[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_3][bookmark: _WNTabType_2]	12-11-12 4:14 PM
[bookmark: _GoBack]Religion
Christianity is the largest world wide religion, with islam and hinduism following.
Atheist: people who choose not to believe 
Non-religious people: people who do not care

The three 'Abrahamic' religions (comprise 53% of the world population):
• christianity
• islam
• judaism

Non-religious plus the atheists make up about 20% of the world population

Many of the worlds major conflicts are defined by religious differences:
• war on "terror" / jihad
• palestine
• sudan
• india/pakistan
• ireland

What IS religion?
	How do we define it?

The Idea of Definition
	Traditional we understand defining something as giving its necessary and sufficient conditions
	Ex: the definition of 'bachelor' is: unmarried male
	That is: anything that is a bachelor is an unmarried male
	and anything that is an unmarried male is a bachelor

Necessary and sufficient conditions
	'unmarried' is a necessary condition of 'bachelor'
	'male' is a necessary condition of 'bachelor'
	therefore, unmarried and male are sufficient conditions of being a bachelor

Essence = definition = necessary and sufficient conditions

Essence of Religion
• belief, faith, in the unprovable
• supernatural
• God or gods
• awe
• individual and private affair
• essential to life: answer to nihility
• afterlife: eschatology
• ritual
• priests or shamans
• moral law
Not every religion has all of these qualities
There is no necessary condition, therefore there are no necessary and sufficient conditions in order to produce a definition
There is no definition

How do you define 'fruit' as opposed to 'vegetable'?
• a fruit has seeds
• but what about a tomato, cucumber, or a rhubarb 
Define 'game'
• system of entertainment 
• activity that follows a set of rules

Theory of Family Resemblance's (Ludwig Wittgenstein):
• very often (though not always) our words and our concepts lack definition in the strict classical sense
• they work much more like family resemblance's- a set of features spread across a family with no one being the exact same.
• some of our concepts lack crisp boundaries, they are sometimes called cluster concepts 
• religion has had a very long history and it has meant many diff things at diff times and places

The evolution of Religion
• Hunter-Gatherer 
• polytheistic, disorganized, divorced from morality, no connecting to the meaning of life.
• Agricultural 
• shamanistic, political, 'high god', divorced from morality
• Axial Age
• monotheistic, priestly, political, connected to morality, connected to the 'meaning of life'
• invented by Karl Jaspers (800 - 200 BCE)
• He discovered in China, Greece, India, Mesopotamia, there was development of monotheism, morality, meaning of life, and forming a story about afterlife

The Abrahamic Religions
	the great monotheistic religions of the west
	these religions have in common
• belief in a single God, creator of the universe
• omnipotent, omniscient, eternal, benevolent
• ultimate explanation
• moral law
• faith amenable to reason

The new reality of plural societies
	we have the freedom to chose, to examine, and to discuss

Revered Scripture
	script, text, bible
	"of course God exists, the bible says so"

Religious experience
	visions, trances, mystical transports

Reason
	a prominent strand that sees human reason as pointing to religious truths
	can reason show that god exists?

St. Anselm – The Ontological Argument (a priori)
Founded by St. Anselm of Canterbury 
Ontological argument: we have to understand the nature of god as a perfect being, therefore he must exist
Not to exist is an imperfection, and he has to exist
The argument only works in the case of god
If the greatest possible beings exist in the mind, they must exist in reality
Anselm says that those who understand god exists, cannot conceive that he doesn’t.

Objection: 
Gaunilo suggested that the ontological argument could be used to prove the existence of anything 
Used the island example
Says that unless someone has proof or evidence, he cannot simply just cast away all doubt and believe
Thomas Aquinas rejected the argument because he claims that humans cannot know gods nature
David Hume offered an empirical objection based on lack of evidential reasoning
Immanuel Kant provided the traditional definition of ontological 
Said there are three possible bases to prove god’s existence
1. No experience
2. Many experiences
3. One experience

St. Thomas Aquinas: The Cosmological Argument 

Empirical: based on experience

Cosmological Argument (first cause argument): 
The proof of gods existence that argues on the basis of many experiences 
All things in the world must have a cause, and since there cannot be an infinity of causes, there must be a first one, which is God.
Thomas Aquinas argues for this cause, and explains the five ways in which to prove that god exists
Aquinas identifies to objections to the existence of god as:
God means that he is infinite goodness without evil, but there is still evil in the world, so god does not exist
Everything we see in the world can be accounted for by other things, like nature and human will and reason. Therefore, god is not needed.

Aquinas Five Ways

First Way – Motion
Whatever is moved, must be moved by another
He concludes that there has to have been a first mover, who was moved by no other, which is God

Second Way – Nature of Efficient Cause
Things have efficient causes
Nothing can be caused by itself
There is a first cause

Third Way – The Argument from Contingency
	a) the argument
If everything that exists exists contingently, there will have been a time at which nothing existed. 
If that were so nothing could have come to exist, and nothing would exist now. 
But things do exist now. Therefore some things must exist not contingently but necessarily.
Thus something must have existed to start existing

Fourth Way – The Argument from Degrees of Excellence 
“more” or “less” require a “most” or “least”
We acknowledge more and less good, more and less truly being, more and less perfect. 
Therefore, there is a best (most good), a most truly being, and a most perfect thing.

Fifth Way – The Argument From Harmony
governance of the world, everything has an overall purpose which is set up by god
Natural bodies act for an end, including natural bodies which lack knowledge or intelligence. 
Non-intelligent natural bodies which act for an end must have their action directed by a being endowed with knowledge and intelligence. 
Therefore an intelligent being exists by whom all natural things are directed to their end.

The Argument From Design (Teleological Argument)
William Paley – philosophy and theologian
God’s existence is proven from a single experience
Experience is the order, design and purposefulness of the physical universe
Paley uses the analogy of a watch: just as no one believes that a watch came into existence by chance, no one should think that about the natural world as well.
“divine designer” must exist to account for the order and purposefulness of the natural world
an external force has “programmed” physical objects to act in the ways they do
Problems:
Natural processes are not always perfect
Tendency to assign human qualities to nature 

David Hume- A good God would exclude Evil
Hume argues that a being so wise, good, and powerful would not produce a world so full of misery and disorder
These ills are the result of four conditions of human nature:
The striving of survival and self-preservation
The limited power for all creatures to confront their problems
The laws of nature
The bizarre events in nature that result in disorder
Hume’s solution: the human mind is incapable of understanding the nature of god

The Problems of Evil
 
Epicurus' version of the argument from evil 
Either God wants to abolish evil, and cannot; or he can, but does not want to. 
If he wants to, but cannot, he is impotent. If he can, but does not want to, he is wicked. 
If God can abolish evil, and God really wants to do it, why is there evil in the world? 
More formally:
 1. If an all-powerful and perfectly good god exists, then evil does not.
 2. There is evil in the world.
 3. Therefore, an all-powerful and perfectly good god does not exist.

Theodicy (Hicks)
Theodicy: the justification of gods goodness in the face of the fact of evil
Two problems: 
Moral evil: wickedness
Non-moral evil: physical and mental suffering
divine retribution: In addition to being all-good, God is just. The pain and suffering that people encounter is simply God's retribution for the evil that they themselves have done.
The free-will defence: The evil in the world is introduced by the operation of human free will. Free will is a great good. We live in the best of all possible worlds.
Problems:
i) Natural evil
ii) the suffering of animals
Soul-making
God's benevolence consists not in giving a free and easy ride to everyone, but in providing a context in which souls can grow; spiritual growth requires adversity, challenges.

Pascal’s Wager
Pascal's fundamental vision: in a situation of unsurmountable unceertainty the best we can do is think about probabilities and make a rational best guess.
There is no proof for or against the existence of god, yet we are all forced to decide whether we believe or not

Constructing the wager, the rational calculation:
Where G stands for the proposition that God exists, along with the traditional (Christian) eschatological story

	You believe in God
	God is true 
	BIG WIN

	You don’t believe in God
	God is true
	BIG LOSS

	You believe in God
	God is false
	Small loss

	You don’t believe in God
	God is false
	Small win



Therefore, the only way to avoid the big loss, it to believe in God, it is the rational thing to do.
We have nothing to lose, and everything to gain, if we believe in God, and It is true. 
Pascal’s Wager is not one that supports the existence of god, but supports the reasonability of a tendency to believe in god
It supports religion, but not the arguments in favor of religion

A priori knowledge is knowledge that is known independently of experience (that is, it is non-empirical, or arrived at beforehand, usually by reason). It will henceforth be acquired through anything that is independent from experience.
A posteriori knowledge is knowledge that is known by experience (that is, it is empirical, or arrived at afterward)

Epistemology
Concerned with the nature and limitations of knowledge
How knowledge connects and relates to truth, justification and belief

Descartes’ Rationalism 
Rene Descartes: maintained that whatever is clearly and distinctly perceived is true 
An idea is ‘clear’ if its content contains the nature and essence of it
An idea is ‘distinct’ if its content does not contradict the essence of the object
Method of doubt:
Senses
Memory
its not god that’s deceiving us because god will never deceive
Believes that his senses deceive him 
Argued that knowledge of eternal truths can be attained by reason alone
Argued that dreams are not real sense experiences, and cannot provide knowledge 
Conscious sense experience can be the cause of illusions, then sense experience itself can be doubtable. 
Descartes deduced that a rational pursuit of truth should doubt every belief about reality
Reason alone determined knowledge, and that this could be done independently of the senses
Mind-body problem: Descartes believed that the mind and body were separate from each other
Cogito ergo sum: I think, therefore I am 
someone wondering whether or not he or she exists is, in and of itself, proof that something, an "I", exists to do the thinking
believed that knowledge is a priori, or independent of experience

Locke’s Empiricism
Believes that sense perceptions provide us with all knowledge and are distinct and clear in themselves
No “innate” principles
All knowledge is founded on two empirical sources:
Sensation
Reflection – ideas of our own
Believes in the idea that the mind is “tabula rasa” or a blank slate, which our experiences fill
Does not believe in innate ideas
Innate idea: something people are born with rather than something people have learned through experience
Locke’s main defenses against universal assent can be categorized into two arguments: 
first, just because an idea is shared does not mean it is inherently innate 
second, no ideas can be classified as purely universal
Locke defined ideas as anything that existed in the mind that could be expressed through words

Kant
He aimed to resolve disputes between empirical and rationalist approaches. 
all knowledge comes through experience; the latter maintained that reason and innate ideas were prior. Kant argued that experience is purely subjective without first being processed by pure reason. 
using reason without applying it to experience only leads to theoretical illusions.
A priori judgments are called analytic
Analytic propositions are true by nature of the meaning of the words involved in the sentence—we require no further knowledge than a grasp of the language to understand this proposition 
Ex: “all humans take up space”
A posteriori judgments are called synthetic
synthetic statements are those that tell us something about the world. 
To understand synthetic statements, one must have prior knowledge from experience 
“all humans have weight”
to know humans have weight, it must be measured, which people would have to recognize from experience

Which Judgments According to Kant are synthetic:
all mathematical and scientific statements are synthetic a priori propositions because they are necessarily true but our knowledge about the attributes of the mathematical or physical subjects we can only get by logical inference.
Physics contains a priori synthetic judgments are principles
In all changes of the material world the quantity of matter remains unchanged
Communication of motion, action and reaction must be equal
Metaphysics ought to contain a priori synthetic knowledge
Metaphysics:  concerned with explaining the fundamental nature of being and the world
two questions asked are:
what is there?
What is it like?

Berkeley’s Idealism
George Berkeley was an idealist
He believed that there is no matter; all is mental
What we refer to as physical objects are coherent sets of ideas or sense impressions
He believes that what exists is either an idea or a perceiver of that idea
esse is percipi, to be is to be perceived
Berkeley created a dialogue between 
Philonous (“friend of the mind”) = his views
and Hylas (“matter”) = his opponent
Berkeley's aim in the first dialogue is to prove that materialism is false, that we have no reason to believe in the existence of mind
This argument seeks to demonstrate that it is actually inconceivable for an object to exist outside of a mind:
In order to conceive it possible for a tree to exist outside of all minds, we need to be able to think of an unconceived tree. But as soon as we try to conceive of this unconceived tree, we have conceived it. So we have failed
Skepticism infiltrates a system in two ways: it raises doubts about whether anything really exists, and it raises doubts about whether appearances adhere to reality. Neither of these doubts can be raised on Berkeley's picture. 
real things just are sensations, once you have a sensation of, say, a tree, it is a contradiction to doubt that the tree exists. The tree just is the sensation, a nd you cannot doubt that you had that

Paradoxes of Confirmation
Hume argues that casual relationships between events can never be proved because there is no way to establish the uniformity of nature
Humes theory of causation
Generalizing specific examples, taking particular instances and making a prediction about it
Induction is cause and effect
We have causal occurences and watch past events over and over again and predict what may happen
Hume’s basic message is that, if we think carefully about cases of cause-effect relationships, we discover that in fact we have no impression of causal power, no impression of necessary connection…all we have is an impression of one event followed by an impression of another event.
Two examples
Billiard balls
Volundary motions


Correspondence Theory of Truth
For a belief to be true it has to correspond with reality
Russell’s View
Theory that says a belief is true if it coheres with our other beliefs 
Monkeys were extinct, and we saw one, then we knew it wouldn’t be true 
You see something in the world and form a belief about it
Objections: 
You cant see something in a world without thinking about it before
The only way we can see the world is through our beliefs and thoughts
You cant check the validity
Doesn’t allow us to have absolute truth
Absolute truth: truth that is transcendent, holds across time

Coherence Theory
Ideas are true 
To see, smell or sense something to know its real
Objections: 
you could be hallucinating
how do we know what’s really there?
Two theories could be equally coherent and explain the facts of the world equally well, but which one is right?

Pragmatic Theory
Truth is utility, workability, or satisfactory consequences
No absolute truths
Truth is what works in practice
James criticizes the coherence theory
How do we choose between different sets of coherent theories?
Adds a component of testing truths
Beliefs have to be coherent, also gives us the ability to predict
True because useful = useful because true
Ex: paths lead to houses and places to find food
Makes paths useful, therefore true
Truth leads us to things that are useful
Coherence theory would say that you have a set of coherent beliefs and until you find a false belief your ideas are true
James says that we can never have absolutely true ideas
Drug addicts:
Addicts think its useful, but is it a true belief.
From their perspective, it is true because they think it helps them
Drugs are actually bad 
Truth is a kind of good
Truth is what we ought to believe
Beliefs are false if they’re useless
Whatever helps us better our lives is true
Choose the theory that gives us the most accurate predictions
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