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Teacher’s Introduction

This resource provides concise and comprehensive coverage of Edexcel A Level Year 2 material for Paper 1:
Philosophy of Religion. The material is covered in the order given in the specification:

e Religious language (Analogy and symbol, Verification and falsification debates, Language games)

e  Works of scholars (Context to critiques of religious belief and Points for discussion; A comparison between a
critic of religion, Bertrand Russell, and a religious believer, Frederick Copleston)

¢ Influences on developments (Views about life after death across a range of religious traditions, Points for
discussion about life after death, Religion and science debates and their significance for philosophy of
religion)

Each subtopic has ‘Activities’ in boxes, which are mostly questions for stimulating class discussion.
There are also ‘Exam Prep’ boxes, which provide activities for directly preparing students for the exam.

Also included are ‘Quick Quiz’ sections throughout each topic, which should provide a fun way of checking
comprehension and helping students remember key information. Answers for the Quick Quiz sections are
provided at the back of the resource.

Key terms have been defined in boxes and highlighted in bold.

February 2019

Free Updates!
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made to this resource or other RS resources your school has
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4 RELIGIOUS LANGU

Within the realm of philosophical or religious discussion, the way in which conc
understanding the content which is being discussed. Language, and how itis u
discussion, will differ depending not only on what the topic of discussion is but

Within religious texts such as the Qur’an and the Bible ‘arecurrent the
alludes to the nature of God as being beyond the & urnan dialect — our
Scriptures, cannot do him justice. Inde: se who do not believe in
of who and what God or gods i .d'be has such rich variety within bel
almost an impossible fea all of these things in words. It can end up
Wittgensteig

Philosophy is a battle against the bewitchment of our

——

What issues, then, does this bring up when one is faced with the problem of di
philosophical context?

This is the issue beyond the arguments about the existence of God themselves;
discuss these issues —the words we use and the way in which we use them.

We encounter the issue of cognitive and non-cognitive statements.

Cognitive statements are those which are truth-evaluable, as in they have trut
as meaningfully true or false. For example, if someone makes a statement suc
should enquire about the truth of this statement, as it could be incorrect, in th
Devon’ is incorrect. Therefore, it makes sense to enquire about the truth of thi

hoval or sentiment, w
n-cognitive statement as

nor untrue, as it doe: «th; therefore, it does not make sense to en
whether or i

4.1 Analogy=

Analogy and symbolism are two of the key aspects of religious language which
discussion of religion. Analogy is one of the key tools used by those on both sid
attempt to explain their point of view to the other in a way in which they will u
use of analogy within the realm of religious discussion is William Paley’s watch
the teleological argument. There is an importance within the discussion of the
of analogy and whether the analogy itself is a sound analogy.

Symbolism within religions themselves is a key part of religious life; symbols ar
discussion of religion and within the participation of religious life. There is a dis
and signs, which will be discussed.

1 Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, 1953
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Analogy

Analogy is the use of comparison between two dissimilar or similar things towa
separate concept. This is one of the methods used to explain belief in God. A g
this has been used to explain belief in God is shown in the below quote by Chris

Ibelieve in Christianity as I believe that the sun has risen: not only because

i

the other. They are alike insofar as they share that common attribute. Within h
different methods of judging analogies, or four factors which will affect the way
analogy is. These are as follows:

1. The strength of an analogy is dependent on how similar the two things whi
2. He argues that similarities within analogies can be found only in things whi
3. Sound analogies will have a strong common denominator.

4. Good arguments or analogies do not rely on assumed knowledge regarding

Other important terminology when discussing analogy within theology or philos
via negativa and via positiva.

The via negativa, also known as negative theology or the apophatic way, is the i
language to effectively describe God as God goes beyond human understan
make positive assertions about God, but we are sertions about
knowledge from this.

way, is somewhat the opposite. It po

Via positiva, also known as ,
e way in which the Scriptures describe him. F

understand elezsen*

i 9

God is goo 175’
&

For example, ¥ve cannot conclusively say that God is good because our understa
a human level. We cannot know God or conclusively make statements about G
discussion of these things are human words with human understandings, and G
our human understandings of these concepts. God is ineffable (beyond the sco

Ideas of the ineffability of God are present in many of the world’s major religion
the name of God is too holy to be spoken by human words and within human u
omitted — ‘Yahweh’ becomes ‘Y-hw-h’. In much the same way, within Islam dep
Prophet Muhammad (the much-respected central figure of Islam) are not allow
negativa fit well with the religious practices of such faiths and with the ideas be

There is biblical basis for this idea including such verses as 1 c;rinthians 2:11ES
|

on, which is in

For who knows a person’s thoughts except the spi:
e ‘except the Spirit of God.

the th:

So where does this theo

of Clement ndria, for example. Similar themes of the idea of via negati
are present iftne work of such philosophers as Origen, Bail the Great, Gregory
Indeed, in the later fourteenth century, ideas of the via negativa appear in the a
of Unknowing, which states:

These ideas % arliest within mystical writings and Early Eastern Chr
D
G

2 Surprised by Joy, C'S Lewis
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The first time when you seek God, you find only a darkness and as it were, a cl
and this cloud is, whatever you do, between you and your God and...you may [
understanding in your reason.®

At the beginning of the sixth century, Dionysius the Aeropagite (named though
most likely been a Syrian Christian philosopher) made a distinction between the
theologies, thereby giving a name to the ideas which ha
posits basic understanding of God through the
negativa posits that this established unde :
and, therefore, these words ¢ iy
beyond. The terms we !;

asic one. The nature o
‘ ‘a basic understanding of God whic
nsofar as they give us an idea of God but

_ “picks up upon these ideas. He was an incredibly impor
cholar, he had a high level of knowledge of the Jewish Script
specifically singles out the issue of anthropomorphising God as something to be
theological discussion. This issue will be touched upon later. Within his work T
examines the concept of via negativa, stating:

Because man’s distinction lies in having something which no other earthy c
perception... this perception has been compared — though only apparently, not a
perception, which requires no bodily organ. For this reason — because of the div
given — he said to be in the image and likeness of the Almighty. But we should
Being is corporeal, having a material body*

Maimonides explained this idea using the example of a ship. By making stateme
can gain an understanding about what it is. For example, if we say a ship does n
knowledge that it sails on another substance. if we say that, gdoes not sail on a
the idea that it sails on water. ]

Aguinas and Analogy

St Thomas Aquinas, writer
regarding the vce of o
the ideas o
description XECg#ver fully capture the nature of God. Our words are flawed an
never be able to adequately describe God. Analogy, he argues, does help. Man
Aquinas’ ideas are similar and, given that he did have a large understanding of a
familiarity with Maimonides’, it is highly likely he had a good knowledge of the v

It should be stressed, however, that he was not a specific advocate of the via ne
because statements about God are beyond human understanding it does not m
not be made or have no meaning. Only negative statements about God can be
Aquinas; we can only say things which God is not, and beyond this any positive
what God is. However, positive statements, within his thought, still have meani

So we can see that many philosophers and theologians have posited that the vi
language regarding God — but what are the criticisms? Exam };es of criticisms fr
are as follows:

ul discussion about God a
n works within the logic of the via
' discussions of God’s nature.

1936) and Pierre Teilhard de Chardin {1881-1955) b

e  That the approach does not garner -
tracks. To state that God |
no valuable contrik

3 The Cloud of Unknowing, Anonymous, late fourteenth century
4 The Guide for the Perplexed, Rabbi Moshe ben Maimon (Maimonides), 1190

Course Companion for A Level Edexcel Paper 1: Philosophy of Religion (Year 2) Page 4 of

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ig

Qg
Education




Therefore, by being unable to use these words to discuss God, you are dis
himself.

e W R Inge argues that the via negativa poses a danger to theists and Christi
cannot fully capture God to being useless, you risk the loss of connection b
separating the language with which you can describe humans and reducin
descriptions of God effectively to nought, it makes it incrgasingly difficult t
discussion at all. Sy

e  Brian Davies argues against Maimonides uinas, by arguing t
an entity is not gives you no inform hat it is. In his view there
not stand up to scrutiny.

ers appears to be that a balanced understand
soth the via negativa and the via positiva. Aquinas posite
a God can never fully capture God does not mean that it has
into three categories in order to convey his thoughts regarding religious langua
e  Univocal

e  Equivocal

¢ Analogous

Univocal language: this is language that means the same thing regardless of the ¢
word does not change depending on the description or situation of the word. For
They are both the colour red, despite the context being different as hair and pape

Those discussing God within a religious context may encounter the issue of ant
concept of giving human characteristics or attributes to non-human entities; th
people use analogy or symbolism to explain their ideas about God. To ascribe
limit God to the human abilities. It is also inconsistent with thz differences bet

} ave'more than
presents a word
ohtext in which it is used.

Equivocal language: this is language or a term wh 4,
one meaning, or a double meaning, for e:
whose meaning changes depe
Within discussions outs!

context this d*% ean the sharp noise made by a dog in order to call
attention to itself. This is the same word, with different meaning
depending on the context. Within another language there would not be
such confusion — for example, within German these words are ‘Baumrinde’
(tree bark) and ‘Bellen’ (dog'’s bark), between which there would be no issue.

Attribution is a further philosophical word issue which is attributed to Aquinas
school of thought who attribute this idea to Thomas Catjan in 1469). It posits t
have commonalities and that we can ascertain things about the maker by looki
world, and everything in it, according to Aquinas. Therefore, there must be co
the universe and God. To illustrate his view, Aquinas uses a fairly unpleasant b
bull.

If you were to examine the urine of a bull, you w

derive idea!

attribute thi\g y to the creator of this natural world.

With this issue there arises another — the significance of proportional similariti
analogies. The things which are compared within the analogies have to be pro
logically, in order for the analogy to make the point that it desires to make. Th
be known whether analogical language is being used correctly in describing Go
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assumption of attribution is just that —an assumption — which when arguing ab
mistake to make in positing an argument.

For example, some people argue that the analogy posited

by Paley is too dissimilar to work — the watch is a man-

made object of technology. It is made of metal. The ((
world, to which Paley compares the watch, is organic. It
changes and grows itself, whereas the watch does
this way, some people argue that the two thin
dissimilar for the analogy to succes

_In your notes, eva
quinas’ theories

(&bouf God.

ugely important facet of religious life, practice and dialo
ise things of greater meaning.

For example, within Christianity the crucifix is a hugely important
multifaceted symbol. At a basic level, all Christians will look to
the crucifix as a symbol of their belief in the death of Jesus

Christ on a Roman cross in the first century as sacrifice for their
sins and through which they can receive forgiveness and
resultantly attain entrance into heaven. Within Catholicism, the
crucifix is often depicted with an image of Christ nailed to the cross
as a signifier of their remembrance of his sacrifice. Notably, many
Protestant churches will have the symbol of the cross empty. This
symbolises the belief that Jesus rose again; the empty cross serves as a reminde
remain dead but rose again to life and thus afforded forgiveness of sins.

it ifjs symbol; it is na
recorded within
‘ wn associated use isins
g Judaism has come to indicate su
his symbol to subjugate Jews during the h
of this symbol to be part of the flag of the nation of
and of the Jewish people.

Within Judaism, the Star of David is a hugely important
an important and notable figure within Judaism - “
While not always associated with Judai
century Ce) the use of this symho
also nationhood, throus

Philosopher Paul Tillich (1886—1965) laid a great emphasis within his own work
within religious language and the importance of understanding how this works
religion.

The theory which he posits is that religious language is symbolic in a specific wa
however, we must first establish what is meant by the term ‘symbol’.

Tillich argues they help people to open up to hidden levels of reality and unders
literal language.

Tillich firmly draws a distinction between symbol and sign, two concepts that coul
philosophical terms to be similar, but which Tillich wishes to assert as being diff
practical necessity which depicts something clearly' f

what to do. It has no purpose or meaning bey; ic information it de

<can point to a meaning beyond t
 7van Flag. On a basic level, it symbolises the
o ramericans, it symbolises what it means to be Ameri
every Ameiie 9 entify. Therefore, the Star of David, the example previou
WEips people open up to hidden levels of reality and understandi
literal language.

A symbol, however, is completel
represents For exampl
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Furthermore, Tillich points out that certain symbols have life cycles in that their
with time.

For example, to the right is the image of a skull and crossbones.

To modern onlookers, this symbol would generate meaning. Inthe minds of mo
this would conjure up memories of childhood — of stories and films filled with pi
ships sziled under the skull and crossbones Rum, sw g rogues intent

image to symbolise pirates
‘ e image was first used in the twelft
“dangerous nature of a particular fleet. It wa
scame firmly associated with pirates.

It has also cOW represent death — there are skulls and crossbones engraved i
do not symbolise their conquering by pirates, but rather the presence of graves.
death is the very reason why the skull and crossbones was adopted by pirates. |
death and danger —for example, it is common to place this symbol on a substan
has a high likelihood of killing someone should they come into contact with it.

The association that many children have with the skull and crossbones as being
has led to concern that it has detracted from the seriousness of the use of this s
For young people raised with the idea of pirates within cartoons, this would hav
connotation and, therefore, there is potential for this symbol not to fulfil its desi
coming into contact with the poisonous substance. Therefore, within the US, fo
towards the use of another symbol (‘Mr Yuk’) have been made.

and automaticall
= cases, understan
'’'s cartoon conjuring
rious connotations.

Clearly, we can see that meaningful symbols that we might s
have other connotations that we might not think of
representing the serious and deadly has be
those encountering it, rather tha ;

religious symbols. The understanding of

This same issue extends
" i1 is important to religious traditions in modern time

For example the biblical literary image used to equate God and Christ with a kin
impact. Kings had boundless power; they were the ultimate authority in those t
the context of modern Britain, our concept of the monarchy has drastically chan
monarchy has lessened considerably —the Queen now functions as somewhat o
power but it is a far cry from the absolute power of the rulers to which the Bible
tradition then, Tillich posits, there should be a change in the language that is use
denote symbols should be updated to reflect the changes in culture to help peo
significance that they denote.

have undergone a me
t the original meaning, and to the

r significance of these changes be?
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According to Tillich, religious language has many of the same traits as the symb
that a good example of the point which he is attempting to convey would be th
statement is not just a sign pointing to God, but also functions in the same way
‘participation in the reality of God’. It is something more than simply pointing t
statement about God.

Tillich argues that the term is ‘affirmed and negated’ by God wreality. Should t
description which Tillich is alluding to, then shou rely heis love. H
negativa, this is negated by the fact that the: all far short of the r
posited. 1

There are, howeve nswargument by Tillich. For example, John

John Hick {! 012} takes issue and raises the question of what is truly mea
and religiouss age ‘participate in what [they] point to’. Tillich does notillu
phrase, so Hick questions this. He states that the participation does little towa
showing what that participation constitutes. For Hick, Tillich’s idea of symbols
relativises religious belief — if symbols are to reveal some deeper understandin
towards some fixed, meaningful idea, otherwise one might be participating in n

Furthermore, does the significance of something as a symbol change when use
symbol does not have meaning? For example, should an atheist state that God
same weight and importance? Surely an atheist does not believe or agree with
does it negate the importance of the symbol and change what the meaning of t
mean that on the lips of an atheist such a phrase would function as a sign, whil
function as a symbol?

Spaghetti Monster’ then the same logic a
contributes to discussions on philos ;

demonstrat :yr’h’BoIs work within the mind. It does not
necessarily s,,.. gk of the existence of the symbol as pointing to reality
outside the mind. For example, the Southern American Confederate
flag is shown here. This flag symbolises a political ideal of a utopia for
which and under which those who believed in this fought. However,
this political utopia that they dreamed of never existed in the realm
of reality. It represents idealism rather than events or experience.
The same then is true of a symbol insofar as it is used to discuss God.
This flag also conjures up quite a different image for African Americans, who m
racism, slavery or oppression. Indeed, it ‘participated’ in these ideas insofar as
who perpetuated these ideas and actions. Therefore, we can see from this exa
many different things.

Tillich’s use of symbol is cognitive — it is fair and reas _enquire as to wh

are made can be said to be true or false. JHRa 49-1980) argues that s
and non-representative. Symbols, h ' 10t representative of a wider
person who is interpreting or Randall, religion has a specific and

collective human pS‘ .
explain his % N tof music; music moves emotions of humans in a par
express or P
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Regarding symbols, in his book The Role of Knowledge in Western Religion (1958

They make us receptive to qualities of the world encountered and they open our
which that world, in cooperation with the spirit of man, can clothe itself. Th
religious dimension of our world better, the ‘order of splendour” and of man’s exp
us how to find the Divine; they sf;zow us visions of

¢« de the mind of th
: dth of God, he attribute
_/ n which music functions to move
“and beliefs would contradict the idea th
er an imagined ideal within their own conscio

For Randall, the God that is debated here is not an =
has invaluable cultural purposes. Howe =

experience of the individual —in the
obviously refute this as the!
entity outsid

5 The Role of Knowledge in Western Religion, J H Randall, (1958)
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Quick Quiz

1. Whatis an analogy?

Z
2. (/)
U
3. mn
: o
—
5 O
; Z
O
7. O
U
8. ...<
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4.2 Verification and Falsification Debates

Within discussions of philosophy of religion, the provable truth of the existence
of God, and resulting religious views, has been at the centre of large amounts o
debate. The seeking of verification of beliefs and the attempt to disprove the
reliability of religious statements have been two major themes which have
defined the discipline of philosophy of religion. It debate 'l*f'};ether or not some
form of truth or knowledge could be argued to exi: er or not it can
be achieved.

Verification |
Logical positivism is nought that became hugely popular among W
early twent ‘and was supported by the Vienna Circle from 1924 to 1

collection o1 rs of varying disciplines from natural and social sciences to m
throughout this period of time to discuss and debate a variety of subjects rangi
to methods of knowledge. They published a variety of documents including the
world. The group was named the Vienna Circle due to their meeting within the
them within the context of the sociopolitical changes happening near Austria in
the rise of Nazism in Germany escalating into the Second World War. The grou
the murder of their chair Moritz Schlick by one of his students, following a grad

They subscribed to the principles of logical positivism.

This is a method of philosophically ascertaining what knowledge can be
said to be objectively true based on whether or not it is empirical. This
is also known as a posteriori rather than a priori. It is a method of
thought that posits that you can only verify the truth of a statement if it
can be empirically known — that is, if it is tangible, if it
sensory knowledge. This is known as the verificaf u 5 thatin
order to be cognitively meaningful, a st

The logical positivists were looking at what counts as meaningful language, and
whether a proposition was cognitively meaningful — whether it could be evaluat

being synthetic and being verifiable by experience. For the most part,
what people are really interested in are synthetic statements for the
purposes of generating new knowledge.

Hugely influenced by the Vienna Circle, English philosopher and writer A
J Ayer (1910-1989) published the influential Language, Truth and Logic

in 1936. He posited that various disciplines within philosoph (including
metaphysics, epistemology, ethics and philosophy of reli
meaningless because they are not verifiable.

In order to communicate this ide erent terms referrlng
to different kinds of stat

Course Companion for A Level Edexcel Paper 1: Philosophy of Religion (Year 2) Page 11 of

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ig

Qg
Education




He also posited two different forms of verification — strong verification and wea
Strong and weak verifications were described by Ayer as follows:

A proposition is said to be verifiable, in the strong sense of the term if, and only i
established in experience. But it is verifiable, in the weak sense, if it is possi

The issue with strong verification is not so much that experience is unreliable, b
cognitively meaningful statements that aren’t simply verified through experienc
statements such as ‘The Battle of Hastings took place in 1066’ or theories such a
experience. As such, the main issue with strong verification is that it exempts to
whereas weak verification corrects this, as, in theory, one could experience hist
theories as having meaning through observable evidence.

Therefore, if we run with this logic, every statement that we make is meaningles
which we consider within our society to be an accepted reality, would be challen
effectively rendered meaningless. We cannot trust our senses to reliably tell us
to gravity; therefore, it cannot be proved, and so the statement that gravity exis
meaningless. This causes somewhat of a problem; it works logically, but on a pr
Ayer states in his previously cited work that with the
significant statement of fact at all’.”

However, weak verification is sli

it is reasona’ posit that there are mountains on the side of the Moon that W
verification this statement has meaning even if it had been proved to be untrue.
produced photographs of the other side of the Moon in 1959, it showed it to be
there are mountains on the other side of the Moon.

How then do these principles interact with religious beliefs and philosophy of re
Ayer’s position on religion and philosophy of religion is somewhat damning, as h
“There exists a transcendent God’ has no literal signi

He argues that statements such as the example stated are meaningless by the st
of weak verification and strong verification. However, it is important to stress th

6 Ayer, A J, Language, Truth and Logic, 1936
7 Ibid
8 lbid
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The implications of this claim are big — it would imply that all religious belief and
the existence of God, is meaningless. It would posit that the discussion regardin
discursive process of philosophy of religion — is inherently meaningless, with littl
statements in such a way and wish to speak only in ‘meaningful’ ways, it is not ju
abandoned, but religious disbelief too — and all forms of discussion regarding rel

Lriticisms of Logical Positivism

As ever, strong viewpoints posited within discussi
Ayer is no exception; especially when cor
essentially meaningless and void
e The main issue wnt

. Tlosophy of religion a
point that would render

tion principle is

: eaningless. By both DISCUSSI

erification set forward by Ayer, the | If the principle of verifi
principl™ f fails the text. It is not empirically meaningless then what
able to be proved as we cannot sense the
principle. Itis not self-defining insofar as it does not prove itself; it is not a
itself meaningless and, by the standard of Ayer, not worth considering.

e Theissue is taken with the foundationalism-based stance of logical positivis
statements do not need to be proved because they are self-evidential (an e
‘cogito’ — | think, therefore | am). Those who stand for logical positivism ar
evidential; however, it is not necessarily. How can we conclusively say that
of statement?

e  The argument rests on the strong association with science and facts. It com
the garnering of truth. Examples of this would include truth derived from o
art or music. There can be deeper meaning and deeper truth found within
experienced. Itis the reason why these mediums are universal and are fou
sustained. It is important to emphasise that thi

way as scientific sentences.

e  Emmet is another thinker who takes issue with logical positivism. She argu
fail to understand the nature of metaphysical thinking. Natural theology, in
analogous rather than scientific. Faith and religious sentences for Emmet a
expression than explanation.

e Richard Swinburne refutes logical positivism on the grounds that there are
to have meaning which would be rendered meaningless under the criteria o
wouldn’t make sense to call meaningless. The example he uses to express t
Some of the toys that to all appearances stay in the toy cupboard while any
come out of their boxes and dance in the middle of the nintht without distur
then go back to the cupboard, leaving no trace o

e Further argument is found in the unde
would understand to be meani

e  Forexample, if | were
window, thon

« significance of sente

LU0 ‘open the window’, and as respons
en communicated there. However, by the de
s been said. Instead of the phrase ‘open the window
ewination proccal taperipplinuts’, you could have no idea w
no sense to the listener and, therefore, there is not a response that is reaso
logical positivism, however, both of these phrases have the same perceived
Communication and measured response seem to pose an issue with logical

9 Swinburne, R, The Coherence of Theism, 2016
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e  Some propositions can only be verified by experience — for example, escha
idea can be proved to be correct following death, such as the existence of
eschatological verification is specifically a response to the weak verification
theory to verify the existence of God in the afterlife. It would be allowed u
principle.

e  Thereis also an issue with sentences which are unintuitiygaly not allowed b
particular, statements about things which are unoh sle. For example,
experienced; however, they explain much
positivists but did consistently

avigate for them.

ACTIVITY

In a spider diagram, write the below statement in the middle.
statement using logical positivism and the verification principle

Then, label your evaluation with arguments which might challe

‘God is Love.’

Falsification
Anthony Flew (1923-2010) is a philosopher who is among those who have take
He was a rational disbeliever. He challenged theists, those who profess belief in
statements they made.

be tended by a skilled “Sceptic” explorer disagrees as there are pr

{ «li [/t in the garden and keep watch, looking for the Gard.
11 e Fhey find no evidence of the Gardener. As time passes and t
Gardener, the Believer begins to create more and more outlandish justifications
they have not seen him."®

Using this analogy, Flew intends to equate the believing explorer with theists, t
disbeliever, and to equate belief in the Gardener to belief in the existence of Go

He equates the increasingly outlandish ideas of the believing explorer as being a
for the existence of God, who, he argues, ignore the ‘weeds’ in the form of thei
argues in this way that those who believe in God lack the empirical evidence to
yet, despite this, continually insist in his existence. Through his invocation of th
following challenge to those who continually believe in God like the Believer ex

What would have to occur or to have occurred to con you a disproof of

10 Flew, Antony, Theology and Falsification, 1950
1 bid.
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By posing it in this way, Flew wishes to challenge theists to come to one of two

1. admit that there is evidence that exists that points towards the disproving
2. admit that there is no evidence that exists that could alter their state of be

In the case of the first conclusion, Flew views religion to be rendered meaningfu
retains its emotional and significant meaning to the believer, hut it is false in th

In the case of the second conclusion, Flew vnews re
his view that is completely meaningless.

e/ng unable to be

foe falsification
proposition. Wa ca _~ =r_&d statements to see whether
ted. The example that Flew puts
forward is ti he phrase ‘all cats have four legs’. If all
cats have four legs, then it would logically follow that there
are no cats which exist with three legs. Therefore, should we
one day encounter a three-legged cat, this assertion would be proved false and
Flew accuses theists of wilfully ignoring encounters with evidence which might
regarding God in the same way as one might ignore the three-legged cat.

does believe
non-sane blik
one can disti

Flew acknowledges that it can be difficult for people to let go of long-held belie
beliefs might be irrefutable. However, the problem he finds is that despite cons
might contradict their held beliefs, these people refuse to acknowledge this. H

Someone may dissipate his assertion completely without noticing that he has do
thus be killed by inches, the death by a thousand quali

Therefore, he lays the challenge — should those who belfew'
be able to show how God would not exist. itisin
on first look, as his answering philosophers

‘ the strength of Flew’s argument, p
tions as below.

R M Hare, particularly, whil
his own analogy H"

Thereisan —ll ) who is completely convinced that all dons are out to kill him
him that this™ t the case and provide evidence to show this. However, he re
to kill him.

When put to Flew's falsification test, since no evidence supports the madman’s
meaningless. However, Hare argues that the madman may have plenty of evide
dons wish to kill him. However, it might not be the kind of evidence which the f
Hare, the evidence might be the same provided information, but the world view
it is taken and this will be a hindrance in the testing method. The perceived goo
the friends symbolise well-meaning intent, but to the madman it may be interp
conspiracy to murder. Both are valid. These biases, or world views, are termed

Bliks, he argues, are unfalsifiable. They are part and parcel of our everyday exp
which we navigate the world. However, it is possible, in ew of Hare, to dr
which can be said to be true and those whlch can’; uld argue that w

forward by Hare, the blik held by the mar Tue.
Clearly then, this idea of blik: e .discussion of religious ideas and re
statements begans ‘rather than what Flew terms them (assertions)

&
disagreed wilit Flew that religious bliks and assertions are absolutely falsifiable.

the opposite is possible, i.e. to assert that God exists is to deny the possibility th
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He posits instead three different ways in which religious language can be unde

1: Provisional hypothesis - this is a scientific idea which can be disproved, a
can be given to prove it wrong. Flew argues that religious statements can
Mitchell disagrees.

2: Vacuous formulae - with ‘vacuous’ meaning empty, this term refers to b
experience but also have no large impact on the li L. 2 individual. This
into this description, and Mitchell believ : tements or beliefs

3: Significant articles of faith —
impact on the life of 25

beliefs v

gious beliefs that are strongly
and to which an individual is hugely co
«able fit into this category.

Mitchell alsd ses that religious people need to be wary about the beliefs t
are to those beliefs in order to ensure that they do not become vacuous formu
He argued that religion is susceptible to falsification — which is why, in his view,
argued that faith means that one holds a significant belief in spite of competing
so long as the belief does not become provisional or vacuous.
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Quick Quiz

1. Whatis logical positivism?
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4.3 Language Games

Ludwig Wittgenstein and Language Games
As if analogy did not complicate discussion regarding religious belief enough, on
also look at the meaning put into a word by the person who is using it. Within
discussion, depending on the viewpoints of the people involve},d, two people co

It was famously formulatz

Wittgenste strian philosopher who lived in Cambridge. He is famou
ne published book: Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus. He is no
respected as a great thinker. He was Jewish by descent.

The Tractatus heavily influenced logical positivism, as it put forward the picture
propositions (this will be discussed later in this section).

The picture theory claims that propositions put forward a representation of stat
proposition is true or false depends on whether this representation is accurate
which do not present a representation of the world, such as God or metaphysic

Itis in later works that Wittgenstein changes his views (see posthumously publi
Philosophical Investigations). He renounces picture theory, and instead looks a
how language is used in life, rather than its logical form, to represent things.

In this way Wittgenstein is dealing with the capacities of language in both works
approaching it differently and drawing different conclt = |

ewcontext of ‘Lebensfo
< 4uis of these forms of life that
ranguage games.

Wittgenstein’s concept of language games
which means “forms of life’. Itis

Wittgenstein developed

Regarding | ‘113 : guage games, it seemed to him that the way in which
issues was r! tructlve because they intended different things by the same
words they were using, but rather the interpretation of these words.

For example, should an alien without any concept of British idioms overhear the
dogs’, they would vastly misunderstand the statement. Without the context of
they would interpret it to literally mean that there were domesticated animals f
however, that this phrase is just an idiom which means that it is raining heavily.
their context has not changed, but the interpretation has completely altered th
knowledge of the meaning of the idioms, the alien does not have the key to und
Therefore, within the thought system of Wittgenstein, the British person and th
‘languages’.

Within every part of our lives there are particularities regardirg language that m
our lives. Regional slang, dialects and personal beli ; [ nce the words
example, the way in which someone mlght tall te ficant other will be
which they speak to their boss (y

In order to understand
context ancgs

\ n that is taking place, the outsider listeni
" *‘?esultant meaning of the words in order to unders

Wittgenstei s this is the crux of his language games. He compares it to pl
example, if someone tries to play football by the rules of netball there will resul
confusion. A tennis ball and a basketball are hugely different structures and us
sports despite both being a type of ball. If you try to treat them the same way,
inefficiency in playing either game correctly.
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It is not the ball, but the context which is important. In the same way, it is not
indicates the meaning. Therefore, what one person might mean when discussi
completely different from others. What Richard Dawkins means when he uses
from what a modern-day Christian, Jew or Muslim will mean when they use the
people discuss such things it is important that each understands what the othe
incredibly difficult for them to discuss it even with the understandmg of the oth
different rules in different games; they are meaning di fhings using diffe

way language tunctions to create reality. Your words, and what you mean by t
wish to express.

Furthermore, those who know the rules of language games in terms of religion
employ what is known as fideism. This is the sourcing of knowledge from faith
from empiricism. Those who are playing different language games — the religio
different sources of knowledge and different benchmarks for what constitutes

No wonder they can never agree!

Strengths of language games theory

e |t shows that religious language is non-cognitive.

e [t shows how and why religious language is different from other types of la
to be treated differently.

e |t provides boundaries for the correct use of lan
rules about how language is to be us ‘

e  Believers can be taught the me

e  Religious Ianguage
context-s :

es behind language used in th
against criticisms from other games, a

ing about the capacities of language — it may be that
nd from which to criticise each other.

e Importantly, what it does do, though, is show that tests of meaning in a sc
different from those in a religious ‘game’, and this might be vital for defen

Weaknesses of language games theory

e |t does not allow for believers’ claims to be empirically tested or proved tr
consider important and possible.

e Religious language alienates those outside the game, as the language used
cannot be easily adapted to allow them in. Therefore, others might not un
example, to say ‘God is Love’.

e  Believers’ claims can be empirically tested, if that forms part of their game
Mitchell, believe there is evidence for religious claims. Language game the
religion from being able to make scientific claim world or from

Course Companion for A Level Edexcel Paper 1: Philosophy of Religion (Year 2) Page 19 0

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ig

Qg
Education




Picture Theary

e Also in the Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, Wittgenstein posits what is
known as his picture theory. This is his idea that in order for a statement t
have some kind of meaning it should picture something which is a fact. Fo
example, if someone states that there is a tree outside, and then there
actually is a tree outside the window upon investigation, then there is trut
to the claim. '

e  Wittgenstein himself cast criticism on
later revised his thoughts on th
what is known as a use tt
meaning is us
do so.

e In Pullii The Ladder, Richard Brockhaus critiques picture theory as he
argues that it does not go far enough to explain all phrases which we
understand to have meaning, stating that, ‘we must still explain how
human beings recognize the senses of unanalyzed ordinary propositions,
which are not obviously pictures at all’.*?

: of revision. He
lacing his picture theory with
g in latter works; a phrase with
use it conveys meaning and is understood to

Religious Significance of Language bames
While Wittgenstein wrote little on religion itself, he did lecture on it. Alarge a
garnered from notes made by those present during a series of three lectures o

He views religion as being a disposition rather than a faith.

A large number of religious people have argued that the concept of language g
towards an understanding of religious faith and speaking about religious faith i
who do not believe.

Should Wittgenstein be considered to be
are playing different language game '
and their words contain di
beliefs, and is full of

issue in the C¥®Ussion between the two groups —there is a disjunction betwee
the discussion. They are playing by different rules. This is known as ‘conceptu
you have of the same word will mean that the discussion will not necessarily be
God as a hypothesis; for a theist, God might be a personal, emotional reality.

They are taking different languages. It is vital to understand this within the tho
analysing how terms are used by the speaker we cannot analyse what they are
might reject as God is different from the one which a believer might believe in.

Furthermore, language games can be divided into two camps: cognitive and non

Cognitive involves the mental action of interpretation.

Non-cognitive is not related to the act of knowing or
which a statement is deemed neither acc

As an example of a scholar wh i nitive view of this, Don Cupitt’s
book The Sea ofFatth nt TV show of the same name. This was a
who adheregni

idea that th ‘-'pt‘“of God represents and expresses more here than simply t

12 Brockhaus, Richard, Pulling Up The Ladder: The Metaphysical Roots of Wittgenstein's Tractatus
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The Christian God is coded spirituality, argues Don Cupitt. This is also known a
argues that it matters far less whether or not there is a God — that it matters m
in God is shared and manifests within the community of believers.

He argues that there is no God — rather different ideas of God are not rooted in
of God but rather of the experiences which led to the interpretation of the idea

God, but rather a demonstration from the religious communlt
to be used within that context.
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Quick Quiz

1.  Who posited the theory of language games?

3. How are religious
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5 WORKS OF SCHOL

Religious belief, religion, religious languages and associated issues are at the ce
discussion. There are a large number of scholars of theistic, atheistic and agnos
their voices to the ongoing debate and discussion surrounding this multifaceted

a direct debate on religious ideas such as contingency and rellglous experience
the 1948 BBC radio debate between Frederick Copleston and Bertrand Russell,

a.| Context to Critiques of Religion and Points of Discussion

Respective Strengths and Weaknesses of Religious Belief

In the philosophical study of religion, it is important to consider both the streng
argument. Many theists, atheists and agnostic philosophers have over the year
and weaknesses of religious belief.

The strengths of religious belief could be considered to be the following:

e  The presence of order within the world; it does seem difficult to process th
(irreducible complexity) could have happened as a result.pf chaos.

e  The beauty we can observe and the greatne ;
to a purpose beyond biological chance

e  Some prayers have been testifi

Many of the moral tea

Religious experiences have been frequently documented — such a wealth o
that all of these cannot be untruths. This probably would indicate that it is
there.

e  There are many moral ideas and teachings which are held commonly withi

e  Religious beliefs have led people to do incredible things in the name of God
the poor or sick.

e  Religious beliefs have also influenced people to address injustices in societ
case of Rev. Martin Luther King Jr.

e  Religious teachings encourage goodness in people, ideally leading to a har

Weaknesses of religion could be considered to be the follov: B
e Religious experiences can be explained in oths
e  The existence of evil and suffering ir fI
want humans to suffer, and ‘
world without it.

e Religious arguments include numerous theological inconsistencies and illog
omnipotent but created a world in which there is suffering.

e  God is invented by people who are emotionally, intellectually or psycholog
God to help with these problems.
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Prayers are not answered.

Scripture contains lack of coherence.

Moral teachings are outdated and have no relevance today.

Religious beliefs have led people to do terrible things in the name of God.
Religious beliefs encourage followers to be good because it is what God wa
which would be more moral.

These reasons are cited by many who chose atl
being reasons why religion mlght be cons
experience within the world,

relief system (expl
: ess probable explanati
ine world itself.

ive explanations for religious belief. These ar

This topic discusses some of the critiques of religion from outside the field of th
primarily sociology and psychology. So far, you have been critiquing religion fro
discussing whether certain religious arguments are philosophically sound. Socio
different kind of critique. Sociology sees religion as the product of society and a
Psychology sees religion as a product of the mind and acted out due to psycholo
alternative explanations as to why religious beliefs have developed.

Naturalism and Materialism
Another argument for the non-existence of God (and, therefore, against religiou
of naturalism and materialism.

Naturalism is the belief that true knowledge can only be gained through examin
considers beliefs based on supernatural knowledge to be
incorrect as they cannot be empirically verified.

It interprets religion as existing only in the
rather than pointing to a higher o "
therefore, a societal co
with how relas
function or —lii
sociological

The critiques o
atheism. You n
are successful i
you find their a

ST es of religion.

Materialism is the belief that only physical matter exists. It interprets humans t
made up purely of material substances; for example, mental processes are the
result of chemical changes in the brain. It denies the existence of non-material
things such as God or supernatural activity. Therefore, religious beliefs are pure
the result of neurological and psychological factors. This view is influential over
psychological critiques of religion.

Saciological Critique of Religious Belief - Emile Durkheim (1855-1917)

A sociological critique of religious belief interprets religion to be a sociological
phenomenon; as existing and performing certain functions i §ociety. It recogn
how religion affects and organises human behaviour wit cieties and gives
meaning to human existence.

Emile Durkheim was a French soc _zritiqued religion in his book The
Elementary Forms of th ‘He gave a functional explanation for
religion. Thisg ' exists as a way to serve a particular function
or practical ’Dﬁgw e lmpltcatlon of this is that religion is not the product
of divine tru\@#®®Xisting to worship God. It is given a purely secular purpose.
Ultimately, God does not exist, but is the product of human society.
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Different sociologists give slightly different functional explanations for Religion
way to:

e hold and bind societies together

e preserve and enforce the social and moral order
e  create general cohesiveness between individuals
e  give meaning and purpose to life

This cohesiveness, unity and order is prmcnpally r
rituals, profane (ordinary) objects are ir
There is, however, no divine reah+
onto them.

(divine) significance,
objects, only the meanings of s

s force is nothing other than the collective and anonymo

Religions refi e reality of the society: they express ‘a system of
notions by which individuals imagine the society to which they
belong’. The society has shared rituals, values and identity which
form part of this reality and have become the object of worship —
what Durkheim called ‘society divinized’. Therefore, religion is not the || 1.
result of individuals alone, but the result of society acting together.

Analysis
e  Religious believers do not hold that their worship is focused on
the community or society. They distinguish between members 2.

of their religious community and belief in God. Equally, the
meaning behind rituals and sacred objects is not interpreted by
religious believers to be the ideals of society — it can somatimes
even go against them.
e In multicultural societies, multiple religiors
within one cohesive society. '
e |tis not consistent wi

Religion and society are not the same. Society’s beliefs change, whereas r
the same and resist the changing beliefs in society.

e Religions are not purely focused on their own society but are often concer
and with encouraging universal adherence and moral codes.

e  There are many reasons to suggest that God does exist (which you have st
may not be purely a societal phenomenon or human construct. The factt
does not mean it is not true — it could perform both functions.

EXAM PREP

For each critique you have studied, make a mind m
the key features and ideas.

13 Durkheim, E, The Elementary Forms of the Religious Life
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Sociological Critigue of Religious Belief - Karl Marx (1818-1855)

Karl Marx was a German philosopher and political theorist, but was most famou
as a communist revolutionary.

Marx interpreted religion as being utilised by the ruling classes to dominate and
oppress the masses. While spiritualism as whole can be viewed as important in
Marxism, religion served this function because it made t sses believe they
y religion. This

: o try to bring about

er in this life.

1 the view that what happened on Earth was
part of Goc vidential plan. It was what God wanted. Therefore, to

When Marx was writing, workers did not have many rights and were often expl
elites. If the workers had protested or gone on strike, this would have caused a
ruling class.

Marx famously called religion the ‘opium of the masses’. This means religion is
a drug that changes the outlook of believers and pacifies them.

Marx predicted that eventually workers would rise up and there would be a
communist revolution. At this time, religion would wither away.

Overall, religion was an illusion. There was no God or higher reality. It was
invented by the few within society to achieve their own selfish purposes, and to
ensure society remained unequal and unfair to the majority o feople.

Analysis
e  Religion and the ruling classes or s
society today are often

“separate today than Marx
selated to religion.

Liberation theology, a movement in South America, showed that Christiani
inequality and poverty. The central aim of liberation theology is to synthes
e Marx argues Christianity and other religions are a contributing factor to wh
oppressed under capitalism. The issue is arguably not with the religion itse
manifested within a capitalist state. The ruling classes don’t directly emplo
institutions become part of the ruling classes and the theology of Christiani
reversal — where the poor will become rich in the afterlife, making them th
e Marx tied religion as an illusion to happiness. Religion persists because it g
his view. Religion would, therefore, in this view, wither away under comm
realise their happiness in an equal society. Every parto l;\/larx's views has t
his structural ideas of capitalist and communist sori |
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Psychological Critigue of Religious Belief - Sigmund Freud (1856-1955)

Freud was an Austrian psychologist, and one of the most famous thinkers of the
twentieth century.

Freud gave a psychological (rather than sociological) explanation of religion. Itis a
psychologlcal account whlch put forwards the ldea of religion as prolectlon Freud

%eligian originates in the child’s and yo
s and need for help. It cannot be otherwise.**

. Proponents of a projective explanation argue t
religion restricts individuals from realising thei
The unconscious transfer of | false belief that God exists and other damagin

one’s desires, emotions or | divine truths which are superior to beliefs from
needs onto something else.

It is a form of defence When a man is freed of religion, he has a be
against unwanted feelings wholesome life
by denying their existence

in oneself through Freud famously called religion a neurosis; it is

attributing them to others. | mentalillness, a figment of the subconscious, r
part of reality.

Religion is a system of wishful illusions together with a disavowal of reality, su
state of blissful halluciv2 bry confusion.*®

Freud explained the psychological need for
argued in Interpretation of Dreams (&
involvement with one’s mo
one’s father, acdescri

ry with or a wish to kill one’s father.
: edlpus complex, leads the son to have unreso
feelings are '17; 1 elevating the memory of his father to a position of w
figure. Relict® uals also help individuals resolve these feelings. In Freud’s v
human being’s anxiety about chaos in the natural world. A god is invoked as a
be appeased by human actions. This god then often takes human characteristic
comfort, e.g. father. As such, religion is built upon neurosis, and accommodate
complex; this is the way Freud believed it should be understood. Freud argues
the natural world grows, there is less need for religion as a response to anxiety.

God is, therefore, a father substitute and a projection of the super ego (internal
by societal influences).

Analysis

e Nelson and Jones (1957} said that the concept of God correlated more clos
with their mother than with their father, as Freud s ‘ed.

e  Kate Lowenthal argued that not all rellgzon is immature. So
serious and reflective.

.gious stance could be just as neur

1 Freud, S, The Future of an Illusion
15 |bid.
16 |bid.
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e It should be stressed that Freud’s scientific reliability is widely viewed as be
were drawn from data which was limited in many ways and is, therefore, ¢
unscientific.

If God did exist, it wouldn’t be out of the realms of possibility that human being
him or feel drawn to him. Therefore, Freud’s argument boils down to: ‘if God d
psychological elements of religion’. This is linked to Freud’ “'f-_ws about psychi
scope of this spec, but might be useful if you wish challenge your

Postmodern Interpretation of Rel:
Postmodernism is a movem-
the 1960s to 1920s. "
postmoder

<veloped in the middle to late twentieth
| es on philosophy, culture, architecture and a
ed to ideas of scepticism and academic critique.

Modernist th®ught places a high emphasis on reason, resulting in quite literal in
meaning, i.e. logical positivism can be seen as the end result. On the other han
itself is not a universal, unchanging force — interpretation can never escape the
conditions. This means a text such as the Bible can never be exhausted of mean
understanding as times change. Therefore, conservative Christians, for exampl
let on in imposing one view on the Bible, while more liberal critics falsely think
when faith behind the objects in the Bible rejects this. So this accords more wit
religious language, etc. Itis also important to note before further discussion of
as Westphal, that a lack of absoluteness or reasonableness does not affect valid

Ideas surrounding religion have been influenced; however, this influence is not
postmodernism. The Enlightenment period is known for having been one of th
history regarding the development of thought. It was |mmed|ately before the w
referenced by Westphal. It was a time in which academiz« 1. politics experienc
from religion. It saw huge shifts in the way in whisi philosophy we
many conflicts as a result of new thouse

At this time there was also

y .
®hal discusses make sense.

ideas which

In his famous essay on postmodern discussions of religion, Merold Westphal (Pr
University) does not offer his own opinion but rather writes an account of differ
Enlightenment and postmodern view of religion. He focuses on the ideas of sch
Kantian thought. He also addresses ecclesiology and epistemology. He address
scholars and philosophers on this issue of religion, and the new emerging ways
emerged during the Enlightenment.

He believes that deism found its roots in the Enlightenment. The reasons for th
been given the special revelation from God and, therefore, the receiver of truth

Enlightenment started a discussion with a view to chang is. It also marks a
surrounding religion and philosophy — the focus of

gl-

o on an“.d faith to be combined, whereas deism separa
belief that { ’li;ew irst cause which created the world (such as the God of tra
However, wi@deism this God does not interfere with the world — he has left

Westphal, like many others within the community of the Enlightenment thinker:
caused by religion could only be stopped when religion could be unified under
of reason’ — that being, that those who were of religious backgrounds agreed u
Individualistic claims held by religions in this view had to be done away with; fo
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claim that Christ is the only way, and Jews could not claim to be God’s chosen p
the monopoly on truth. Individualist claims which do not unite religions had to

Deism, in the view of Kant, had an emphasis on the inherently human facets of
what one could or could not about God, and more about stopping the potential
dogma. He argued that this movement is because of three main concerns he o
society: !

1. The importance (and authority) of the use of
2. Tolerance of religion, among those
3. Anticlericalism '

and those who are no

Kant and Hume arg in their writings and thoughts of a priori

sufficiently made the case against these arguments. They did not believe that
they had disproved God, but disproved the arguments being made for God.
Interestingly, it should be noted here that Kant himself was in fact a devout
Christian. They then turned their attention from discussions of God towards rel
that there had been sufficient discussion on the topic of these arguments and, t
could only be established by discussion on the topic of religion and how religion
and groups.

They argue for a universal religion of sorts. Kant considers that tradition and rit
a form of fetish. The things over which people were warring — religious dogmas
consequence. He instead posits that the best way to be ‘religious’ is to love Go
others, love of God is displayed, which does not happen through thought rituals

The ideas of alism also emerged here. God, it is argued, could
be understood within theory through pure reason (a priori) rather
than though experience (empiricism). This, it was then argued, tied
religion not to one particular Church. This is the idea of
anticlericalism rising once again.

Key Terms

The critiques studied here, by Marx, Freud and Durkheim, have been
very influential in modern thought. They can be seen as
contributing to the rise of atheism and agnosticism. These are
beliefs regarding the unbelief (lack of belief) in God.

Types of atheism: there is great debate about what the
atheism is, as to whether it could be described as /
absence of belief (unbelief) in God, or:v:
that there is no God.

There are difiqiaot Jutheism, generally speaking, such as
weak athei! ng atheism. A weak atheist is an individual
who does ncW eve in God but does not necessarily emphatically
state this belief or advocate against belief in God. They simply do
not believe in God, and may not even acknowledge their unbelief.
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A strong atheist is an individual who is explicit in their belief that there is no Go
their belief that God does not exist and oppose the practice of religion.

There are more modern forms of atheism that have emerged within the last co
reaction to world events such as the increase in religious-based violence in the

An example of a famous atheist is Richard Dawkins.

Some have attributed the creation of nec-atheis
the perpetrators claimed the event occ
thinkers go further than SImply be “
in the public sphere and
examples of 2

e of their religion, Islam
re is no God. They believe tha
ﬁfnue to believe in religion should be co
e included within this group would be Richard

cligion is very clear — he thinks religion is unreasonable. To s
Sigmund Freud, who also viewed religion as being unreasonable, but these two
bases. Freud argued that religion was a result of primal anxieties and the supe
from the basis of genetics. He argues that there is a primal need to understand
yet understood about the world through science is explained by religion to ma
thinkers view religion as unreasonable and view science as the main way to ap
the world. This is a fairly objective viewpoint which views the religious stance
unreasonable. This is something that does not marry well with the postmoder

Westphal’s view would oppose this as, in his postmodernist form of thought, h
viewpoint of the world. To argue that science is the only way to understand th
view, as invalid as arguing that religion is the only way to understand the world
can be considered to be valid.

Agnosticism
Philosopher William L Rowe states, ’Agnosttcxs*n
rational grounds to justify either the ‘

. that human reason
xists or the belief that Go

The term itself was ﬁrst homas Henry Huxley in 1869. Agnosti
to the belief cugahe
sufficient e 11 n e belief or the unbelief in God. They do not belleve in
that there is\a tely no God.

Mistakenly assumed to have had atheistic views, Charles Darwin actually identi
letters to a friend, stating that, ‘/ have never been an atheist in the sense of den
think that generally ... an agnostic would be the most correct description of my
considered there to be evidence that there is no God, he himself actually refut

believing in God were mutually exclusive, stating that it would be ‘absurd to do
» 19

theist and an evolutionist’.

17 Rowe, William L (1998). ‘Agnosticism’. In Edward Craig. Routledge Encyclopedia of Philosophy.
18 ‘| etter 12041 — Darwin, C R to Fordyce, John, 7 May 1879’ via Darwin Correspondence Project.
9 1bid.
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Quick Quiz

1. Give a strength of religious belief.

2. Give a weakness of religious

3. Define naturalism.

9. Define anticlericalism.

10. In adcg® ich other writer is discussed in depth in West
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a.2 Bertrand Russell vs Frederick Copleston

Debate among the religious and the non-religious is obviously a rife and rich con
and modern philosophy. These have developed in theological and philosophical
of discussion for a radio debate held between Frederick Copleston and Bertrand

Before we address the various arguments put forward within this debate, some
the philosophers themselves in order to give an und s to their impor
thought and their life experience, and how this, ntormed their viewp

The Philosophers \
Bertrand Russell (1872—- ritish philosopher, logician, mathematicia
and highly rg ‘ fic. He lived from 1872 to 1970. He is remembered

large contri e development of logic within philosophical thought. Du
lifetime, he vw¥5 interested in social and political action, and is viewed to have b
founding father of analytic philosophy. His viewpoint was largely anti-war and a
imperialism. He viewed religion to be akin to superstition. He self-identified as
however, his arguments would indicate he was an agnostic with atheist leanings
the text Why | Am Not a Christian, he described his religious beliefs as follows:

Therefore, in regard to the Olympic gods, speaking to a purely philosophical au
Agmnostic. But speaking popularly, I think that all of us would say in regard to
In regard to the Christian God, I should, I think, take exactly

Here, Russell is arguing a form of verification because he is rejecting metaphysic
necessity because they are not identifiable through empirical study.

He left behind an extremely impressive repertoire of authorp". texts including ap
multiple thousands of articles published througho He is remembe
important impact within modern philosophv

=

Jesuit priest and, therefore, a Christ
an Anglican home, but converted to

Frederick Copleston, S J (19Q7
theist and philosopher

ages from before Socrates, and carries through an account of philosophical
thought to the likes of his contemporaries such as John Dewey and Bertrand

Russell. Itis of great length —indeed, it spans 11 whole volumes. The collection
climaxes on the 11t volume, which deals with logical positivism and existentialis

In addition to his debate with Bertrand Russell, Copleston also took partin a

variety of other philosophical debates on topics such as religious language and |
John’s College in Oxford and is remembered for having taught at Heythrop Colle
notable works include an attempt to revisit St Thomas Aqumas five ways for the
concepts of in esse and in fieri causes to the argume
topic, but are useful to give context to the work

The Debate
In 1948, these two philns: part in a debate with each other about the
which was kg adio and was entitled ‘A Debate on the Belief in G
debate can Yt is stance as an agnostic. As he was a Jesuit priest, Coplesto

or Copleston.

20 Russell, Bertrand, Why | Am Not A Christian (1927)
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The debate in full is recorded and edited in John Hick’s work; however, partial r
websites such as YouTube which are very useful to listen to when studying the
philosophers.

Before entering debate, they agree on the premise of mutual understanding reg
‘God’.

Lontingency
The argument from
summariseng

First of G Ehould say, we know that there are at least some beings in the
themselves the reason for their existence. For example, I depend on my parents
and so on.

Now, secondly, the world is simply the real or imagined totality or aggregate of
contain in themselves alone the reason for their existence. There isn’t any wor
form it, any more than the human race is something apart from the members. T
or events exist, and since no object of experience contains within itself reason
totality of objects, must have a reason external to itself. That reason must be an
either itself the reason for its own existence, or it is not. If it is, well and good.
farther. But if we proceed to infinity in that sense, then there’s no expl

So, I should say, in order to explain existence, we must come *;o a being which c
its own existence, that is. ich cannot not e

ment in a logical way, pe

Copleston’s eloquence, while putting fr
or the existence of God, which is

This is a cosmological form of azg
Plato and Aristotle. It p
not exist in g "Humans are caused biologically by their parents r

at human his®y, this chain continues and stretches all the way back into recor

contingency posits that this cannot continue forever, which is referred to as infi
there must have been one being which is necessary, starting the chain of contin
argument from contingency to be God.

To simplify, the argument from contingency can be put as follows:
1) There are some beings in the world that do not contain in themselves the r

2) The world as we can conceive of it is the aggregate of all the individual obj

3) None of these individual objects contains in itself alone the reason for its e

4) There is no world distinct from or outside the individual objects which form

5) Just as individual objects do not contain in themselves the reason for their
objects does not contain the reason of its existence. y

6) The world of objects, therefore, must havear existence extern

) !

8)

9) ite regress of causes and there is no explan

10) exist a being which contains within itself the reason

11)

21 BBC Radio debate, 1948
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The idea is that a contingent being must be preceded by a necessary being, and
therefore, in this way the argument for the existence of God is put forward by t
and this is the form of contingency argument that is put forward within the deb
debate, we can see both strengths and weaknesses of the argument as put for

Within the debate, both the strengths and weaknesses of the argument are pu
Copleston supporting the argument and Russell critiquing. Thase are presente

.

Strengths:

e  Copleston indicates that he has 11¢
stating, ‘/ have made use
principle of suffirie:

the argument as he belie
9 t from contingent to necessary bei
ply because it seems to me a brief and cle

al metaphysical argument for God'’s existence’ 2

because one thing has a cause, that does not necessarily mean that all thin
‘there seems to me a certain unwarrantable extension here; a physicist loo
necessarily imply that there are causes everywhere’.

e Russell: ‘The difficulty of this argument is that | don’t admit the idea of a n
that there is any particular meaning in calling other beings “contingent.”
significance except within a logic that | reject.’

e Russell: ‘I can illustrate what seems to me your fallacy. Every man who exi
me your argument is that therefore the human race must have a mother, b
hasn’t a mother -- that’s a different logical sphere’. This is known as the fa

The conclusion:
Quite politely, their debate ended when the two philoso
argument; they did not reach a definitive conclusi
it would appear, agreeing to disagree

_reached somew

.
Copleston: ‘But your gen ord Russell, is that it’s illegitimate eve

y position.’
Copleston: 'Ifml.'t’s a question that for you has no meaning, it’s of course very diff
Russell: ‘Yes, it is very difficult. What do you say -- shall we pass on to some oth
Copleston: ‘Let’s.’

Overall, one important thing to note about the debate is that Copleston is willi
criteria of truth and meaning, whereas Russell adopts a very empiricist stance.

22 BBC Radio debate
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Religious Experience

A religious experience is an experience, as defined earlier, of /
something which is believed to come from a source external to the
body of the experiencer. Some theists argue that this is a basis for an 1.

argument for the existence of God. This makes sense within the
context of those who have experienced these things — if you believe
you have been affected by an external force, then it fo!

Russell.

at such
God is

It should beg outset that Copleston does state, ‘I don’t regard re

They discuss the limitations of the argument regarding its subjectivity — the tru
experience, they conclude, is subjective. The emotional response might be rea
is having an emotional response to what they perceive to be real. There is no p
existing to other people.

Russell makes the point that while religious experiences are the impact of an e
or emotional response, these same or similar provocations can be made throug

Copleston does point out that many religious experiences are followed by nota
characteristics and behaviours of the experiencers. This is often viewed to be a
convinced by their experience, for example, that it leads them to live a better li
argues that this change would exemplify the sanity of the person in question —

experience and truly believe in it, in the mind of a sane p

his would resul

not all of a sudden make the fictional world which has caused it be considered
is an issue with the argument from religious experience.

Strengths

One strength of the argument as posited by Copleston and to an extent ag
‘consensus of mankind’ —there has been a wealth of individuals who have
religious experience. It seems improbable that every single person who h

experience (many of which share commonalities) is making it up.

The change and effect which can be observed within the individual who ha
experience is argued by Copleston to be a strength of the argument. He b
change in the life of the individual gives some credence a?d element of tru
they experienced it. ’
Logic dictates that if a religious experience i
something that has caused the !
While conceding thatac .
that ‘but if it : oved that the belief was actually responsi

rienced, then it mu

23 BBC Radio debate, 1948
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Weaknesses

e  Both Copleston and Russell agree that the argument from religious experi

e  Both agree that the argument from religious experience fails as the pheno
be explained by psychological factors such as hallucinations.

e  While Copleston argues that evidence for the value of religious experience
be observed in the experiencer, they both agree that the same change or s
responses in people to things which are objectivel I e (e.g.thestrong
culture in reaction to heroines in fiction)

e  AsRussell states, ‘The fact that o -
favour of its truth.’

e  Anexperience i

d moral effect upon a ma

rily point to God — it could just as easily po

Conclusion

They both ags at the argument from religious experience is relatively weak
still some truth to be found within the experiences, whereas Russell disagrees.
the fiction comparison with Copleston conceding that in the case of the compa
loving a Phantom’.

/j/) ACTIVITY

Meet up with a course mate and assign yourselves the character of either
your own debate using the arguments they put forward as a basis. See if
their discussion.

At the end of the debate, make a mind map of the points you made and

Qurposes. g
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Quick Quiz

1.  What was the religious view of Bertrand Russell?

2. What was the religious view

3.  What issues were debated?
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% 6 INFLUENCES OF DEVEL

Religious belief has, without a doubt, developed and changed. With the develo
advances as well as advances in literacy and education, the ability of individuals
theories has expanded. Religions also vary widely in theiz: ?pretations and b
example, the ideas of life after death within Chns‘,a;s v/n 2 hrfgely different fro
within Buddhism. Y. 4

Vst YA
Therefore, these different r’ - f;:rjf\;e-orfgs need to be addressed in order to
beyond the religous., - ‘% . hernselves have influenced the way in which religi
"'z_ﬂﬁ,,..xperlences and their associated beliefs have become a to

t and beliefs.

Furthermore, religious ideas have been at the centre of various (occasionally he
reality (or non-reality) of miracles have taken a larger role in philosophical and r

Generally found at the centre of the debate of religion with non-religious viewp
the world — how this world that we live in and experience in all its glory (and go
came to existence has been at the centre of the debate between those who bel
indeed, those who believe but also accept more modern scientific theories). It
for many, a highly emotive one within the modern day as more scientific cosmo
evolution and the cosmological constant theory have emerged to challenge trad
narratives.

B.1 Life after Death p

Death is the great mystery, the one thing that humansza o experiment
with. It is the ceasing of biological function of ] litmne ﬂjg resultlng in the
ending of life and function of that bem'f ﬂl e. e gre/at unifying factor of all
life forms, complex or simple. 73 a’tg “n

- P
As the averacagliars | e unllkely to experience death and return to tell
the tale to "Ealrnﬁg mortals, the mystery of what (if anything) happens

after the poiNe ¥ death has pervaded human thought, literature and
discussion, and death (and what comes after) as a theme has pervaded
cultural awareness from the work of Dante’s Inferno, to the pervading theme
of death in popular children’s literature series Harry Potter.

All of the main world religions have beliefs regarding the afterlife and what it ho
the way in which believers will act and practise their faith. Teachings surroundi
different religious traditions are rich, diverse and at times distinctly different; h
common thread — there is reference to a life after the event of death of the hum
a sense of life after death are key elements of philosophical thought.

Therefore, within philosophical thought, this issue has become somewhat of a h
reality for all beings — nothing and no one is immortal, and v« all must succumb
end of life at some point. A somewhat macabre t'}m;s h ﬁt «t has been centra
philosophical debates and religious tradifgi;*: i rogttime.

Generally speaking, there arc. o+ Yy 1,«.’n6{1 and distinct themes regarding diff
beliefs surrounr"ng ductd o ‘fme afterlife. ldeas of a life after death in either h
2 | ’-.x,m’es as are ideas of bodily or spiritual resurrection whic
found in the¥Re@® amic faiths of Christianity, Islam and Judaism. Ideas of reinca
are also prevaT'T'nt among some faiths, such as Hinduism. Understanding the dif
ways in which the theme of belief in life after death manifests across different r

traditions is extremely beneficial when undertaking a study of the philosophy of

issue — it gives a breadth of understanding of the rich diversity of the topic as w
underlining the different ways in which philosophers have challenged these beli
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The study of this topic within this module is split into five different subsections,
e Immortality of the Soul
e Rebirth

e  Reincarnation

e  Replica Theory

e  Resurrection

These themes are present in religious and cross-r
|nd|VIduaHy as, while they may intercon Y

the |mmortahty of the soul is termed ha nefesh’ and is part of Jewish thought
despite having no direct mention within their Holy Scriptures. Ideas of the
immortality of the soul are manifested in Hinduism, Christianity, Islam and
Zoroastrianism —to name a few!

The ways in which this manifests are different, but the core idea of an immorta
religious or spiritual traditions which have a concept of an afterlife. Wittgenste
Investigations distinguished the body and soul by stating the following: ‘The bo
soul’.

This belief posits that the soul or spirit is separate and not dependent on a phy
(living forever) and does not die in the same way as physical bodies do.

Plato’s ideas regarding t
this theme throughr

‘ e soul are important to consider; h
ical works. Generally speaking, Plato belie
elief in the immortal nature of the soul. Plato’s Ph

admiration of Socrates and is, therefore, heavily influenced by the thinking of S
(However, this might be erroneous to state as the only real source of knowledg
Socrates is through Plato’s writings. Some believe he was often just used withi
writing as a means to an end in order to communicate Plato’s ideas.) His ideas

divided into two types of argument: the cyclical argument and the opposite ar

Plato put forward the idea that the immortality of the soul can be compared to
period of being awake must be followed by a period of sleep, so too must life b
that just as these periods repeat over and over, so too does life and death. Thi
an idea of how the immortality of the soul functions. He argues that all life is c
structure for all time. Therefore, souls must reincarnate in order to participate
life. ’

In his Meno, he argues that evidence for this i« wne various innate valu
all humans. He does somewhat con
but that at the point of the

therefore, needc tok

harm the body such as disease would also harm a soul. There is also no eviden
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physical body, the host of a soul, results in the death of the soul itself. Therefo
immortal and is not affected by the morality of the body.

His second argument is termed the opposite argument. This rests on the prem
world of change and the world of Forms. The world of change is the physical w
part. Itis subject to change and subject to suffering death. The world of Forms
invisible and reflective, and rule over the physical. As matterwvithin the world
souls, argues Plato. Therefore, souls are immort ; .

have made the case
e the likes of Plotinus,

Since Plato, there have been a varietv 2

for the immortality of the sou!

Descartes, Leibnitz quinas. In true Aguinas form, the

latter deve! s’ or ‘proofs’ from which he made the case for

the immort! the soul They are as follows:

1. We are anle in our minds to conceive of abstract ideas.

2.  We have ideas of different realities that are not materially based.

3.  We have a drive towards immaterial goals.

4. We are able to examine our known knowledge.

5.  We want to live forever.

6. We have idea and stories about souls that have been consistently
present throughout time.

7. We share an idea of moral law.

Reincarnation
The theme of reincarnation is not present in Abrahamic faiths, but it is a distinc
Hinduism, Sikhism, Buddhism and Jainism. It is also present in the religion of a
culture and Gnosticism. Within these different belief systems,; the idea of reinc
ways, but the core idea remains the same — the soul an individual, w
another form.

In order to discuss the ideas o
Hinduism will be use
different relg

“the case study example of the be
ore on the aspect of reincarnation and le

Within Hind} e idea of reincarnation comes from the Vedas, which are h

from God. The chain of life happens in continuous creation. Another term for

is termed as rebirth at the beginning of each new life cycle, or as ‘palingenesis’.

This is referred to within Hinduism as ‘transmigration of souls’; if we break this
understanding of how reincarnation is thought of within Hinduism. This view s
and manifests through different bodies within life cycles.

One soul may be a human, then a dog, then a horse, then an ant in multiple life
not change. There are two components to human beings — the physical sharira
(soul). The sharira can perish and is subject to constant change, but the atman
Furthermore, an atman does not require a body to exist in and of
itself. It can exist without flesh. There are only a few thi
actively affect the atman within Hindu thmkmg, i
(the actions of an individual and their result’
avidya (translated as ignorance; th=
achieves spiritual enlighte

: “nces) and
ﬁtman before it

The change g 1 +a soul within this chain of life are viewed
as being a c! nce of your moral actions — a law which is known 5

The repetitive chain of reincarnation from life to death to life is an
indefinite fate — one can be liberated from this repeated cycle. The
liberation is known as moksha.
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The soul as an entity is immortal and does not perish with the body.
Life after death is just a continuity of life, but in another form —or, in
some faiths, in another realm. It is the ways of thinking that are
established through actions which impact upon the way in which an
individual is reincarnated, rather than the result of some kind of
moral scorekeeping.

Therefore, karma fits within the description as bel
thinking. ltjuxtaposes two opposnte 1dea !

Rebirth is the notion that upon death, the nama rupa (name-form, made up
of the four mental elements) is given a new body and is born again, possibly
in the world or possibly in another realm. It emphasises the idea that no
aspect of the previous being is transferred to the new one. A common
example used to explain this is the lighting of a candle from another candle
during which no substance travels from one to the other.

The end of the cycle of rebirth is known as nirvana. Nirvana is the Sanskrit
phrase used largely by Mahayana, while nibbana is the phrase used by
Theravada Buddhists.

To obtain this, individuals must understand the n

Many spellinés of these words differ based on which branch of Buddhist
thought they are used in. There is a table overleaf to aid with this.

4 EXAM PREP

Draw up a table with reasons for and against belief in
life after death. Do this for each of the four beliefs
studied here. Decide whether you think the strengths
outweigh the weaknesses or vice versa. Write two

paragraphs explaining why. Make flash
\§
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| Term in Pali/Sanskrit ‘ Definition

Suffering — in Buddhism all human experience is su

dukkha /duhka marks of existence’ that need to be fully understoo

Impermanence — everything in this world is conside
anicca/anitya impermanent. It is one of the ‘three marks of exist
understood to obfain ni

Feeling, per 7 w~ill and consciousness.
four mental elements \

nama rupa ‘ . Made up of the four mental elements

vififiana /g Consciousness.

The doctrine of no-soul or no-self. [tis the idea th
anatta /anatman permanent notion of the self that is reborn. It is on
existence’ that need to be fully understood to obta

nibbana /nirvana The end of rebirth.

Replica Theory

Replica theory finds its roots in a thought experiment by John Hick.

He starts with the premise that it is difficult to conceive of the idea of the perso

body. The concept we have of each other as being people is firmly rooted in the
of ourselves within bodies. Therefore, if we conceive in the idea of people living
afterlife after the point of death, it is logical to conclude that this must involve b

There are, however, a few issues with this: the afterlife b
body we inhabit during life. Therefore, we would
we inhabit in life. The difficulty comes with !
being ourselves in a body which is,

nust be different f
a different body
entity —how can we co

This is the issue whick s to solve with replica theory.

"
o

thed by a series of three parts which explain Hick’s thinkin
t ways, using analogy in order to convey the idea that Hick is

Replica the!
changed in d

bodies will work within the afterlife.

This theory centres around the death of one particular man: the fictional John S
are designed to illustrate the meaning of replica theory.

1. John Smith dies, and is remembered by all his friends and family, who all re
his character that they enjoyed and what they loved about him. At the sam
identical man, who somehow shares all of the traits of the original John Sm
original John Smith disappears. There are no differences between the dece
one, down to their DNA.

Do we accept the new John Smith as John Smith?

family — howev
_cardappearance as John Smith fr
and a new John Smith who is identi

2. John Smith dies in America, and is buried h

ith in India as John Smith?

3. John Sn\ es in the UK, and at the same time, a John Smith with every si
personality traits as the UK John Smith appears in a different world.

Do we accept this John Smith as being John Smith?
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DISCUSSION QUESTION:

Get into groups and discuss the hypothesis of replica theory. In which of the
you consider the new John Smith to be John Smithe Why2 Share your though

keeping with scientific perspec

; asa variety of strengths and ways in whi
ety of flaws and criticisms.

however, thg

Strengths:

e Within the vacuum of the thought experiment, this works logically.
Towards the end of supporting religious beliefs with logical argument, this
teaching and Christian beliefs such as 1 Corinthians 15.

e It works well with Irenaeus’ theodicy; this is a theory put forward by Saint Ir
philosopher, in order to justify the problem of suffering. He argues thatin o
become more like God, evil and suffering must exist as these things help our

e Therefore, it also fits well with Hick’s own theory of ‘soul-making’; this isa m
Irenaeus’ theodicy. He argued that God created humans with unperfected s
necessary in the development of humans for them to become perfect. Ther
evil and suffering as it has a purpose. While this theory itself is debatable, it

e By stipulating only one replica at a time, Hick somewhat avoids the potenti
identity which would have resulted in a paradox, rendering the thought ex

Weaknesses:
e  Peter Vardy critiques this idea on t

the original. For exampl
less value In the <

argues, | olonger a person —itis no longer the ‘you’ you were when alive

possible for replica theory to work in the instance of death.

e  Paul Davies argues that replica theory offers little in the way of comfort —s
point of death, this does not change the simple fact that you have died. Hi
stipulating that there can only be one replica at a time, which can continue
only one can exist at a time. This rebuttal, however, does little to address t

e Thereis also the issue of identity and continuity —the stark issue of the conce
fallacy that if there is a break in continuity between the former self and the re
‘self’. The two individuals cannot be the same because the second is a replica

e  There are also issues with dualism. Hick himself was not a dualist. Hick pla

a time; while this is a condition of the thought experiment, if we take this f

age, mostin old age....so a resurrected women in her eighties dying of canc
eighties dying of cancer. And likewise with everyone else. Are we, then, in
miraculously to be cured of all diseases and do we suddenly grow younger,
this is no doubt possible but it complicates this theory to a point at which it
or even plausible’.
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Resurrection
Resurrection as a concept has taken many forms of manifestation within societ
philosophical thought. Resurrection is the concept of life returning to the body
the break is clear — life has both ended and been returned to the deceased.

The first religious connotation that comes to the mind of most Westerners is th

on a Roman cross. Bodily resurrection also plays
and Judaism.

There are ideas within Chris
destined for hegve | are termed ‘qualities’:
2yare physically beyond the pain and suffering experien

Glory/brightness — to experience this requires a body; however, this is des
of different ways.
e  Powerful — their heavenly bodies are freed from the feeble limits of earthl

The idea of bodily resurrection posed a problem for philosophers
such as Thomas Aquinas who needed to somehow marry this idea
with Aristotle’s ideas of the importance and immortality of the
soul.

It is not an idea that is solely tied to Christianity, as other religions,
such as Judaism and Islam contain ideas of resurrection. Many
Jews believe that when Elijah comes, following him will be the
Messiah who will begin a Messianic Age which will involvea
resurrection of the dead.

Within Islam, ideas of resurrection are tie
Judgement.

e A physical resurrection would mean a physical heaven. What would that b
boundaries? What is the climate?

e  Would heavenly bodies be affected in the same way that human, worldly

e  Will we be perfect, without the flaws which almost every single human be

e  Philosopher Peter Cole questioned, ‘If Christians are in a physical, resurrec
environment, will they have to queue to see Jesus?'?*

Many Christians posit a response to some of these questions, such as positing t

which all suffering will be alleviated — ergo, perfect bodies. We will, however, i

able to recognise each other despite these physical changes, as this ability will
i

24 Cole, Peter, Philosophy of Religion, Hodder Murray, 1999
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Quick Quiz

1. What is meant by the term ‘immortality of the soul?

2. What is meant by the term “rebirth’?

6. What is the difference between the world of change and the world of
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6.2 Points for Discussion about Life after Death

Relationship between Mind and Body
The philosophical debate regarding the relationship between mind and BL
body is once again an issue rich in complexities. The issue boils down to

the argument between whether or not our mind and body are one entity

and whether or not they are separate entities.

riety of terms
WO mclude dualism and
as including ideas such as Se

Within ideas of mind and body separatlo
which are important to highli T
monism, with variations ¢
substance digs

ophical question regarding the self — are the mind and the bo
impact upon concepts of the self?

The main terms within discussion of mind and body are defined as follows:

The dualist view holds that human beings as an entity ar

Dualism aspects — that mind and body are separate facets of hum

The substance dualist view holds that human beings as a

Substance dualism combination of two substances, positing that mind and b

The monist view holds that human beings as an entity ar

Monism aspects, but rather one.

The materialist view holds that human beings as an entit

Materialism which is the same regardless of whether or not one is dis

‘ oh of this issue. A co

parate from the body. Iti
‘ as garnered certain connotations wit
s predate the spread of these faiths and, ther
nt from what we might understand today. Furtherm
which is oft\ghe lated into English as ‘soul’. Translation here is a key issue re
regarding mind and body, however for the sake of this discussion we will assum
the same.

As discussed previously within this resource, Plato viewed the soul as being imm
and belonged to the world of Forms, rather than the world of change where the
body and soul (mind) are different entities made up of different substances. Th
dualist view.

Aristotle placed a large amount of importance in the soul.
The presence of the soul within a body, for Aristotle, was
the differentiating factor between a dead body and a live
body. Itis the thing that makes a person a person. He

was also a dualist, in agreement in this way with Plat

‘fo which many theologia
is made ofjust one physical su

Property dualism is a popular modern for
is a philosophical view that posi
that there exmt in the v

Religious individuals typically posit dualism as a way of explaining how life after
or no evidence for dualism within scientific realms, it could be argued that som
rooted in science than religion is more likely to hold a monist view of the world
one physical entity of matter that we can experience empirically is able to be te
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The Afterlife and Moral Reasoning

Moral reasoning is a field of study within psychology. It refers to the examinati
make decisions within a situation informed by their use of reason in order to as
to do is in any given situation.

This requires the ability for human beings to identify the need for a moral choic
make a moral judgement.

When this interacts with the topic of the after}
dependent on belief in an afterlife?

ussion surrounding

For example, if a religic; = aces an emphasis on making moral choic
rewarded ir n does this make the moral choice not fully moral,
moral sensé! but rather the desire to be rewarded in an afterlife?

Also, if a non-religious person does not believe in an afterlife, or a God, or anyth
what we experience in the world on a day-to-day basis, then what is the implica
moral choices? Does this have an effect? Are moral choices necessary for thes
discussion within society and academia.

DISCUSSION QUESTION

Discuss with your neighbour to what extent beliefs about the afterlife migh
Do your beliefs impact your moral reasoning? Why? Why not?

Near-death Experiences
The experiences of those who claim to have almost ey
interest to the discussion of life after death
have been resuscitated after thelr he
case). Often these experie

Before goinzms
be religious
previously di

ed in thls course.

Near-death experiences (NDEs) have become so well known in our society that
from their experience — for example, ‘my whole life flashed before my eyes’. Th
theories as to what could be awaiting us after death. People have reported mu
experiences of this phenomenon — including the feeling of leaving their bodies o
tunnel’.

As an example of a NDE, the TedXTalk by Mr Lewis Brown Griggs describes his t
first example describes himself crashing his car, after which his spirit disassociat
into a little white tornado, leaving behind the car and his physical body. His exp
most near-death experiences —an awareness of the separation of the body, an
realm and a return to life with a regenerated sense of pu . He describes pu
also recurrent themes within those who have pro. had an NDE.

=

A familiar theme also experience
experience.

riggs is a marked change in hi
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Common experiences among those who have experienced an NDE are the follo

A sense of peace «

Removal from the . .
body and Experiences of

acknowl s ' NDE
of bein

A sense of overwhelming love

Scientifically speaking, near-death experiences are described as being disturban
body, usually manifesting in more than one sense (e.g. the experiencer will not
physically feel it too) which have limited explanation as to why they occur and h
phenomenon they have particular interest for the scientific and psychological c
they happen, and what causes them?

Kenneth Ring, American Psychology professor an
Death Studies, posits that there is a gener= ; - ‘continuums’ among
have NDEs. These are:
The feeling of peac

Ul b WN

He does note that the fifth continuum is far less common. Ring has also noted t
nature of experience among those who have had an NDE by ‘dying’ in a similar
how survivors of attempted suicide are likely to report a feeling of experience o
notes how those who have had an NDE following a prolonged period of illness t
end of the tunnel’ phenomenon.

Dr Raymond Moody first introduced the term near-death experience in his 1975
he talks about NDEs within the context of psychology. He identifies the followin
experience of an NDE:

The feeling of peace

An out-of-body experience

Moving through an area of darkness
Awareness of a light at the e "
Coming into conta
Seeing Vol if

G
ol

‘ot a bright being made of light
your eyes
place separate from the world we know

MmO O®p

beautiful
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4 DISCUSSION POINT

Do you think near-death experiences are a supernatural phenomen
support belief in something more than the human experience?

How do you think this might play a role in an argument about belie

deities? !
AN
Near-death experiences are not wnthout. , however. Some critiqu
e Only a very small percen who have almost died have experie

. Knowledge of th NDES might be so well known that the ex
then thg mpact on how it is experienced, e.g. the ‘light at th
is SO Wi vn that this mlght result in more people expectlng and then e

e  Biologically, it has been proved that depriving the brain of oxygen, as occur
hallucinations. This could explain the phenomenon of a near-death experi

e Some attempts to recreate the effects of a near-death experience by causi

within the brain have had results which suggest this could be the cause as t

near-death experience.

A personality change as a result of an NDE is too tenuous to be considered

An internal reality does not necessarily equal an external reality.

Barry Beyerstein argues that Life After Life is a flawed reading of psycholog

James Alcock criticises Moody, stating that he ‘appears to ignore a great de

with hallucinating experiences in general’.?®

<,

Using the Internet, find diffe

se cmd find the common themes, and
observe.

® do you think that the commonalities contribute to proo
o the differences disprove the validity of the experience?

Kole of Fvidence

Evidence is one of the hallmarks of modern society as a basis for how we in mo
facts. Itis commonly seen as the way via which proof of claim or a belief can be
proved by evidence are believed to be true, and claims which cannot be backed
be false.

There are a variety of differing views within the context of philosophy of religio
within discussions concerning philosophy of religion. To what extent evidence ¢
discussed, is debated.

John Locke argues that the only opinions wort!

Clifford held the view that it w
to explain his thought: i '
has evidencg "

lat an aeroplane taking off has an issue w
Jport thls claim.

25 James Alcock (1981). ‘Psychology and Near-Death Experiences’. In Kendrick Frazier. Paranorma
Books.
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William James argued that in some instances, beliefs which have a lack of evide
of truth behind a claim is not necessarily reliant on the presence of truth. Ther
that we make on a daily basis that are made with no evidence provided.

Davies argued the following points regarding the use of evidence:

e  Some beliefs are impossible to be proved, and, therefore, no evidence can

e  We often accept information without the need for roc
has run out, you will generally accept this as
all claims necessitate backing up wi h

e  We use the word ‘belief tor
therefore, we need 12,

ge.g. if your mum
 having to doubl

. hich have been proved, and th
‘o what we are discussing during debate
w'so far —we can prove Jesus existed, for example.

it s as a historical fact. However, what is disputed is whet
e conclusnvely proved.

Therefore, religious language regarding evidence is important to consider. Con
religious person might use language to convey their ideas that they might consi
example, a religious individual might use a specific way of talking about an eve
that the event was a miracle. However, someone who is not religious will be u
because they are arguing from two different viewpoints, and, if one takes the v
in two different languages with different rules. Within the rules of religious lan
might be accepted as proof and evidence for an already-held belief, whereas o
community this would not be the case. Therefore, it is difficult for these two m
effectively discuss evidence as a concept as they each have differing ideas of w
and what constitutes effective evidence.

Furthermore, let us consider the role of evidence in modern sqciety and the wa
reality of modern life and with previously discussed ¢ ‘
relevant to this include whether or not empirizal
belief. And the question of what w
person may not be consid
consider thls to he e

&ofthe soul, orindee
ch evidence, and what wo

ACTIVITY

1. Research some examples where individuals have attempted to back
evidence.

2. Discuss how useful you think the evidence they provided is, as well as
others outside their religious belief found it to be. Consider why ther

\.
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Quick Quiz

1. Whatis dualism?

2.  What is substance dualism?
3. Whatis monism?

4. What is materialism?

7. What are Kenneth Ring’s five-stage continuums?

8. Give one criticism of the id cath experience.
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B.3 Religion and Scientific Debates

Anyone who reads a newspaper or studies ideas surrounding religion in the mo
religion and science are, supposedly, at war. In articles and curriculums and dis
constantly opposed as rivals vying for the minds of the masses. There is debate
the two are necessarily diametrically opposed. It is a bit of a false dichotomy, in

there is no issue with the two existing simultaneously. They need not be at war
concerned with the facts and the ‘hows’ of life. Religion, however, is concerned
the ‘whys’.

Methodologies on Observation
In order to make an argument, usually there is the need for some form of evide
of the debate between science and religion.

The scientific method is the most common way to observe and test evidence. T

1. Anindividual observes something within nature or within life.

2. The individual forms an idea based on this observation — this is known as a

3. The hypothesis posited by the individual should be tested to see whether o
as experimentation.

4. A conclusion can be drawn from the carryin

This is use of empiricism. It is experier
face of testing is one of the
tested. This is where tk
non-religio:

For exampleMg
miracle occurs then surely something must have caused it and, therefore, this w
God. However, a non-believer may not consider this proof of God, and instead
event took place in order to explain
the event.

It is worth considering also that there
is a lot of debate about the scientific
method and how useful itis. The
question is raised as to whether or not
it is the role of scientists to empirically
falsify or verify theories.

ACTIV

Use an example of a fact which has
method. Put the fact at the centre of
using the scientific method to show h
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Miracles

7
STARTER ACTIVITY

Research a miracle that has happened in the UK recently. Write a short report
° How was it reported in the media? Was it taken serio ;}:yg

e How did different people reacte Who beli 4 ‘ho didn’t? What
[ ]

\

very special or important, e.g. a jackfruit was called a ‘miracle’ food by The Gua
instead of other crops which are struggling due to climate change.?®

In a theological context, however, a miracle is considered to be an extraordinar
something of himself.

The nature of these extraordinary events varies, and there is disagreement abo
considered miracles.

Here are three different definitions and categorisations of miracles:

1 A common definition of a miracle is one which conforms to two principl

1. It must be contrary to our understanding
‘impossible’ events that chang ¢

e
/stand natural laws to

us significance. S E Evans defined
r a religion, such as Christianity are not mere
d purpose and usually that function is a revelatory

2. It must have a pur
‘Obviously th

Aquinas outlined three categories or ranks of miracle:

2 Thoma

1. Events that could never happen naturally and can only be brought ab
the Red Sea. This is similar to the first principle above.

2. Events that could happen naturally, but which only God could have b
order or in that timescale, e.g. curing a blind person who could previ
someone from an illness.

3. Events that do happen naturally but which God does without the use
miraculous, e.g. instantly healing a sick person.

3 An alternative categorisation of miraculous events

1. Events which break with the [ Improbable

e.g. the sun falling Something that is
water, raising s the dead unlikely to happe
given past experie
or scientific thinkin
based on evidenc

3. Acoincidence, e.g. praying for rain and it and reason.
starts raining

26 http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2014/apr/23/jackfruit-miracle-crop-clim
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Other definitions:

e  Paul Tillich: ‘an event which is astonishing, unusual, shaking and without c
of reality... an event which points to the mystery of being’.

e John Macquarrie: ‘a miracle is an event that excites wonder... it is believed
special way... and intends to achieve some special end by it'.

*  More controversial definitions of miracles have been put forward by Brian
‘unexpected and fortuitous events in the light of w v. » are disposed to
inclusive definition and includes events, oincidences, that A
miracles. It also suggests that eve ally challenge our unders
parting of the Red Sea, ar, “ us’, rather than something more s

e R F Holland definas an extraordinary coincidence that is interp

tion of a miracle depends on how witnesses interp

the mit f or whether a natural law is broken (there is more on Holl

There is an important distinction that needs to be made between realist and an
realist views of miracles is that a miracle has truly taken place because of an ac
and viewed as such, and it can be understood by anyone. An anti-realist view o
miracles can only be understood in the context of the individual faith (form of |
experiencing. Ergo, if a miracle is experienced by a Christian (or a Christian beli
miracle) then they will project their knowledge and concepts of God and religio
interpretation.

Miracles in the Bible
There are many different miracles discussed in the Bible. They range from Mos
walking on water and performing healings. The ultimate miracle is Jesus’ resur
dead three days after he had been crucified.

Miracles are often referred to as signs in the New.,
who God was.

There is theological and g and purpose behind the biblical mira

od better

to enalyg o Wa
to den? —11 #-e the ways God wants to achieve his plan for the world
to showat God is immanent (active and involved in the world)

to demonstrate God’s omnipotence (God as all-powerful)

to demonstrate God’s omnibenevolence and his love for humanity
to explain and show Jesus’ nature, e.g. as the Messiah

e to help explain Jesus’ teaching and bring people to faith

e  to show what God’s kingdom will be like, e.g. that the blind will see
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Philesophical Problems

David Hume (1711-1776)
David Hume was a Scottish philosopher who famously refuted the idea of mira
essay ‘Of Miracles’ in An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding. He consid
in miracles to be irrational because of the high improbability and lack of eviden
miracles occurring. :

He defined a miracle as:
a transgression of a lat

Hume consideg
on the basi! :
therefore, vd yrobable or unlikely to be broken. He considered that it will
more likely that the witness to a miracle is mistaken or lying because of how un
that a miracle could take place.

He put forward two parts to his view on miracles. The first puts forward an arg
testimony —when choosing to believe a miracle or not, the evidence will alway
remaining inviolable than for a miracle report, where the person could be mist
priori, as Hume does acknowledge there may be some incredible circumstance
outweigh evidentially natural laws.

Hume moves on to give four a posteriori (from experience) reasons for why there

1. Miracles are never witnessed by a sufficient number of people and are not
‘unquestioned good sense, education and learning’.

2. Miracles are often witnessed by religious believers, who are particularly u

faith leads them to naturally want to see miracl storts their per

General Analysis of Hume

e  The improbability of a miracle does not mean it could not happen; he has
only that it is improbable. It might even make the probability of it being a divi
act more likely because of the difficulty of explaining the miracle as being due
any human cause.

e  Hume does not explain why the testimony of religious believers should be

considered more unreliable than that of anyone else. A religious believer wo

be just as likely to want to be sure their experience was miraculous and truly

pointed to God. They might also be more likely to identify what constitutes th

hand of God than someone with no familiarity with religion.

Some miracles have been witnessed by many people ( t?e Miracle of the S

di)fferent"reﬁgions have toned down their hostility to one another’ %’

27 Mackie, J L, Miracle of Theism (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1982) p. 15.
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Analysis of Hume’s View of Natural Laws

Swinburne argues that Hume’s view of natural laws could be critiqued on the b
objective facts but descriptions of how we think the world works. Therefore, w
accept that natural laws work differently to how we thought previously. Occurr
are unlikely, but miracles are inherently unlikely events. If they happened all th
were miracles! Miracles are, however, one-off occasions so it is unlikely that on
think natural laws work normally. Science can, therefor "fély remain the sa

W Pannenburg holds a similar view that natir broken but are one-of
laws are meaningless:

‘ been regarded as irreconcilable with the con
es only to an understanding of a miracle as a break of nat
ot be conceived in this way... [instead] as unusual events tha
of the course of nature but not nature itself... It is
sufficient to regard unusual occurrences as ‘signs’
of God’s special activity in creation.”® E

The concept of

‘Hume shows that it i
miracles.” Create a s
reasons for and aga

Stephen Evans disagrees with Swinburne’s
interpretation of Hume and argues that Hume simply
meant that a miracle was an exception to the normal
processes of nature and, therefore, does not
misunderstand the nature of natural laws.

%

Read this testimony of a miracl

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

gaming fable. The most astonishing thing was to be able to stare at the
brilliant with light and heat, without hurting the eyes or damaging the r
changes of colour in the atmosphere. Looking at the sun, | noticed that
darkened... everything had assumed an amethyst colour... Then, sudde
seemed all at once to loosen itself from the firmament and, blood red,
earth as if to crush us with its huge and fiery weight.

Using the views of the scholars you have studied, and your own opinions

believe this miracle took place and reasons to believe it didn’t. The deb

Swinburne are likely to be particularly useful in developing your answe
¥

|
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2% pannenberg, W (2002), ‘The Concept of Miracle’ Zygon, 37, pp. 759-762.
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John Locke (1632-1704)

Locke defined a miracle as an event which is interpreted by the witnesses to be
points to the divine:

A miracle then I take to be a sensible operation, which, being above the compre
opinion contrary to the established course of ?ature, is taken by

It therefore depends on the opinion of the wit : éther something

.amiracle ‘it is necessary to know th
‘God’. He says that, with the examples of
as SO0N as O ! miracle of him calming a storm at sea, it is such a

great pc at one ‘cannot but receive his doctrine’.>°

Locke believes that to be certai

He says that an event should not be considered a miracle if it is not consistent
praising of God, because God would not send someone to perform such a mira
‘that no mission can be looked on to be divine, that delivers anything derogatin
the honour of... God".

Similarly, an event should not be believed to be a miracle if there are ‘marks of
superior and over-ruling power’, i.e. more impressive miracles. This is because

would not allow himself to be ‘usurped’ (outdone) by an ‘inferior being’.**

R F Holland: Extraordinary coincidences
Holland defines a miracle as ‘an extraordinary coincidence that is interpreted as
definition of a miracle depends on how witnesses interpret it, rather on the nat
natural law is broken’. Holland gives the example of a ch ling a toy motor
at a train crossing. The train driver in the train a
from the control lever. This causes the t~
child. This is a lucky coinciden
child’s mother insists th

| dmatically, just before
“tause seems to be the driver, not
.iracle because of its significance for her.

Atis considered a miracle will, therefore, vary from perso

Q
Whether a —11
: lon, considering miracles instead to be coincidences, which a

of divine intda
experience.

Lareth Moore: Miracles as being done by ‘no-one’

Gareth Moore took a different approach to understanding the nature of a mira
argued that God is ‘no-one’. What Moore means by this is that God is not know
least not in the sense that other humans are knowable. Talking about God is v
different from talking about the things of this world for which we can use every
language. God is neither somebody nor something; God is nothing and nobody
does what nobody does; God causes what nothing causes.’ Therefore, it is not
to make positive statements about miracles. We can only say that thereis no o
explanation for the event apart from God. ‘Miracle’ is a jl term within reli
language to describe these events.

2% Locke, J ‘A Discourse of Miracles’ (1706) in J Earman, Hume’s Abject Failure: The Argument Aga
Press, 200), p. 114.
30 | ocke, J, p. 116.

31 Locke, J, p. 118.
32 Gareth Moore OP, Believing in God. Edinburgh: T&T Clark, 1988, p. 223.
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Fichard Swinburne (1934-): Evidence in support of miracles

Swinburne argued that there is evidence of miracles from the historical evidenc

1. our memory of miracles

2. the testimony of others that miracles took place

3. the physical traces left behind by the miracle

4. the results of miracles could also be considered evidence,e.g. an unexplain
sudden healing or the change in attitude of th
above)

Swinburne’s principles of test ulity can also be applied here:

ere is evidence otherwise, we should believe
cle they saw, on the basis that people generally tell the t
not always tell the truth, but generally they do, so we will be

Principle of tcza
testimony &
course they §
believing them.

Principle of credulity — unless there is evidence otherwise, we should believe th
are as they seem to be; thousands of people claim to have seen a miracle so we ¢/
accept that they probably did witness a miracle as they claim. Of course, they m
unlikely that so many people were mistaken. We could all be mistaken about lo
we accept that the things we see are real.

These are very handy arguments to remember for your exam! Swinburne is att
probable that miracles happen. He is not attempting to prove that they happen
available should be accepted and, when it is, it suggests that it is likely miracles

Maﬂrlﬂe Wiles (IHZS’ 2005): Against mlraz,'/es an tﬁe ymﬂﬂds of morality

tion of miracle c
scientific grounds as logically impossib! sorld we know is not a close
system’.

Instead, Wilesgmout s of morality. He considered that if God did in
sud would be immoral. God would have brought about th
blind man, b\Gg#®uld have chosen not to intervene to stop atrocities, e.g. the H
of Hiroshima. Wiles felt that bringing about relatively trivial miracles could not

horrendous suffering that was not stopped.

Wiles also argued that it would be impossible for God to break natural laws all t
chaos in which we would not understand how the world works or be able to live

Wiles concludes that there are three options: either
God intervenes all the time and there is chaos, God
intervenes sometimes and God is seemingly unfair
and partial, or God does not intervene in the world.
Wiles argues that it must be the third reason. God
created the world but does not intervene in it and
does not bring about miracles. ltis, therefore, mo:
important that God is just and omnibene ’
that he brings about miracles. “

incing as grounds
en¢ Draw up and
gainst’ column.
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Analysis

e  Wiles” argument is inconsistent with biblical accounts which make it clear t
world. The miracles described in the Bible are also depicted as religiously s
Bible (see above) and so cannot simply be dismissed.

e |tis wrong to say that if God did only intervene in particular cases he would
classical theism to be supremely morally perfect, even if Ehis takes a form
our fallen state. To judge God is to judge by our ow 1an standards, no
determine morality.

e  Wiles misunderstands the pur ' ich is not necessarily to
something about God an | _£.glous significance. God may, therefo

Holocaust beca

y for God to reveal himself. F

Does Maurice Wiles s
concept of miracles is
fill in a table with a ‘f

ACTIVITY

Use your knowledge of the discussions of methodologies and apply th
verify miracles?¢ Could there be scientific investigation of miracles¢ W
look like?

Write down your thoughts in answer to the questions here in bullet-po

\_

argument of L

. 9
same thing; —179
universe can\g®om, the discussion of which has found itself at the heart of deb
science.

Scientific Cosmologies

Scientific cosmologies are scientific theories about where the universe came fro
several different theories; however, the most commonly accepted theory regar
the Big Bang theory.

Big Bang theory is the most dominant and best-known cosmology within scient
the universe is approximately 13.8 billion years old.

The theory has its origins in the observation that there was movement within th
appears, through observation, to be moving outwards from a zentral point, awa
expanding, which would indicate a central point |

Einstein’s posited theory of general relat’ ne support indirectly to th

This theory posits that 14 b g.ive or take) that central point was

energy which s v

(¢}
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This small ball of energy expanded very quickly. According to
famed physicist Stephen Hawking, this hot concentrated ball of
energy and matter did not expand into space which was already
there, but this rapid expansion created the space which it occupied.
According to Hawking, this was the point at which both space and
time came into being, which is termed within the scientific
community as the Big Bang.

Before this point, according to the theory

ntirely random, but

Some scientists believe that t
‘ ent a reason or a cause.

there as those who

entire

The theory
depends on N

irely on empiricism (due to the observation of the move
ber of a priori assumptions, such as the cosmological principl

It has, however, been given evidentiary basis in subsequent research such as th
This was the discovery of the speed of galaxies moving away from one another
background radiation. This is argued to support the theory of the Big Bang on t
movement outwards from a singular point would indicate that there had to be
movement — this being the Big Bang.

There is also a phenomenon known as the red shift which gives basis for the Big
observance of patterns of light. This is a finding from the scientific discipline of
from an individual, it shifts away from the blue end of the spectrum towards th
light within the universe gives scientific basis to suggest that the universe is mo
central point. Furthermore, it was been observed that this movement away fro
expansion rate. This observation is often used to support th ?ig Bang theory.

The cosmological constant (density of the value
effect was thought by thinkers such as Ei
would be impossible for this to h

v7€70, but the discovery of

be interpre 11
posits that tX2

because the matter within the universe is being continually created in order to
is expanding (and, therefore, would theoretically be making the matter thinner)

The Gaia hypothesis was first posited by chemist James Lovelock and Lyn Marg
the Greek goddess Gaia, who represented Earth. It's a theory which posits the i
sustaining. Broadly speaking, it rests on the ideas of the self-sustaining nature o
world as functioning in such a way as to make the world able to sustain itself.
such as the current global temperature, seawater salinity and oxygen in the atm

These ideas don’t necessarily fit within the boundaries of the first law of thermo
the Big Bang theory strictly. The background radiation observation of the Hubb

i

The theory of evolution is another scientific theory whie
observe it today has come to be Evolution is 2 th.

sited to explain t

the finches varled This gave them an advantage regarding their food and the f
that particular part of the island.

From this observation he developed a theory of evolution — he argued that with
genetic mutations. These genetic mutations, he argues, are advantageous, suc
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an animal to more easily access food. This enables the animal with the genetic
and procreate, passing on the mutation. Those who do not have the genetic m
procreate and will die without passing on their genes. In this way, the mutation
genetic make-up of the whole species of animal.

The idea that those with the advantageous genes thrive and those without die i
or natural selection. It seems to be observable across m necies, leading to
within the scientific community due to the large a irical evidence

This is the dominant theory of how anix artkind have come to be with

believes thais s an explanation for how mankind has come to be which does
explain. In his own work The Selfish Gene, he adds further to the theory of evol
theories of the development of individual genes as well as collective ones.

He has also challenged various theories of God’s existence which are rooted in i
(discussed later) in works such as The Blind Watchmaker in which he argues tha
responsible for the creation of the world then such a God must be blind or crue
of suffering experienced within the world.

Therefore, he believes strongly in, and indeed advocates for, the idea that scien
believes that in view of the developments of modern science which are made in
the world and how it came to be, there is no need for religion or belief in God a
should no longer be something which individuals believe or take part in.

|

eed for God to
heory of evoluti

Those such as Dawkins believe that such a theory remc
and human beings. Some Christians have chosen /&
known as creationists.

Creation Themes
Creation themzaz :

idea regard| 11
within Chris

regardmg the creation of the World as told within the book o}

-

In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth. > Now t
and empty, darkness was over the surface of the deep, and

hovering over the waters.

3And God said, “Let there be light,” and there was light. *God s
good, and he separated the light from the darkness. * God ¢

and the darkness he called “night.”” And gre was evening,

morning—the first day.

themes found within religious belief is the belief in creation
who have rejected scientific cosmologies about how the world came to be and
interpretation of the account of creation in Genesis as told in the Bible.
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Generally speaking, they have a variety of beliefs, including the following:

e  Scientists who posit evolution are basing their views on a few assumptions.
creationists do the same. As they are both basing their ideas on assumption

e They argue that scientists posit the evolution of one organism to another,
assumption and has never been wholly proved.

*  Some creationists argue that fossils are explained by the events in the Bibl

e  Some view evolution as a theory as being so unlik: o itis difficult, the
leap of faith in order to believe it.

e  They believe that the Bible and tha
infallible. Therefore, th
the Bible it is t

eve in (whose Word they
mistakes or be mistaken. In their
e Scripture, which is mistaken.

reams of creationist belief — young Earth creationists an

Young earth creationists are Christians who believe in a wholly literal interpret
believe that the account of creation as told in Genesis is a literal, historical acco
They are biblical literalists, believing that the world was created literally by Go
seventh.

Science posits that Earth is approximately 13.8 billion years old, as previously s
however, believe that Earth is 6,000 years old. Their system of dating is based
processes of scientific testing. They believe that all humans can trace their line
Garden of Eden, who then populated Earth. They believe that God created all t
observed now and that they were subsequently named by Adam.

Old earth creationists take a slightly less literal view of creation. They believe
old. They hold that the six-day story of creation as described in Genesis is true.
original Hebrew word ‘yom’ as ‘day’ — therefore, in this v “
of creation as told in Genesis represents a series
literal creation week.

creative energy, o

.
: od created every species with intent
iffer genetically to previous species have ap
ept some forms of evolution, but this is limited. The
ower species’, but certainly not within the human species. T

They also reject evolutio
species that h2gs a

I

beings, prehuman humanoids, which are evidenced by archaeological excavati
that Adam was the first human which God imbued with a soul. They also belie
historical event, but they believe that it was a localised event only occurring in

However, it should be noted that there is not more scientific evidence or basis
within young Earth creationism. There is no current scientific basis for new spe
no way to empirically or substantially state that prehuman humanoids were wi
that the flood of Noah was a local event, while potentially appearing more reas
text which old Earth creationists hold to interpret literally.

-
They lay emphasis on the fact that evolution is technically So God ¢
just a theory. | image, in
them; male

One of the issues with the theory of evolution i
contradicts the biblical principle of i
image of God intentionally as

“ - 1.pleof a creationist — heralded -/

+5of the creationist movement within the twentieth centu
Bible as bein @ infallible word of God and argues that it is the yardstick agai
should be measured.

Henry Morricg
as one of tt 1f

He stated that his personal belief was that the Bible was infallible, the words an
wholly perfect — including the story of creation.
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He rejects the idea that dinosaurs existed before the time of human beings. He
coexisted. He argues that dinosaurs are the creatures referred to as ‘behemot

There are those who have attempted to use science in order to support biblical
science.

Therefore, it is clear that the two ideas have clashed somewhat. Evolution is p
God unnecessary. Evolution is by some Christians who Ju ted as not fitting
How then, do some believers accept evolutio : intaining belief in G

EXAM PREP

3
ous and scientific cosmologies can never agree.’

Create a spider diagram or table of reasons for and against this

Teilhard de Chardin is one such theist. He was a palaeontologist and a Jesuit p
somewhat discombobulating at first within the context of the evolution and cre
largely been rejected by the creationist community, but were popularised with
believed and argued that science and religion are compatible. He believed that
as well as religious belief, and viewed science as being a part of the process of
religious purpose. In his view, the process of human evolution is leading towar
evolve into an ‘omega point’ — a being that is morally perfect, like Jesus.

Chardin is just one example of those who have accepted evolution but have ma
example of a theist who is also a scientist is John Polki 3 an Anglican pri
argues that science and religion cannot dictate to er what is truth an
involve some form of a leap of faith i ‘
is of religion.

There are eyg °
—L‘i

Anyone using the scientific method to look at the universe will observe the sam
incredibly, indescribably complex. The mechanisms by which the universe gov
complicated, and there continues to be layers and layers of complexity discove
was one miniscule detail of difference then the world as it appears to currently

This is a religious theory which attempts to provide a scientific legitimacy.

This is a belief that it is wrong to remove God completely from theories about
argued by proponents of these ideas that theories such as evolution and the Bi
something. Questions individuals might have about these theories are propose
theory of intelligent design.

bie complexity and

Biochemist Michael Behe published his ideas abo .
: ern developments in bioc

Darwin’s Black Box. In this book, h
facts about life which Darwin
these new developm g
intelligent /g

at the time of his writing of evol
nged Darwinian theory and, in fact, point
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At the time of Darwin, he argues, we were not aware of anything
smaller than a single cell. Of course, now, modern science has
developed to the point that we know there are things smaller
than cells, such as atoms. This is argued by Behe to bring the
ideas of Darwin into question.

life.

The analogy used t is idea is that of a mousetrap. A mousetra

made up of arts, big and small. However, if you were to remo

much as a s! mousetrap would cease to work as it was originally intend

purpose. ltisirreducibly complex in that the removal of even one part will sto

The same, he argues, is true of the world. For example, the process of the clot
is an incredibly small and relatively unnoticeable feature. However, it requires
different systems of biology. And if it was removed from the biology of human
the functioning of the human body. It is necessary for a healthy human. In this
are irreducibly complex.

The human eye is also used as an example of a part of the human body which s
complexity; it should also be noted that the human eye itself was something th
his theory as the incredible complexity of the human eye seems highly improba
sensitivity in smaller beings.

The reason that Behe gives for this irreducible complexity is that, in his view, it

intelligent design. The ways in which the world and

God can®®
biologically.
e |t employs God of the gaps theory, which is considered to be weak philoso
e |t does not necessarily point towards the traditional God of Judaeo-Christi

be tested empirically; therefore, all that can be proved is that
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Quick Quiz

1. What is the scientific method? —
2. N
3. ‘ ,
' O
5.

" O
7.  Whatis evolution? :

.......... ] .‘... teeeereeenesenatentieurtesratarreaa bt b ren e eaebeeosroosbeostrons
o

]
cationism?

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

ig
Qg
Education

Course Companion for A Level Edexcel Paper 1: Philosophy of Religion (Year 2) Page 65 of



QUICK QUIZ ANSWE

4 | Analogy and Symbal

1. Ananalogy is the use of comparison between two dissimilar or simi
explaining a separate concept.

2. A symbolis a physical representation
thing which it represents.

3. Thevia p051t1va, als : cataphatic way, posits that we c
elementg ¢ ay in which the Scriptures describe him. F

because we are told so and we understand the con

4. The via™Cgativa, also known as negative theology or apophatic way
the idea that we cannot use human language to effectively describe
human understanding of these words. We cannot make positive ass
to make assertions about what God is not, and we can gain knowled

5. Equivocal language is language which can have more than one mea
example.

6. By attribution, Aquinas meant that the made and the maker must ha
can ascertain things about the maker by looking at the made. There
can understand things about God.

7. Any relevant example of a religious symbol will be accepted; for exa

8. Students here could give any of Tillich’s beliefs about symbols, inclu

nich can point to a

companion.
10. John Hick questions the
part1c1pates onw

AdOO NOILO4dSNI

4 2 Verification and Falsification Debates

1. Logical positivism is a school of thought popular in the 1930s in We
is a method of philosophically ascertaining what knowledge can be
on whether or not it is empirical.

Analytic statements are statements which contain meaning and evid
Strong verification is a truth which can be conclusively established e
Weak verification is a truth which it is possible for experience to ren
Ayer believes that religion had no meaning.

Logical positivism contradicts itself in that should the theory be tak
ria.

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED
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Anthony Flew.
The parable of the explorer/g:
9. He reaches the conclus?

@

ig

exists that poi e dlsprovmg of God’s existence or b. ad
thate ,, alter their state of belief Qg
10. Hare c§ es his ideas with his own analogy, presenting the idea Education
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4.3 Language Games

1.
2.

10.

a.| Context to Critiques of Religious Belief

Ludwig Wittgenstein.
Language games is the theory that religious and non-religious individ
other as they are playing different games with different rules in the w
language.

He argues that if one tries to play football by
you attempt to use non-religious rules to- “
He believed that some grou #'. o have a family resemblance.
Therefore, some word Adtion in a similar fashion to an exten

This is his idea that in order for a statement to have some kind of me
something which is a fact. For example, if someone states that there i
and then there actually is a tree outside the window upon investigatic
claim.
Richard Brockhaus critiques picture theory as he argues that it does n
phrases.

Cognitive and non-cognitive.

That within the context of language games, God can simultaneously
within different views and realities.

10.

Students could give any of the strengths -
moral teachings within Scrip "

our innate sense of morali

around us. It considers beliefs based on supernatural knowledge to b
empirically verified.

Materialism is the belief that only physical matter exists. It interprets
of material substances; so, for example, mental processes are the resu
brain. It denies the existence of non-material things such as God or s
Durkheim believes in a functional explanation of religion. It has a se
society rather than being towards worshipping God.

Marx viewed religion as an oppressive social force — ‘the opium of th
Freud argued religion was an “illusion” and existed because believers
project their fears, anxieties and subconscious o
relieve them. Itis a way to cope with feel
death. |
The importance (and A¢ use of human reason; tolerance
are religious and e not; Anticlericalism.

Antic] ST 1dea that no religion should have a monopoly o
the pofhe bging the receiver of truth.

David Hume.

lessness, our inn.
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a.2 Bertrand Russell vs Frederick Copleston

G L e

10.

B.1 Life after Death

Bertrand Russell identified as an agnostic with atheistic leanings.
Frederick Copleston was a Jesuit priest and, therefore, was a Christi
Contingency, religious experience.

Gottfried Leibniz.

Copleston believed that the contingency argum.
God.

Russell responded by argumo 5
assumptlon of impli

s a good, logi

. éency argument makes
akes issue with the definition an

t think that religious experience can give conclusiv
s true and there is a true change observed in the indi
should be believed to point to the existence of God.

Russell responded by drawing a comparison between the experienc
an individual and the suicide of some individuals in Japan over wel
emotional reaction is extreme and yet the source is fiction.

The idea of the change in the individual’s moral code or personality
being a good indicator of the reality of the experience. Russell argu
proof.

The strong reactions experienced by readership of Japanese fiction i
heroines is comparable to the strong reactions of people with religio
not true, yet the reaction is strong.

8.
9.
10.

This belief posits that the sou
It is immortal (livi

1 s separate and not dependen
oes not die in the same way in w

Rebirth e pon death, the nama rupa (name-form, m
eleme it a new body and is born again, possibly in the wo
This is N ea that souls and bodies are separate and upon the dea

given a new body, as the chain of life happens in continuous creatio
Replica theory is a thought experiment which gradually puts forwar
death. It posits an afterlife: as there is a death which occurs, the rep
the individual. The theory also goes on to posit that such replicas co
Resurrection is the returning to life of an individual who has died.
The world of change is the physical world in which individuals can
world of Forms is spiritual, not physical, and cannot be physically c
This is a term for the continuity of the life of the soul, known as rebi
life cycle.

The end of the cycle of rebirth is known as nir
John Hick. '
Impassibility, glory/brlghtnes
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6.2 Points for Discussion about Life after Death

1.

10.

B.3 Religion and Scientific Debates

The dualist view holds that human beings as an entity are a combin
that mind and body are separate facets of humanity.

The substance dualist view holds that human beings as an entity are
substances, positing that mind and body are different substances.
The monist view holds that human beings as are not made
rather one.

The materialist view holds that
same regardless of w

eligs as an entity are made
ne is discussing mind and body.

If an indizgdun’ ave a behef in the afterlife they might not
way i eve entrance to something they don’t believe in
does n&§

A near-death experience is when an individual experiences death an
other or the afterlife.

The feeling of peace; The feeling of separation of the spirit from the
darkness; The seeing of a light; Entering the light.

Students could give any examples of criticism. This could be the fac
explained by a lack of oxygen in the brain at the point of death.
Students could give any strength for religious belief; for example, cu
William James argued that in some instances, beliefs which have a 1
The essence of truth behind a claim is not necessarily reliant on the
decisions and choices that we make on a daily basis that are made w.

. Irreducible comp

The scientific methc)d isam

work.
Hume considered belief in miracles to be irrational because of the hi
evidence of miracles occurring. He developed four a posteriori (fro
there is inadequate evidence of miracles.

The Big Bang theory.

This is the value density of the energy in the universe.

A theory posited by Charles Darwin that species have experienced t
selection as they have experienced mutations which have caused sm
genetically advantageous.

Creationism is the rejection of any scientific theori
the belief that the account of Creatlon as con
Some religious people accept ev
process made by God, anc

hich contradi
ith Genesisis w.

sult of intelligent desi
oes not conflict with their fai
ea posited by Michael Behe, who argu
ened as a result of chaos and, therefore, needs
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