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Oz: Bu yazida kastedilen sey, ifadenin ‘varolmas’nin, onun
mantiksal dogasina karsi, burada bir kavram adina degil de
6zel ada bagli oldugudur. Frege agisindan, bu yalnizca ‘man-
tiksal agidan yanlis’ degil, ayn1 zamanda ‘anlamsiz’dir. Orne-
gin, ‘Afrika vardir’ ve Sokrates vardir’ gibi. Yazida kavramin
ayirdedici 6zelliginin baglayict bilesimi agiklanmaktadir.
Nitekim ‘varlik bir 6zelliktir’ ifadesi varligin imleri altinda
daha uygun diiser. Dolayisiyla Frege Tanriy: bir kavram ola-
rak degil, bir 6zel ad olarak ele alir ve varlik kavraminin bir
ayirdedici 6zellik icermemesinden hareketle de Tanrinin
varliginin bilimsel bir kanitinin olamayacagint gostermeye
calisir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tanrmin varligi, ontolojik kanit, kav-

ram, 6zel ad, 6zellik, ayirdedici 6zellik.
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Bu ¢eviri, ‘Entelekya Mantik-Metafizik Okulu’ ad1 altinda yiiriitillen ¢alismalar-

dan bir kesittir. Cevirinin yapildg: kaynak i¢in bkz. Gottlob Frege, Frege’s Lectu-
res on Logic: Carnap’s Student Notes, 1910-1914, trans. & eds. Erich H. Reck & Steve
Awodey, Chicago & LaSalle:Open Court, 2004, Appendix A, ss. 8o-1.
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Abstract: What is meant in this paper is that the expres-
sion ‘exists’ is, against its logical nature, combined with the
proper name here, not with a concept name. For Frege, this
is not only ‘linguistically improper’, but also logically ‘non-
sensical’. For instance, ‘Africa exists’ and ‘ Socrates exists’.
In the paper it is explained the conjunctive combination of
the characteristics of the concept. Thus the note ‘existence
is a feature’ belongs more under the sign for existence.
Consequently, Frege does not deal with God as a concept
but a proper name, and based upon that the existence can-
not be included as a characteristic, he tries to point out
that it is not a scientific proof for the existence of God.

Keywords: Existence of God, ontological proof, concept,

proper name, feature, characteristic.
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This translation is a section of studies which were performed under the title of

‘Entelekya School of Logico-Metaphysics’.
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Tanrnin Varliginin Ontolojik Kanit:

“Tanr1” kimi zaman bir kavram adi, kimi zaman da bir 6zel addur.

“vardir” ya birinci diizey bir kavramdir: { canlidur, ya da ikinci diizey

bir kavramdir: Bir § vardir (ancak 6zel bir adla baglantilidir).

Bir kimse “Tanr1” kavramint 6nce tanimlar, ancak tanimda varlig
bir ayirdedici 6zellik (Merkmal) olarak katar.

Bir kavram su ayirdedici 6zelliklerden olusur:
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1) I’in karekokit
2) pozitif say1

Varlik bir ayirdedici 6zellik olarak icerilemez, o bir kavrama ait bir
“dzellik”tir (Beschaffenheit).
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varlik bir ayirdedici
ozelliktir ozellikler
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Analoji: bir ev

Ayirdedici 6zellikler: evin yapil-
dig1 seyler: taslar, harg, vb.
Tersine, bir kimse bunlar1 ev
yapmak i¢in kullanamaz: genis-
lik, konfor, vb. Ayni sekilde
varlik kavramm bir bileseni
degil, ancak onun bir ozelligi,

bir niteligidir (Eigenschaft).
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The Ontological Proof of the Existence of God Al

“God” is sometimes a concept name, sometimes a proper name.

. . . d .
“exists” is a 1** level concept: ( lives or a 2™ level concept: There is

a { (but connected with a proper name).

One first defines the concept “God”, but includes existence as a

characteristic Merkmal) in the definition.

A concept is composed of characteristics:

2 .
T ?(&) T =1 Fig.1
(&) .. ¢>0
— X (&) 1) square root of 1
2) positive number

Existence cannot be included as a characteristic, it is a “feature”
(Beschaffenheit) of a concept.

a ! Analogy: a bouse A2
S @(n) ey o _
! ¥(m) Characteristics: what the house Fig.2
| S .
i X(a) is made of: stones, mortar, etc.
SRS ) SRASLAT
In contrast, one cannot use
existence charac- .
; T these to build a house: spa-
is a feature | teristics
ciousness, comfort, etc. Like-

wise, existence is not a constit-

a uent of the concept, but a fea-

:
s

ture, a property (Eigenschaft) of
it.

Igdur Universitesi
Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi
Say1: 7, Nisan 2015

7



ﬁ) ‘ Gottlob Frege

Oyleyse biz, ontolojik kanitta, daha gok su soruyu ele aliyoruz:

“Tanrr” kavramu hangi 6zelliklere sahiptir?

Eger varligi katmak isteseydim:

o2 T %

A’nin burada varlik, canli anlamina geldigi varsayilir. Ancak o za-
man kendimize hep boyle bir seyin ger¢ekten olup olmadigin1 sor-

mak isteriz.
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Therefore in the ontological proof we are, rather, dealing with the

question: What features does the concept “God” have?

If T wanted to include existence:

| B :f,:{) Fig.3

A is here supposed to mean exists, lives. But then we always want

to ask ourselves whether there really is such a thing.
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