1. 531§

TEFE S W2 /T, CAMEREEN © LWAAE” X — a8 TUE . (HUER] “ B A2ErE” MsshA
SRV Z /MO FENINA, WAL AW, BUILEFIUER(1], p. 12); GLEANAA, B
RN EY), HAAETEIRMGUES,  “ B DO EMIMXTR(1], p. 13). X TR—Ws, &5
Wrlh, BRI EY S A SRR, SWMEARIEE, H—r R RA BN E
AN EN AR B M, S5IVAERE G, SIVAERE SR B RERE M, XE Ak
J2& F A ARG Gt oAb — S AR UENIFIE E B . 10 “ BT RRATA S _E AT &4, < EHaE
X — AR AT AR AR B, DR R A RO B S, B A BRI DGR, A X
SEMI AR, ENAAEDK AWML, p. 18). 7 XFJE— W, FLHUTNMRTE “ a8y
1, IBAJEFEBIRSEIE” BV AR e, UCATRATAT DU XA 5 BN R B« B AELE” BIRK
B IFAEIF AR “ ERAEAE” ([1], p. 14). FETX “TEFEM” M “ TS0 Bm Ao s
(S8, FEE A AT DA “ B AAAE” X — A AT UE B o SCER i BH 2 ANSC g B S PR i R0 41 462
ARG, ¢ BAAAE” AT W EH AN ¢ BRI R AR XK 1 E W
PE, BT “ EAFAEE” IR AR R B SCR 2R R, B S R AIE B (a posteriori demonstration) 77 =X
BEAT . HUl, R T W R B AR B TR B

2. T uFRA
2.1. SF—HKIERR 558 — B&ERR

FEE Wi, 55— B%UE B “ IS BN THEAT 7, A SO BRI — BHIE B R “ 12 3 IKHIE B 7 (argument from
motion). X —iE BRI FAEF Wi F -

aa. WhETCHE, XMIATWEEM S, A EALAREED),
ab. N2 7ESN I AR PE S el Al ) P 4ES))
ac. WURHESNMBII I FWIAR GRS 1), A B e RS —F kS X —FEY e
k.
ad. (HIXARETCPRIE I T 2.
ae. [, MARSEB—AE D, EARHMFEDID; ERE AT (1],
p.15), [2], p.28).
X—IRUEH AT 2 aa & — MR E IR EERE . [EATRNZ, FESEHrii S s mRe e
i 7] 5 BRAR B A R L B IZ ), BIARXS TR & AR I 2 AL, T2z 8 G s AR K
KE - WRSZIHTHR . DRI 2 [ AR 55 — VIR AE N I FPRES 1AL S, 33X — ] AFE S 0 s (1 %
Bl HHREHE ok . FEE Wt iE g 1) U2 “ SR B BRIR A AL NI SR 25 (For motion is nothing else



WA

than the reduction of something from potentiality to actuality)” , &GRSR EVEA— KA AT 2E] [
JaWE, W] DURFR A —FYE R FAR RIRES, B SR (Bl = 1
TR ab, B Hrie e H oy B LK A2

aba. 18 Z)TCARE W T REIR S A N ILSRE

abb. —MRPGZ B EES), DA Ehm 2z B S, RAETERIRESS, Mz —&K,
M2 HETAEP SRS .

abe. [FAl—ANRIEAREFRNAMER WA Z T, BT GRS TR

ab. DAL, FLREAESIRIZRIGH AR FTHESI[1] (p. 15), [2] (p. 28)-

R RUEIF R — A RAGRIE,  HA LR DUE SOIEEIEY] . E3X— e A AT abb 52—
el &5 M2t Kk 5 A BB FARIE abb. FEIRXAMII T, ks “# TR AILSERES, K R
SENEREIRAS: B KA T IUSOIRAS, BORIIARM AL T REIRS, AM BB RS e (O B AS B
HIE REIRASHAONILSDIRES s A2 5 JORBEMIE RE h, AR RS #, KRB HESE . dilk, “At
TR () — Bz & R 5 “ b TSRS F)—HESNE (K)” PIA =70 sUHx Rk R L1521
EW]. [, XX RR R IFA RO BTG T B L, WATBOE LT X A i e
W, CLTERITHRONBLSOIR: REREHIESNE, Hirdh THEaeRE, Saiigfsh®, HurtdT#
RERAS; AEREAEX AN CNERTT A R i e RS F AL SOIRZS . it 5 Wi, AR sl ihiash it
ARG T AR BR RNERTT, A BB RIS AN ILSOIRES, FRANT B@ah S 58 AR T, fEF 2
BENBLSORAS, Fo BIX MR AT RER . BRI, DL ERIRROC R IFA RS2 AL, A abb /& —Midn i,
fimell ab WA @ EIRGIERRNEN . HiE, RATBAREHILA N ab 2Rl KA 24k
5 5 A ) AR

R ab NH, M4 ac WNH. X— R LA SAIEEIER] . X Fdmdl ad, FES8TRIEY: “(H
RARTMRMEH T %, BUMASH S —HEsh#E, M A ARSI E; ROV S gk rHEsh &
252 35— S FH RS A b T2 h([1], p.15), ([2], p. 28). 7 ETFES W ) 55 —BRUE ]
555 T BRUEWT AR AU, JRATTX HLAT LAS A o 55 iR ad AR AL i F) 5 56 BE AR B b T8 1 X — 18
E. fEWRIE “RRATTIERIEH, L8472 — R (b) 7 X —am i, FE5 Hrigik i

ba. TR AT R B, BATR IR HAT T 52 K
bb. 7EFTAE T IREE R, S AN R R R R SR R, A AR R SR R R, TG
R ZA, BAE—.
be. w5 Rl 2R AR
bd. WIRAERF A E—RE, HASHEREN, WASEE A a5 H .
be. W pHE RICRRIE W E AT REN, BiASA R,
bf. {B5E B 1) TG BRI )2 AT R
bg. TERTAIETERBEM RS, AR .
bh. fEFTAE T ERBE I A, WA BRAR), WA E AR )RR .
bi. X1 ba AT &
bj. FUEAIUEIN—NE—E([1], p.15), ([2], pp. 28-29).

BOMGUE R~ MRGRIE, U2, AMTATLREERIRE, — MER 05— R 55— IR,
AP e 8% E RO REFTLAARE, BB bd JFANIE, Al bf BB A BNEY. [T
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k1, ASHHESE A A SRR . Bk, RATATCAU, FE SRS — B W IR BOA R — A
BT H AL, TRRVBAT RES B e ] “ IR AE — D ABIIHESN 7 RAER] “ LA f7AE” X

il

2.2. SB_R&ERR

FATTAT LARR 55 — & A1E B A R EA FR4F B (argument from efficient cause), 618 558 —B&iE B+ 20 A1,
FLARIE (1) 32 B 4y X 28 — BRI W 5 28 Pl S R A VE, FAT B R BA ERE B8, RimrE&A 1T
DIE#E RS ®, IRE— B R IR @ SOEERRNE R, Ea A7 R i & A s i 5 — R
PAEAFENIER . 28 3R UF BB AN & — AN Ui Ik 7J (cogent) AR 1IE .

2.3. SB=F%ERA

5 = BRAEW] LSRR AE AT BEVE 5 AR O Y A s, FRATTATRARRE N “ AT REME 5 2R 1 BB E
(argument from possibility and necessity). X —E%iiF B i FE 443540 7T LLRIE W R

ca. BATVRITE AR IV H LG TREAFTE, A REATELE,

ch.  JUARIXFE RIS A o] Be i AR -

cc. WIRB—FHMAA WAL, WA —NZIA R IEEALELE.

cd. WURA — N ZIT A RFEAAEAE, DAL A A R AEAE

ce. XBARETTIEM.

cf. FTLL, AREATHE IR T ReAFAEY, TE/ 20 H — A IRAFAEY) .

cg. HE—NLREEY), HAEMBREEL KA, E24RkATAHS.

ch. [HIXLLFHAFAE 2 MARVE SR B 51 RS I L SRAFAEY), APTRETIRIBII T %, BUEAERRIH 7
[ AR —FF .

ci. FTLL, DAUKNE W, Mg LSEERY), HAFEM DR Z R 5I&E, m2HH
G50k, I HAd R A YA AE R L SR (1 S5 A

¢j. REHULX—wie Lir([1], pp. 15-16), ([2], p.29)-

X —HEIEB LA ca. cb. ce. cdv ce AHTHEAFH of MHEERLLT &2 — MAAIEH. H2, & cc
AR —NHEAE. LRAIAH I BRI A R SRR, 2% &0 N A i, BAT2
RO, BERTA I FAE ] RRAEEY), BDIEARTE T A T R BEE AP AE I, A 2 R A X R
—AN %], A EEAGE: E—MherttRw i, 8256 AL, REgS2
By BYE-BEENK, FE - NANEE. BEHEEMARERTIHEA. 216 ANLtHrFE S S
LRERIER, AEEE R FER HI AR, MSEAREENLR . PTRVE, EXFE—AMHARE, &
B A ED & DIRELEN), BT BEE T RAAEY . B ASHI— A%, R A ZAFLE.
DH A ce FFA R — DN EATE, WIRFFTED Z LARFAE I G /3 EHE I o X — B IE A& — A 523
I (sound) & iIE, 55 = B IE BH DA AN & — AN Ui R 77 (cogent) I IE -

2.4. SEIUEEIERA

5 VU BRAIE W N RIS R e, FRATRT LR BN “ AR IE " (argument from
gradation). iX—FgUE I FARH 5> AT LLRE R

da. FEFTAAAAEYT, ALERER. FH, EmEiM, AEUARAE. ARARE. ARAm

O,
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Bte TEHARTTHITRNA

db. DL “EEZ eeees” FCHEDeeeens” SERIRUR AN F ED), AR AT 7 il “ &
e v, B — A FEYR CERE7, R T EEL CBRAFEY” TR

dc. LA, fAEME—FY)Rm B, SGH, s, DR 2 & s AEEY .

dd. —RKFEWHENE, FEX NN —UIFEDRIEE; B, KRRARFE, HRITE K
(RIS 2 T AR i R

de. I, WIRAFAE—HRE T A AFAEMIAEAE 35 LR — D58 s R BRI ([1] 5 p. 16), ([2], pp. 29-30).

X—BRUERITH R db. dd #R R, TRV ENTS A48 dey de, RTFEIFAY db 418, I
BECVERS B0 OUERT, R A5 B EE NIRRT RN dd 48 (X — mih AR AT AL, (HEDY AT
R, WHLFERERA S ENEN . BATE I8 db 7 LR R dmdle il EEAE CRIEMEMHERIVERD) — 30 538
“ooeneo T HL, IR AN AL TR BB IZ AR B ek R, AR AL T =05k Fih: a AR
T b, M5 ¢ AKAH L. BRI, X EE AN AL — > 5 — R 4 BLHR—F71], TAR DL I m] e 75 2 58 2 fh e
[BIH AN UL, FEMIRIE AR, “BLeeeeee” L CHeeees " IR ROUR — TR I —ICR R, EFRAMBB A e
&7 B ERRIETP TR B AT X AT Do B R MS B H S LU E
BEaE RPN B IRBU RN, BADEATE BN 1 B AR BN ——F S LK R AW RERT, (T
FIEZ € BT P BCRE A NG - L, ZBIATEL “HEZeeeees” FO R A7 AHRA R EYI,
FAR AT ERYTCATEL “ B OREEEAT, db Wit —Midrdl. =1 de, —JriEIHFA
N do BARILAE Y, DUONEMEAAAE “E=RE T, BN TR B R SS BB, AR A
NRWHIRAFAERIAAAED), PIERIE db v, de i A3 21 MMIEN]; 53— J5ih, FE5 8T IR %
SRR TR X — i AR AR VR FRIE B o (ELAARIE AR W e i T AR (R A7 A IR B 2B AR A AR 1
DR A AR AIE B ek 9 AR OAFAE SR S S AR (RN T AR A AE R AR A B TR 250 3 50
PRLIE de A& — AN 75 B TR W A i AL il dd P — A SR A —AMBLF- 7T LASIE RSG5 R S B 4L o
M, HARKEAZ -VIAKEY TN ERE, JEAIHEBALS @AY T, MEERIIZINE
FEEREZNRA DT ZANTRENER, SRR AR RN T AN TREIRR? XA
R BTGB, Bt dd 2 — MR . Bk, BT de 2 dd (25K, de E dd 2
MRARENER . Bk, X —HE AR A BIR 7T IR E.

2.5. S8 A BKUERA

5 TLERUE W2 T 1032 236 BRI A BEUERT,  FRATTRT DARRIX —BRUEWT N “VRBEAJIRE” (argument from
the governance of the world). X —&iE i F4AER /340 F -

ea. WANTEFIALRARGERSY, WERAOWE, H—DHWATE.

eb. WEATE N B8O T-1EH B CLFE LRI T 504730, DORTSRIFIISE RAKF, X —m2Rims L
1.

ec. XEEHYIAHEATHI HHIFAEL TR, TR H T8t g B 5 W) .

ed. PN, SRZEBERIFEVAGENE — BT, BRARSZRA A RRAME R EYI 5]
T, IEWETER ST RG] S e R H AR

ee. B, WIRA—DHERERFMEY), BRFHITYHGZAEMES] T Fi&m 8 CrH KL,
p.16), ([2], pp. 30-31).

FE 33X — B E B 098« H 8 AUE B (the teleological arguments) ” B8 “ P 1 ¥ 1+ 2 (J4IE A

O,
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(arguments to design)” [4]. H HIVBEE W T34 FOAIE A 1) R B 2 A B < BT L2 3111 7 S0 BRI
SARVERE BT, HEHR BRI AR . FE 5 W2 S5 I 5 SR 5 ORI — 2 UE BH 19 R R s B K
Z LFRMEEACUE N 0 [5], (HLFF6 S W 7E TOBAUE ] b 3 32 5 2 ML S R AE, 1 R H
SRR, A SORAE B H R UE R R R AR, AN G FE S B AR A HE A E B
FES NN, FWEE LRI AT 75 Z LY B A R H Mo RT 4R . (BB AR AR R &0
BURIE L UM A R SRR L RO, 3 T BRI 5 B I 2 RE RN, AT 8h
T . Bk, MWHEWHEEAT P RBLUH FEA R A LOZ S0 E 5of0 B R, B IR SRR
M. B hER MR %A Bk, X—EiRiEF i ec & —AME A 8. T ea fl eb A B A
A IIERY), NIRRT A B MEI WSS — SR . Bk, X —BiEH AR A R
AL -

3. &g

e, BUAEFRAT T E FE 5 37 A4 Hh 1) B UE B rh (0 A 2R O 2 R R A N L, 3 BRI AT TR
il ¥ € B (limiting principles) N3, BUE BRBGE AN E . AMAE—K. TWRZERE . 7Y
HH R S S T DA S B PE T 3E AAAE R A B 1, FRATHAR M 3 Ul e A2 “ 4. 2. 267
M ERg S E e, ROy maegaael LM ARG mEE CEMAELE” MPEE, M2 Ui DR
SERIRE S, DRI E ARG snt DA Sl — B DL B R R s e R . BRI, S sRmfE
fiF R 4 22 (inference to the best explanation) ) f B,  “ L AA7AE " WA EXTFE S W A b & A8 I 2 1 B
FEfRRE .
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