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LECTURE 2

The Existence of God

I. Introduction

Theology and Falsification
by Anthony Flew

Let us begin with a parable . . . . Once upon a time two explorers came upon a clearing in the jungle. In the clearing were growing many flowers and many weeds. One explorer says, "some gardener must tend this plot." The other disagrees, "There is no gardener." So they pitch their tents and set a watch. No gardener is ever seen. "But perhaps he is an invisible gardener." So they, set up a barbed-wire fence. They electrify it. They patrol with bloodhounds . . . . But no shrieks ever suggest that some intruder has received a shock. No movements of the wire ever betray an invisible climber. The bloodhounds never give cry. Yet still the Believer is not convinced. "But there is a gardener, invisible, intangible, insensible to electric shocks, a gardener who has no scent and makes no sound, a gardener who comes secretly to look after the garden which he loves." At last the Sceptic despairs, "But what remains of your original assertion? Just how does what you call an invisible, intangible, eternally elusive gardener differ from an imaginary gardener or even from no gardener at all?"

[Flew concludes his short article:]

Now it often seems to people who are not religious as if there was no conceivable event or series of events the occurrence of which would be admitted by sophisticated religious people to be a sufficient reason for conceding "There wasn't a God after all" or "God does not really love us then." Someone tells us that God loves us as a father loves his children. We are reassured. But then we see a child dying of inoperable cancer of the throat. His earthly father is driven frantic in his efforts to help, but his Heavenly Father reveals no obvious sign of concern. Some qualification is made -- God's love is "not a merely human love" or it is "an inscrutable love," perhaps -- and we realize that such sufferings are quite compatible with the truth of the assertion that "God loves us as a father . . ." Just what would have to happen not merely (morally and wrongly) to tempt but also (logically and rightly) to entitle us to say "God does not love us" or even "God does not exist"? 

Excerpted from http://www.infidels.org/library/modern/antony_flew/theologyandfalsification.html 

II. Who has the “Burden of Proof”?
A. Atheists often say the burden rests with those who believe God exists.
“The debate about the existence of God should properly begin from the presumption of atheism, that the onus of proof must lie upon the theist. . .”  Anthony Flew, atheist

“We do not need to have a proof that God does not exist in order to justify atheism.  Atheism is obligatory in the absence of any evidence for God’s Existence . . .”  Michael Scriven, atheist

B. What is wrong with this?

III. Approaches to Demonstrating God’s Existence

A. John Calvin’s distinction

B. Problems related to “proof” of God’s existence

IV. Reasons Belief in God is Rejected

A. Must learn to understand the thinking of unbelievers before we respond

B. An exemplar: French philosopher Pierre Bayle (1647-1706)

An all-powerful God could destroy evil

An all-loving God would destroy evil

But evil is not destroyed

Therefore, there is not an all-loving all-powerful God

Bayle, Dictionnaire historique et critique (1697)

V. Several Arguments for the Existence of God 

A. Cosmological (Kalam)

1. Whatever begins to exist must have a cause.

2. The universe began to exist.

3. Therefore, the universe has a cause.

4. That cause is either personal or impersonal (the difference involves a will).

5. Only a personal cause is sufficient to explain the world as we know it.

Hawking & Mlodinow, The Grand Design
Hawking, “Curiosity: Did God Create the Universe?” (Discovery Channel)

B. Teleological - design implies a designer

Hawking—M Theory = a multiverse of universes.
Scientists still cannot satisfactorily explain why some human beings are prepared to give their lives for others. The complexity of such anomaly lies far outside the scope of their purely mechanical grasp. Nor can they explain why so much human activity operates at a subliminal level. The spiritual sophistication of musical, artistic, politic, and scientific creativity far exceeds that of any primitive function programmed into the brain as a basic survival mechanism’ Hawking, Jane. Music to Move the Stars, p. 200.
C. Argument from religious experience 

1. Experiences with God provide a ground for Christian belief

“I suspect that for many people their assurance of God’s existence is at least partly due to a sort of background awareness of the constant presence and activity of God, something like our normal background awareness of our bodies.” Philosopher William P. Alston

2. Problem: What about the experiences of Muslims, Hindus, etc.?

a. Experience is not self-interpreting

b. Remember cumulative case

c. This argument supports existence of “God” but not triune God of the Christian faith.

d. Bible is clear that pagans have religious experiences.

D. Moral argument - Reasons from moral law to law-giver (C.S. Lewis)

E. Absurdity of life without God

1. This argument begins by assuming that there is no God and then attempts to explain the universe from that perspective.

2. If there is no God then . . .

VI. Dialogical Approach

VII. For further study

Berlinski, David. The Devil’s Delusion: Atheism and Its Scientific Pretensions, 2nd ed. New York: Basic Books, 2009. Secular Jew and mathematician, Berlinski delivers an erudite and often humorous expose of the illogic of many of the new atheists, particularly Richard Dawkins.

Craig, William L., Reasonable Faith: Christian Truth and Apologetics. Wheaton: Crossway, Third ed., 2008. Craig’s outline of the Kalam cosmological argument is included in this volume.

Clark, Kelly James. Return to Reason: A Critique of Enlightenment Evidentialism and a Defense of Reason and Belief in God. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1990. Clark, professor of philosophy at Calvin College, challenges the Enlightenment assumption of evidentialism -- that belief in God requires the support of evidence or arguments to be rational. This is a classic exposition of Reformed epistemology, or, as some have dubbed it, “Plantinga made easy.”
Collins, Francis S. The Language of God: A Scientist Presents Evidence for Belief. New York: Free Press, 2006. The former head of the Human Genome Project argues from the history of science and religion, as well as current scientific knowledge, that there is no conflict between contemporary science and the God of the Bible.

Dawkins, Richard. The God Delusion. New York: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt, 2008. The Oxford biologist asserts the irrationality of belief in God and the grievous harm religion has inflicted on society.
Hawking, Jane. Music to Move the Stars. London: Macmillan, 2000. The wife of Stephen Hawking for 25 years chronicles her own increasing belief in God and Stephen’s hardening atheism, a chasm which contributed to their eventual divorce.

Hawking, Stephen & Mlodinow, Leonard. The Grand Design. New York: Random House, 2010. Hawking and his co-author trash the whole field of philosophy and argue that “M-Theory” (a multiverse; an infinite number of universes) makes a designer God unnecessary.

Lennox, John C. God and Stephen Hawking: Whose Design Is It Anyway? Oxford: Lion Hudson, 2011. A professor of Mathematics and the Philosophy of Science at the University of Oxford and Green Templeton College gives an easily-readable response to The Grand Design in less than 100 pages.

Lennox, John C. Gunning for God and Stephen Hawking: Why the New Atheists Are Missing the Target. Oxford: Lion Hudson, 1011. British Mathematics and Philosophy of Science professor gives popular-level responses to many of the charges of the “new” atheists including: “Is religion poisonous?”; “Can we be good without God?”; “Is the God of the Bible a despot?”; and “Is the atonement morally repellent?”
McGrath, Alistar. Why God Won’t Go Away: Is the New Atheism Running on Empty? Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 2010. Professor of theology at Kings College, London, McGrath gives a scholarly, but readable, 150-page answer to the central charges of contemporary atheists..

________ & McGrath, Joanna. The Dawkins Delusion: Atheist Fundamentalism and the Denial of the Divine. Downers Grove, Ill.: InterVarsity Press, 2007. Professor of theology at Kings College, London, McGrath responds to the The God Delusion in a very readable 100 pages.

Moreland, J. P. and Nielson, Kai. Does God Exist?: The Debate Between Theists and Atheists. Amherst, New York: Prometheus Books, 1993. This book begins with the transcript of a debate between J. P. Moreland and atheist Kai Nielson. Following are excellent responses to the issues raised in the debate by theists William Lane Craig and Dallas Willard, as well as atheists Antony Flew and Keith Parsons.
Plantinga, Alvin. Where the Conflict Really Lies: Science, Religion, & Naturalism. New York: Oxford University Press, 2011. The renown Calvinist philosopher and Notre Dame professor persuasively argues there is no serious conflict between theism and science, but there is a deep discord between current evolutionary thought and naturalism.
Stenger, Victor J. The New Atheism: Taking a Stand for Science and Reason. Amherst, N.Y.: Prometheus Books, 2009. A philosophy, physics, and astronomy professor (University of Hawaii and U. of Colorado) marshals many arguments against the belief in any sort of God or the supernatural.
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