Revision Summaries for
AS and A Level Year 1 OCR

Component 1: Philosophy of Religion

zigzageducation.co.uk POD
9943

% Follow us on Twitter @ZigZagRS

Publish your own work... Write to a brief...
Register at publishmenow.co.uk

Photocopiable/digital resources may only be copied by the purchasing institution on a single site and for their own use



Contents

Thank You for Choosing ZigZag EAUCAtION........eeeiiiiiiiiiiieiiieiii ittt re s sssss s sssss s s s s ss s ans s e s s s s s ii
Teacher Feedback Opportunity......ccccciiiiiiiiiiiiii s s s s s s s ssssssssssssssssssssssssssnnns jii
Terms and CONAItIONS OF USE ..iivccivisnnriiiiiiisiiissnnnesiiiisssisssssssssiiisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss iv
B = Tl 0 T=T a0 Yo T o o Y 1
Philosophical Language and ThOUZht........eeeeveveeemmmmmmmmmiiiimimimiiiimmiiiiiiiiiimimiimimismmmmmsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss 2
ANCIENT PhiloSOPNICAT INTIUBNCES ... eiiieieeiiesteere ettt sttt sttt et e et e e te e seesaeesreesneesseeanseanteansesnseenseenseensenn 3
Yo 1 1Y 1ot BT ot 2T Yo L PR PPRPURRPPPNE 8
Practice EXam-StylE QUESTION ...ciiiiiieeiiciieeiriiee e irtiee et ee e sttt e s sttt e e s sabr e e e s sabeeeessasaeesssbaseesssbaaeessbansesssbansesstranesnssnnnesnseneesnns 14
The EXISEENCE OF GOU....uvvueeriiiiiiisisisssnnnsiiiisssssssssnsssiissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnnsssssssss 15
Arguments Based 0N OBSEIVATION ....ciiiiiiiiiiiiii ittt et e st e sa e s be e s b et e sa b e e sabeesabeeessbeessbaesneeensbeesnbeeenes 16
ArgumMENTS BASEOA ON REASON ....cuuiitieiietteieeitee sttt sttt et et s bt e s bt e sheesbeesheesheesaeesateeaeeeabeeabeabeesbeesaeesaeesaeesuteemeeeabeemseenreenne 26
Practice EXam-Sty1e QUESTION ...c.ueiieiieeteest ettt sttt sttt sttt st e bt e bt et e e s be e s beesheesaeesaeesueeeaeteaeeeabeembeeabeemreemneenne 31
GO AN ThE WOTI ...eevverrrrriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiissiisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss 32
O I d (o U o o T=T g =Y o o] SRR TSRPR 33
LI LI 0] o] 1= o T B 2V TP S 40
Practice EXam-Sty1e QUESTION ...c.ueiieiieeteest ettt sttt sttt sttt st e bt e bt et e e s be e s beesheesaeesaeesueeeaeteaeeeabeembeeabeemreemneenne 46

1Y, = T ST o 1 1= 11 =T TN 47



Teacher’s Introduction

The revision summaries in this series are designed to support your students as they study the AS and A Level OCR
Religious Studies specification, and have been designed to cover the major themes and concepts of each topic
point accordingly. This revision summary supports the Philosophy of Religion part of the specification.

All students, whether they are academically strong, average or weak, can benefit from a concise and clearly
explained set of notes to revise from, both as they work through the OCR course and when preparing for their
end-of-course exams. It is recommended, therefore, that students be given each relevant summary after learning
a topic so that they can clearly understand the summaries and refer back to them when needed. However, the
summaries can also function well as a pack given to students in the run-up to their exams.

Each topic follows a set structure detailed below:

v" Glossary: A clear list of important terminology students need to know when studying the topic.

v" Overview: A look at the major themes of the topic, with a brief introduction to the major points of discussion
and disagreement.

¥v" Key Points: The main body of the summaries for each topic; they are a clear and concise set of notes that
help students support their own knowledge and understanding of the topic.

v" Key Figures: An important overview of any major philosophical or theological figures students are required
to know.

v" Key Texts: A set of notes around any important theological or biblical texts students may require background
information about and understanding of.

v" Year 2 Advanced Considerations: A brief look at how students may incorporate Year 2 knowledge and
understanding into Year 1 topics.

v' Student Checklist: A helpful guide to what students need to know by the end of the revision summary and a
way to check their understanding and progress through a particular topic.

! Note: The checklist is presented in question format and these questions would be ideal to set for
homework or revision so that students can build the skills they need in order to progress to longer
exam-style questions.

v" Exam-style Question: A practice essay question with helpful assessment objectives, complete with levelled
mark schemes and indicative content at the end of the resource. Mark allocations are not given by the
questions because these differ from Year 1 to Year 2. These are useful for students approaching their end-of-
year exams or wishing to improve their essay technique on a particular topic.

This structure clearly ensures students have not only a grasp of the key themes of each topic, but also a way to
understand their place within the specification as a whole. Students who may have missed lessons or not made
detailed notes may benefit greatly from these revision summaries, especially in helping their recollection of key
topics closer to their end-of-course exams.
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Ancient Philosophical Influ

Philosophy differs from many other subjects in that the ideas o

dissected and discussed today, even those of ancient scholars. In many ways, mo
have their basis in ancient Greek thought, and the discourse that occurred betwe
in metaphysics, epistemology and ethics. Plato’s view of rld largely inform
belief that reason should be the primary source of hile those lookin
a more empiricist perspective, believing knep!
investigation into natural phenome ‘
understandings of recull'ry mi
deeper philosophi

hile 'those philosopher’s argumen
. ated from a more modern scientific p
The nature of reality, and how human beings

Key Pod

Plato and the Importance of Reason

» Plato is often described as a rationalist, as he put great emphasis on the pr
of reason in developing knowledge about the external world.

o Much of Plato’s world view can be found in his most famous and endu

work, Plato details dialogues between Socrates and other Greek figure

his beliefs on a wide range of topics, including the Forms, the nature a

the soul, and the role of philosophers in politics and society.

The Forms

»  Plato’s metaphysics begin with his observation that the world through the
ever-changing.

o Therefore, when seeking knowledge, the ser,
achieve this. Since the material w
to argue that perception of

lasting and perma

»  Plato, therefore, proposes that beyond the ‘world of appearances’, there is
material, unchanging reality separated from the material world that contai
ideas and concepts human beings observe and intuit.

o The ‘world of appearances’, as such, is full of imperfect replications of
inferior reflection of the world of Forms, grasped primarily by bodily s
o By contrast, the world of Forms is grasped by pure reason, and provid
concept or property can apply to many things within the material worl

»  Plato is not always clear about how Forms relate to the world of appearanc
o He often cites the principles of geometry as ideal examples of Forms,

as truth, justice and beauty.
o However, Plato is less exact on wheth
example, is there a Form of 43!

Form for every kind

the world?
» Plato ¢ Form of the Good is the highest and most perfect o
Forms aning and value, and as such all other Forms can be underst

of the Good.
o  The Form of the Good is never instantiated directly in the world of ap
and appreciated piecemeal by the things human beings identify as goo
might be part of a wider overall good.
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The Amnalogy of the Cave
The analogy of the cave is an allegorical tale told by Socrates in the Republi
to another man Glaucon that encompasses a number of important aspects
of Plato’s philosophy.

o  Primarily, Plato uses it to contrast the ‘world of appearances’, known
through the senses, with the world discoverable by reason, arguing
those who take the former to be good and re2!

» The analogy of the cave details
the darkness facing one S
of objects illumi

prisoners, who are chained in

y can only see the passing shadow

ehmd them. These prisoners cannot

. ld, and only know the world of the shadows given

)ner, however, manages to break his bonds one day, andso b

ed as real was just caused by the light behind him. This discover
illusion is a painful one.

o  The prisoner with this knowledge gradually makes his way out of the c
towards the sunlight at the end. Eventually he makes his way outside

o Yet when the escaped prisoner returns to the others still chained up, t
world of shadows is not real, and dismiss the escaped prisoner’s argu

» Through the analogy of the cave, Plato draws a parallel to the world of the
the prisoners. Just as the world of appearances is a pale reflection of the w
shadows a pale reflection of the world outside of the cave.

o The unchained prisoners’ struggle to escape the cave reflects the intel
world of appearances as a source of truth. It involves questioning both
foundational beliefs that prop up one’s existence. .

o The sunin the analogy of the cave repr g

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

» The analogy of the cave contains many other aspects of Plato’s political an
ways, it elevates the philosopher as being the only kind of individual capab
the world.

o The analogy is potentially also a commentary on the life and death of
the Athenian authorities for spreading what they perceived as politica

o There is a strong connection between the analogy of the cave, and Pla
the ‘philosopher-king’; it is only those who have emerged out of the c

o Italso contains important ideas about education; teaching people is n

giving them the philosophical tools to let them be enlightened, and un COPYRIGHT
world for themselves. PROTECTED
Aristotle and the Teleological View

»  Aristotle was a student of Plato, but put fz different world vie
of the Forms, contending that it iz.r
how universal terms get.

ig

o Aristotl ‘ ‘hat theoretical knowledge by itself was not en
pplied consistently or coherently to the world witho C}g
o ctical knowledge is, therefore, of key importance for Aristotle, an EdUCOt!Oﬂ
world should be the foundation from which general categories are de
reasoning.

o This means Aristotle is often called an empiricist, and his views on t
experimentation shaped philosophical and scientific thought throug

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion Pa



»  Aristotle through his observations eventually came to hold a teleological vi
purpose or an end, based upon the potential different things possess, and
an actuality without interference.

o Heuses the term ‘aetion’ (or aitia) regularly through his writings, whic
accurately the ‘explanation’ or ‘origin’ of a particular thing.

o  This term frames Aristotle’s thought, as his starting point is asking wha
things; why they exist and why they came to b

The Four Causes

» Aristotle, from his observati
of ways of explainin:

1d, put forward that there were a
e, or origins, of things. In any circumstanc
ing has changed or moved, there are four differen

‘ is the ‘material cause’ of something; this refers to what the th

composed of, whether it be its parts, materials or substances. Referen

material of an object may explain change in things; for example, a chai
because it is made out of wood.

o Thesecond is the formal cause’ of something; this refers to characteri
thing such as its shape, size or extension. Reference to the formal caus
explain change; for example, the shape and structure of a chair from it

o The third is the ‘efficient’ cause; this refers to the agents which are the
points, of change in something. The efficient cause is often necessary t
for example the woodworker acting to saw and assemble a chair.

o The fourth is the ‘final cause’; this refers to the purpose or end (telos)
formal cause can explain the change in something; for example, the ch
individuals may have somewhere to sit.

‘nultiple causes, and A
creation of a chair, one can
stotle’s thought that makes it teleolo
0 1ts usefulness to human beings. The idea tha
otle’s overall understanding of the universe.

»  When looking at the change, it may be
are not mutually exclusive. In the
o The final cause is th
a telos (end}

ib

»  Aristotle’s concept of the Prime Mover arises out of his questioning about t
the universe. While one can potentially understand the material and forma
the efficient and final causes are less obvious.

o Aristotle nonetheless observes that change and movement in the univ
argues that such change could not happen by itself, and the idea that e
endless cycle is unsatisfactory also.

o Aristotle, therefore, claims there must be a Prime or Unmoved Mover
movement in the universe.

o  This Prime Mover is perfect, beautiful, immaterial, indivisible and eter
of its own perfection. It is both the first cause of the universe, and the
change and movement in the universe.

_idme Mover is the final cause of the universe. All thing
o the Prime Mover, which exercises a pull or change upon th

works of Thomas Aquinas. However, the Prime Mover is not personally
static, unchanging being that has no direct presence in the natural wor

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion Pag
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» Many have criticised Aristotle’s teleology, particularly in light of modern sc
It is often not regarded now as a valid philosophical question to ask the pu
universe itself.

o Aristotle also may be guilty of the fallacy of composition. While chang
observable in ordinary material things, is it not clear whether these ch
as a whole.

o Aristotle’s cosmology is also difficult to reconcil
be that there is an infinite regress of !

‘the universe as d
tion, and while the
s is a vastly different ide

Plato

Plato was an Athenian philosopher who lived in the fourth and fifth century BC,
thinkers in the Western philosophical tradition. In fact, Alfred North Whitehead
European philosophical tradition is in essence a series of footnotes to Plato. No
philosophy influence everything from Christianity to politics, it laid the groundw
mathematicians throughout history. It is generally thought that all of his works
day (if in edited form), and all present a philosopher keen to emphasise the imp
knowledge, and the necessity of philosophers within society to ensure effective

Aristotle

Aristotle was a philosopher who lived in the fourth century BC. Although a pupil
death his philosophical views began to diverge as he became much more intere
now as the natural sciences, rather than abstract phllOSOD"‘ Despite only abou
until the present day, they offer a generally cohe e importance o
natural world, and how these mvestxgat on itience the development
Aristotle addressed a vast array o : ues, and his ideas proved more
subjects such as physics = bu also ethics, politics, aesthetics and eco

Republic (Plato)

Republic is Plato’s best known work, and while primarily discussing political theory,
and thoughts on the Forms and the soul. It is set out as a dialogue, with Plato prese
Socrates who debates with a wide variety of Greek individuals. Overall, while it has
philosophers exploring political theory, Republic shows how Plato’s political though
metaphysics, and gives a number of distinctive presentations of this synthesis, such

Metaphysics (Aristotle)
Metaphysics is one of the main treatises written by Aristotle, and addresses many k
Throughout, Aristotle attempts to address not only questions around the nature of
to exist and change, and how this change can be understoo fact, one of Aristotl
reconcile traditional Platonic rationalist thought i ateal, unchanging

natural world. A key goal within Metaphvs! is explaining what in objec
to outline this change, issues whi Aristotle’s theories about the soul, ¢

Physics is a d work than Metaphysics, examining the general princip
change in th d. Here Aristotle not only lays out his definition of the ‘nature
such as the four causes. From this he builds a teleologically driven conception o
nature act towards ends, and how the motion of things comes from an internal
were immensely influential, and it wasn’t until the development of a mechanica
Enlightenment period that Aristotle’s conception of nature was truly challenged

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion Pa
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Year 2 — Aovanced Considerations

e Nature and A

ributes of

nally invested in the world, one can note tha
ynflicts about his relationship to evil, free wi
he Prime Mover can meaningfullv '

e links between Aristotle’'s Prime Mover and the traditional Chris
uring your Year 2 studies into the attributes of God, While

. dto God, however,
otle envisions, without be

the effec

ng omnif

No

?
What Do | Know? Idea ®

Some
Idea ®

Good
Idea ©

Why is Plato generally considered to be a
rationalist philosopher?

What are the Forms?

How do the Forms relate to the world of
appearances?

What is the highest of the Forms?

What philosophical vie
describe ir ‘ ]

How does X& gory of the cave emphasise
the importance of reason in comparison to
sense experience?

Why is Aristotle considered to be more of an
empiricist than Plato?

How does Aristotle present a teleological view
of the natural world?

What are the four causes?

How does Aristotle believe the four causes can
explain motion and change in the world?

What is the Prime Mover in Arist

Ltheidea of a Prime

In what way does the Prime Mover cause
motion and change in the world?

What similarities are there between the Prime
Mover and the traditional Christian God?

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion
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Soul, Mind and Body

Overview
The soul has traditionally been conceived to be the central, no

being; the part of a person that forms their identity, and demarcates them fro
been used 1o support ideas about life after death, morality and God througho
theology and philosophy. Yet, despite many more peo le ecting the idea o
with the increasing secularisation of many countri _still difficult que
immaterial aspects of the human person wh
general spiritual essence that all g
way, discussions about the
philosophy and sci

bemgs fo connect with an imma
soul are not restricted to religious cir
istory, and just how the mind is connected t

Key Points

Background
» The soul is not always an easily definable concept. Different ideas about a
existed throughout history, and many words such as spirit, or mind, have
similar ideas.
o Oneimportant aspect connecting these different ideas is that there is
beings; that the entirety of the human person cannot be fully describ
o Accompanying such a belief are often separate ideas that the human
physical substance for its existence. The soul, or mind, could potentia
death of a person, and is perhaps even immortal.
o  For many religious people, this is why the idea of a s
understanding how human beings can have
world is connected as a whole to an im

.?ul is of greatim
hip with God b

Plato’s View of the Sor
Plato believed t} separate parts to human beings: the immat
not only immaterial, but indivisible (simple), immortal and
o Ilttemporarily inhabits and is united with a physical body during the i
separated, returning to the immaterial world to fully contemplate the
have contended Plato potentially believed in reincarnation).
o The soul, therefore, gives the physical body life itself, and influences h
many ways, the soul governs the personality of an individual.

» Plato argued that the soul had three elements, or parts: appetite, emotion
o He uses the metaphor of a chariot to illustrate this; the chariot is reas
horses of appetite and emotion.

o The appetite seeks and produces pleasure; the emotion produces ang
seeks the truth and what is real.

Plato, at the end of Republic, details a story

W< an immortal soul that moves on to a life beyond the material
o Also key, however, is the idea that human beings should contemplate
order that their soul may benefit in the next life. For those who are g
those who are bad will be punished.

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion P

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ig

Qg
Education




Aristotle’s View of the Soul
» Inline with his more empiricist beliefs, Aristotle takes a different approach
it as a separate immaterial substance, Aristotle seeks to ground his definiti
human beings, looking at what characteristics, material and immaterial, mi
o Aristotle, therefore, views the soul as a ‘nature’, or ‘essence’, that pe
their life, and although it is not a mere body, or even a corporeal thin
capacities, abilities, form and overall bemg '
o Aristotle uses the example of an ey: isidea. Whilean e
defines its existence by its can “Were it not able to perfor
reasonably say it wa the same way, human beings can
abilities, ¢ ctions present in them.
' reed with Plato that the soul coutd survive beyond

o The vegetative soul; this is held by all living beings, and enables them
However, it has no powers of reason or rational capabilities.

o The appetitive soul; this is held by all animals, and gives rise to emoti
enable the ability for a being to experience the world.

o The intellectual soul; this is only held by human beings, and gives the
experience, and the different perceptions, appetites and desires that

Consciousness

» Presentin both Aristotle and Plato’s theories is the idea that the soul is th
thought, and consciousness in human beings has proved a difficult pheno
as, at first glance, it has peculiar properties that set it anzrt from other ph

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o Human beings as such possess an ‘inner life’; subjective, personal exp
individual, and cannot easily be compared to those of others.

o  For many, the existence of consciousness, and the inner mental lives
supposing that the mind (or soul) may be of a different substance or
as it possesses certain properties or dimensions which physical object

Descartes and Substance Dualism
» Theidea that the mental and physical are different substances is the appr
named philosophy of substance dualism. The alternative to this philosoph
monism; the theory that there is only one kind of substance {which most i
to be physical/material).
o Plato and Aristotle are dualists, but a famo
influential theory of substance duahc'n
o In his works, particularly in
he puts forward

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED
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beliefs about the world to radical doubt, finds that there is one thing he is
thinking being. He is often succinctly quoted as saying ‘I think therefore | a
o This leads to Descartes prioritising the mind over the body. For it app
without the body, but not vice versa. This implies that the mind is of a
body if it can persist in ways the body cannot.

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion P




»  Descartes provides two clear arguments for supposing the mind and body
chain of reasoning. They rest upon Descartes’ notion of ‘clear and distinct
like the cogito, cannot be doubted to be certain so long as they are presen
o Descartes’ arguments rest on the idea that if two things have fundam

they must be ontologically distinct; that is of a different kind of being.
o The first argument he gives is that the mind is clearly and distinctly a
the body is a non-thinking, extended thing. f
o The second argument is that the mind is
separating the mind into parts, ),
o These differences in
body are not ¢

hile the body is
e cannot be said of the
_properties are enough for Descarte

) ilism faces a number of problems. One issue that plagued De
body int®Pacted. How can an immaterial, thinking substance affect a mate
Descartes offered the pineal gland as a point of intersection between the t
unsatisfactory answer.
o There are also issues with the validity of Descartes’ arguments thems
one can conceive of two things having different properties, they must
o  Some philosophers following Descartes have argued for a slightly diff
This says there is only one substance (physical), but that complex inte
can give rise to specific mental properties that aren’t describable by p
o Forexample, a person’s perception and ideas about colour might not
captured by an account of the neurons firing in their brain.

Ryle and the ‘Ghost in the Machine’

»  Gilbert Ryle takes aim at Descartes and other substance ditalists in his book
he attempts to cfarify the language used to discu , and show that

another entity
their ohyszr

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

Ryle uses the example of a tourist visiting Oxford University to illustra
all the colleges and libraries, they still ask at the end of their tour whe
way, one could describe all the physical processes of the brain, and st
describes the mind, even if the physical description is exhaustive and

o Ryle does not explicitly deny that all talk of the mental is false. His poi
that talk of the mental means there is a specific ‘mental substance’.

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

»  Ryle himself was a ‘behaviourist’. He argued that talk of inner mental state
phitosophical introspection to investigate the mind should be rejected. Ins
be repfaced by talk of behawour and ‘d|sp051t|ons to behave

o  While there is plenty of sci
environment, there i
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expia atory role in evaluating human behavuour and so many reject
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Materialism and Reduction
»  Alarge number of philosophers and scientists now endorse materialism as

There has been great success in explaining different parts of the mind by th

processes, and many believe this success might continue until a full picture

physical terms.

o  Key to this project is the idea of ‘reduction’; that talk of mental states
equated with talk of physical states. Whil 'y is still far from
mental phenomena are now glven pk

o Notall believe such reduc ior.is
ultimately a produc
and ideas i

n uccur. Many materialists beli
: cesses, it is impossible to translate
inology.
er hand, argue often that this failure to reduce talk
ion that the mind is something fundamentally different to th
substance, or a set of different properties.

Shoulo We Still Talk about a Soul?

»  Many religions still talk about the real existence of an immaterial soul. The
explaining the mind in physical terms is of less importance than the possibi
upholding an important non-physical aspect of human identity.
o  For secular dualists, talk of a soul might be a useful way of illuminating

between the mind and body.

o  Materialists might adopt a number of perspectives on the use of the t
explicitly, both as a literal and metaphorical term, arguing that it cloud
mind as a set of physical processes; for example, Ryle.

o  On the other hand, some materialists might argue that the soul is a us
about personal identity. Richard Dawkins, for exampie, distinguishes b

environment.
o Inthis case, ‘Soul
metazaor

T to the existence of a real, ontological
physncal identity, closer to an Aristotelian per

Key Figures

René Descartes
Descartes was a French philosopher who lived primarily through the first half of
However, he was also a prominent scientist and mathematician, whose ideas no
geometry, but also calculus and algebra. Furthermore, he helped bring modern
mechanical conception of the universe, moving away from Aristotelian ideas ab
was still an important influence). Within philosophy, he is perhaps most famous
belief that mind and body were separate substances, which he justified through
experiments. While much of philosophical thought has moved beyond Descarte
understated, and his works have laid the foundations for m: i of the Western
the last 400 years.

Gilbert Ryle

Ryle was a twentieth-ce
perhaps most&

‘ osopher who wrote about a large number
ue of Cartesian dualism, and his behaviourist vie
afan of the ’Dﬁgm ection to his ideas). Ryle believed that much of dualist tho
logical errors\g@®that traditional talk of the ‘mind’ and ‘mental states’ should be r
such as ‘dispositions’ and ‘propensities’ to behave or act in certain ways. While his
the 1960s and 1970s with the rise of cognitive views of the mind, his works have st
outlining the ways that psychologists should experiment on and measure behavio
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Key Texts

The Principles of Philosophy (Descartes)

The Principles of Philosophy is a less well-known work of Descartes than the Me
Method, and is essentially a shorter synthesis of both these works. However, it d
Descartes’ views on notjust metaphysical philosophy, but als. natural philosoph

body occur in paragraphs 60-65, where nts a succinct version of
he belleves demonstrate that mind - e distinct substances. While The

The Concept of Mind was first published in 1949, and is Ryle’s most famous wor
to a full refutation of Cartesian dualism (appropriately titled ‘Descartes” Myth’),
proved most enduring, with many considering it the final nail in the coffin for su
Concept of Mind goes further than that, with Ryle building a broadly behaviouris
advancements at the time, and his own ordinary language philosophy. While the
proved less popular in recent years, The Concept of Mind is often credited with
subject of the philosophy of mind, which previously was just considered to be a
altogether, and not a distinct field of study.

Year 2 — Adovanced Considverations

or mint: It is important, therefore, to consider not only what th ig
anguage frames and structures talk of the soul in the first place
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Student Checklist

No ldea | Some Good

?
What Do | Know? ® Idea E? Idea ©

What is the soul?

How has the idea o
approachsg ri
history?

throughout

How did Plato advance a tripartite view
of the soul?

What is the Myth of Er?

How does Aristotle’s idea of the soul
differ from Plato’s?

What are the three elements of the soul
in Aristotle’s thought?

Why is consciousness thought to be
important when discussing the soul?,.

Why is the sowic
about the (i

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

What is substance dualism?

Why does Descartes believe the mind
and body are separate substances?

What issues are there with substance
dualism?

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

Why does Ryle accuse Descartes, and
other substance dualists, of making a
category error?

What do materialists believe ab
soul?

ig
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How migh
approacheZtaphorically?
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Practice Exam-style Questio

1. ‘Belief in the soul as a spiritual substance is nothing more than a c

In your answer you should:
show a consistent knowledge and. v

the philosophical debat

including:
o traditional rel’ regarding the soul and substance dualis
0 thos materialist critiques of the soul in the twentieth centu

losophical perspectives and approaches to the questions s

Analyse and evaluate different approaches to the issues surrounding the so
ideas are justified, and whether talk of the soul should be literal or metaph
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The Existence of God

steriori

riori

uctive Reasoning

A philosophical idea that claims the univers

A form of reasonip
best expl i

. made between two or more
perties or behaviour,

explain or are compatible with the existence

~at does not depend on a s
nce, or cease existing.

e arrangement of objects or things, such ey be
according to certain laws or principles

The part of a sentence that gives informati out

inciple of Sufficient

e phil ical idea that al equlire a sufficie

iti i urd ori i
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Arguments Based on Obse

Overview - - -
The idea that God can be observed, or is revealed, in nature h

many different religions and belief systems. Within Christian thought, it forms th
much has been written on how to reconcile the ideas of the Bible with empirical
However, arguments for the existence of God based ol vation usually tak
arguing that certain features of the world can on . ned by reference
the teleological argument it is the feature dle the cosmological arg
the causal principle, or the con'rmq bjects. Both kinds of argume
many critics express impo ) ut wheTher it is a too great a philoso
of a 'rrunscenden'r on “immaterial God from resolutely material asp
many rel; Jch arguments were not intended to prove God outrigh
consistent V'different, salient features of the universe.

Key Points

Background
»  Arguments for the existence of God based on observation are, by their natu
inductive reasoning, although in the case of the cosmological argument, de
often proposed.
o  All of them also draw upon various inferred properties or features of t
commonly invoked in more general philosophical and scientific argum
o Inthe case of teleological arguments, ideas about the order, complexit
commonly developed, while in the case of cosmological arguments, m
cause and effect, or contingency and necessity are drawn upon.
o Most criticisms of these arguments either cr I se ideas directly, o
severe errors in reasoning from th «ence of these ideas to

ohse atzcms are tied to the idea of religious experience, but many wh
theology argue there are rational reasons to believe in a ‘creator’ God
o Therefore, there is a key experiential component to the teleological ar
upon concepts they believe can be commonly agreed to be evidence o
commonly observed throughout the world.

Aquinas’s Fifth Way
» Aquinas, in the fifth of his five ways, puts forward a version of the teleologi
show that the existence of God is compatible with reasonable observations
o  Hegrounds his teleological argument in the idea that things in the wor
regularity, even though they are not intelligent. This overall regularity

o

or determined.
o Yetsince these ‘set’ oh
o
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» Aquinas, in his teleological argument, draws upon Aristotle’s idea of a ‘fina
explanation for how a particular thing came about, Aquinas claims that thi
found in the non-intelligent objects participating.

o Aquinas’s teleological argument differs from those that follow, in that
complexity or function, but begins with the idea of any non-intelligen
o While this might be intuitive, it is also weak in the same way as Aristo
regularities underpinning the change and mo
laws and theories such as evolution

similar properties between two things in order to explain the nature o
behaviour of one or both.

o  This means arguments from analogy are stronger when there is a high
degree of similarity between the two things being compared. If they s
large number of properties, it is potentially more likely that they shar
additional one, or exhibit certain similar behaviours.

o Teleological arguments often employ analogies in order to compare t
claiming that the shared properties between both means they must s
explanation.

»  Paley, in his book Natural Theology, draws an analogy between a watch an
the world has similar properties of functional order and complexity toa w
be used to infer that the universe must have ha
o He contends that a person who camec:a

existed in such a fashion.

conclusion. The
parts quggﬂ

e for the first time
ey came across a watch, they
!

been designed because the functi

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

»  Paley’s argument, although involving a comparison, is not for certain a stri
attempting less to draw a direct comparison with the world and a watch, k
are vastly different.
o Rather, Paley can be interpreted to be saying that both the watch and

of functional order and complexity.
o The existence of these properties accordingly warrants an explanatio
explanation is an intelligent design, capable of creating an orderly and
o In this way Paley potentially employs abductive reasoning, or inferenc
may be other reasons for the functional order and complexny of the
more likely it was designed that way.

COPYRIGHT
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» Paley also attempts to avoid a : _#*Challenges to his argumen
the charge of anthropom
certain attrtbute
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balance the world is more ordered than disordered, and the best explan
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What's Wrong with Design? Hume’s Criticisms
» The teleological argument was prominently criticised by David Hume in his
Natural Religion. In this text he offers a number of solid charges against bot
the world, and the inference to a designer from an observation of design.
o Hume had previously offer a wide-ranging challenge to the causal prin
not a necessary feature of the universe, and could not be known a prio
future will resemble the past is based on ex f the constant co
into a principle of the mind by habnt '
o This motivates a large port
argument infers m

tique of the design argume
es of the world than it is ever possibl

\ “because there are two similar effects does not mean
cause both a watch and the world appear intricately designe
designer, especially since human beings have no experience of world design
o The apparent design in the world then does not necessarily point towa

argues it is best just thought of as some ‘unknown cause’ at best.

o Hume contends also that the design argument commits the fallacy of c
world exhibits design from just analysing various small parts it. It may
unobserved universe are chaotic and unordered.

o  The spatial order observed in small parts of the world, therefore, may
than by some design or natural order. The parts of the universe do not
the universe were truly random.

» Hume also claims that even if it is accepted there is a designer of the world,
about who or what this designer is. There may be multiple lesser designs, o
existence of suffering in the world.

o Furthermore, traditional teleological ar
human concept of a deS|gner toG
would he have explicitl

e suilty of anthropo
ably projection; even
d is it possible at all to infer an

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

ific Challenges

tion i 15 often thought to be the nail in the coffin for tradi

leclogical argument, as the processes of genetic mutation an

selection provide an account of how beings come to be adapted to their en
without the need to invoke the idea of design.

o Inthe case of Paley’s argument, a designer simply no longer becomes t
explanation for how the natural world appears to display a functional ¢
and order.

o  Changing the design argument also threatens to result in a ‘God of the g
argument. For example, while some have contended that evolution mig
intelligent principle born out of the interactions of various causal laws, o
argued that ascribing any sort of divine design or intelligence is just spec

Evolution azd

COPYRIGHT
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and behave.
o Some thinkers, suchas FRT

ig
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today, and not capable of supporting human life.

o For proponents, this is clear evidence of design. Even if one can explain
natural processes and laws, these natural processes and laws still requ
functional order and complexity.
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Modern Versions of the Teleological Argunment
» A modern version of the teleological argument is presented by Richard Swi
regularities of co-presence and regularities of succession. The former is ord

of things, such as parts or elements, while the latter is the order observed i

conforming to natural laws.

o  Swinburne argues traditional forms of the design argument rely on the
presence, and such arguments are always o icisms of the kin
spatial order of things. '

o Swinburne argues instead gularities of succession that r

scientific enquiry ' at certam natural laws are, it can’t
themselves _a “ gufarity they underpin is pervaswe through

or being.

o  Swinburne, therefore, argues that the personal explanation for the reg
action of an intelligent designer or being, who is able to create the uni
fundamentally ordered throughout.

The Cosmological Argument

» The cosmological argument starts at a similar point to the teleological argu
principles and patterns in the world. However, the cosmological argument i
principles than the teleological argument.

o  Causal versions of the cosmological argument take the causal principle
contending that there cannot be an infinite regress of causes and effec
first cause.

o Contingency versions of the cosmological argumen
cannot be explained purely by reference t

ntend that the e

o  Both draw upon the id
for the universe. Hz

for the existence of God.

o  The first way presents the argument of the unmoved mover. Aquinas a
that change and movement can be seen across the world, with each ch
thing being itself changed by something else. But this chain of change
movement cannot be infinite; there must be a source of the change an
movement that does not change or move itself, God.

o The second way presents the first cause argument. Aquinas puts forwa
one can observe that everything in the world is caused by something p
be the cause of itself, as this would mean it exists prior to the time it w
of causes is not possible, however, so there must be a first uncaused ¢

o The third way presents the argument from y. Aquinas argue
things, it is possible for them to exi mst But if it is possibl
infinite amount of time had othing would exist as this p
exist now, and so ] eing that cannot go out of existenc

»  Aquin:-#} _tistotelian thinking for a lot of the Five Ways. The first w
s about change and movement, while the second is based on
vever, these arguments have been successively built upon, and ada
thinking about causation and contingency.
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Causal Arguments

» Aquinas’s second way presents a classic version of the causal cosmological
metaphysical principle that all objects must have a cause, and deriving the i
impossibility of an infinite series.

» A more modern version of the causal argument is the Kalam cosmological a
put forward by William Lane Craig, who uses the P! heory as an addi
for a first cause.

o Iltcan be summed up as fol
and so must have
being,

at begin to exist have a ca
is cause of the universe must be an

nber of things within this argument. The first is that a

ave a cause; a proposition he states is supported both philo
sciertifically from investigation into the natural world.

o The second is that the universe itself has a beginning; a proposition su
theories and laws, such as the second law of thermodynamics and the
similar to Aquinas, that actual infinities are impossible, but offers thou
Hilbert Hotel in support.

o Inthe minimum, what Craig and other proponents seek to claim is that
with the idea of a first uncaused cause, and that such a proposition mi
but also the best considering various metaphysical constraints on the u

The Causal Principle and Its Limits

» Both Aquinas and Craig in their causal versions of the cosmological argume
principle. Yet while it seems intuitively right to think all things must have a
philosophical issues with applying this principle univers: and to the univ

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

»  David Hume’s analysis of the causal principle supports such ideas. He conte
known a priori, and instead is created by the mind out of habit when observ
like events and occurrences. This means the causal principle is only grasped
o If this is the case, then the causal principle cannot be extrapolated to e
human experience. It may not a violation of any law to suppose that th
that do not have causes.
o There is one of the key difficulties at the heart of causal arguments. W
supported by scientific evidence, and ordinary experience, it is unclear COPYRIGHT
be a guide to how one analyses the creation of the universe itself. PROTECTED
o It may be, as Russell states, that the existence of a universe is a ‘brute
appropriate for human beings to ask what t f the universe is.

» One key issue many critics have r at even if it is accepted tha

ig

Qg
Bang singularity, then the universe was created ‘ex nihilo’, further bols EdUCOthﬂ
cause was God.
o However, it may be possible the universe is in an eternal state of cause
some prior material. What Craig’s argument potentially rests on is the

of cause and effects, or an ‘actual infinity’.
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Is an Actual Infinity Possible?
»  An actual infinity is an infinity that exists within a space or series thathasa s
exists all at one time. It can be contrasted with a potential infinity, which is u
o Many philosophers have thought that actual infinities, such as an infini
impossible. One classic argument, given by Aquinas and others, is illust

universe spanning infinite time.
o If such a universe existed, the past would b
have had to pass until one reached the

of time to pass, the univers ltely old.
o  Another example i “ e thought experiment. This asks on
infinitely man which are full. One would imagine that if a

_ ¢cupied, but by simultaneously moving all guests dow
: ate any number of finite guests, and even an infinite amoun
Sucrrexamples are intended to show that actual infinites are not just h
reconciled with the current state of the universe, which has a definite
spatial limits and restrictions.

»  Some philosophers make the case, however, that all such thought experime
if they did exist, would have some odd properties. Such experiments argua
infinities do not logically exist, but that if they did within the universe, one
universe is described.

o Russell makes this argument, contending that those who refute the ide
and effects simply lack imagination, rather than making a sound philos
that infinites exist in nature in ways human beings aren’t aware of.

o  This might be particularly true in light of modern theoretical proposals
would propose realities beyond our universe, and which might follow |
different from our observable universe.

Arguments from Contin

»  The argument from cor? es over with causal versions of the co

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o Later phtlosophers have clarified his argument, drawing a distinction b
can come into existence and cease to exist, and necessary beings, whic
they do exist, must have existed forever.

o  The main thrust of the argument comes from the idea that the existen
wholly explained by other contingent beings. Such an explanation wou
contingent explanations (or an infinite regress), and so a necessary bei

» Instead of the causal principle, however, the argument from contingency b
principle; the principle of sufficient reason.

o This was developed greatly in the work of Gottfried Leibniz. The princi

claims ‘no fact can be real or existing and no statement true without a

and not otherwise’. (Monadology §32)
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o  This means that everything in the 1 “an explanation for its
ut the external world, and is

ig
o) jon to Aquinas about the universe. If one as
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contingent fact that draws upon other contingent facts.
o Therefore, for Leibniz, when looking at contingent explanations for the
anything, one will always uncover an infinite series of contingent expla
there is a necessary explanation underlying all contingent explanations
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Does a “Necessary’ Being Make Sense?

>

Is the Universe Contingent?

>

A modern version of the cosmological argument was also put forward by Fr

Copleston in a famous radio debate with Bertrand Russell in 1948.

o Hetoo employs Leibniz’s Principle of Sufficient Reason, claiming that a
contingent objects require an explanation for their existence. Yet such
explaining any contingent object by reference to other contingent obje
only lead to an infinite regress of contingent explanations.

o Copleston argues observation of the world rev y contingent obj
that when thinking about the world, on . imagining the sum t
these contingent objects; i he world contingent itself.

o  This means that the w- Mexplanation for its existence, in

of a being wh lié reason for its own existence; in short, a ne

All thesc*®rguments contain a number of distinct claims, many of which crit
o Oneis that objects can be categorised as contingent, and necessary.
o Asecond is that the universe itself is wholly composed of contingent o
o Athird is that contingent objects require a sufficient explanation for th
o Afourth is that an infinite regress of explanations is philosophically un

The argument from contingency relies on the idea that a metaphysical disti
‘contingent’ and ‘necessary’ beings or objects. Yet this is a harder claim to
first glance.

o Hume argued that the idea of a ‘necessary being’ was meaningless, as
conceivable, implies a contradiction. Whatever we conceive as existen
existent.” (Dialogues)

o Since it's always possible to conceive of the
isn’t a logical contradiction, there i
term ‘necessary’.

o  Russell makes a sim

nce of a necessa

could only be derived a priori.

Some philosophers, such as Norman Malcolm, have claimed the property ne
analysed differently from that of ordinary existence, and the use of ‘necessi
o  However, Hume and Russell’s analysis does pose a difficulty for propon
argument, as critics (especially those who are empiricists) would claim
evidence of necessary beings, then their existence is just pure speculat

One major criticism Russell makes of the argument from contingency, parti
it is guilty of the fallacy of composition. It claims universe needs an

if the universe itself is contingent, a proposit _ues is not empirically
o sre are contingent individua
im the universe itself is contingent,
s itself contingent.
o ‘there are many cases where the whole displays diff

xample is the argument that because every person has a mo

AS and A Level Year 1 OCR Revision Summaries: Component 1: Philosophy of Religion Pag

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ig

Qg
Education




»  The fallacy of composition here does not mean that the universe is strictly
that proponents of the cosmological argument cannot assume the univers
has contingent parts.

o It may be the case that the universe itself possesses necessary existen
‘brute fact’.

o)
regress of explanation will lead to an explana
explanation for the universe itself.

o However it may be the case t

o

Do All Things Require a Sufficient Reason?
»  The principle of sufficient reason is a good heuristic for everyday scientific pr
whether it should be elevated to a metaphysical principle when discussing th

o One basic issue is what counts as a sufficient explanation. In science,

statements that are basic and axiomatic. In many cases, what counts
not refer to the existence of objects, but their nature (e.g. chemical r

o However, if the principle is strictly applied to existential questions, su

unclear whether the principle should or can be applied.

o  Russell, for example, argues that it is not a proper question to ask why t
that can never have a truth-evaluable answer, and can only result in spe
sufficient reason in this case is a linguistically acceptabte question, but n
Others however argue thatitis Justlfled to ap

there will always be an endless cycle of contingent explanations for o

Key Figures

Thomas Aquinas
St Thomas Aquinas is one of the most important Christian theologians to have |
tradition, where his writings laid the groundwork for much of its modern theol
issues. He was primarily influenced by Aristotle, and adapted many of his key m
Christian context, including God as the first cause, and the teleological view of
particular, laid the groundwork for modern philosophical discussion about a po
even the structure of modern formulations of these argu
outlined in many of his writings.

William Paley

William Paley was an eigh*
during a time

Y British clergyman who wrote many ap
“ - s.ment-era academic thought was challenging man
the world. { % iar, he was an advocate of natural theology, and his thoug
disciplines, W\@®®ven Charles Darwin being impressed by his writings. However
controversial figure, especially as new scientific theories such as evolution eme
divine design, and the usefulness of analogies and metaphors in inferring God f
However, despite many of his ideas being challenged, his works are still consid
version of the design argument has gone on to inspire many more developed f
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David Hume

Hume was an eighteenth-century Scottish philosopher who wrote about a vast

now as one of the foremost proponents of empiricism during the Enlightenmen
give a completely naturalistic account of how human beings arrive at knowledg

could explain how human beings act and arrive at certain ideas, with him famou
driver behind human behaviour, not reason. However, he was also a famous sc

Summa Theolosiac (Aquinas)

Summa Theologiae is Aquinas’s best known work, and was intended as a guide
Aquinas never finished it). It is a large text, and Aquinas intended it to include al
theology, with each topic being part of a cycle which extends back from God an
modern Church. For non-theologians, however, the most well-known part of th
five ways, which detail his five arguments for the existence of God (even though
3,125). These form some of the most discussed problems in philosophy, and ha
about the reasonability of religion since the time they were written.

Natural Theolosy (Paley)

Natural Theology is Paley’s most extensive contribution to the philosophy of rel
in the decades after it was published in 1802. Within it Paley provides detailed a
religious view on the world, building in particular off a me. iical view of natur
order. He engaged both in his works and letters . titicisms of teleol
as the theory of evolution increasingly | iished that Natural Theolog

i triey were posthumously published in 1779. The Dialogues
however, un®*number of years later as the theory of evolution began to beco
arguments against the teleological argument were revisited. However, the Dialo
different religious arguments for God beyond discussions of design, using its thr
Cleanthes, to present various views on the nature of God. Many commentators
reflects Hume’s agnosticism, with Philo being the character closest to his own v
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Year 2 — Aovanced Considerations

e Nature and Attributes
any forms of the teleological and cosmological argument posit
unive

J

iples that govern beings on
laws. For example, r— od envision a beginning
first cause? Der o ow one interprets the attributes o
unwarranted assumptions about the relat

Student Checklist

What Do | Know? Idea

What is the teleological argument?

How is Aquinas’s fifth way an example of a teleological argument?

Why does Paley draw an analogy between the universe  watch?

How does Paley’s teleological argument ts'of abductive
reasoning? '

How does Hume critic’

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

What differences are there between traditional and modern versions
of the teleological argument?

What is the cosmological argument?

How do Aquinas’s first three ways propose different versions of the
cosmological argument?

What are the primary differences between causal arguments and COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

arguments from contingency?

What is the principle of sufficient reason?

egress is

Why is there contentious debate about whether
possible or satisfactory? i

Why does Hume criticisz nécessary’ being? 39

How does %
of composXES

of contingency potentially commit the fallacy ﬂg
Education

How does Russell criticise the cosmological argument?

Does the teleological argument or the cosmological argument provide
a stronger case for the existence of God?
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Arguments Based on Rea

Throughout history, many have considered the existence of God

belief was not readily formalised until Anselm put forward his version of what i
argument, which contended that the existence of God could be proved through
controversial, even in the time it was written, and since
from religious and secular perspectives alike. It weis
for a while after it being put to paper, it s
looking for evidence for God’s exi
challenged, and a numbe :
that potentially avoi

_jection, however,
| /e ontological argumen
_rtheless, in recent years Kant’s p
ogians have put forward new versio
its traditional form.

Key Pod

Background
» Ontology is a term referring to the ‘being’ of something. In philosophy, ther
metaphysics questioning the nature of ‘being’, what it means to be or to ex
something to be or to exist.
o Itcan be contrasted with epistemology, which questions what it is to kn
with what humans understand, but what existence or being things have
o The ontological argument is, therefore, named as such because it focu
being of things. It attempts to derive the necessary existence of God fr
its relation to the world.
o ltisa priori, as it does not rely on observations about the universe, and
one accepts the premises of the ontological argument, then proponen
must exist.

Ansclm and the Ontologi

» The ontological argume
versions was p!
o 9 4

; \nselm of Canterbury in his 1078 work Proslog
is'ontological argument in two different ways, but both r

understand the nature of God prevents his non-existence.
o Yet Anselm also did not envision the ontological argument as a solitary

to the existence of God. Instead he was concerned with ‘faith seeking

understanding’; a reasonable justification of belief in God.

»  The first version of Anselm’s ontological argument is in Chapter 2 of the Pro
a being than which nothing greater can be conceived. As such, God possess
possesses it to the utmost level conceivable.

o  From this definition, Anselm asks whether it would be greater to exist i
the mind). He contends it would be greater to exist in reality, and so G
being, must exist in reality.

o Therefore, Anselm concludes that

»  The second version of S ical argument is in Chapter 3 of the
it is greater that 3 onceived not to exist, or whether it is greate

. Everything else can be conceived not to exist as it does not poss

o  Here, although Anselm does not use these terms, a distinction is made
(which God possesses), and contingent existence.

o Godis the sole being for which existence is necessarily part of his natu
nature, it is possible to determine his existence.
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Gaunilo and the ‘Perfect Island’ Objection
» Anselm’s ontological argument wasn’t wholly accepted on the publication o
Marmoutier in France, criticised his reasoning, arguing it leads to absurd co
o Hefamously presented the example of an island, arguing that if one im
island, it can be argued that being the greatest conceivable island, it is

than in the mind.
o Thelogic of Anselm’s argument can be applied
into existence. This indicates that existe

‘ object, and so an
s not an ordinary pro

a maximally great God (e.g. revelation, religious experience, natural th

»  Anselm responded to Gaunilo’s argument, claiming that Gaunilo did not full
necessary and contingent existence. God is the only being capable of posse
the most maximally great being possible.

o However, the concept of necessary existence is contentious. Hume crit
meaningless, since any being, even those with necessary existence, ca
there is no logical contradiction in claiming a necessary being does not

o  This means that while it is possible that a necessary being could exist, i
not exist!

o  Empiricists in particular would argue that existence is not a property in
colour may be properties of objects. The only way to affirm something
evidence, not a priori reasoning.

Kant’s Objection to the Ontologic
» Kant put forward a now fam
contending that it false!

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

For example in the sentence zebras have black and white stripes’, the

and white stripes’ is the predicate.

o What Kant is, therefore, arguing is that ‘existence’ cannot be predicate
an object; it does not grant any further information or understanding o
object (as a predicate would).

o Inthe example of zebras, while it might be contradictory to conceive o

nothing is added or taken away from the idea of zebras by claiming th

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

» The same applies in the case of the ontological argument. While it might be
the greatest conceivable being (if that is the understanding of the idea of G
away to the idea of God by claiming he does or does not exist.
o  One could predicate every good property t al end of God, b

predicate existence also of God.

“ighest reality, without defe

o As Kant states ‘If cogltate 2
exists of not.” (The Critique of Pure R i 9
o) atif Kant is correct, God cannot be proved thr

Qg
Education
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Necessary Existence, and Modern Formulations of the Ontol

e

As analysed so far, the ontological argument depends on whether one can
precisely necessary existence, as something that can be predicated as part
not, then it is not possible to argue that simply due to the maximal greatne
o  While many philosophers do not suggest Anselm’s version is valid, man
argument have been put forward in recent years.
The key to many of these arguments is the i

Xistence cannot

of God.
o Norman Malc

be thought of in the same way as existence for contingent bein
o Necessary existence as such is an idea derived analytically from an unli
predicated of God, in contrast to ordinary existence, which cannot be

Malcolm’s ontological argument, therefore, proceeds differently from Anse

similarly as the being of which nothing greater can be conceived.

o If God is unlimited though, he cannot come into existence nor cease to
limited beings. If God does exist, then he exists necessarily. If God doe
impossible, as God cannot come in or out of existence.

o Malcolm then claims that the existence of a being is impossible if, and
contradictory. Since for Malcolm God is not a self-contradictory being,

o Malcolm’s argument makes clearer the hidden premises in Anselm’s v
For one, many critics do argue that the idea of an 1'riimited God is self
the paradox of omnipotence.

o Furthermore, it arguably mtstakes

contradictory is wheth

Modern versions of the ontological argument, such as Malcolm’s, employ w
is constructed around the relations between words that ‘qualify’ statement
‘possibility’ and ‘necessity’.

o Plantinga, similarly to Malcolm, employs modal logic in his ontological
differently. He begins with the idea of God possessing ‘maximal greatn
does possess maximal greatness, then it must be maximally great acro

o He then states the premise that it is possible that there is a maximally
this is true then a maximally great being must exist in all worlds, includ
a maximally great being exists in the actual world, then it de facto exis

o However, Plantinga’s argument suffers the same difficulty as Malcolm’

logically impossible being does not mean h

other philosophical problems.
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Key Figures

Ansclm
Anselm of Canterbury was an Italian monk and theologian who wrote about a
ontological argument and the nature of God’s eternity. Although much of his w
life, he later became credited as one of the first scholastic
rationalist perspectives to develop a more systematic.d
this approach was his belief that afthou hf
importance of the ontological arg
an important groundwork fz
writings anticizgt

many elements of his work no
iiiosophers of religion looking at the exist
ture debates about God, free will and eternit

Gaunilo
Gaunilo was a French Benedictine monk, primarily known for his criticism of An
argument and for advancing the view that human knowledge, including that of
senses. However, beyond this little is known about him, with no other works by

Immanuel Kant
Kant is perhaps the most influential philosopher of all time, whose writings hav
philosophical traditions in the Western world. He proposed and defended a vie
realism’, which held that certain features such as space, time or causation nece
experience, but do not reveal ‘things-in-themselves’. This was an attempt to re
ideals of rationalism and empiricism. However, this thought extended outward
the time, and in the Critique of Pure Reason Kant applies his philosophy to the
teleological arguments, showing how they rely on invalid reasoning.

Key Texts

Proslagton (Aw%

proving controverS|aI at the time, became one of Anselm’s best known pieces o
theologians referring to it as ‘Anselm’s argument’ until Kant reframed the discu

On Behalf of the Fool (Gaunilo)
On Behalf of the Fool is the only surviving work by Gaunilo and provides most o
person. Written as a reply to Anselm, it primarily focuses on a criticism of his o
portions of the work praise Anselm’s other work in the Proslogion. Since its pu
debate around the ontological argument as much as Anselm’s writings, with An
Responsio, and many modern thinkers criticising his reasoning in more modern

i

Critigue of Pure Reason (Kant)

The Critique of Pure Reason was first published in
address major questions about metaphy-
rationalism and empiricism to >
priori / a posteriori a etic. The central probfem of the Critique
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Year 2 — Aovanced Considerations

he Nature and Attributes of
rudying the ontological argument, you will have noticed that bo
idea that God is logically possible; the greatest concewa‘}le bein
u will study in Year 2, this is quite a controv
nple, generate their own paradoxes w

icts between God's other att

e ontological argum rt <o what kmd of God is bei
contradictions.

D

Student Checklist

No Some | Good

?
What Do | Know? Idea ® | Idea © | Idea ©

What is the ontological argument?

Why is the ontological argument a
priori?

What is the purpose of Anselm’s
ontological argument in his view?

How does Anselm propose two
versions of the ontologica!

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

) ‘perfect island’
selm’s ontological

argument?

Why did Kant argue that existence is
not a predicate?

How does Kant’s objection argument
impact the ontological argument?

Why does Malcolm argue that there
is a difference between ordinary
existence and necessary existence?

COPYRIGHT
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How does this distinction inform
Malcolm’s modern version of the
ontological argument?

ig
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reason stronger than arguments
based on observation?
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Practice Exam-style Questio

2. To what extent is it possible to infer the existence of God from the
universe?

In your answer you should:
show a consistent knowl -
o how functiona’.

rstanding of the teleological argum
mplexity in the universe can be interprete
weaknesses of inferring the existence of a designer
| and scientific challenges to the teleological argument

Anolysé and evaluate different approaches to the questions surrounding th
counts as evidence of design, and whether there is a strong empirical case

AdOO NOILO4dSNI
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God and the World

enticity

version

orate

europhysiolog h
t li erien at po
e
bilities of norma
m use pture i e emoti e
min ‘ ‘
nnot be essec nary language
Religiol perience erience or encoun involve nothe
. icies which e asise the ortance
ul-making . .
the existence of evil.
The statements given by a per< er
estimony
event.
. ich human beings trans
all .
ce and sin.
odicy erence of theism against the problem of
ansient Refers to an experience or event being short-lived or
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Religious Experience

Overview — - - -
Religious experience has been a feature of human lives stretchin

go, and for many people has been an important part of defining what it means
the nature and form of religious experience has proved more tricky. While relig
is only during the last 100 years that secular perspectiv truly emerged, a
religious experiences are authentic contact W|'rh Ged 2r spiritual dimensi
plethora of neurophysiological, psychologi
potentially weaken its prevalence
far from conclusive, and m

not impact their au

. or the existence of God. How
ers put forward that scientific explan
s, and they can still form a valid and meani

Key Pod

Background
» Religious experience generally refers to an experience, encounter or occurr
or a spiritual dimension. However, the nature, content and form of religiou
and it is not often clear, even to those who have had religious experiences,
o Religious experience can be direct, involving communication and conta
involves an internal sense or feeling of something beyond the material

wonder or awe at creation.
o Beyond its prevalence in society, there are wider questions about whe
reliable evidence for God, especially for those who have themselves no
o  Whileitis notin question that religious experience privately convinces
unclear whether the properties or nature of rellglous experience unde
objective argument for his existence.

»  Aside from philosophical musings, rel: ce has contributed imm
new religions, and the theot
o  Furthermore,

relicig

vedit their religious experience as the reas
pact of religious experience cannot be underst
ring the reasonability of, or evidence for, religious beliefs
o Mg , the changes that religious experience often encourages in indiv

evidence that most religious experiences are authentic, genuine or real. Pr
simply dismissed as being illusory or transitory, when the effects are often

The Nature of Religious Experience
»  Religious experience is generally thought to be very difficult to define, as in
a spiritual dimension, often lack the language or vocabulary to express wha
even go so far as to claim that religious experience is essentially ineffable.

o  Friedrich Schleiermacher conceived of religious experience as rooted in
where one recognises one’s own life and activity is inseparable from the

o Inthis way, Schleiermacher claimed that religious experience is ‘self-au
genuine, and no further test is needed for the person experiencing it.

" the normal realms of human intellect.
= (Subsidiary) Transience — The experience does not last long.
= (Subsidiary) Passivity — The experience makes the individual feel a
or being willed by, another power or influence.
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>

The Different Forms of Religious Experience

>

Rudolph Otto put forward a slightly different definition from James, looking
‘experience’ religious experiences, rather than simply outlining the qualities
o Heviewed religious experience as ‘mysterium tremendum et fascinans
encompasses mystery, fascination and awe in the face of the divine.

o Translated, there can be seen to be three parts:
= Mystery — Otto argued that while a religious experience would rev
would also show that the being of God ca
human beings.

greatest importon
Fascinating i

wrarther described religious experience as ‘numinous’, which he us

qualities of religious experience that reach beyond normal comprehen
ultimate ineffability of religious experience as a phenomenon.

o Since religious experiences possess this numinous quality, they are bey

language, which can only refer to instinctively grasped normal sense e

can potentially partially capture the nature and depth of religious expe

Beyond general descriptions of religious experience, some have distinguish
varieties of religious experience. One key type is thought to be mystical exp
mysticism as a whole, is oriented on direct awareness or experience of unio
o Typically, a mystical experience is thought to be one where an individu
presence of, God beyond the realms of ordinary sense experience. It e
otherworldly, conscious insights into spiritu Y. or truths not acce

and 1577; Mother Julia
Avila and her perio

features to mystical experiences, and those undergoing a mystical experien

o the physical world does not constitute all dimensions of reality, and th
ground’ to reality

o reason is not the only important part of human intellect; what is divine
particular forms of experience that are not rational

o there are two sides to an individual; the normal, rational, aware self, a
truer self

o Theimportant part to life is realising this spiritual self, and understandin

witnessed. Generally it also involves the individ
o  William James argued that the funda
which previously may not ha tant to a person, become a
and activity. :
o Furthermore

d that a conversion experience could be m
_ n became more positive, less selfish and focused on
are good grounds to suggest that the conversion experienc
example of a conversion experience is the conversion of Saul
religious experience led him to become St Paul, and influence the rise
century AD.
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William James and the Authenticity of Religious Experience

» Beyond whether religious experiences are evidence for God, there is great
about how one can determine whether religious experiences are authentic;
there is any way to tell whether a person had a genuine religious experienc
simply mistaken, or even lying for personal gain.

o  Onthe surface the ineffability of religious experience, and its private n
means that simply from testimony alone, iti determine what
experienced, let alone whether thls ex _s.ould be considered a
meaningful event.

o Furthermore, ma
the pre-existii

at religious experience often seems
particular society or culture; this would sug
ices are simply cultural phenomena, and not objectiv

»  William james went a step further with his analysis of religious experience. In
Experience, he approaches questions about whether religious experience sho
o James argued that the best test of authenticity or genuineness for a re

effected genuine change in the experient. He believed that a genuine a
did not simply just happen to a person, but also resulted in long-term
character and outlook of an individual.

o Furthermore, it is expected that a religious experience would be filtere
conceptual framework of the person experiencing it, just as all experie
religious experiences as supporting a particular religion might be misgu
it is not necessarily a reflection on whether the experiences themselve

o Altogether, James concludes that for the people who have religious ex
them to hold the belief that there is a personal God invested in the live

o Atthe same time, however, he argues that religioi!s:experiences canno

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

unique characteristics that could not be produced by natural phenome
o Therefore, occurrences of religious experience are best explained by th
awareness of God, rather than by other features of the world.
o Some versions, due to the widespread occurrence of religious experien
explanation for so many individuals having religious experiences is tha

» The argument from religious experience possesses certain key strengths. Fi
very basic and important method by which human beings credibly gain kno

shown why religious experiences should be discounted as evidence, rather COPYRIGHT
o Furthermore, religious experience is not something that is localised wi PROTECTED
culture. Most, if not all, religions have stories or concepts about religio
in human life.

However, there are also key weP’ 1gh experience on the whol

ig

if God exists, this does not necessarily mean that p C}g

Lastly, the rise of scientific enquiry means that there are now many ot EdUCOthﬂ
religious experience. It may be the case that religious experiences hav
neurophysiological cause, and are simply special kinds of hallucination
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The Difficultics of Testimony

» If religious experiences are to be evidence for the existence of God, then th
enough grounds for a valid argument. Rather, it becomes necessary to rely
who have undergone religious experiences.

o This raises a number of issues. Testimony is rarely perfect; those testif
experiences in accurate language, and often are not reliable sources of
their own minds.

Furthermore, it can be possible not only. = person testifying is m

dimensions to it that can be investigated and explored.
o  Religious experience is arguably as commonplace as many other ordin
experiences and, therefore, should not be treated differently just beca
unique nature. As such he proposes two principles:
=  The ‘Principle of Credulity’ states that if someone has experienced
it should be accepted that it is likely that the person has genuinely
it unless there are convincing reasons to suggest otherwise.

=  The ‘Principle of Testimony’ states that it should generally be the
descriptions of an event should be taken as probably being true, u
genuine reasons to believe someone might be lying or mistaken.

o These principles together suggest that when a person has a religious e
generally that the experience was authentic and the person in questio
with their testimony.

o While there may be cases where experi
people who have religious experle
source of evidence for

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

> Swmburne canbe

o Hov®¥er, it is possible to question whether these principles are appro
experience. As explored previously, religious experience has a number
potentially make it less credible than ordinary experience.

o Peter Vardy, for example, questions Swinburne’s thought here, arguin
to question the evidence for their experiences, religious or not, and it
authenticity of religious experience by referring to other publicly verifi

o There are difficulties in assessing the balance of evidence in any case o
hand, it can’t be dismissed simply because of its unique properties, yet
difficult to verify in the same manner as ordinary experience.

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

Indivioual and Corporate Religious Experience
» One possible route to verification of religious experie
that corporate religious experience, where a rel _ erience happens s
people, may be better evidence for the a:4 “single originating sou
o Corporate religious experi common but they have been
Toronto Blessmg ,, any people claimed to have had a sh

is in shared testim

ig

o o verify corporate religious experiences; it
us suggestion believe they had the same experienc C}g
% i
o Corporate religious experience may even have a more direct explanati EdUCOthﬂ

hysteria, especially if occurring in a situation that is naturally emotiona
o Furthermore, it is difficult to link corporate religious experiences to th
corporate miracles are more common, there is less biblical evidence fo
especially those experiences which induce hysterical behaviours (see 1
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Psyichological Explanations for Religious Experience

»  One way critics have undermined the authenticity of religious experience is
explanations for its occurrence. These suggest on the whole that it is not G
instead certain forms of neuroses or unfulfilled desires.

o Freud, for example, suggests that religious experiences are simply the
beings desire a creator God to make sense of a seemingly chaotic natu
in the face of it.

o  This desire for a personally involved cre A veads human beings t

misinterpreting experience "
his existence.
o Donald Winni ward a similar argument. He contends that r

oL numan desire for comfort and safety in the adult yea

o Aspects of God may reflect this desire; for example, calling God ‘Fathe
tradition. For Freud and Winnicott this signifies that religious belief an
subconscious desire.

» However, theists have questioned whether such psychological explanations
Freud’s ideas might be plausible, they are difficult to test. How can one pro
particular experience and don’t simply coexist?

o Evenif one does possess a wish for the existence of a creator God, this
is in fact a God who created, and is personally invested in, the world. It
religious experience as authentic if it didn’t result in emotional and spi

o  Psychological explanations, therefore, don’t necessarily show that religi
God; other evidence would be needed to show that it cannot possibly h

» Inrecent years, advances in a scientific
be a neurophysiological exp i

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

difficult, simply because religious experience does not occur in one wa

people’s own introspection, which can be unreliable.

o It has been noted that drugs or mental iliness can cause religious expe
events such as the body being near death. This suggests there are neur
religious experience, even if they haven’t been fully identified.

o  Experiments, on the other hand, have proved inconclusive. Michael Pe

studies on people using a device called the ‘God Helmet’, which he clai

experience symptoms in those wearing it. However, these experiment
rigorous, and failing to exclude other reasons behind participant symp

COPYRIGHT
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»  Similarly to psychological explanations, neurophysiological explanations for
potentially fall short of refuting it as evidence fo ,
o For even though there are these ki ‘ tons, it would be reas
God would create biologica! ndividual undergoing religi
case, then religio ier uld be inconsistent with an ordered,
cal and neurophysiological explanations do

ig
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these experiences indicates them being caused by God altogether.
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Key Figures

William James

James was an American psychologist and philosopher who wrote about a wide
best known for his work within the philosophy of religion and epistemology. Ye
influence; many hold him as one of the most lmportant figur !a in psychology, a
independent field. These interests helped him in n of religious e
pragmatist view, helped form a well- roundes‘
independent conclusions could be However, James’s interest in
beyond simply methodologi: auons; he looked into mystical experienc
experimentingg in order to understand them.

Rudolph '
Otto was a German theologian who wrote extensively about a wide variety of t
While his works were often apologetic, he did proactively detail new conceptua
of the numinous; the unique emotional forms of experience that underlie all re
believe like Schleiermacher, one of his primary influences, that non-rational ele
religious belief. Rather individuals should come to understand the rational reas
investigating more thoroughly more irrational elements such as religious exper

Key Texts

The Varicties of Religious Experience (James)

The Varieties is one of the best known texts by James on the philosophy of relig
lectures given between 1901 and 1902 that look at the nature of religionasaw
underlie it. Within the text, James contends that scier®:

Holy is Otto’s most famous work, and his first major piece of wrl
concerning the elements of religion that go beyond rational explanation. Despi
individuals should seek to understand first the general philosophical thought b
exploring its more mystical characteristics. Within The Idea Otto develops his ¢
religion; the non-rational and non-sensory experiences that lie at the core of h
Otto it is something that exists purely on its own and cannot be related or expl
terms. Instead it is only discoverable by a person experiencing it themselves an
idea proved very influential, and many discussions of religious experience, part
drawn upon Otto’s work for inspiration.
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Year 2 — Aovanced Considerations

Religious Language

sughout this section the difficulties of describing religious exper

Jraw upon the debate around religious language, partlcularfy W

fication. The private nature and ineffability of rel

iable; individuals could lie about an expen

sphysiological state for religious

ical positivism or falsificat: glous experience cann

0 meanmgfuily ey ] . others may argue that religio

ranguage of a particular religion, and it

guage game, such that the meaning of a relig

olved in the relevant form of life, Talking aboutr

nents of the discussion about religious language

Student Checklist

What Do | Know?

What is religious experience?

What is the difference between direct and indirect religious
experience?

Why is it thought to be difficult to outline the natur
experience? -

What did James propose wer ,sac‘teﬁstics of religious

experience?

How does ous experience?

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

arieties of religious experience be identified?

What are mystical religious experiences?

What are conversion experiences?

Why are there questions over the authenticity or genuineness of
religious experience?

What reasons are there to believe religious experience is a union
with a higher power?

How can religious experience potentially form an argument for the
existence of God?

What philosophical objections can be made to such an argument?

What are Swinburne’s ‘principle of credulity’ and ‘princ i

testimony’?

How might corporate religious exp reliable

evidence for the existence of

Why do psychnlgg*”

or religious experience challenge

Why do ne¥ ogical explanations for religious experience
challenge lts authenticity?

How might scientific explanations for religious experience impact it
as an argument for the existence of God?
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The Problem of Evil

The problem of evil is perhaps one of the oldest challenges to

an omnipotent, benevolent being, and has infermed religious discourse in Chris
religion. Numerous different theodicies have been proposed in response, often
the existence of some greater good as a result of its 2 2, such as free wi
have simply changed their conception of God in licks _sues it presents,

» There is often a distinction made between moral and natural {non-moral)
o Moral evil is suffering caused as a result of human actions, whereas n
phenomena in the natural world. An example of moral evil might be

natural evil might be an earthquake.

o  This distinction is often seen as important, as moral evil encompasses
choice. Any solutions to the problem of moral evil that rely on recogn
free will may not be solutions to the problem of natural evil.

o However, not all philosophers and theologians have made this distinc
that human beings have very limited free will. In this case, since huma
determined, evil committed by human beings is closer to natural evil

The Logical Problem of Evil

» The logical problem of evil is a variation which n
evil and an ommpotent benevofent i

o The logical problem was presented strongly by J L Mackie, who conte
the existence of evil as a distinct entity and accepted that a benevole
evil possible, traditional theism struggled to find a satisfactory solutio

o The strength of this approach is that, if correct, the problem of evil ne
evaluate their conception of God. The downside is that to effectively
that is needed is a possible (though preferably plausible) scenario wh
exists alongside evil.

The Evioential Problem of Evil

» The evidential problem of evil takes a different approach. Rather than usin
that a benevolent, omnipotent God cannot exist alongside evil, it analyses

o This means that although the existence of e\} ! necessarily dis
theistic God, it makes it highly unlike!

o  The evidential problem of ' e, builds more on the characte
particular, the fa seems to serve little purpose and is gr

help the moral or spiritual growth of human beings (especially those
o Therefore, such cases strengthen the idea that on the balance of evid
reasonable to believe that God is either not benevolent or not omnip
higher good or purpose behind the evil in the world.
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Theodicies and Responding to the Problem of Evil
» Theodicies are arguments that seek to defend a traditional theistic concep
of evil. They are typically presented from a religious perspective and aim t
omnipotent God is consistent with the existence of moral and natural suff

o Theaodicies vary in scope and application according to the problem th
Plantinga’s ‘free will defence’ focus primarily on the logical problem o

making’ theodicies, focus also on the evident L lem of evil.

greater good achieved by its.¢ ould not be present if evi
o  Others, however, tak slogical position, viewing evil as som
even if th aware of it. A key example of this kind of th

e ordinary philosophical perspective on evil as a dist

Augustinc®and the Fall
» Augustine, contrary to many people’s natural intuitions, argued that evil w
real phenomenon, rather it was simply a privation or absence of good (in h

a ‘privatio boni’). However, even if this is the case, it can still be asked why

benevolent, omnipotent God would create a world that is not perfect, and

contains a great absence of good.

o Augustine in his response draws primarily on biblical evidence, partic
Genesis 1-3. He contended that since God was perfect, any evil in the
could not have originated by his hand.

o Instead evil arose as a result of the Fall. This was an event where Adam a
misused their free will by disobeying God and eating from the tree of kn

o  This disobedience caused human beings to become corrupted; ceasin
perfect and inheriting original sin. All evil, both natuzal and moral, is,

a specific event of the Fall, which can’t be proven, but that other bein

human beings possess original sin.

o  Many would also disagree with the idea of evil being a privation. The
experience and intuition, and it can be contended that evil is just as m

o  Furthermore, it is not clear that God is removed from the creation of
a logical contradiction to say that a perfect world could become corru
uncaused.

o Similarly, he notes that any corruption of the world must have been w
omnipotence is compromised as he could have chosen to not let it oc
then human beings would not have freely chosen to commit evil acts.

o Therefore, the Augustinian theodicy faces difficulti
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The Irenacan Theodicy
» Irenaeus puts forward a more holistic idea about the existence of evil, argui
necessary in order for human beings to morally and spiritually grow.

o Thecentral idea then is that God created human beings in his image, bu
immature level. Through their free will in the face of suffering and hards
then mature and become more perfect by recognising what is good and

o God in this way could not have created hum s perfect straight
experience of evil is necessary to real" what goodness is, si
one cannot know happmes Iready experienced sadness

o The key aspect to odlcy is that freely attained goodne

perfection i d than if it were simply given. However, to f
: simply possible to only experience good; it is neces
the existence of evil is necessary for human beings to achie
chosen perfection.

Hick and the “Vale of Soul-Making’
»  Hick, a modern philosopher, expanded upon Irenaeus’s proposals. He argue
life is not simple pleasure, but the realisation of the greater virtues and char
personality. In this way, human beings are not pets whose lives should be m
complex individuals who require a challenging environment in order to grow
o  Free will is important, therefore, for a number of reasons. The firstis t
choosing good over evil due to one’s power and capacities, not becaus
The second is that, for Hick, human beings cannot have a truly loving r
predetermined by God himself; it has to be entered willingly and freely

o Hick argues there are a number of implications of this idea. One is the
belief that God created a distance between human heings and himself,
choose a relationship with him.

o However, this distance can’t be to
relationship with God a -

o The second is that t

nat human beings cea

rlife, such as purgatory, which huma
se, human beings who die early without ach

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

will eventually be saved and achieve perfection, if not in this life, then

»  Hick’s version of the Irenaean theodicy is more developed, and is influence
by the idea that God is largely non-interventionist, since if God constantly
intervened human beings would cease to try to grow of their own accord,
and only turn to God for help. Similarly, an interventionist God, for Hick,
would seem unnecessarily cruel, since he would have to arbitrarily reward
some people, and punish others.

o These ideas are consistent with the way people experience evil on an
everyday basis. While some suffering seems cruel and unnecessary,
there are plenty of examples of pain being useful or important.
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o) |nk|ng is that there is a clear explanatlon for
h as angels, or religious ideas such as original sin, in or C}g
o) re, Hick’s ideas are potentially compatible with modern scie
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largely non-interventionist God means that natural laws are upheld as
are not religious events such as the Fall required to make sense of soul
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»  There are deeper issues with soul-making theodicies despite its strengths.
is that it leaves a lot unexplained; why is evil and suffering created in the w
to serve no purpose and, if God is omnipotent, is it not possible to allow fo
less evil and suffering?

o ltcan be argued that although soul-making theodicies answer the log
with the evidential problem of evil, since plenty of suffering involves
constrains people’s freedom. In many cases evi.o2 ges individuals to
individuals; how is this fair to those ai argrowth?

o D ZPhillips puts forward the s that soul-making theodic
hat the evil in the world is justified
o) promotes the attitude that evil is accepta

o  As such, Phillips decries what he argues is an inherited kind of intellec
of evil, and contends that too often theodicies are centred around ad
evidential problem of evil, without addressing the core issues in frami
such as ‘God is all-powerful’ or ‘God is benevolent’.

Reinterpreting God
» The problem of evil has been a thorn in the side of theists since it was first
possible to present solutions to it as a logical problem, critics contend that
implausible ideas about the nature of evil, and the reasons behind it.
o  Part of the reason why the problem has stuck is that evil as a phenom
but an embedded reality. The evidential problem as such is forceful n
large amounts, but because evil readily affects huma{n beings on a cor
o  Even if there are logical solutions, such solut! t necessarily fu
why evil happens to the deserving ard | . unwdeserving. In ma
problem of evil is philosophiza’ er, the evidential problem of

may simply be the case that the nature of Go

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

to that of persuasion. If this is the case then God simply cannot overc
o  Others, especially those who are more agnostic, have put forward ad
is an all-powerful being but one who is not personally invested in the
o  Such a God, therefore, might create evil as part of a functioning unive
persistence or effects upon its inhabitants.
o  While these kinds of solutions are unsatisfactory to many theists, esp
traditions, they do provide potentially stronger responses to both the
evil, even if they are of little comfort to those affected by evil and suf
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Key Figures

Augustine

St Augustine of Hippo is perhaps the most influential of the early Christian theo
Not only was he responsible for developing many key teachings surrounding Ch
and creation, but he also wrote extensively about a number.c philosophical qu
and epistemology. In particular, his doctrine of ori d the way for th
variety of issues, including that of the pro ! wever, his ideas also h
scholars still debating to what exte: us 1 e held strong views about predes
contradict his belief that | possessed genuine free will.

-

Hick was on: e most prominent theologians and philosophers of religion of
first centuries. However, he is also potentially one of the most radical within th
strong beliefs about the importance of religious pluralism and rejecting many co
dogma. Such radicalism also extends to his views on the problem of evil, with H
theodicy within a universalist context and claiming that suffering exists in order
spiritually grow, eventually achieving union with God in the afterlife.

Key Texts

The City of God (Augustine)

The City of God is one of Augustine’s most important works, and was written in
410, an event many at the time saw as a punishment for Ror ? converting to Ch
work consisting of 22 books that present the hIStOW o ‘ y as an ongoing

Evil and t1e God of Love (Hick)

Evil is Hick’s key work on the problem of evil and contains the most extensive d

‘soul-making’ theodicy. Importantly, he frames this theodicy as not being an att
which implies God has specific obligations to humanity. Rather he views soul-m

conceptually and empirically why evil coexists alongside good in the world, and

explained with reference to a God who is characteristically benevolent. The infl

be understated; while many theologians disagree with the overall structure of H
elements of his work and identify spiritual and moral growth as an important co
existence of evil.
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Year 2 — Aovanced Considerations

he Nature and Attributes
oroblem of evil partially hinges on how the omnipotence and
yart of your studies in Year 2, you will examine the attribute; of
mportant as it may be that a fuller description o

evil. For example, if omnipotence is taken ro.

simply be that a universe contain n iy levilisalogically i
Universe contains the best _sance of good and evil. Simi
s Unsurpassa . \ en this may mean that evil has |

Student Checklist

No Some Good

?
What Do | Know? Idea® | Idea® | I1dea ©

What is the difference between moral
and natural evil?

Why does the existence of evil present a
potential challenge to traditional
monotheism?

What is the difference between the
logical and the evidential p

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

to respond to

Why is there disagreement about the
nature or extent of evil in the world?

How does the Augustinian theodicy
respond to the problem of evil?

What issues are there with the

Augustinian theodicy? COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

How does the Irenaean theodicy respond
to the problem of evil?

Why does Hick believe that moral and
natural evil are important for sp
growth?

ig

Does the | g tial problem of
challenge to traditional

Qg
Education

monotheisnrr

Should the nature of God be reinterpreted
in light of the problem of evil?
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Practice Exam-style Questio

3. Assess whether soul-making theodicies satisfactorily defend tradit
problem of evil.

In your answer you should:
show a consistent knowl -
including:

rstanding of the problem of evil and

tance of evil for moral and spiritual growth
s in assessing the purpose and necessity of evil as part of
. - soul-making theodlicies can be reconciled with wider religious
Analyse and evaluate different approaches to the religious issues surround
whether soul-making theodicies provide a satisfactory explanation of evil
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Mark Schemes

Levels of Response (AS)

Level Levels of Response (AO1)

5
(13-15
marks) to appropriate scholars, academic op

The stu ' |'display good knowledge and understanding. It

4 +ill contain a good amount of applicable content generally aj
(10-12 ‘a solid understanding of the relevant issues with moderate dept!
marks) cise use of technical language and a good number of references to ap

or sources of wisdom.
The student’s answer will display adequate knowledge and understandin

3 question, and will contain a fair amount of applicable content and show a g

(7-9 marks) | issues, though without depth or breadth. There will be some technical la

references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisd

The student’s answer will display a rudimentary knowledge and understa

2 the question, and will contain some applicable content and show a limite

(4-6 marks) | There will be some technical language and a few references to appropriat
sources of wisdom.

The student’s answer will display a poor knowledge and understanding. |

1 disregarded the question, and will contain little applicable content and sh

(1-3 marks) | relevant issues. There will be minimal technical language and very few re
academic opinions or sources of wisdom.
Level

5
(13~-15
marks)

4 ve a coherent argument, with some well-developed justification and ev
(10-12 will pertinently address the question. There will be a mainly precise use
marks) number of references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sour:

the argument.
The student’s answer will give an adequate analysis and evaluation. It will |

3 give a coherent argument, though it will lack full justification and evidenc

(7-9 marks) | generally address the question. There will be some well-used technical lan;
partly effective references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or
The student’s answer will give a rudimentary analysis and evaluation. It
2 successful efforts to give a coherent argument, but with minimal justifica
(4-6 marks) | presented, and will only partly address the question. There will be some
ineffective references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sour
The student’s answer will give a poor analysis ar luation. It will have
1 argument, and will lack justification an forthe views presented
(1-3 marks) | There will be minimal technic; ery few, if any, references
opinions or sources cf:
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Levels of Response (A Level)

Level Levels of Response (AO1)

The student’s answer will display excellent knowledge and understanding

6 and nuanced focus on the question, and will contain a pertinent and wide
(14-16 applied with flair. It will show a very detailed understanding of the releva
marks) and depth. There will be a rigorous use of techr fnguage and signific

5 The student’s answer wil _1gudd knowledge and understandin
question, and will & ount of applicable content applied a
(11~13 . " .
underst vant issues with very good breadth or depth. T
marks)

stlident’s answer will display good knowledge and understanding. It

4 estion, and will contain a good amount of applicable content generally
(8-10 the whole a solid understanding of the relevant issues with moderate deptf
marks) precise use of technical language and a good number of references to ap
or sources of wisdom.

The student’s answer will display adequate knowledge and understandin

3 question, and will contain a fair amount of applicable content and show a g
(5-7 marks) | issues, though without depth or breadth. There will be some technical lan
references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisd

The student’s answer will display a rudimentary knowledge and understa

2 the question, and will contain some applicable content and show a limite
(3—4 marks) | There will be some technical language and a few references to appropriat
sources of wisdom.

The student’s answer will display a poor knowledge and understanding. |

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

1 disregarded the question, and will contain little a ble content and sh
(1-2 marks)
Level
6
(21-24
marks}) technical language and significant and substantial references to appropriate
sources of wisdom which enhance the answer.
5 The student’s answer will give a very good analysis and evaluation. It will
(17-20 persuasive and coherent argument, with well-developed justification and
will fully and skilfully answer the question. There will be a precise use of
marks) ) . )
references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisd
The student’s answer will give a good analysis and evaluation. It will have
4 give a coherent argument, with some well-developed justification and evi
(13-16 will pertinently address the question. There will be a mainly precise use
marks) number of references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sour COPYRIG HT
the argument. PROTECTED
3 The student’s answer will give an adequate anal 1d evaluation. It wi
(9-12 give a coherent argument, though it will la st ication and evidenc
generally address the question. Thr e well-used technical la
marks) . A
partly effective references, holars, academic opinions or
19
Qg
e student’s answer will give a poor analysis and evaluation. It will have EdUCOt!Oﬂ
1 argument, and will lack justification and evidence for the views presented
(1-4 marks) | There will be minimal technical language and very few, if any, references
opinions or sources of wisdom.
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Indicative Content

1. “Belief in the soul as a spiritual substance is nothing more than a c

(AO1) Students may describe and explain the ideas below:

o0  The soul within traditional religious thought ha<
immaterial and immortal aspect of g humz ru
o This means that if souls do exist \
philosophical idea of

ninterpreted to

material and spiritual subst
je"partially equivalent to religious ideas
o  This form of st ; helps explain how human beings can persist
[ el ‘ in order for religious ideas about the afterlife to be m
Ipsexplain consciousness as a phenomenon; the soul may result in
0N experience.
o  Descartes’ arguments for the conceivability and indivisibility of the mind rei
there is a separate aspect of the human self that is immaterial and persiste
o However, the existence of the soul is challenged by materialism, the idea th
kind of substance; the material of physical.
o  This position is supported by empirical investigation; the soul has not been
substance, and it is possible that it is impossible to verify or prove.
o  Furthermore, increasingly the action of the mind is explained by scientific t
o Itis possible, therefore, as Ryle claims, that substance dualism is the result
the way one can talk about the soul or mind as a separate substance may m
thinking that this could be possible in reality.

(AO2) Students may analyse and evaluate the question through the arguments

Belief in the soul as a spiritual substance is a category error:
o  There is no empirical evidence for the existence o
for the brain being responsible for human ks
o  Descartes’ conceivability and ind
of the soul does notm
o Itisdifficult to evelul

. ul, whereas there
thought and identity.
nts are flawed; just becau

ul and body interact; how can an immate
ere does this interaction take place in the human pe

physical parts of the brain and do not necessarily require a soul for their ex

Belief in the soul as a spiritual substance is not a category error:

o  There are other forms of religious evidence for the soul, and it forms an im
understanding how human beings might persist in the afterlife and be joine

o Ryle does not necessarily establish that there isn’t a soul; just it is not possi
exists from philosophical speculation alone. It may be that a spiritual substa
important gaps in explanations for religious phenomena.

o While it might be difficult to explain interaction, it is not necessarily imposs
God, or another medium, plays a role in controlling interactions between th
the immaterial.

o Scientific and materialist explanations for pheno h as consciousnes

is uncertain whether it is possible to reduc ch phenomena intom

be that a spiritual substance pro ; and best explanation.
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2. To what extent is it possible to infer the existence of God from the
the universe?

(AO1) Students may describe and explain the ideas below:

o ltisoften thought the world displays evidence of design:, a functional order
could not have arisen by chance.

o  Paleyusesthe analogy of a watch to illist
a stone, one would clearly infer L
the latter.

o  Ifthe world do ; ce of design, then it is possible to infer that

a; It one came across
created by an intelligent be

then it may be possible to infer the designer is omnipotent, benevolent, etc
o  Different parts of the world may show design; for some it is spatial order, w
as Swinburne, it is lawlike regularities in nature.
o  Others have criticised this inference; Hume, for example, questions whethe
the existence of a designer when human beings have no experience of worl
o It could be possible there are multiple designers, and it is difficult to conclu
must have specific properties such that it could be identified with the God
monotheism.
o  Furthermore, there are scientific challenges to the appearance of design; in
example, the theory of evolution explains why beings are adapted to their
o It may be that the appearance of design is the result of human projection, r
feature of the world.

(AO2) Students may analyse and evaluate the question through the arguments

It is possible to infer the existence of God from ra..ce of design:

o  Theinference to a designer does ased on simple argument
rather abductive reasoninz,: ae'functional order and complexity i

o  Designis not simphtt order, but, as Swinburne notes, the laws

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o  Plefity of theories, including scientific ones, are constructed about the begi
even if human beings have not experienced it. Hume is wrong in supposing
causal principle invalidates the teleological argument.

o  Evolution refutes simple versions of the teleological argument, but it may b
evolution is also an intelligent principle designed by God to ensure organis
to their environments.

It is not possible to infer the existence of God from the appearance of design

o Itis not clear that God is the best explanation for the appearance of design
theories such as evolution provide simpler and better explanations for why
functional order and complexity.

o It may be that scientific enquiry can provide an explanation for the laws of
Swinburne’s argument is premature and potenti of the gaps style

o  Assigning properties to a potential desngn oidorphism; there is
the designer should fit human e ; power, simplicity or good

o Hume’s analysis of the cavr ~uves not invalidate speculation abo

‘pe relevant empirical evidence for a theory

e empirical evidence for design is lacking.
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3. Assess whether soul-making theodicies satisfactorily defend tradit
the problem of evil.

(AO1) Students may describe and explain the ideas below:

o  Soul-making theodicies put forward an explanation for the existence of evil
potential contribution to a greater good for hur
o  Often called the Irenaean theodicy, it argu; s
morally and spiritually grcw L

o It posits, therefore, that
state. Experien

exists in order that hu

gs were created in the image of God, b
nd evil is necessary in order for them to ac
_ union wnth God.

form of the soul-making theodicy, claiming that human be

O
challenging environment in order for their decisions to be meanin
o  For Hick, God maintains an epistemic distance and is largely non-interventi

human beings have to choose to grow and be united with him.

o  This growth takes place both in this life and the afterlife, with all human bei
achieving salvation. This ensures that suffering and evil have a purpose, and
with an omnipotent and benevolent God.

o In particular, it provides an explanation for natural evil, which many traditio
successfully account for.

o  However, critics argue that soul-making theodicies still fail to explain why s
to be unnecessary and often too extreme for the purpose it might serve.

o Similarly, it can be questioned whether God is benevolent if he is willing to
instrumentally to achieve certain aims. Usually benevolence is characterise
eliminate evil as an intrinsic reality.

o  Therefore, there are broader questions about whether soul-making theodic

Soul-making theodicies are
Soul- makmg theod

Z
%
"
i
)
—
O
Z
O
O
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evil human beings encounter.

o  Soul-making theodicies aren’t obliged to answer why certain specific forms
necessary; the creation of a lawlike world has to accommodate different ki
moral evils which aren’t easily given specific purposes or explanations.

o  Soul-making theodicies have to be understood within a universalist context
achieved eventually, more so for those who make the right choices in the fa
their lives.

Soul-making theodicies are unsuccessful:
o Itis unclear whether a benevolent God would endorse instrumental evil in
moral end, especially when this kind of view of good is often rejected by m

©] 59
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thiSrequire experience of evil?
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