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Teacher’s Introduction

The revision summaries in this series are designed to support your students as they study the 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 A Level Year 2 Component 1: 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' 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. These are useful for students approaching
their end-of-year exams or wishing to improve their essay technique on a particular topic.

NB Depending on the figures studied and the required reading, not all topics will have a Key Figures or Key Texts section.

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.

November 2019

Free Updates!

Register your email address to receive any future free updates*
made to this resource or other RS resources your school has
purchased, and details of any promotions for your subject.

* resulting from minor specification changes, suggestions from teachers
and peer reviews, or occasional errors reported by customers

Go to zzed.uk/freeupdates
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The Nature and Attributes

Overview - .
As long as the existence of God or gods has been posited, ques

been at the forefront of philosophical thinking. Debating the nature of God for
pursuit, but affects their very perception of the world iiself; whether it is good o
Furthermore, whether a rational and coherent view of God can be developed, f

God might at first glance seem overly abstract, if - te“ramifications for
ut how human beings thi

The Attributes of Godo

»  The Christian concept of God has never been static; while early church leade
around the idea of a single, omnipotent, benevolent God, how this idea is in
through the history of Christianity.

o  Christian monotheism was first and foremostly influenced by Judaic tho
ideas from Greek philosophy (e.g. Platonism), such as God being immut
o Different beliefs about the idea of God have not just emerged from clas
from key philosophical questions about the coherency of certain divine
o While most theologians accept the existence of God as a starting point, m
systematically develop a concept of God that is not contradictory, and fits

»  Critics of theism often argue this project is impossible, as re idea of a ‘perfe
this is due to posited attributes being inherentlv ¢4 ory, or being inco

possessing other divine attributes.
| P

o Ifanideais contradictory i
Ject to the limits of logic, and it is not neces
1 is simply a being who by his very nature appear:
o e arguably makes the task of identifying and underst

e, the basic principles of logic govern what can be a true or

be exempt from them?

o  Either way, regardless of the issues observed, there is a broader debate
conflicts concerning the attributes of God affect the possibility of God e
the eyes of some theists to develop a coherent idea of God, especially if £
incapable of grasping the existence and essence of such a being.

The Paradox of Ommnipotence
»  The paradox of omnipotence springs from a central idea about the nature of
without limits, can they act to restrict their own power?

o Ifthey can restrict their own power, then they are no longer omnipoten

be omnipotent in the first place. This also applies to the things God cre

will, unable to be influenced by God’s power |

o Akey example of this is the paradox of th hich simply asks wh
heavy for him to lift. If he ! ne'stone, he is not all-powerf

then he ceases to be,

h omnipotence; if it is defined as being unl

o  Furthérmore, while this may simply call for a reinterpretation of omnip
image of a God who is unlimited in power, so much so that he created t
19:26).

have created the universe, and he could not guarantee the salvation of
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Can the Paradox be Resolved?

e

There have been many responses to the paradox of omnipotence. Some arg

framed, and that stated correctly the paradox is dissolved. Others, on the ot

misinterpretation of omnipotence, while some partially drop the attribute, id

attribute such as ‘almighty’.

o Descartes, for example, held firm, saying that there is no paradox, since
perform any action, even if it results in a logical iction. Truly acc

laws of logic.
o Ifthis is the case, then if

rather identifying states of affairs that are not possible simply by virtue
meanings of the terms involved. God making a square triangle is, theref
meaning altogether. If a square triangle were possible, then itis not a tr
becomes meaningless.

o  Furthermore, Descartes’ interpretation makes other conflicts more pres
the logically impossible, why can he not create a world where human be
perform good deeds? Such a wide interpretation of omnipotence poten
difficult to develop.

Aquinas takes a different position from Descartes, arguing that omnipotence

capability to do anything logically impossible. God, therefore, simply possess

could possibly have, meaning God can do whatever is possxble but cannot do

contradiction.

o This interpretation potentially solves the
God to create a stone too heavy

o However, there are d
for human beirz;

o nipotence, since
, or perform an evil act, si
s concerning the stone example. Fo
bject too heavy for them to lift, and suc
to whether God can act so as to restrict his own om
#yon is arguably not one of logical possibility, but of the nature
can I¥made between whether God is accidentally omnipotent, and so ¢
wills, or essentially omnipotent, where omnipotence is part of God’s nat
o Such questions are particularly pertinent when it comes to God creating
possesses the power to coerce and control free beings, are they truly fre
power, then God seems to not be omnipotent, and to be restrained by t

Various responses have sprung up from these interrelated issues, particularly
God to limit his own power, or whether it is appropriate to describe limits on
o  William Lane Craig argues that omnipotence means that God can perfor
nature. God, therefore, is essentially omnipotent and can’t perform act
this omnipotence, or clash with other aspects of his nature, such as his b

o Richard Swinburne argues the paradox of omnipe? holds true only i
coherent to ima

o

o) if this self-limitation is possible, then is God really omnipotent

God’s power?

Revision Summaries for A Level Year 2 OCR RS: Philosophy of Religion Page 4 of 41
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»  Following on from this question, Hartshorne argues that the idea of limitless
contradictory, but it is not a real perfection that a divine being would posses
meaningful resistance to such a power.

o Instead Hartshorne argues omnipotence means God possesses unsurpas
can resist God’s power, and God can even self-limit his own power, but
most powerful being.

o  Peter Geach follows a similar line of thinking, bu s that instead of
to as almighty, as it doesn’t carry connotatm _essing limitless po

o However, in these cases it can be g icether the paradox has a
avoided with clever semanti _possessing unsurpassable powe
give rise to anothp o esses more power.

: asked whether God possesses the power to lim

s E/Ee Some thinkers, such as Swinburne, argue it is pe

» Altogether there are potentially issues in all accounts of the nature of omnip
solved, others emerge, and key disagreements remain about whether God is
accidentally, omnipotent.

o In Wittgenstein’s early work the Tractatus he questions whether in the ¢
such as God, language is capable of properly representing concepts. Thi
omnipotence; there simply isn’t a good frame of reference or experienc
divine being may possess and its ramifications.

Ommniscience and Free Will
»  Omniscience is commonly interprete
number of deeper proposals

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

______ niscience arguably extends not only to descriptive knowledge

omniscient being would know what the right kind of action in any situati

o There are also deeper questions about what it is to ‘know’ something. D

propositional form commonly used in everyday life, or would an omnisc
different, more fundamental way?

o These questions might seem abstract, but they inform the way omniscie

potentially avoid key conflicts between other attributes and states of aff.

» One common issue is the potential conflict between omniscience and free wi
example, then it is plausible that he must know the outcome of every event
future. However, if this is the case, then the outcome of any human action is
already has a predetermined outcome.

o If God is omniscient, prima facie, human
cannot possess free will.
o Thisissueis most pressin

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ibertarian view of free will. Th

.ith determinism, and puts forward that h

the influence or constraints of prior events an

that most theists (at least Christians) take a libertarian vi

will is necessary in order for concepts such as moral respons
rellgtous events such as judgement or salvation to be fair.

o  While some theologians in the past have endorsed predestination (e.g.
argue human actions aren’t predetermined, and, if this is the case, there
omniscience and the existence of human free will.
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»  Solutions to the conflict between omniscience and free will usually focus on
‘knows’ things, rather than denying God’s complete knowledge, or human be

o  One common approach has been to reconcile this conflict with wider qu
attributes, particularly those that differentiate between a divine and hu

o ltis often thought that God’s eternality, transcendence and relationship
potential resolution to the omniscience / free will conflict, as it may be p

without this knowledge necessitating a certain p j

Boethius, Benevolence and Judgeme:
»  Boethius in The Consolation of P
primarily concerned wit :
their actiong '-1t t

Therefore, for Boethius, resolving the omniscience / free will conflict wa
ramifications of the conflict extended beyond metaphysical questions a
o ltalso affected key elements of Christian doctrine, and its central propo
in the lives of human beings, ready to offer salvation to those who were

»  Boethius’ solution was to claim that God’s timelessness and transcendence m
impact the freedom of human choices.

o The key aspect of his proposal was that since God is not contained withi
does not possess knowledge or beliefs at any particular time.

o God instead grasps all events in an atemporal present; all things occur si
from God’s perspective.

o  This means that God's knowledge is never directed towards a past or a f
therefore, not a knowledge that guarantees a partis event has to oc
only observes events at the time they are

o  Boethius argues that this ‘present

human free will. He dra
a human being’

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

follow another.

»  Boethius justified this view by distinguishing between ‘simple’ and ‘condition
o  Simple necessity refers to basic states of affairs or events that have to b
nature of the things involved. For example, it is necessary that human b

they are mortal.
o Conditional necessity, however, refers to states of affairs or events that
of a being at a particular time. They are necessary at a particular mome
or law. An example of conditional necessity might be a student writing t
o This distinction is important for Boethius, as conditional necessity does
because it is necessary that a student is writing th mework at the p
er to write their
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anythmg to happen or not happen. It is akin to stating ‘if an event occur
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Anselm and the Four-dimensionalist Approach
» Anselm expanded on Boethius’ approach to God’s eternality, putting forwar
commonly referred to as ‘four-dimensionalism’. This builds upon the ideas

and conditional necessity proposed by his predecessor, while placing them i
systematic and structured analysis of God and his relationship to time.

o  Anselm argues that there is a fourth dimension of time on top of the th
dimensional world, and human beings are constra-r‘ /by being within

as the physical world. This means huma emporal; they ex

to the past, present and future at ar:

o  This temporality also limite !

All events are view:e:

ings can perceive their actions
gically, and in relation to how the past (an

o This eternai present means God does not view events relatively to the p
occur simultaneously both in time and space and so there is no divine fo
knowledge of all things.

o  For Anselm, this allows genuine libertarian free will for human beings,
impose prior constraints on human choice. It only imposes ‘consequen
the events themselves that means they are necessary, not God’s knowl

Is God Timeless?
»  Boethius and Anselm present a solution to the conflict between omniscienc
interpretation of God’s eternality as involving timelessness. Yet this view is
philosophical issues.
o  First, itis not clear that the original conflict is adequately resolved. For
that just because dlvme foreknowledge does not '

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o
irrespective of tempo
as choosmg aco

o

o Generally, classical theism would not be satisfied with the idea that hu

change the timeless knowledge God possesses, and so it seems that co
guarantee genuine free will.

» Anotherissue is that if God is timeless, it is difficult to reconcile this facet w
o Inthe Bible, God regularly intervenes in the lives of human beings at sp
acts, such as the Incarnation, can be understood both temporally and a
fundamentally aware of how his actions and knowledge causally impac

o  Some philosophers, such as Anthony Kenny, go further and argue that
fundamentally incoherent, as it leads to absurdities such as God experi

same time. For example, God might expenence the foundlng and the f

COPYRIGHT
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static, and so an immutable divine being would not be able to hold the
exemplified by the Christian God.

o Thetimeless God, therefore, risks slipping into deism, and in turn this p
as justice. For if God cannot be fundamentally invested in human lives,
such a God be reconciled with key Christian teachings such as atoneme
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Swinburne and the Everlasting God
» Swinburne, in response to these issues, puts forward another interpretation
eternality of God. Instead of God being timeless, he claims that God is ever
o  This means that God is fundamentally within time instead of outside it.
existed in every past moment of time, and currently exists in the prese
However, while God will, as part of being eternal, exist in every future
time, he does not have foreknowledge of future everi

of beings with free will.
o However, it can be asked, if omni
there a limit of God’s kno: .
actuality, truly or=ri

orld? Swinburne argues that
cthis limit is self-imposed due to his crea

rises, as Swinburne contends, because if beings with libertaria
.Sstb|e for God to know the outcomes of their actions, regardl
o God nonetheless is still omniscient and omnipotent since he possesses
from beings and so end the limits of his knowledge about the future.
o The key aspect to this theory is that God is no longer immutable; he ca
appropriate to ensure the existence of beings with free will.

» Swinburne envisions a number of other potential advantages to this view:

o Since God is not immutable, there is no issue with how God could enga
human beings, and so there is no difficulty reconciling God’s eternality

o  Similarly, an everlasting God is also more easily reconciled with the Go
time, experiencing human beings’ actions as they are undertaken, rath
knowledge of them.

o Lastly, itarguably supports a more intuitive understanding of free will.
metaphysically distinguish between different for ecessity, huma
God guarantees them to be free, rather t
knowledge.

«r of issues with accepting an everlasting G

» However, there a

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

; ty omniscient and is not essentially all-knowing. Many theist
especially since it is quite a departure from classical theism.

o Some can even claim that Swinburne has simply defended a God of his
conflict between omniscience and free will. Similar to omnipotence, it c
making God subject to the laws of logic deals with why being all-knowin

o Italso can be questioned whether there are issues with immutability.
transcendent and unchanging, while still personally invested in the live
then a timeless God may well still be meaningfully benevolent.

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

Is God Benevolent or Just?
»  Much of the debate around emniscience and free will arose from Boethius’
benevolence or justice of God, especially when he is

be evil.
o Yetit may be the case
human actions anz

ig

Qg

N d. Such a response might favour a presentist approach whic EdUCOtiOﬂ
could be personally involved in the lives of human beings.

o Furthermore, as studied in Year 1, benevolence gives rise to the proble
omnipotence, and potentially even omniscience, of God.

o Lastly there are issues with the benevolence of God and divine immuta

able to change and suffer alongside humanity?
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» The benevolence of God, however, may provoke different responses. As Sw
within time who self-limits his own power and knowledge does not face the
classical theism.
o Some theologians have gone further. Process theology presents a view

that of persuasion and a view of matter as an entity that can have the
o The idea of a suffering or powerless God is not without its criticisms, ho
God to resolve the conflicts between attributes both rojects human a
. . , |
presuming God has to conform to the ph '

Jibbles of fallible
o It may be the case that God’s being eyond human com
perspective there is no cla i ipotence, in particular, may m
philosophically i
o Howeuar i

erlessness or self-limitation may be less radi
ca picture of God has changed through the last two millenni
ss are fundamentally irreconcilable with an unlimited all-kno

Key Figures

Boethius
Boethius (or Saint Anicius Manlius Severinus Boé&thius to use his full name) was a
in the sixth century. He is best known for his work The Consolation of Philosoph
many existential, metaphysical and religious issues, but most famously, the confl
and human free will. However, although he was Christian, nearly all his work ap
the perspective of natural philosophy, as Boethius contended that reason should
to metaphysical issues about God would remain the same regardless of tradition
complementarian approach to religious questions proved highly influential, and
one of the main bridges between the Classical Greek tradition and Christian theo

Anselm
Anselm of Canterbury was an ltalian

ologian who wrote extensivel
!
. He is widely regarded as one of th

dimensionalist approach to the conflict between God’s omniscience and free wil
simple and conditional necessity. His work here, despite being written nearly a t
influential and is still debated extensively by philosophers of religion today.

Richard Swinburne
Swinburne is a contemporary philosopher and theologian, best known for his arg
However, he has written on nearly all major issues in the philosophy of religion,
about the attributes of God and the most coherent approach to reconciling them
religion. Swinburne’s works are highly systematic and he attempts to show that
rational. This extends to his work on the attributes of God, where, although he d
traditional Christian teachings, such as immutability, his work oiten functions as

Revision Summaries for A Level Year 2 OCR RS: Philosophy of Religion Page 9 of 4
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Key Texts

The Consolation of Philosophy (Boethius)
The Consolation is Boethius’ best-known work and is often described as one of th
Classical Greek theology and Medieval Christian theology. It was written over th
Boethius was in prison awaiting his trial for treason against The?doric the Great (
pronounced guilty and executed). This setting informs m ‘the book’s theme
on the problem of evil and the existential difficulti n life. However, de
the book written as a discussion between character called Lady P
and his work on the conflict be r nce and free will paved the way fo

De Concorg _
De Concordia Anselm’s lesser works which focuses on the conflict betwe
Written betwe®r 1107 and 1108 CE, it is presented as a single dialogue, and acco
It isn’t the first work by Anseim to focus on omniscience, which is tackled in earli
it does present a more mature vision of Anselm’s four-dimensionalism and how G
eternal present.

The Coherence of Theism (Swinburne)
The Coherence of Theism is an early work by Swinburne, first published in 1977. |
theism altogether, which covers many of the issues within the philosophy of relig
existence of God is a rational and coherent proposition. The Coherence primarily
of God and throughout Swinburne attempts to show that although there are imp
need to be taken into account, the picture of God presented by classical theism is
so long as the terms involved are interpreted correctly in the analogical sense the

Revision Summaries for A Level Year 2 OCR RS: Philosophy of Religion Page 10 of 4
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Student Checklist

What Do | Know?

No ldea Some

®

Good
Idea ©

What are the attributes of God in
traditional (or classic) monotheism?

Why is it thought to
God is omnj

What is the paradox of omnipotence?

How might redefinitions of omnipotence
solve the paradox of omnipotence?

Why are there discussions around
whether God can self-limit his own
omnipotence?

Why have some thinkers argued that
other terms than omnipotence better
describe the power God possesses?

Why is there a conflict between
omniscience and free will?

How does Boethius attemnt
conflict?

What is Anschecga¥our-dimensionalist
approach to God’s eternity and
omniscience?

What issues are there with a ‘timeless’
God?

Why does Swinburne argue instead for
God as ‘everlasting’?

How might God self-limiting his
omniscience solve conflicts with human
free will?

How does God’s benevolent and just

Is the God of traditional (or classic)
monotheism coherent?

Revision Summaries for A Level Year 2 OCR RS: Philosophy of Religion
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Practice Exam-style Questio

1. “There is no adequate solution to the conflict between the omniscie
will.” Discuss.

HINTS

In your answer you should:

e  show a consistent knowle

rstanding of the conflict betwee
¢ 0 od’s eternity in the debate around the conflic
ound whether a timeless or everlasting interpretatio
blving the conflict
e proposal that God could potentially self-limit his own omniscie
e Analyse and evaluate different approaches to the questions surroundi

with free will, and whether any modern theological approaches are su

AdOO NOILO4dSNI
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Religious Language: Negative, Analog

nalogy of
-oportionality

Z
%
"
i
)
—
Z
O
O
T
...<

Where one attributes human characteristics

The view that negative language or proposit

igious conce

itive langua it

Existentialis

m man bein e WO

Non-cognitive elates eme at canno evaluate

Relates to propositions or statements that ar €
perspectives.

ons or statements that are dep

ubjective

%n or representation that stands in for something e

e abstract meanings.
anscendence The attribute of existing above or beyond th
nivo e that e interprete e
Al an e thatdrawsa son betwee N
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Religious Language: Negative, Analog

Overview — —
Religious statements and propositions are put forward every da

wholly aware of the structure and form of the sentences they are uttering. Yet su
other ordinary statements, as they point to a metaphysical reality or being that ¢
typical words, phrases or sentences. Throughout history, this difficulty of talking a
from a religious and secular perspective, yet it is still at limitations the
and whether ordinary language can appropriate
However, such questions have rarely bee;
usually being one of how religio
positive language can suze

Key Poir®

The Nature and Purpose of Religious Language
»  Religious language is concerned with the words, phrases and vocabulary hum
and all other associated religious concepts.

o  While this may appear initially to be straightforward, there are a numbe
discussing and debating the existence and nature of God.

o This issues are often motivated by philosophers attempting to outline o
meaningful or productive language. If ordinary statements and proposit
constructing statements or propositions that effectively describe the wo
impossible task.

o Therefore, there is great attention paid to the way language about God
interpreted literally, even if God is thought to be bex«.nd comprehensio
metaphorically, even if such language str _nect to an indepe

o God’s transcendence, among his otkar
describing him is used ac
meaningful at a

For example, if someone claims that ‘God created the universe’, then it
genuinely holds such a statement to be true and reflective of an event t
o However, at other times religious language is used differently. If a perso
such a statement could reflect a literal belief that an element of God is p
be interpreted to mean that God is an important psychological presence
o Importantly also, religious language does not just involve passive descri
used in different practices and contexts in individuals’ lives. In rituals su
language used is thought to bring about changes in human beings, or ev
o These differences in use mean that even theists themselves are not agre
language should be defined or employed. Capturing the variety of uses
description or theory.

these terms are used de oly | t other times they are used within a
; g the language they employ.
s are those which can effectively be evaluated as tru

One example of a cognitive statement is ‘all swans are white’; this state
as true or false according to whether non-white swans exist (hint: they d
o Non-cognitive statements, however, cannot be evaluated as true or fals
with representing directly knowable facts, and are used to denote non-li
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o  The meaning of non-cognitive statements is, therefore, subjective; it is as
beliefs or pre-existing assumptions as it is on the meaning of the terms e
o Examples of non-cognitive statements may include symbols, metaphor
o  Cognitive and non-cognitive language is also sometimes termed realist
ways in which it seeks to evaluate or represent ideas about the world,
also be misleading. Those who argue for non-cognitive language being
language has no direct connection to reality, Just tha !;ts meaning does
it as true or false with respect to the obs :

ordinary language to describe God. Since God is transcendent and sup

human experience, it is unclear whether ideas derived from this experi

meaningfully apply to divine beings.

o However, in describing what God is unlike, it is possible to remove such
restrictions, and build up an idea of God that is not limited by the bound
human experience.

o Moreover, it prevents confusion through using particular terms to desc
Saying that ‘God is the Father’ can be interpreted in a variety of ways, a
which may fail to accurately capture the nature of a transcendent bein

O For example, to say ‘the power of God has no limits’ potentially captur
than positive descriptions, as it does not seek to develop ideas of God’s
comparisons.

The apophatic way has been employed in relig! i\king far beyond

He argued that God was beyond the realms of human reason, intellect
that the categories human beings use to describe the world of sense ex
unsuitable to describe God.

o Itis only through negative language that human beings can begin to m
experience and begin to comprehend God as a transcendent being.

o By using negative language regularly, Pseudo-Dionysius claims that hu
towards a higher level of rational understanding about God and so mak

unified with God.

» However, it can be questioned more deeply how such a process is possible.
language enable human beings to correspondingly de :an accurate posit
o Maimonides, a twelfth-century Jewish schﬁ' so and used th
o He claimed that so long as one ha €rtainty that a shlp exi
questions that elimina
travel on land?’ or ve wheels’, and affirming the negatlv

possuble to comprehend the kind of benevolent being God might be, w
existing ideas about goodness.
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Issues with the Apophatic Way
»  While there are a number of intuitive advantages to using the apophatic wa
alone can provide clear and accurate methods for comprehending the natu

o One common criticism is that there are some attributes of or elements
described through negative language. Taking a previous example, ‘God

this statement does lead to an understanding of benevolence. In fact,

short of capturing the wholly good essence of God f~ 'many believers.

o  Perhaps more importantly, it can be cont n using negativ
ating ‘God contains no

o standing is developed independently of e
statement will still be drawing on positive ide

o ore, not clear to what extent the apophatic way can divorce

statements especially if clarification or comprehension is needed for t

» A deeperissue is proposed by Brian Davies. He argues that if one only uses
then one can never properly arrive at a meaningful concept of God altogeth
o  His central contention is that negatively eliminating various characteris

whether two or more people are sharing the same ideas about someth
provide a reference point or common ground between their thoughts.

o Therefore, it may be possible that after eliminating all things that God i
fundamentally different ideas about what God is. If this is the case, itb
apophatic way alone could lead to meaningful religious discussion.

o  Some critics take this point further. Antony Flew argues that if one we
the apophatic way, it would equate to describing nothingness.

o He contends this is because in the case of God e y, if there is no
of God and things in the world, then ther o distinguish wha
understanding of being is ba i Sc atlon and comprehension
negative language to g'is equivalent to describing nothi

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

he apophatic way is not the best, or a wholly acc

of language are needed for religious discussion.

noted that much of the language used in scriptural or doctrina
of positive assertions about his nature and identity. It may be difficult
a forceful commitment to the apophatic way.

o Similarly, it may be that even if the apophatic way is valid, there is an i
(or via positiva) in religious discussion. Aspects of God, such as his ben
comparisons to human experience, especially when combined with neg

The Cataphatic Way (Via Positiva)

»  The cataphatic way, or the via positiva, employs positive language to state wh
o  However, positive language takes many forms. All languages are rich in
terms are often used metaphorically or non-literally, to add layers of m

i
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necessarily provide.
o This ambiguity in meaning raises a numbe;
One is questioning how positive ¢
o This issue hinges on w
statements. The !

. mitary issues when
: tld be constructed abo
" a”fe terms A key distinction is b
statements that have only one unam
! hat potentially have more than one interpretatio
d‘r‘i’guage is employed, then one risks anthropomorphising
- n between God and human-derived ideas. For example, sayi
from saying ‘Terry loves Sally’.
o However, if one employs equivocal language then positive descriptions
open to interpretation. It becomes much more difficult to concretely s
being of God, and there is a risk of complete subjectivity.
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o There s, therefore, an inherent tension to using positive language to de
literal, unequivocal comparisons risk being inaccurate, while on the othe
being meaningless or overly subjective.

Aquinas and Analogical Language

»  Ananalogy is a comparison between two things that aims to explain the prope
behaviour of one (or both} of the things. Analogical lan therefore, involv
general use of analogies which talk about an idea o
o Inthe case of describing God, analogi

comparisons between aspec

g
Tnvolves drawing
re and behaviour and huma

interpretations.

o Forexample, if one were to say ‘God’s love for humanity is similar to the
is not claiming that God and humanity are mother and child, but that th
God’s love which is not open to interpretation.

o  This means that analogical language can also help develop a meaningful

ideas. God as the Father and Jesus as the Son can be understood from i

without imposing a literal comparison between human fathers and sons

» One key proponent of analogical language in religious discussion was Thoma
language runs the risk of failing to do justice to God'’s greatness while equivo
communicate the extent and magnificence of this greatness.

o Analogical language, on the other hand, is best suited as it allows for ref
derived from human experience, while also ackne:x/s Iging the limitatio

o Aquinas talked about the ‘gradationto b . h.ngs’ to justify this.
certain attributes to such greatn ond human comprehen
them meaningfully thro rsions found on Earth.

o  Furthermore, h orms of analogy that enabled meaningful

0  Onejaas vibution, which notes that for anything that is creat

’ ut the being from the created object. In the same way th

ood qualities on bread, God might do the same upon creating

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o Another is analogy of proportionality, which notes that it is possible whe
beings, to draw conclusions about higher beings who possess proportio
God’s goodness can, therefore, at least be partially understood, but ma
found in human beings.

»  Analogies of attribution and proportionality ensure that the complexity and
not overlooked.

o John Hick gives the example of a faithful dog to help illuminate the impo

o He points out that describing a dog as faithful requires not just that ther

between the faithfulness of a dog and a person, but also that the nature

proportionate to the being in question.
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o The requirements for a dog to be faithful € ver considering its

not mean that dogs ca
o «aeas, developing an account of what he t 39
o) human beings use as references to describe G
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o On tdp of these models are ‘qualifiers’, which allow human beings to de
equate his being with the models used. Qualifiers can be basic terms su
statements.

o Using models and qualifiers together provides a structure and method o
discussion about God without necessarily having to provide strict analog
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Issues with the Cataphatic Way

» Positive language is widely used when describing God, and many perceive its
justified so long as one is aware of its limitations. However, there are a num
potential issues.

o

» Another issue is that analogical language assumes a base similarity between
it would be completely invalid to draw an analogy in the first place.

(¢]

Religious Language as Symbol

»  Symbolic language takes a much different form to straightforwardly positive
primarily describes God and the world through the use of representations; im
things and point towards greater meaning.

o

One is to do with the terms used themselves. While it is possible to be a
an analogical statement has limitations when describing God, it can be n
these limitations themselves have to be described iz teral language for
understand.

William Blackstone makes this poi
meaningful than initially
straightforward oz,

analogous language is
gious thinkers, since any terms,
qunre explaining via univocal Ianguage

However if these differences aren’t explamed the analogy becomes les
since any number of interpretations can be made about the similarities

For religious individuals, such a similarity is justified, since God is though
creator of the universe and, for Christians, humankind is made in the im
However, if one takes an impartial stance, there is no a priori reason to
like human beings, or experience the world in any similar way, especiall
Therefore, it is not clear to what degree supporters of analogous langua
talking about the omnipotence of God, there is no independent way to
about power can be effectively compared to God’s power

Vincent Brimmer develops this issue, noting _'s inaccessibility m
unclear whether human language is fit to. God atall. Furtherm
constantly to remedy this, then,
saying that ‘God is lik
However, other

Symbols, therefore, can be distinguish from signs. The latter literally sta
while symbols evoke a greater meaningful response from those engagin
participation.

Paul Tillich develops this distinction. He contends that a sign typically is
something else, whereas a symbol is a more complex, richer representa
deeper meaning when used.

In this context, one common symbol is a
inhabitants it often carries an
emphasising the country
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Tillich and the Importance of Symbols

e

Tillich’s concern with religious language is placed within his overall synthesi

Christian theology. The main issue at the heart of his work is the meaning o

be a vast and incomprehensible universe.

o He contends that in nearly all academic disciplines this issue is raised, f
and it is inescapable as soon as human beings start to investigate the w

o However, he also puts forward that theology is the =1
existential issues. Through what he term ; '

. vels of reality they might not be naturally privy to and point

concepts, ideas and phenomena.

o This is because symbols encourage wider participation in their use and
meanings and emotions which might be inaccessible through ordinary |

Tillich’s emphasis on the importance of symbols reflects his distaste for trad
conventional linguistic methods of describing or understanding God presup
of a hierarchy of other beings.

o  Thinking about God in this way leads to specific attributes such as omn
God being bound by logical inconsistencies and contradictions.

o Tillich contends that, instead, a more fruitful approach is to view God a
existence, not an actual being himself. This is important, as if one is tre
represented symbolically, since ordinary language is fundamentally uns
beyond conventional ontological description

o Symbols are, therefore, necessary in all a

beings to not only understand

ligious life when ta

ois, therefore, emerge from continuous reflection upon ideas abo
change with the arrival of new events, worries and phenomena throug
them.

Tillich’s ideas initially seem radical, but symbolism is rife throughout Christia
pervasive in all spheres of human life. It raises the question of whether reli
sets of cognitive statements, and not instead as non-cognitive symbols who
are involved in shaping and participating them.

o  Taking the symbol of the cross, many Christians would be inclined to agr
meanings, feelings and ideas that cannot be captured by ordinary langua
sacrifice, but the notion that God is on the side of human beings and rea

o However, statements such as ‘God created the w '

y res the highly participatory natu
gious language in order to give basic de
ynamic contexts, whether they be rituals or pray
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Issues with Symbolic Language

e

While symbols are important within religious discourse, it is less clear whet
comprehensive account of not only how religious propositions are used, bu
o One key issue that many critics raise is that for many theists, religious s
truth-evaluable claim about the world, even if there are potentially diff

o Inthe case of ‘God created the world’, while a symbolic interpretation
statement about God being the cause of the universz 'whether it be th
scriptural sources such as Genesis, or thr . .t such as the Big

o Moreover, in both religious and claims are debated n
nature, but whether they Uth uine truth about God and the
calse of the evolving participation of indiv

\ out God which renders an old interpretation o
-eiects a deeper problem for symbolic language. Itis not cle
épresent the theological body of knowledge that many theist

Hick builds upon this issue, noting that Tillich regularly shies away from asse
heart of symbols, claiming primarily that they represent the ideas of a com
fixed theological claims and statements.

o  Yet Hick argues this means that the only value symbols possess is subje
to tell whether individuals are gaining deeper meaning from participati
misleading emotional response.

o Hick, therefore, contends that it is necessary to assert that symbols can
Otherwise they cannot be said to correspond to deeper meanings or b

o Yetif this is the case, then symbols cease to be as meaningful and beco
stand in for sets of theological statements or claims which can be repre
religious language.

o There is, therefore, a tension at the heart of Tilli
are needed to ‘ground’ symbols in factua
becomes less comprehensiv

There are also iss

ika. While it is a symbol of spirituality in many religions, it wa
and used as a symbol of ‘Aryan’ pride or identity.

o  Similarly, there is an issue of whether the meaning of symbols can be con
community. If it is only possible to convey spiritual ideas by symbols, but
understood within their relevant communities, then it seems to make me
impossible.

o Afinalissue is that symbols can easily become outdated and fail to acc
God and the world. For example, Greek myths might be viewed as high
the fact that such myths are highly likely in the eyes of most to be untr

o  Symbolic language is capable of change through participation of a cultu
capable of remaining static and becoming irrelevant. Yet because the
use, it is unclear how to distinguish outdated sy ?from current, dy

e
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Key Figures

Thomas Aquinas

St Thomas Aquinas is one of the most important theologians to have ever lived and
much of modern Catholic teaching. His work has a wide variety of influences, but h
Aristotle’s ideas within a Christian context. This in particular led to a strong emphas
and the idea that the attributes of God could be discovered ntified in the obse
While he is best known for his arguments for the exi od, his work within t
proved highly influential, with many moder; :
of his writings in laying the grou i , imate religious discourse about the

Paul Tillicg

Christian teach®g, using this synthesis to address pervasive questions about the n
existence. His theology as such was radical in many respects, eschewing the tradi
God and the world, and embracing terminology from existentialist philosophy. As
God as Being-itself and faith as ‘ultimate concern’, the total surrender of oneself i
were often considered to be unorthodox, especially by more conservative Christia
grasp his overall theology without extensive reading, he has made vital contributi
philosophy of religion.

Key Texts

Sumimia Theologica (Aquinas)
Summa Theologica is Aquinas’s best-known work, and was intended as a guide fo
Aquinas never finished it). Itis a large text, and Aquinas i ad it to include all
theology, with each topic being part of a cycle whi i k from God and
Church. While the best-known part of th rogica is the five argumen
key part is Aquinas’s development &\~ ortance of analogical language, esp
where the nature of God tood from observation and reasoning on t
form and Struze i ‘language have proved very influential, and many
theologians & —11; Aquinas’s ideas.
b2

Dynmamics of Faith (Tillich)

First published in 1957, Dynamics of Faith is one of Tillich’s most widely read wor
exploration of faith (which Tillich defines as being ‘ultimate concern’), looking at

what faith means in the context of everyday existential dilemmas. Animportant
that the only meaningful way to talk about faith is through symbolic language. W
ultimate reality more than they are designations of a specific being, and there ar
employed to show faith as a state of ultimate concern, including myths and para

Tillich’s most accessible works and a good encapsulation of his methodologies an
religion.
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Student Checklist

No idea | Some Good

?
What Do | Know? ® Idea}@ Idea ©

Why are there difficulties in describing the
nature and purpose of religious langt

What are cognitive
statementsj

What is the apophatic way?

How can the apophatic way be useful when
attempting to describe or understand God?

What issues are there with the apophatic
way?

What is the cataphatic way?

Why does Aquinas believe that analogical
language is appropriate when talking about
God?

What are analogies of attribut!
proportionality?

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

relationship between God and the world?

How is religious language often symbolic?

Why does Tillich believe that religious
language is extensively symbolic?

COPYRIGHT
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Why might symbols provide a
comprehensive way of understanding
religious language?

What issues are there with symbolic
approaches to religious language?

ig

Are symbols too subjective
comprehensilg
language?

Qg
Education

Should a cognitive approach or a non-
cognitive approach be favoured towards
religious language?
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Practice Exam-style Questio

2. ‘Religious language should be understood as predominantly symbo

In your answer you should:

show a consistent knowledge omd e
o the maijor theologica
symbollsm

o} T|II|c

argoments for symbolism, and whether symbolic approaches can provi
understanding of religious language.
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Religious Language: Twentieth-centu

2 1 1
experience

steriori

| den

e

e rimitive for guage th 0
guag e ite ingtuln
. A philosophical movement which emphasis r
ogical Positivism L ..
forward the verification principle as : eani
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A statement or proposition that is true unde

of its terms.
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Twentieth-century Perspectives and
Comparisons

Overview - — —
For most of human history, discussion about the nature of religiou

theological perspective. This meant that talking about God was considered an in

expressior
considered

Key Points

Religious and Secular Approaches to Religious Language
» Religious language is often viewed differently from secular perspectives, esp
have contended that despite efforts to clarify the form and structure of religi
non-sensical or meaningless.
o  Auguste Comte, the founder of positivism, claimed that religion would e
which offered more concrete and verifiable answers to unexplained phe
nature of scientific explanation.
o  Whereas religious explanations typically had
interpreted differently, scientific expl
o  Part of this was that religious |3
their literal use, whe
unambiguous s

rerent styles, whe
yeré’eivably more rigo
en connotative; the term
xplanation generally strived to be d

o  Furthermore, this demarcation seemed to matter greatly when it came
of the world. If a statement could not be verified to be true or false, wh
It could be questioned whether statements that weren’t truth-evaluable

Cognitive and Non-cognitive Approaches
»  Scientific enterprise naturally values cognitive statements. In empirical study
truth-evaluable for it to be established. This does not mean any theory is ne
specific propositions relating to that theory can be established as true or fals
o  Similarly, for religious language, the analogical approach from Aquinas p
statements about God. To state ‘God is omnipotent’, from Aquinas’s pe

o
participating in it.
o Anumberofde
o ore, how should religious texts be understood if a non- cognltlv

way of keeping the truth claims of scripture meaningful, or are they sim
not possess a religious perspective?
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Logical Positivism

» The logical positivists were a group of philosophers in the early twentieth cen
understanding the criteria for a sentence to be ‘cognitively meaningful’; that
false way to states of affairs in the external world.

o  They were influenced in particular by Hume’s fork, which divided betwe
of ideas’. The former were synthetic, contingent and a posteriori and th
and a priori.

o  For any proposition, Hume claimed that if !

illusion’. In other words, the pror
be trusted to represent t

>  The verification principle holds that for any proposition or statement to be mea
must be verifiable either through empirical evidence or through it being an anal

o Therefore, unless a statement was able to be confirmed or verified thro
form of sense experience (and so be synthetic, a posteriori), or be tauto
true due to the meanings of the terms involved (analytic, a priori), then
logical positivists held it to be meaningless.

o This meant that a wide variety of fields failed the test laid down by the
verification principle. In particular, ethics which made normative propo
and metaphysics, which made propositions about things beyond sense
experience, were demarcated as being meaningless.

o Importantly, religious propositions failed the test also, as they generally
metaphysical entity who is beyond the realms of sense experience.

For example, if one were to claim that ‘God c world’, one coul

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

thereof one must be silent’; implying that for topics whose truth cannot
meaningless since any associated issues could never be resolved.

» A Ayer continued the work of the logical positivists and in Language, Truth
criticism of religious language, claiming that since it is predicated upon discu
the existence of God), it is fundamentally unverifiable and so meaningless.
o However, Ayer also deviated from other logical positivists. He argued th

dubbed the ‘strong’ verification principle, was too strict, as it claimed th
verifiable through empirical evidence.

o This prevented the verification of important statements such as historic

high bar for the confirmation of general propositic ch as ‘all swans

directly observe every swan at once. .

o Instead he asserted what he term2 iz verification principle, wh

only had to be verifiable gh empirical evidence. Therefor

erience, it passes the test, and one can ass
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such as God or the statements of other fields such as ethics or aesthetic
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Issues with the Verification Principle

e

For the strong verification principle, there are a large number of potential iss
are to do with whether the principle itself is appropriate, and others concern
excludes statements or propositions that would be considered intuitively me
o  One basic criticism is that the verification principle itself is unverifiable,
does not pass its own grounds for meaningfulness. However, this critici
be misplaced, as the verification principle is not itse!f i law or metaphys
proposition. Instead it is a basic principle 2= n.what is and is no
meaningful for cognitive stateme ‘

o More concretely, some t € whether or not the verification
« Brimmer argues that the verification pri

ntific propositions when they are in fact procla
o «mt as supports of the verlflcatlon principle assume that w

upon the logical positivists’ own subjective outlook, not a global objectiv

o  Briimmer’s criticism gives rise to the possibility that verification is not eq
cognitive statements may possess meaning even if they aren’t directly t

o Swinburne in support of this idea gives the example of toys coming alive
sleeping. While it would never be possible to observe this behaviour, it
propositions about it, meaningless.

o  What it suggests is that the meaning of a proposition is not determined
conditions, but instead how the proposition is understood in the contex
the interpreter’s perspective. It may be that the verification principle is
too simplistic as a general principle of meaningfulness.

The verification principle also faces issues when it comes to verifying proposi
practice. While it was noted that the strong verificati inciple had issues
facts, which cannot be directly verified, there /¢ or p oblems still.

o Scientific theories often posit m inds of unobservables, wh
phenomena such as wever, all of these are at best only i
complicated m often aren’t observable at all. This mea

make metaphysical statements about the existence or nature of unobse
easily be understood with strong forms of verificationism.

o  Furthermore, it is difficult to form propositions about laws of nature un
they can never be properly verified through sense experience (as there
they can be tested). The same is true when discussing probabilities.

o  While logical positivists may simply argue that laws of nature are simply
regularities, in scientific practice they are often metaphysical restriction
simply well-documented rules. This suggests that the verification princi
not a reliable test of meaning.

e verification pri
s w0 be meaningful, a
Lt ely as meaningless.
on, religious statements may be
nice it is theoretically possible that in the a

There are also specific issues with Ayer’s ‘weak’ versioz
which, although allowing for a greater set of p
encompasses propositions Ayer m
o  Hick proposes that unde

r might contend that such eschatological verification is mislea
one cannot verify the existence of an afterlife now, it raises the prospec
weak verification principle is too vague, as any number of propositions ¢
circumstances unknown to human beings now.

o This is especially pertinent as some religious philosophers contend that
aren’t strictly empirical claims about the world, they do draw upon sens
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the Philosophical Investigations, Wittgenstein radically changed his view.

o

In the case of religious statements, their meaning can
they were uttered or from which they arose. A re
possess layers of meaning which an at '

Following Aquinas, Dorothy Emmet contends that religious claims use a
both in faith and specific sense observations about the natural world.
but they do draw upon verifiable elements and may be in theory able t
empirical evidence.

So not only do logical positivists misunderstand the nature of religious
themselves might accommodate a wide variety of meaningful stateme
empirically verified and others which are closerto m igaphysical claims
This raises the prospect that verificationi g 1in its weak form
analogical religious language, and Az uld remain importa
philosophy of religion. 1

He came to believe that the meaningfulness of propositions could not
verifying criteria or specific truth conditions. Instead, any rules or boun
propositions were much more fuzzy, and contained with the context of
Wittgenstein in particular noted that language was not a static enterpr
changes over time as both the context of its use and the people using i
This hints that statements cannot objectively be said to be meaningful
radically proposed is that whether a statement has meaning or not can
‘Lebensform’ or ‘form of life’ from which it arose.

A form of life is that context or culture of a person, or people, uttering
proposition. In the case of religious statements, this might refer to larg
or smaller groups, such as a single parish or Bible study group.

appear meaningless, but that is due to them not implicitly or explicitly
principles behind the uttering of those statements.

Wittgenstein uses the example of builders employing terms such as ‘sla
calling them out in a particular way or order that functions as a primitiv
although these words are part of a larger overall language, they can be
of language within this larger set.

Language games are connected to each other by family resemblance.
between all the terms and statements employed by people in different
in myriad different ways by overlapping similarities that change and ev

be understood fu

i

to communicate beliefs and ideas between people within the relevant
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o This does not mean that religious language is arbitrary, however, as any
have to follow the rules of the game. This means statements can be inc
rules or have been deemed to be used incorrectly.

o The logical positivists in developing the verification principle, therefore,
particular language game onto one which has different rules and criteria

o  Assuch, while religious statements might fail the verification principle, th

games, he did not see this as invalidating criticism of any particular field

o The similarities between different language games may mean that com
different language games, such that criticisms from one can apply to an
rules or criteria of truth and meaningfulness.

o However, a clear distinction can also be drawn between Wittgenstein an
religious language. Both regard God to be inherently unknowable, but A
connection between God and the created world means that analogical |
talking about religious beliefs.

o  On the other hand, Wittgenstein would argue that such analogical langu
religious language game which emphasises the validity of natural theolo
possibility of deriving the nature or existence of God from sense experie

o  For Aguinas, therefore, the limitations of religious language are due to t
transcendent, perfect being, while, for Wittgensteix. limitations are d
religious language game, with its own set hacriteria.

»  Other philosophers of religio n Wittgenstein’s language game
adapted ideas withi ary religious language debate.
o Donjest all statements about the existence of God should b

’ n idea often termed ‘theological non-realism’. He argues t

______ s are not attempting to claim God as an objectively existing bein

form of expression for a religious community about faith and the world th

o D ZPhillips argues similarly. He puts forward that religious language in r
to criticism has falsely adopted a language game more suitable for scien
Instead religious language and the statements or propositions made insi
should only be understood and judged within the relevant game.

o Religious language, therefore, does not need external justification for it
meaningful. It is perfectly valid and legitimate so long as it is judged by

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

of coherency within its own game. It does not need to be subject to oth
games or disciplines. COPYRIGHT
o These views express a strongly context-specific understanding of meani PROTECTED

religious language against more critical secular vie ere area numb

discourse overall.

Issues with Language Gam.
> feategorising how human beings employ 39

nvolved, but how those terms are used and structured i 09
o Howgs is unclear to what extent language games can be applied to EdUCOtiOﬂ
what extent they exonerate religious language from secular criticisms.
o Oneissue, as noted in the last section, is whether language games shoul
cognitive understanding of religious language; it is unclear whether Witt
may be that shared criteria between different language games allows fo
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o However, if Wittgenstein is correct about language games, then ideas su
misleading, as they are applying rules and criteria from one game onto a
difficulties or justifiability of doing so.

o Moreover, the logical positivists may be mistaking in the first place the k
making in their statements or propositions, as they are adhering to diffe
their utterance.

» However, it is not entirely clear whether viewins
exempts it from external criticism.

anguage from this

o Oneissue is that the logi still claim that religious statem
‘ a are more useful and coherent in de
o r statements such as ‘God exists’; the critic of r

universally
as meaningful.

o Relying on language games to justify the meaningfulness of religious lan
as no critical input from other language games could affect a theist’s bel

o There s, therefore, an extra question over the kind of language games t
communicating with others. There may be some extra merit to acceptin
meaningfulness, regardless of a person’s form of life or activities.

o Asimilarissue is whether language games are circular. If the source of
game they are contained in, but language games are determined by how
constructed by individuals, then it seems to raise an issue of how any la

o  This circularity suggests that language games are perhaps a too abstract
order to understand the way individuals use language, more precise ana

» There are also questions about reconcilinga n ~view of religious |
made by scripture.
o The Bible, for example

world. Jesus’s

make distinct and cognitive-eval
miracles and events that are claimed to

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

stian teachings seem to reflect these claims. Calling Jesu
is no\e an expression, but a recognition that Jesus is divine.

o Thereis, therefore, potentially an uphill struggle for the non-cognitive vi
how these claims should be understood, if not as cognitive.

o One way, as studied previously, is through Tillich’s argument that religio
the case then the rules and criteria around the use of symbols may refle
for religious individuals.

o However, more broadly the Bible might be viewed as an invitation to a p
develops a picture of the world in order to convey spiritual meaning on
events within might not have to be assessed as true or false, but might s
within a particular religious context.

o  Hick, for example, argues that the teachings of the Bible should be inter
If talking about Jesus’s Incarnation, then it is best
the Incarnation potentially reflects God’s
might be a singular case of God’s inlu.r e
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o Therefore, non-cognitive r- scripture are possible and plau X
‘terpretations, it can be argued that a non 39
way scripture is ordinarily used and interpret
Qg
Flew and & Education

necessarily mean that religious language was automatically cleared as a resul
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o Antony Flew proposed that there was a major difference between relig
by science; the latter naturally provided conditions under which they ¢
former provided no such conditions.

o He adapted this idea from Karl Popper, who originally proposed falsific
science from pseudoscience. However, Popper did not envision falsific
way to distinguish what was good scientific practice.

o Flew, on the other hand, argued that what made prr
conditions under which they could prove :

o Incontrast to the verification prmcn

kind of evidence is requir

tested according thz.

g!psitions meaning

rules on how prop
. m. Instead what matters is th

. s that would show them to be true.

ositions, therefore, is that predictions can be

o If cumulus clouds appear but there isn’t rain, in order for this propositi
necessary to reject this statement or adjust it so that it fits the evidenc

o Flew argues that despite religious statements or propositions giving th
appearance of falsifiability, any time evidence is given that contradicts
statements, religious individuals only offer ‘qualifications’ of these stat
instead of rejecting them. In order to demonstrate this idea, he outlin
parable of the invisible gardener’, a tale which pits a believer and a sce
against each other. The former believes that a particular patch of land
tended by a gardener, while the latter argues it is not.

o They both stay and observe the garden but observe no gardener. The
insists that the gardener, therefore, must be invisible and tending the g
in secret, against all evidence to the contrary, while the sceptic argues
of evidence indicates there simply is no gardene .

o Flew argues that in the parable, the believ,
accept the evidence that contrad
justify their original th

| Ivarent to the theist.
rd it. Instead they add
s of whether it is best to reject it.

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o) Z can disprove the theist’s beliefs, they cea
‘ world. Religious language in this way, as Flew co
dlifications’.

o) ntemporary example of this idea is the problem of evil. Desp

widespread, purposeless and gratuitous, theists continue to hold on to
omnipotent, often through providing explanations, from free will to so

o  Flew would argue that these explanations fall short and are often arbit
view, would have just accepted that the evidence does not support an
and so the idea should be rejected.

The Falsification Symposium — Hare
»  Flew opened up his ideas to other philosophers of religion, especially those
symposium, published in 1971, titled ‘Theology and Falsification’, which con
responses from R M Hare and Basil Mitchell.
o Hare did not directly challenge Flew’s parable. |
a student who is convinced all unlversuty do
how much evidence is presented
o The key takeaway from this
beliefs and evider
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;l he offered a co
togethim,nom

are érgues, is that there is not a
. Itis all filtered through a person’s w
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this niceness is simply a ploy by the dons to harm them.
o Theres, therefore, no objective way to test the student’s beliefs. Evid
evidence against them, and vice versa.

person’s bliks will interpret the world in different ways and so they will
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The Falsification Symposium — Mitchell

e

conclusions. This means the conditions for a religious statement to be
from those of an atheistic statement.

o Religious language and arguments, therefore, simply reflect the operat
claims and explanations of the world that can only be judged from with
evaluated by a person viewing the world from an entirely different blik

gFIew, drawing u

Hare offers a broadly non-cognitive approach to answeri’
religious statements and their corresponding 4
person’s perspective on the world

o Hare does not argue that thi uating claims impossible. Blik
; ss'people make about the world and how
o .nple of the problem of evil, the advantages of Hare’s ide

theists might see the moral and spiritual growth arising from evil, or th
In either case, what is evidence for each side’s argument depends on t
the world.

o However, Hare’s arguments do have shortcomings. As Flew notes, Hare
the way most religious people perceive the statements they make. Inst
particular blik, many theists would contend they are making a genuine a

o Furthermore, Hare's argument seems to suggest that religious people a
students, since there is no way to easily judge whether someone posse

o Hare’s position, therefore, potentially collapses into fideism, where reli
apart from faith. This is somewhat of a radical proposal, since many th
and the language used to describe him is rational and coherent.

Basil Mitchell offers a much different argume +
assertions, he argues that ewdence ce \
presented is not enough fo
He glves a counf

Int against religious ass
_.»aﬁ’to reject these assertions.
w, concerning a resistance fighter wh

col'.udmg w1th the enemy, he continues to maintain his faith that the st

o  Mitchell argues that the fighter represents the theist, for the theist doe
God, and accepts that there is evidence against this belief. However, p
maintaining this belief In the face of conflicting evidence, and moreove
throughout the world.

o Therefore, when a theist claims that ‘God is good’, they accept that the
that contradicts this statement, but that there are initial and continuin
due to one’s faith.

o  Mitchell altogether proposes that religious statements come from reas
or falsified then these statements should be rejected. However, faith m
rejected simply at the first bit of conflicting evid

o  Flew’s parable for Mitchell mlsrepresents the

On the contrary, the believer acce

Mitchell’s response has

the first place. Even if people still hold faith in a benevolent God, most
theodicies are necessary.

used within them are truth-evaluable, but the conditions for their meani
falsifiability.
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The Issues with Falsification
»  While Hare and Mitchell give two potentially persuasive responses to Flew, it
be questioned whether falsification is a legitimate test of meaning altogether.

o

» Theissues with falsification as a test of meaning don’t mean that it is not pote
indicates that even within cognitive theories of meaning, it might not be comp

o

However, there are still issues with Mitchell’s portrayal. As Flew highlig
from believing a stranger. God in Christian thought is an omnipotent cr
exempt God from conflicting evidence or contradictions in the same wa
or intentions of a human being.

Furthermore, one can directly observe the behaviour of the stranger, w
unknowable and unobservable. Belief in the stranger might easily be un
God’s actions could be numerous or few, and so i ible to judge.
!is between extre

It can, therefore, be debated whether reasonable faith is possible, or wh
since reason arguably requires proportioning one’s belief to the evidenc
one’s belief against a lack of evidence supporting it.

One potential issue is that there are many instances where scientific
theories are upheld, despite evidence against them. In fact this was an
issue for Popper, who originally proposed falsification as a method of
demarcating science from pseudoscience.

A key example was the theory of evolution. It is impossible to draw up th
conditions under which evolution would be rejected . cause any fossils o
animals would be ingratiated intoanew h .tion, as a form of
‘qualification’ to the original the
Such examples suggest t a bit more blurred between sci
Flew’s parable | articularly true when it comes to more a
Theczutiaer At include beliefs about probability. There are no co
0/50, since there could be any amount of variation betwe
also difficulties when it comes to scientific assertions about di
atoms or black holes. The statement ‘black holes exist’ would be, in prin
their nature, black holes can only be studied by their effects upon objec
Yet for many religious individuals the same is true of God. He might not
believers claim there is evidence in nature and experience for his existe

It may be that more precise or detailed criteria about what makes a stat
in order to judge its meaningfulness.

However, it also has to be considered whether Ayer or Flew have their o
belief such that the criteria of meaning they propo e not objective.
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Key Figures

A ] Ayer
Ayer was a twentieth-century British philosopher, best known for his support for
Language, Truth and Logic arguably helped bring the verification principle to wid
reached the radical conclusion that many different forms of Ianguage were mean
by his strongly atheistic beliefs, especially later in life, and mained critical of
academic career. However, he did also eventua! hat logical empirici

s

thought into a™early and a late period. The early period was Iargely concerned w
between propositions and the world, with the view that providing the logical dim
solved many major philosophical problems. However, Wittgenstein in his later p
started analysing human behaviour and language within the contexts it was used
pragmatic dimensions of how human beings employ terms and concepts. This pr
influential, and many regard his posthumously published collection of manuscrip
one of the most important philosophical texts of the twentieth century.

Key Texts

‘God Talk is Evidently Nonsense” (Ayer)

‘God Talk’ is an essay taken from Ayer’s larger work Language Truth and Logic, fi
expands upon his argument that religious language is es i
his existence cannot be demonstratively proved o
regularities in nature, or from experienc‘
existence and that greater critical » ‘
evidence for God as amety
destructive acg
down by Hur! —11
them.

neuther of these appro
experiences or regularities can
ﬁosztlon ‘God Talk’ is, therefore, a highly
it to be. Ayer is arguably in many ways just con
rguing that meaningful talk or discussion of things has to be

Philosophical Investigations (Wittgenstein)
Philosophical Investigations was first published in 1953, after Wittgenstein’s deat
topics, but is best known for its discussions about the nature and use of language
from his early thought and put forward that language has to be understood withi
his conceptions of forms of life and language games. Philosophical Investigations
was published, leading to both a decline in movements such as logical positivism,
known as ‘ordinary language philosophy’ in the subsequent years. Even now, ma
Wittgenstein in an ever-expanding number of fields, and debate rages on the bes
book’s loose style, which presents arguments in the form of dialogues rather tha

i
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Student Checklist

What Do | Know?

No Idea| Some

What is the verification principle?

® Idea ©
|

Why do the g
verification '}

llius'propose the
a test of meaning?

How does the verification principle pose a
problem for religious language?

What issues are there with the verification
principle?

Why might a non-cognitive approach to religious
language solve the issues presented by the
verification principle?

What is a form of life?

How do language games arise out of ;
forms of life?

How can language games be compared to
Aquinas’s analogical approach?

What is the falsification principle?

Why does Flew propose the falsification
principle as a test of meaningfulness?

Why does Flew argue that religious language.iv
not meaningful?

What replie g
in the falsifi!

What issues are there with Flew’s
falsificationism?
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Practice Exam-style Questio

3. Assess whether the verification principle successfully challenges th
language.

In your answer you should:
e  show a consistent knowle
including:

how

rstanding of logical positivism a

‘ rinciple challenges the meaningfulness of re

. ves with the verification principle and whether it is

different cognitive and non-cognitive approaches to religious

amifications for logical positivism

e Analyse and evaluate different approaches to the issues surrounding |
verification principle is an adequate test of meaning, and whether reli
the challenges presented by the logical positivists.
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Mark Schemes

Levels of Response (A Level)

Level Levels of Response (AO1)

The student’s answer will display excellen /ledge and unders
maintain a strong and nuanced f uestion, and will co

6 ranging amount of appli encapplied with flair. It will sh
(14-16 . . = : ;
marks) u.nderstam?me | : issues wnt.h c.cnrnprehen5|ve brea(.jth
risoro 1t sanical language and significant and substantial
academic opinions or sources of wisdom.
tudent’s answer will display very good knowledge and underst
5 “addressed the question, and will contain a great amount of applicab
(11-13 appropriately. It will show a detailed understanding of the relevant
marks) or depth. There will be a precise use of technical language and subs
appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisdom.
The student’s answer will display good knowledge and understan
4 addressed the question, and will contain a good amount of applic
(8-10 appropriately. It will show on the whole a solid understanding of

marks) moderate depth or breadth. There will be a mostly precise use of
number of references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions
The student’s answer will display adequate knowledge and under:

3 addressed the question, contain a fair amount of applicable conte
(5-7 understanding of the relevant issues, though..

marks) technical language and an adequa

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

2
(34
marks)
1 “The student’s answer will display a poor knowledge and understa
(1-2 misunderstood or disregarded the question, contain little applica
limited understanding of the relevant issues. There will be minim
marks)

few references to appropriate scholars, academic opinions or sou
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Level Levels of Response (AO2)
The student’s answer will give an excellent analysis and evaluation
6 insightful, persuasive and coherent argument, with clear, well-dev
(21-24 justification and evidence for the views presented, and will thorou
marks) question. There will be a faultless and extensive use of technical |
substantial references to appropriate scho ademic opinions
enhance the answer. ‘
The student’s answer ryipo00od analysis and evaluation
5 predominantly per herent argument, with well-deve
(17-20 evidence s'presented, and will fully and skilfully answ
marks) Lis 5.0 technical language and substantial references to ap
ons or sources of wisdom which enhance the answer.
he student’s answer will give a good analysis and evaluation. It w
4 successful efforts to give a coherent argument, with some well-de
(13-16 evidence for the views presented, and will pertinently address the
marks) mainly precise use of technical language and a good number of re
scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisdom which enhance
The student’s answer will give an adequate analysis and evaluatio
3 successful efforts to give a coherent argument, though it will lack
(9-12 for the views presented, and will generally address the question.
marks) technical language and an adequate number of partly effective re
scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisdom.
The student’s answer will give a rudimentary analysis and evaluati
2 occasionally successful efforts to give a coherert argument, but w
(5-8 evidence for the views presented, y partly address the
marks)
1
(1-4
marks)

)
ppropriate scholars, academic opinions or sources of wisdom.
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Indicative Content

1. ‘There is no adequate solution to the conflict between the omniscie
Discuss.

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

n tree will; if God alre
s'must necessarily occur.

o The omniscience of God potentially conﬂlc’zs

foreknowledge of future events, thez t'
o This necessity implies that t%
human beings w

2 sthuman choices or decisions is alrea
> szou could not know the outcome of their choi
n issue, as God is supposed to be a benevolent an

o
human beings do not possess free will, it would be unfair o
o Sometheologians have accepted that all things are predetermined, but most

the notion that humans have free will.

o There have been two major approaches. One focuses on the timelessness of

o This timeless approach contends that because God is outside of time, God do
as being in the past, present or future. Instead, everything appears to God in
present.

o Boethius develops this view by appealing to the difference between simple an
necessity. He claims that God’s knowledge only requires the latter, which ins
‘if an event happens, it must necessarily happen’.

o Anselm also develops this view by appealing to a four-dimensionalist view of
transcendent God is outside of, or separate from, to the fourth dimension of t

o The second view argues that God is everlasting, not timeless. God, therefore,
future events.

o Swinburne argues that God self-limits his own omnipoten
free human beings. However, he remains omnipcis
freedom at any time.

(AO2) Students may analyse and e

and omniscience
mniscient since h

uestion through the arguments b

e conflict between omniscience and free will:
en simple and conditional necessity is not enough to gu
or human beings to be free, their actions would have to change

“ontradicts omniscience.

o Atimeless God raises numerous other difficulties, including whether God can
outside of time and how God could act within time. Furthermore, it can be g
an eternal present is logically possible.

o Itis unclear whether an omniscient and omnipotent God could self-limit his o
the case then he is not essentially omniscient.

o Talk of an everlasting God cannot be reconciled with the God of traditional th
possesses complete and unlimited knowledge of everything.

There is no adequa
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There is an adequate solution to the conflict between omniscience and free will:

o Atimeless God is coherent and the distinction between simple and conditiona
how God's knowledge of all things is not foreknowledge affuture events, esp
outside of a four-dimensional world.

o The conflict between omniscience and frea v

It may be that a deistic concept’

n issue if God is also b
must appropriate, where God do
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persuasaon of God. Omniscience only conflicts with free will if one insists that
means God knows every possible thing, not everything consistent with his nat

Revision Summaries for A Level Year 2 OCR RS: Philosophy of Religion Page 39 of 4




2. ‘Religious language should be understood as predominantly symbo

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

o The nature of religious language is widely debated. Broadly, approaches can
cognitive and non-cognitive forms.

o Cognitive approaches contend that religious language m
of a cognitive approach is the cataphatic way, w
appropriate when describing God.

o Aquinas takes this cognitive aprra g that while many forms of |

univocal and equivocal

s truth-evaluable
rward that positiv

nature means that 1ts claims are not directly truth-evaluable.

o Instead, symbols are employed by theists when talking about God, in order to
conscious reflection about his nature and point towards deeper meanings.

o Symbols also capture the highly participatory nature of religious language; be
simply make claims about the world, but use symbols as a form of faith and e

o On the other hand, for Tillich, using cognitive language in describing God is a f
misguided approach; it treats God as if he were a separate distinct being and
and inconsistencies that plague theology.

o This means claims such as ‘God created the world’ are not intended to be dire
statements about the world, but symbolic statements that point towards God
being.

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

Religious language is predominantly symbolic:
o Symbols are pervasive and extensive in scrip*
such as the cross to the imagery u

‘ , Whether it be from
3 describe Jesus.
able to be described using ordinary la

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

o God is not a simple objec
nderstood using symbolic language, free from
erms.
o age explains how human beings not only talk about God, but p

- and employ it as a method of expression and a demonstration of fai

o Many of the issues and inconsistencies in traditional theism occur because po
employed inaccurately. The remit of theology is to give answers to existentia
make direct truth claims about the nature of the world.

o Symbolic language notes the importance of a person’s subjective ideas and ex
talking about God.

Religious language is not predominantly symbolic:

o Itis not clear that all religious language is symbolic and non-cognitive in natur
about the world are often made on a cognitive basis, with symbols used to au
understanding of these cognitive claims.

o Aguinas’s development of analogical language answers the issues with descri

ordinary language. It is only improper if one is no* y 1g one’s descriptio
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cognitive claims.
o Symbols are too easily misunderstood, misappropriated or mishandled to be
for religious discourse.
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3. Assess whether the verification principle successfully challenges th
language.

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

o The verification principle was put forward by the logical positivists as a test of
given statement or proposition.

o It held that in order for a statement to be m
verifiable by empirical evidence. If it '

o Avyer put forward a weak v

verifiable by empiric.

0 The veaa

to either be anal

se, then it is meaningles

. ciple, saying that instead of needi

, tatements only had to be verifiable in theor

allenges the meaningfulness of religious language

‘metaphysical idea which cannot be proved or disproved t

ts that a cognitive view of language is important; unless a stateme
evaluated as true or false then it is not a meaningful representation of the wo

o Inresponse, some theists have argued that the verification principle misunde
of religious language, which is in fact non-cognitive, and does not make direct
the world.

o  Others have argued that the verification principle itself is misguided. By its o
meaningful, and excludes many important meaningful statements, such as his
theories about unobservables.

o One example is Swinburne’s toy room; even if such a proposition cannot be e
disproved, it does not mean it does not possess meaning. It relates to human
understanding of the world by the terms and ideas involved.

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

The verification principle is an issue for religious language:

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

mea™®stul according to the evidence available. God is simply a metaphysical
cannot be meaningfully confirmed or disconfirmed.

o The weak versions of the verification principle meet the challenges of critics;
statements about unobservables can be accommodated so long as they can b

The verification principle is not an issue for religious language:

o The verification principle misunderstands the nature of religious language. It
direct claims about the world but is an expression of faith.

o The meaning of a statement is not derived from whether it can be verified bu
understanding of the statement within the context it was uttered. The rules a
fanguage game govern the meaningfulness of statements and terms.

o The verification principle excludes many intuitively meaningful statements, su

unobservables or laws of nature, which are key to . tice of science.
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