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WJEC/Eduqas mapping table


The content of the Philosophy of Religion specification does not differ between WJEC and Eduqas, although the codes for each unit are different. In this book, the codes used are those for Eduqas; please refer to the WJEC specification for the codes for this syllabus.


The structure of examination papers differs slightly, and so the table indicates the significant similarities and differences.






	WJEC

	Eduqas






	AS

	AS






	One paper for An Introduction to Religion and Ethics and the Philosophy of Religion

	Two separate papers for An Introduction to Religion and Ethics and An Introduction to Philosophy of Religion






	The paper takes 1 hr 45 mins

	The paper takes 1 hr 30 mins






	Section A has two questions and Section B has two questions

	Section A has two questions and Section B has three questions






	You must answer one question from each section

	You must answer one question from each section






	Each question is split into part a (AO1) and part b (AO2)

	Each question is split into part a (AO1) and part b (AO2)






	Each part is worth 30 marks

	Each part is worth 25 marks






	Part a (AO1) tests knowledge and understanding; part b (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation

	Part a (AO1) tests knowledge and understanding; part b (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation






	A level

	A level






	Two separate papers for Religion and Ethics and Philosophy of Religion

	Two separate papers for Religion and Ethics and Philosophy of Religion






	Each paper takes 1 hr 30 mins

	Each paper takes 2 hrs






	Each paper is split into two halves

	Each paper is split into two halves






	Section A has two question and Section B has four questions

	Section A has two questions and Section B has three questions






	You must answer one question from Section A and two from Section B

	You must answer one question from each section






	There is no split of the questions into parts

	Each question is split into part a (AO1) and part b (AO2)






	Each question is worth 30 marks

	Part a is worth 20 marks and part b is worth 30 marks






	Section A (AO1) of the paper tests knowledge and understanding; Section B (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation

	Part a (AO1) tests knowledge and understanding; part b (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation










Theme 1 Arguments for the existence of God



The word philosophy comes from the Greek ‘philo’ and ‘sophos’, which mean love and wisdom. Philosophy is the academic search for truth, reality and the nature of existence. The philosophy of religion analyses the central concepts, beliefs and teachings relating to religion.


Philosophical arguments consist of a series of premises that lead towards a conclusion. To be successful, the premises and the conclusion need to be both valid and sound (see box).






	Valid

	The conclusion logically follows from the preceding premises without any gaps in reasoning during the premises or any unexplained new information in the conclusion.






	Sound

	The information in the premises must be accurate, and the logical process must be a valid one.
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Revision tip


Identify areas where each argument for the existence of God is either not valid or not sound. This can be used in part b evaluation.


[image: ]







[image: ]






	Argument 1: Valid and sound

	Argument 2: Not valid or sound






	

P  I was born in Littlehampton.


P  Littlehampton is on the Sussex coast.


C  Therefore, I was born on the Sussex coast.





	

P  I was born in Littlehampton.


P  Littlehampton is on the Scottish coast.


C  Therefore, my birth certificate says Scotland on it.











In argument 1, the premises are accurate and the conclusion follows logically. In argument 2, the second premise is faulty, so the argument is not sound. It also introduces information into the conclusion that is not supported in the premises, so the argument is not valid.
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1A Inductive arguments: Cosmological


The cosmological argument for the existence of God is a philosophical proof for the existence of God. A ‘proof’ in this context means evidence or argument. Evidence can be either empirical or rational in form.


Inductive proofs


The cosmological and teleological (see page 10) arguments are both inductive proofs for God’s existence. This means they offer arguments that may be both valid and sound yet do not give an indisputable conclusion.


An inductive argument gives a conclusion that is one of several possibilities. For example, ‘I sneezed, therefore I have a cold’ is inductive. It is reasonable to assume that my sneeze could be caused by a cold, but there are other possible causes such as hay fever, other allergies or flu.



The concept of a posteriori


The cosmological and teleological arguments are both a posteriori proofs. This means that they arrive at their conclusions after having evaluated empirical data. The cosmological argument relies upon the empirical data of the cosmos and the phenomena within it to come to its conclusions.
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Typical mistake


A posteriori is Latin. ‘A’ means ‘from the’. Don’t miss out the ‘a’ when using this phrase.
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Now test yourself





1  What does empirical mean?



2  Why does an argument need to be valid?



3  Give an example of an inductive argument.





[image: ]





Cosmological argument: St Thomas Aquinas’ first three Ways
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Who was St Thomas Aquinas?


Aquinas (c.1225–74) was an Italian, Roman Catholic, Dominican monk. He was impressed by the work of the ancient Greek scholar Aristotle, and applied his empiricist style of reason to Christianity.
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Aquinas’ Five Ways from his work Summa Theologica were logical arguments regarding the existence of God. The first three Ways offer an a posteriori cosmological argument for God’s existence, drawing upon Aristotelian reasoning.


Motion or change


Aquinas’ First Way concerns motion. By motion, Aquinas means the process of change from one state (actuality) to another state (potentiality) (see box).
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In Aquinas’ example, the actuality of wood is to be cold, but its potentiality is to become hot. To achieve its potentiality, it is moved by something else that is actually hot. Fire moves the wood towards its potentiality, which becomes its actuality once it is burning. This is the process of motion.
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The First Way





•  Some things in the world are in motion.



•  A thing in motion must be moved by something else (a mover).



•  The chain of movement cannot infinitely go back in time (infinite regress).



•  Therefore, there must be a first mover, unmoved by anything else (a prime mover or unmoved mover).





Cause and effect


Aquinas’ Second Way is similar but more concerned with cause and effect. This is different because it concerns how things come into existence rather than how they change states and acquire different properties.



The Second Way






•  Everything that exists has been created – it has an efficient cause.



•  Nothing can cause itself.



•  There is no such thing as infinite regress.



•  Therefore, there must be an uncaused first causer.





At this stage, the prime mover or causer need not be the God of classical theism with its belief in the existence of one supreme deity. The argument only proves logically that there must be an initial uncaused causer or unmoved mover.


Contingency and necessity


Aquinas’ Third Way has a priori elements because it talks about the nature of existence and relies less on empirical knowledge.


The Third Way





•  There are contingent items.



•  If everything were contingent then nothing would exist at all, as contingent things need a cause.



•  Infinite regress of contingent items is impossible.



•  Therefore, not all things are contingent.



•  There must be a necessary being to start off the chain of contingency.



•  That necessary being is God.





Everything in this world is contingent because it is all dependent upon something else to be here. We cannot witness a necessary being, but logically Aquinas shows that there must be one.
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Revision activity


Draw a memorable picture for each of Aquinas’ Ways (e.g. a wood fire), then write out beside it the bullet point summary of Aquinas’ arguments. Get a friend to test you.
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Now test yourself





1  What example could show what Aquinas meant by motion?



2  How is the Second Way different from the First Way?



3  Define the words contingent and necessary.
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The Kalam cosmological argument


The Kalam argument is also Aristotelian. It was developed by Islamic scholars from around the ninth century CE and popularised by William Lane Craig in 1979. Kalam is an Arabic word that means ‘argue’ or ‘discuss’.


The Kalam argument states that:





•  Things that begin to exist have a cause.



•  The universe began to exist.



•  The universe must have a cause.





However, this begs the question of whether the universe did begin to exist. Couldn’t it be infinite and have existed forever? Craig’s argument comes in two stages and attempts to prove that the universe is not infinite, and the first cause must be a personal God.
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Who is William Lane Craig?


William Lane Craig (1949–present) is an American, Christian theologian and analytic philosopher. He has publicly debated Sam Harris and Christopher Hitchens. Craig argues that it is not possible that the universe is infinite, because infinity is not logically possible.
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Part one of the Kalam argument: Whatever begins to exist has a cause





•  An actual infinite universe cannot consist of a series of consecutive events; this is not infinite.



•  An actual infinite universe would never reach the present moment because the preceding events would be infinite.



•  The present moment does exist because of a series of consecutive events.



•  The universe is not infinite, so it must be finite.



•  Finite things begin, and everything that begins is caused to do so (nothing can cause itself).



•  The universe was caused to exist.





Rejection of actual infinities


Set theory studies the classification of items into groups or sets. For example, a set of books would contain all books within it. A set of sets would contain within it all sets. We could then count how many sets there are.


Set theory asks if there could be an infinite set? An infinite set would need to contain an infinite number of items, but this leads to many logical problems:





•  To add to or subtract from an infinite set would mean it isn’t infinite.



•  Half an infinite set is equal to the whole, so it cannot be subdivided.





So, some mathematicians and philosophers have suggested actual infinites are illogical and thus impossible.


Consecutively adding items to a set with the potential to carry on forever is called successive addition. A set formed through successive addition is known as a potential infinite. A potential infinite is not actually infinite.


Part two of the Kalam argument: Concept of a personal creator





•  The universe was caused to exist.



•  It was either caused deliberately or by mindless laws of nature.



•  The laws of nature cannot have caused the universe as they belong to it and didn’t exist before it began.



•  The universe must have been caused deliberately.



•  Deliberate action requires a personal being with a will.



•  If the universe was created from nothing, then the beginning of the universe was the beginning of time.



•  Therefore, a personal being exists outside of the universe and time as the first cause of it all.





Here we have a being who has many of the qualities of the theistic God – this being must be transcendent, the cause of the universe, powerful, sentient and intelligent.
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Apply your knowledge


How valid or sound are the arguments from Aquinas and Lane Craig? Consider the following:





1  Is Aquinas correct that there is no such thing as infinite regress?



2  If there can be no actual infinite, what problems does this cause God?



3  Could the universe have been formed from pre-existent matter?
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Typical mistake


Students often spend so much time on the first stage of the Kalam argument that they forget to deal with the proof of a personal God. Ensure you include both.
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Exam checklist


Can you:





•  define the terms a posteriori and inductive?



•  explain Aquinas’ first three Ways?



•  give an example to illustrate each of Aquinas’ first three Ways?



•  define Kalam and actual infinity?



•  explain both parts of Lane Craig’s Kalam argument?
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1B Inductive arguments: Teleological



The teleological argument or design argument for the existence of God is based upon the root of the Greek word telos meaning ‘end’ or ‘purpose’. The argument states that there is evidence of regularity and purpose in the universe, and everything within it, and thus evidence of a designer. This is a posteriori reasoning, as it is based upon empirical evidence. It is also inductive, as it brings us to a conclusion that is one possibility among many. It is an analogical argument, meaning that a comparison is made between manmade things and natural things.


St Thomas Aquinas’ Fifth Way


The fifth of Aquinas’ Five Ways is a version of the teleological argument. It states that non-intelligent items or ‘natural bodies’ appear to act in a regular way that is beneficial. This cannot come about without a guiding intelligence. In summary:





•  Inanimate objects act in a predictable, regular way to achieve an end.



•  Regularity for an end cannot happen by chance.



•  Regularity for an end points to a guiding intelligence that inanimate objects do not have.



•  There must be an intelligent being to direct inanimate objects.



•  This intelligent being is God.





Concept of governance


This type of argument is design qua regularity (see page 12). The idea is that there is evidence within nature of all things being directed towards an ‘end’ or a purpose. Aquinas looked at the orbit of the natural bodies (stars and planets) as an example. They do not move randomly, but instead orbit in a regular and organised manner. The whole of the universe obeys laws of nature and is predictable and orderly. This suggests that there is a governing intelligence that oversees the whole and ensures that each thing behaves as it should.


Archer and arrow analogy


Aquinas supports this argument with the example of an arrow. It does not fly to its target by accident, but only because it is directed to it by a skilled archer. The arrow cannot fly by itself and it will not hit anything, much less the target, unless there is someone to aim and then let the arrow loose.
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Typical mistake


Sometimes students forget to finish the arguments properly. Ensure that you conclude by proposing that a) there must be a designer and b) this designer is God.
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Revision tip


Make a chart containing each teleological argument, including the analogies used for each one and a bullet point summary for each.
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Now test yourself





1  What does qua mean?



2  To what did Aquinas compare the universe?



3  What evidence does Aquinas give for a designer?
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William Paley’s Watchmaker
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Who was William Paley?


William Paley (1743–1804) was an English Christian minister, the Archdeacon of Carlisle, and a philosopher. He was a strong influence on Darwin and an advocate of natural theology.
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Analogy of complex design


Paley has two arguments: design qua purpose and design qua regularity.


Design qua purpose


Paley argues for design qua purpose. He considers the minutiae of the phenomena within the universe rather than focusing on the universe as a whole (see box).
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If you stumbled across a stone on a heath, it would seem reasonable to suggest that this stone has just been there forever. However, imagine instead that you stumble upon a pocket watch. This has several features that are significant – complexity, order, the fitting together of parts – and all for the purpose of telling the time. It would not be reasonable to suggest that this watch has just been there forever. Instead, it must have come from a designer who planned to place the parts together, in that particular order, for the reason of time-telling.
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Paley compared the features within the watch to features in the real world. One of his many examples was the human eye. It shares with the watch all the features of complexity, order, the fitting together of parts, in a way that the stone does not. To Paley, like the watch it seemed unreasonable to suggest that the eye had just formed by itself. In the same way we see these features in manmade objects and accept there must be a designer, we must say the same about the eye.






	 

	Pocket watch

	Human eye






	Complexity

	Cogs, springs, gears, hands

	Retina, iris, cornea, optic nerve, lens






	Order

	Measures regular units of time

	Interprets light and sends information to the brain






	Fitting together of parts

	Springs force gears to turn the cogs that move the hands

	The pupil lets in light through the lens to the retina. The optic nerve interprets the light and communicates to the brain






	Purpose

	To tell the time

	To see







In response to Hume’s earlier challenges (see page 14), Paley claims it doesn’t matter if we have never seen a watch before, or if the watch is faulty. We can still postulate a designer. The designer does not require the same qualities as the theistic God, only intelligence and transcendence.



Design qua regularity



Paley also argued for design qua regularity by comparing evidence from Newtonian laws of motion and gravity. By looking at the solar system and the obedience of the planets to natural laws he concluded that the universe, with its orderly, complex parts, must have had this order imposed upon it by an intelligent being. This intelligent being is God.
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Typical mistake


Ensure that when you use the watch analogy, you make the comparison with the eye. The point of the analogy is to show the similarities with natural objects.
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Now test yourself





1  Name four features of the world that are used as evidence for design.



2  What human-made item does Paley compare to features within the world?



3  What were Paley’s two types of argument?
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Revision activity


Find your own examples of naturally occurring objects that demonstrate the same features of design as Paley’s pocket watch. Place your examples in a comparative table like the one above.
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F.R. Tennant’s anthropic and aesthetic arguments
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Who was F.R. Tennant?


F.R. Tennant (1866–1957) was a British theologian and philosopher. He advocated theistic evolution in his work, Philosophical Theology, and advocated a harmony between science and religion.
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The universe specifically designed for intelligent human life


The advent of evolutionary theory does not necessarily mean that the design argument is no longer useful. Tennant aimed to show that the argument is compatible with the theory of evolution and developed two principles to demonstrate this: the anthropic principle and the aesthetic principle.


The anthropic principle


This argument states that the universe was designed for the purpose of bringing about intelligent human life. The method by which intelligent life came to be here was no accident or chance occurrence. The process of the beginning of the existence of matter and the process of evolution are both evidence of the method by which a designer worked to bring human life into existence. Since the universe and everything in it is regular and ordered rather than random and chaotic, it is reasonable to suggest it is the result of intelligence. Tennant provided three points of supporting evidence:





1  The universe can be understood rationally.



2  The world contains all we need for survival (gravity at the right force, electrons at the right charge, etc.).



3  Evolution via natural selection led to the existence of beings capable of rationality and survival.





The aesthetic principle


In the aesthetic principle, Tennant argues that the existence of a) beauty in the universe and b) our appreciation of beauty and our own desire to create it are evidence that there must be a designer. Tennant argued that there was no evolutionary advantage for humanity in being able to create poetry or appreciate a sunset. Therefore such an appreciation must have been designed. The process of natural selection and survival of the fittest would have no need of it because it is superfluous. What this means is that natural selection benefits from a bird’s beautiful plumage because it attracts a mate, but it has no need for a landscape to be attractive. The fact that we appreciate such things must be because a loving God put them there for our enjoyment.
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Typical mistake


Some students forget the aesthetic principle when writing about the teleological argument. Make sure that you include it as part of your learning. A question could ask for it specifically.
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Apply your knowledge


How valid or sound are the arguments from Aquinas, Paley and Tennant? Consider the following:





1  Can something ordered happen by accident?



2  Are there any ways that the natural world is not like a human-made machine?



3  Is Tennant correct that our appreciation of beauty is superfluous to survival?
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Exam checklist


Can you:





•  explain Aquinas’ Fifth Way?



•  retell the archer and arrow analogy?



•  explain Paley’s two arguments?



•  retell the pocket watch analogy and compare it with the eye?



•  explain what is meant by design qua purpose and design qua regularity?



•  explain Tennant’s two arguments?



•  explain how Tennant’s arguments relate to evolutionary theory?
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1C Challenges to inductive arguments



David Hume’s challenges
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Who was David Hume?


David Hume (1711–76) was a Scottish empiricist philosopher who made an extensive contribution to philosophy. He was a sceptic who critiqued the cosmological and teleological arguments in Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion (1779).
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Empirical objections and critique of causes (cosmological)


Hume’s challenges to the cosmological argument can be summarised like this:






	 

	Cosmological claim

	Hume’s challenge






	1

	Every effect has a cause

	Cause and effect may be an assumption, not a reality.






	2

	The universe must have a cause

	What is true of the parts need not be true of the whole.






	3

	The cause is God

	This need not be the God of theism.






	4

	There is evidence that God exists

	We cannot know how/whether the universe began.







1 Every effect has a cause


Hume challenges this for being an assumption not a fact. When two events happen consecutively, we habitually interpret some as causes and others as effects. Hume argues that this connection may be erroneous. We use our imagination to connect the two events, but this is insufficient to make the claim that one causes the other.
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‘If we believe that fire warms or water refreshes, ‘tis only because it costs us too much pain to think otherwise.’


Source: David Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature
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2 The universe must have a cause


Just because there are causes within the universe does not mean that the universe itself was caused. To assume this is the fallacy of composition. This means to perceive a quality in parts of the universe and apply that to the whole – for example, atoms are very small, therefore everything made up of atoms must be very small – which is a failure of reasoning.


But why assume that the universe even began? Hume argues that the universe may be infinite. An infinite item does not require a cause. If we apply Ockham’s razor, that out of multiple possibilities the simplest explanation is most likely to be correct, then the simplest explanation is that the universe was uncaused and infinite, or that it was its own cause.



3 The cause is God



If the universe was caused by God, there is no requirement for that to be the God of classical theism. A first cause is not necessarily going to be benevolent, personal and intelligent.
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Revision tip


Hume’s cosmological objections differ from his teleological objections. During revision, separate these arguments by colour coding your notes to keep them distinct in your mind.
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4 There is evidence that God exists


Since we were not there, we cannot know if the universe began or was caused. There is insufficient evidence, so it is not possible to talk meaningfully about God creating universes since we have no experience of it.
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Now test yourself





1  What example does Hume give to illustrate the illusion of cause and effect?



2  What is the fallacy of composition?



3  If God didn’t start the universe, what other options does Hume suggest?
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Problems with analogies (teleological)


The teleological argument is analogical and so Hume began with a set of examples in his dialogues. Writing about 20 years before Paley, he used a pocket watch, a house and a ship. These examples were then parodied as he set to work pulling them apart, challenging their worth for many reasons.


Hume felt that comparing the universe with a machine was no better than comparing it with a carrot! The universe shares features with a carrot, such as generation, growth and vegetation. Hume added that the universe is unique, so there is nothing with which we can justifiably compare it – it is inappropriate to use analogies when talking about the universe.


Rejection of traditional theistic claims


Traditional theism makes many claims about the character of God based upon scripture. For instance, God is omnipotent, omniscient, omnibenevolent, omnipresent, eternal, morally perfect and He is only one. Hume’s objections to the teleological argument challenge these characteristics.


Designer not necessarily the God of classical theism


Hume argues that a cause must be proportional to its effect. For instance, a small pebble tossed in a puddle would not cause a tidal wave. Thus, the designer can only have characteristics in proportion to the world that has been designed. This leads Hume to make the following assertions.


Malevolent god


If the world is designed, then it is imperfect. The existence of evil and suffering suggests that far from being omnibenevolent, any designer would have to be malevolent to have built them right in.


Apprentice god


A junior watchmaker, who makes mistakes while learning, may abandon their early attempts at watchmaking as they improve. Similarly, this world may be the work of an apprentice god who has since rejected this world as inferior and moved on to make better worlds.



Plurality of gods



A house needs more than one designer to bring it into being. There are usually many tradespeople involved in the process. Why would this world be any different? There could be many gods involved, not just one.


Absent God


A watch designer is unlikely to stay admiring and adjusting their work for the rest of their life. The designer would be more likely to move on to make new watches elsewhere, or may even die. A designer of the world need not be around for worship or to intervene.


To compare design from humanity with features of design in the universe is anthropomorphism. We can see how problematic it is to make the designer, God, in our own image.
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Typical mistake


Don’t forget that Paley answers some of these challenges in his teleological argument (page 11), which was written after Hume’s death. Paley was well aware of Hume’s work.
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Now test yourself





1  Why is it better to compare the universe with something other than a machine?



2  What do theists claim God is like?



3  Why does Hume suggest the designer would have to be absent, malevolent or an apprentice?
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Alternative scientific explanations


The Big Bang Theory


While modern science is generally more concerned with other issues than proving the existence of God, some scientific findings are offered as a challenge to the teleological and cosmological arguments.





•  The possibility of an expanding universe was originally proposed by the Belgian, Roman Catholic priest, physicist and astronomer Georges Lemaître in 1927.



•  Visual evidence was produced by Edwin Hubble in 1926. He observed that distant galaxies exhibit red shift, evidence that they are moving away from us and that the universe is expanding.



•  By measuring the Cosmic Microwave Background Radiation (CMBR) in the universe, scientists traced a chain of cause and effect to a central point of expansion approximately 13.8 billion years ago. This is consistent with a huge explosion that would have caused space/time to emerge from a singularity. This appears to be the first cause of everything.



•  Physicist Stephen Hawking pointed out that to ask what happened before the Big Bang is a nonsense question since there was no before. The Big Bang was the beginning of time, the universe and everything, meaning there is no need to consider God as a first cause.






Charles Darwin’s theory of evolution by natural selection



Darwin described himself as a theist in his autobiography, but he also rejected Paley’s design argument in the light of natural selection.





•  Evolutionary theory claims that, over millions of years, single-celled organisms produced tiny random variations, some of which were beneficial to survival and thus reproduction, and some of which were not.



•  Natural selection meant that those that were not well-adapted for survival died out. Gradually this led to a diverse range of species, ultimately including humans who were well-adapted to their environment.



•  This mindless mechanism does not require an intelligent designer, it can operate alone.



•  Richard Dawkins exemplified this process through his computer simulation, the Weasel Program, which is described in his book The Blind Watchmaker. This simulation selected random combinations of letters and retained those that were best adapted, with the goal for the simulation to end up with the correct order of letters to make the phrase from Shakespeare’s Hamlet, ‘Me thinks it is like a weasel’. It succeeded.



•  With no need for a designer God, random variation and cumulative selection led to order and complexity.
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