Unit 5: The Design Argument

The cosmological argument
· Attempts to explain the very existence of the universe - first cause, maintain that without God there would be no universe
Kalam arguments
· Argue God willed the universe into existence from nothing
Thomistic arguments
· Cosmological arguments which allow the universe to have an eternal past-God somehow sustains the universe
· These arguments do not provide best evidence for God’s existence - Cosmological arguments do not obviously address the telos contained in or exhibited by the universe
Telos
· Philosophical term for purpose or goal associated with fine tuning 
Teleology arguments
· Arguments of natural theology which take instances of applicant design in nature as evidence of a divine designer, the universe would not be the way we find it to be
· Richard Swineburne best known for defense of Theological argument
Richard Swineburne
· Oxford university professor
· His defense argument is contained in his book, The Existence of God (1979), which refers to intricate Bayesian probability and highly technical language
· In 1996 he came out with a simplified version called How The Existence of God Explains The World And Its Order
· Newton’s laws are not the fundamental laws of nature, they hold very accurately but not totally accurately
· Physical universe - not only are there enormous numbers of things but they all behave in the same way
· The same laws of nature govern the most distant galaxies we can observe through telescopes as operate on earth, and the same laws govern earliest events which we can refer to as operate today
· Every object, however distant in time and space has same powers and liabilities to exercise these powers as do the electrons and protons which or bodies are made of. If there is no cause, it is an extraordinary coincidence. 
· Science cannot explain why every object has the same powers and liabilities, it could not explain why each object has most general powers it does.
· Suppose Newton’s three laws of motion and his law of gravitational design are fundamental laws of nature
· Then what this means is that every atom, electron, and so on attracts every other object in the universe with the same attractive force - (Newton’s laws hold as they follow general laws of relativity and quantum theory, which are consequence of more general theory; Grand Unified Theory)
· Suppose we stop with Grand Unified Theory, then every atom and electron in the universe has just the same powers and liabilities as those described by Grand Unified Theory. If you allow yourself to stop, that is just how thing are according to the materialist. It is not merely that all material objects have the same general powers and liabilities as each other, but they fall into kinds, members of which behave like each other in specific ways. Examples include; Each electron behaves like the next, Oak trees behave like oak trees, and Tigers behave like Tigers. These are simple and detectable observations by humans.
Possibilities (According to Swinburne)
· It may have happened that the ultimate constituents of matter/electrons, protons, photons, behaved in same simple ways. But when they came together to make medium sized material objects, humans could not predict behavior. Unscientific explanation would not lead us to future expectancies. In the world, there are regularities in behavior of medium sized objects which can be detected and used by unscientific regularity, to a high degree of approximation. Some examples include: Heavy objects fall to the ground, humans and other land animals need air to live, etc. There are exceptions though: When heavy objects will not fall to the ground if heavily magnetized. The obvious approximate regularities which humans can detect are ones with important consequences for whether we live or die (eat enough to live, escape predators, and accidents). Humans utilize these to make difference in world.
· The simple hypothesis of theism leads us to expect all phenomena with reasonable degree of probability; God allows us to share in his creative activity of choosing; we make choices crucial to ourselves - whether to avoid falling rocks, escape from predators etc.
· God being omnipotent is able to create world orderly in these respects, world containing humans is good
· Persons have thoughts, experiences, and can make choices which result in difference to world and inanimate world - God is generous, there is a particular kind of goodness in humans with bodies in a low governed universe as they choose how the world works
· Medium sized objects and small size components
· Humans can discover laws of dynamics and chemistry to make cars, airplanes, guns and thus extend power from control of the world
· Can be used to develop laws - embodiment in orderly world allows for quick learning of regularities and rebuilding world
· God has reason to create world of natural laws of the kind we see in order for us to have these opportunities, God has reason for not foisting us on fixed measure of knowledge and control
· The suitability of the world as a theatre for humans is not the only reason for God to make an orderly world. Animals are also conscious - they learn, live and plan and are detectable. 
· An orderly world is a beautiful world. Beauty consists of pattern and order. Total chaos is ugly. Movements of toms in accordance with regular laws is a beautiful dance. Medieval thought regular movements of spheres as most beautiful.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Arguments to God from real world and its regularity
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