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ago, God is making a comeback. Most in- | long to the Society for Christian Philos-
triguingly, this is happening not among | ophy. Some scholars are attacking athe-
theologians or ordinary believers—most | ism and reviving and refining arguments
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tsll vy, mankind camnot know,
declared Bertrand Russell. And
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positivism, decreed that “all ut-
terances about the nature of God
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wisdom was that the only valid
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through the:

T Say ittt oo )

Goar Wasn't he chased out of heav- | world. If you begin to doubt that there is

Human experlence. Meanvisle,

nce, his model for learning, ¥
a3 bosomie'los prestmptuctn i
and ambitious, its theoriing God 13th century France God: Lucas Cranach

about cosmic astronomy

(0 theoloy, its promise as savior and ab- | for theism that have been largely unfash-
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Modernizing the Case for God

Philosophers refurbish the tools of reason to sharpen arguments for theism
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‘What is new is the effort to refurbish and
enhance the traditional approaches to the

roblem. A summary of the work being
done to put new wine in these old
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The Moral Proof. This is essentially
King's approach. Conscience doth make
Christians—or at least theists—of us all
The case builds upon the universal signs
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is, the century’s mest read apol-
ogist for God. Lewis dismissed
the philcsophy that mind rsus
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the source of my own imperfect

{ rationalit
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n Plantinga of Michigan’s
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ed argument from one of the
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ever existed in the past. How
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and
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may think primitive instincts or emotions | ly complex structure of the universe is
are the basis for religion, faith actually | used to argue the necessary existence of
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rality. Although Kant ended with a per- | who made it. The marvels of nature’s de-
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T e nce the Enlightenment, though, phi-
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t be-
that

the way believers know God. Since it s | fant delty Who afterwards abandoned it

perfectly plausible to infer that other | ashamed of his lame performance.
minds cxist, he thinks it Is reasonable 1o | Turned inside out, the proof is really a
believe that God does as wel question: Could this intricate universe

‘The Experiential Proof. Because religious | last major philosopher to promote the ar-

experiences are so widespread. this argu- | gument, Britain’s F.R. Tennant, wrote in

‘ment runs, there must be something (or | 1934: “Presumably the world is compa-

Someone) inspiring them. Skep- | rable with a single throw of the dice. And

tics, of course, reply that experiences are | common sense is not mm‘ S
d besides they can be explained apart Forsaken by philosoy pl\ers the proof
from God. Harvard’s Quine, for example, | was brought up to date last year by James
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tends that narrowly antireligious Darwin-
ism ignores the way in which inanimate
nature is in harmony with organic evo-
btion: Nor_ e aerircansevolulfiasy
theory possibly explain the

ponce of the large brain in the dmngp,
ing human species.

The Ontological Proof. This, the most
controversial approach, moves from a
ntal concept of God to his actual ex-
istence. It was originated by Anselm, the
1h century Archbishop of Canterbury
who defined God as “a being than which
oibig grosler sanbe, thought” \Tke
Archbishop reasoned hat since existence
would have t0 be part of any such perfect
ry being, this being must ac-

tually exist. This is “too good to be tru
says one skeptic, and even one of its cur-
et defenders” admits that it ook
uch like word magic.
‘The method lay n distepute

ished it, until Norman Malcolm,
at Cornell, suddenly
claimed in a 1960 article that it
was partly defensible. Since then
en the most debal-

proof among pl
Three current advocates reno-
vate it by applying a technique
gic: Plantin-

losophy, now retired from
the University of Texas; and
[iRoman Catholic Layman James
EF. Ross of the University of
£ Pennsylvania

In The Nature of Necessity
F(Ontord; $8.50), Plantings, who

had long opposed - ontological
theories, explains that his mind
was changed through the curi-
ous logical process of speculating
about “possible worlds” in which
things could be different. For ex-

0 Ibs. overweight,” and of
ers in which she is totally nonexisten,
adding: “What Anselm means (0 sugges|
Rt T ok o\ i
greatness in those worlds in which she
does not exist.

a leader in modernizing the

thought of medioval scholars, avors the
evision of Anselm done by John Duns
Scotis (12651308 bok docs some Fents
vation himself. In the forthcoming new
gt ol s Fiauplil Tl
(Hackett; $17.50), Ross is bold enough to
im that he has an airtight proof that
“remains unscathed” afier a decade of
scrutiny. Ross does this with his “Prin-
" (for explicability), which is vir-
inexplicable (o the uninitiated.

ughly, it means that it s possible for ev-

erything, including God's existence, to be

TIME, APRIL 7,1950

1/30/2025



il

=
1=

L

Thomas Aquinas

Immanuel Kant

JATHO¥Y NNYWLLIE

DaV|d Hume

explained, but that Gods nonexistence
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2 highest conceivable being exists, o
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Cosmological Proof. The term ap-
plies technically to any argument for
God through reflection upon the natural
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Theism

the view! that
Say/s:
L Godiexistsh

Theism
='monotheism &
onlyione!God

O=Ipolytheismis,

many, gods

— R —

O> pantheism =<
alllisigod

2 panentheism=

alllis’inigod




Agnosticism

v“ from thelGreek word
YWOGLG (gnosis)

meaning ‘knowledge'

v with'thelnegationi o
(a))meaning ‘notf or
A

v the suspension of;
judgment on the
question of God's
existence

Agnosticism
the view: thiat

SayS:
'l don't know

whether God
exists.”
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Atheism

v_from the Greekiword
Beoc (theos) meaning
‘God!

v with'thelnegationi
(a))meaning ‘notf or
o

v the worldview! that

denies the existence
of God

Atheism
the view that
say/s
“Goddoes
not exist.*
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(1949-2022) k. (1948-1995)
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!‘,111:" H “There is no atheistic

i 5 A"l worldview. Let's be

p clear about that.

Atheism is simply

' the absence of belief
in God."

[Debate between George H. Smith and Greg Bahnsen]

-
"
.:u

George H. Smith
(1949-2022)

ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST
GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

George H. Smith
(1949-2022)

1/30/2025
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"Atheism, in its
basiciformyisinofia
5 beliefFitis'the

absence of belief.

An atheist'i% not

primarilysalperson
who believes, that a
god does not exist;
rather, he does not

believe in the
George H. Smith existence of God."”

i [George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against God
(1 949 2022) (Buffalo: Prometheus, 1989), 7]

EXIST

The Debate between Theists & Atheists

JP MORELAND AND
KAI NIELSEN

with Contributions by:

* Peter Kreeft * Antony Flew *
* William Lane Craig
* Keith Parsons * Dallas Willard « |

— |

12



WATterfall Yatheism"
n
meays s:mply the
1acklof bellﬂef in

Gog (and’wt as is

congngonly
supposedithe
demal of God's

)2 ot -
EXE@ The Debate: BetweenThelsts \and, JAtheists
Biometheus BOOKS! 1993)8179]
- -
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~Howan

Evangelical
Preacher Became
One of America’s
Leading Atheists

“Theists claim that
there is'a god;
atheists dornot. ...
In;any argument,
the burden of
proofis on the one
making the claim:*

[Dan Barker, Godless: Howian:Evangelical
Preacher Became One of America's [Leading
Atheists (Berkeley: Ulysses Press;2008);:104]

1/30/2025
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"heliststbelievelin
whileJatheistsidolnof§have

suchialbelief:SManyitheists
isistithatlitlis th“

responsibilitylofithe ath eist
toleffegevidence justifyin,g
hisjlackiof: belief in

juy; 'I fy hlS lackiof: bellef in
God? Or.does'the burden
rest with the theist?*

[B. C. Johnson¥lhelAtheistiPebaterstkiandbooki(BUffale:
PrometheusiBooks i983) Sl

1/30/2025

The

Atheist
Debater’s

- Handbook

by B. C. Johnson

The

Atheist
Debater’s

- Handbook

by B. C. Johnson

15
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What‘ca be’salid
bt thp
. Wit ol Moﬂm‘
athels mia

First, some atheists
are using verbal
slight of hand when
“they define atheism.

16



George H. Smith
(1949-2022)

George H. Smith
(1949-2022)

ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST
GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

signifiesithelbeliefiin
any,god. or: number of
&"The prefix&a
meansgwithout*so
the term ‘a-theism'
literally,means
‘withoutitheism) " or
without'belief’in‘a
god or gods."

[George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against God
(Buffalo: Prometheus, 1989), 7]

1/30/2025
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Granted thatithe suffix "ism",
constitg';tes albeliefisystem,

Smith'still illicitly has!the 1

negafi’e?n" “a® negating
"belief" rather'than negating
"God."
Thus, rather than
"no belief in a God"
it should be

walbelieilininclGods

1/30/2025

any.god or.number. of
gods®The prefixka’
meansgwithout'so
the term ‘a-theism'
literally.means
‘without'theism;“or
without'belief’in*a
god or gods."

[George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against God
(Buffalo: Prometheus, 1989), 7]

What Is

ATHEISM?

A
Short
Introduction

DOUGLAS
E. KRUEGER

18



"The term 'atheism’ is
from the Greek atheos.
The prefix 'a’ means
‘without,' and the Greek
theos means 'god,’' so
atheism means simply
‘being without god.’

Theism asserts that
there is a god, so
atheism is the view
which does not assert
that there is a god."

[Douglas E. Krueger, What is Atheism? A Short
Introduction (Amherst: Prometheus, 1998), 17]

Notice that Krueger "The term ‘atheismiis]

moves from the alpha from the Greek: atheos!
s The prefix ‘a®means

[ﬁ]@ Df(Wh-'i-Ch:> 'without," and.the Greek;
would mean god’ theos means ‘godIso

_'.‘u atheism means;simply;
or nof g@d 'being without god-"
to the alpha negating the Theism asserts|that
assention, c(_u_@;i_g_lz_means there is a god,’so

the absence.of the atheism is thelview
does not asserit

assertion of godiinstead that thereis algodi&
Of the absence Of g0d)- [Douglas E. Krueger, What is Atheism? ASO

Introduction (Amherst: Prometheus, 1998)%47]
0

1/30/2025
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— The -
Gambridge Gompanion
fo

ATHEISM

7 el
R '\"':!Q‘ae' et

MICHAEL MARTIN (1932-2015)

"If you look up 'atheism'in a
dictionary, you will find it defined as
the belief that there is no God.
Certainly, many people understand
‘atheism’ in this way. Yet this is not
what the term means if one considers
it from the point of view of its Greek
roots. In Greek 'a' means 'without' or
‘not’ and 'theos' ‘god.’ From this stand
point, an atheist is someone without
a belief in God; he or she need not
be someone who believes that God

does not exist." Mich

ael Martin
[n.a., "General Introduction," in The Cambridge Companion to Atheism E
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007), 1] 1932-201 5)

1/30/2025
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Second, this
definition
conflicts with
the standard
academic
definition of:

= o atheism.
A e —— ~o

> ,
> - 4% It =
e e R s L T B o ,_;_-_-4_',,_.,__,_.__&;_:——\__

A Pa#IEdwards
3 ‘j(1 923'2004) Macmillan Macmillan ; Macmillar
Y, |

Collier- Collier-

21



"According to the most
usual definition, an
‘atheist’ is a person
who maintains that

there is no God, that is,

that the sentence ‘God
exists’ expresses a
false proposition."

[Paul Edwards ed. in chief, The Encyclopedia of Philosophy (New York:
Macmillan Publishing Co., Inc., 1967): s.v. "Atheism," p. 175.]

1
KURT BAIER
JOHN DEWEY
PAUL EDWARDS
ANTONY FLEW
SIGMUND FREUD

ot | Making the case against

WALTER KAUFMANN belief in God

GORLISS LAMONT
WALLAGE 1. MATSON
H. J. McELOSKEY
ERNEST NAGEL

KAT NIELSEN
RICHARD ROBINSON

BERTRAND RUSSELL Edited by
MIGHAEL SCAIVN PETER A. ANGELES

1/30/2025
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"[A]theis
i
unbelief }!

—
has. reé

reﬁgﬁmuq' .
is notian atheist—for
he'is not denying any

theistic claims.”

[Ernest N‘agell,*';ﬂhilggggp_ical Concepts of Atheism" in Critiques of ‘God:
Making the Case Against Belief in God, Peter A. Angelesed. .4-5
g 4 S e

—— —

- e LA N

"Is the proposition that God exists
true or false? You are a theist if and
only if you say that the proposition
is true or probably true, you are an
atheist if and only if you say that it
is false or probably false, and you

are an agnostic if and only if you
understand what the proposition is,
but resist giving either answer, and
support your resistance by saying,

'The evidence is insufficient' (or
words to that effect).”

[Theodore M. Drange "Atheism, Agnosticism, Noncognitivism,* from
https://infidels.org/library/modern/theodore_drange/definition:html}
accessed 01/15/19]

1/30/2025
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“Properly, we should define
theism as the view that there's
at least one god and atheism
as the view. that there are no
gods, and monotheism then as
the view. that there is exactly.
one God and we call that one
God with a capital ‘G". Atheists
then are people who believe
that there are no gods and
particular in our context, they.
believe that God doesn't exist.

Graham Oppy:.

“Other people like to say that
atheism is just lacking the
belief that God exists which
lumps together ... the class of
agnostics with the class of
atheists; if you define it that
way, which | don't like."

oy
= [Gramham Oppy. vs. Ben Arbour, “Tihe Ontological Argument* on

Capturing Christianity, You Tube video
https://www.youtube.com/watch?2v=udxfuPgg4TyY, @1:05:20, accessed

06/13/22]

Graham Oppy:.

24



ITERERTE
2 —

q 1
1]
4

Introducing p \,_
PHILOSOPHY é

Neil Tennant Neiliiennant

2 LRI | t '
"['Does,Godlexist?] is a '! : ?“ !M; 3 !l-

Rhilosophicaliguestion. At one e 4 -
lextreme, theitheistiwill'answer
[) [] ~ oy H 1
Yes', and off'all’fmanner of -
larguments’and con’s"iqerations u t
in support of thattanswer: At |
the other extreme;ithe atheist #
will answer ‘No’, and'likewise s \
offer:all. manneriofiarguments
tand considerations in support -
of that answer."

SiNEilfTennant, Introducing Philosophy: God, Mind, World, and Logic!(New
iYorkaRoutledge, 2015), 29]

NeiliFennant

1/30/2025
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Third, this
definition
entails an
absurdity if not
an outright
contradiction.

£% o 8 The absurdity is that

atheism could be
true and God still
exist. In other
words, atheism
would be indifferent
to the question of
God's existence.

26
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The contradiction
would be that
theism and its

opposite, atheism,

could both be true
at the same time!

27



Popular

Richard Dawkins Sam Harris Daniel Dennett  Christopher Hitchens

1/30/2025
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What Is
PopulaAtheisnmi?

29
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The term ‘popular here does
not mean that' it isswell liked or
welltkneowin:

Rather, in this context, ‘popular’
ISt contrast te: 'scholarly:

30



It means that the writing Is for a

more general audiencerinstead
ofitherexpertsiortechniciamnsiin
fielalk

As such, it requires of the
reader less background
kmewledgeranaiisigenerallyiiree;
oftechnlcalktemminelogyA

1/30/2025
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The expressian "New Atheism”
refers to an atheism characterized by
the influen@es of. fouunain figures:

3

'y‘
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The expression "New Atheism”
refers to an atheism characterized by
the influences of four main figures:

Richard Dawkins Sam Harris Daniel Dennett Christopher Hitchens

These "apos'tles " of the New
Athels’;n sometimes refer to
themselves as 'ye Four

u"

Horsemen,f an obyviols reference
to the four horsemen of the
Book of Revelatlon.
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Itis now the name of a CD you can
purchase ftom'Richard Dawkms
webSite as well as the

tl._tle 'ofia,bOOK.

Discussions wiTH
Ricuarp Dawkins

EPISODE ONE

FOUR HORSEMEN
m—— THE FOUR

HORSEMEN

RICHARD DANVVEINS - DAMIEL C. DEMNNETT
SAMHARRIS - CHRISTOPHER HITCHENS FOREWORD BY STEPHEN FRY

1/30/2025
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Academic ﬁi\ecism

>

What Is the
" Academic
Atheismiz
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The rase ‘Academic Atheismg

is m%re or lessimy/own! forithe

purpose of this course:

Academic Atheism depends
n’Uch more onracademic
philosophy than does either
Popular Atheism, or:

theiNew; Atheism:
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™ Argum en'ts fors

- F Codis Eilsnss

L} 2 5 ‘“ o - e
o o

Perhaps it is not surprising that
there are different views on
whether or how there'is any

relevance for the arguments, for
the existence of God.

1/30/2025
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It might be surprising to some,
however, that the different views
do not fall along the lines of
theists and non-theists.

In combining the options of
theists and non-theists together
with the options of relevant and
irrelevant we getthese results.
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non-Mheists/ Theists'/
Irrelevant Irrelevant

non-mheists / Thelsis /

Relevant Relevant

Irrelevant
LOGICALPOSITIVISTS ;

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaninglesst

(Eudwig Wittgenstein: A- J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)

non-Theists

Relevant

1/30/2025
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Lu}mg‘Wltt A

gensteln\ g

1‘8%9‘195”) 23

Lu&mg‘Wﬂt A

gensteln\ ""'~,
1‘889‘1951) 23

1/30/2025

LUBWIG
WITTGENSTEIN

TRAGTATUS
LOGIGO-
PHILOSOPHICUS

Philosophical
Investigations
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Ludwig Wittgenstein
The Blue and Brown Books

Preliminary Studies for the ‘Philosophical investigations’

Lu&vig. \’/:Vittge,rj el
18891951}
(- "N " )

Ludwig Wittgenstein
ON CERTAINTY

Edited by G.E.M. Anscombe
& G.H.von Wright

. 73; __

J J. l

VVitt t
:‘%‘églﬁg: 1n'S ?,I n R

Lud\
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LFANGUALGE
TRIUTH E
LOGIDC

Allred Jules Syer

Kai Nielsen

ATHEISM
&
PHILOSOPHY

With ¢ New Preface by the Author

@elsen

W1910-1;9.89)

1/30/2025
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Irrelevant
LOGICALPOSITIVISTS

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallyon
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigWittgenstein: A- J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)
'SKEPTICS

Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossibledimportant
philesephicalldoctrinesiareionly psychologicallyicaused:

(David Hume)

non-Theists

Relevant

DAVID HUME

ENQUIRIES

CONCERNING
HUMAN UNDERSTANDING
AND CONCERNING THE
PRINCIPLES OF MORALS

Reprinted from the
1777 edition
with Introduction and
Analytical Index by
L. A, Selby-Bigge

THIRD EDITION

ioith text revised
and motes by

P. H. Nidditch

O]

OPEN UNIVERSITY SET BOOK

1/30/2025




non-Theists

CRITIQUE
OF PURE
REASON

/ ¥
K

NORMAN KEMP SMITH : Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

Irrelevant

Argumenté are metabhyé
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: A: J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)

Argum‘eht's arelepistemologically; impo‘ssib_le‘. '-Im'pc”)rt'ant
philesephicalidactrinesianeionly/psychologically/caused:

(David'Hume)

EVRIENAALSTS

igimentslarelnodstictypioorsibuibuild
alelimulativelcaselfotheiSmA

Relevant

1/30/2025
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RICHARD SWINBURNE

THE EXISTENCE
OF GOD

e
CLARENDON {8 PAPERBACKS
i

Cosmologicald
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG |}
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Irrelevant

Arguments'ane metaphysically or
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigWittgenstein: A- J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)

Argum‘é’ht"s'are ‘epistemologically; |mp053'”i'b'_l_e'..--lm'p6ftént'
philesephicalidactrinestaneionly/psychologicallyicaused:

(David Hume)

EVIRIENTIALISTS
[Aigimentsiarelnefstiictiypicofsibuiibild
alcimulatiVelcaselfetheismA

(Williern [Lene Clelier Rishe e Swiibuime)

MEHOMISTS
IAigumentslaeldemonstiationsMieismiistestablisheds

(Temes Acpiines; Sicnne Eilsen; Joseph Onens;
INoimanlGeislerEdwardiFeser)

Relevant

Complete English
Edition in 5 Volumes

ST. THOMAS
AQUINAS
SUMMA THEOLOGICA

Translated by the Fathers of the English Dominican Province

“The Church believes today, as she believed from the first, that Thomism is an
ark of salvation, capable of keeping minds afloat in the deluge of doctrine.”
A. G. Sertillanges, O.P., The Intellectual Life

One of the world’s oldest and greatest masterpieces
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A\ uir
“Five Ways

efficient causality,

Argument from

necessary being

Argument from ;

degrees of perfection | e

Argument from final ‘ . Tho{?zazz_';%%_g‘;,s
v‘lJ - “ c. BN

W s e - h

Thomas Aquinas
On being and
essence

Translated by ¥ ‘ e
Armand Maurer Thomas Aquinas

TR (1225-12747)?’{'
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u
GAVEN KERR, OP

Gaven Kerr Aquinas’s Way to God

'he Proofin De Ente ¢t Essentia

Being and Some
Philosophers

ETIENNE GILSON

PIMS.

FONTIFIUAL

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

INSTITUTE OF
MEDIAEVAL
BSTUDIESe
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b

Norman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)«

Edwgrd Feser

'BAKER

1/30/2025

BAKER
+ RHFERENCE|LIBRARY

ENCYCLOPEDIA
o/ CHRISTIAN
APOLOGETICS

M/ORMAN L GEISLER

AR A G B BUE S E R

e L T

P'RO QOFE.S

OF THE EXISTENCE
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non-Theists

1/30/2025

Irrelevant

rgumentsy
linguistically/meaningless: 1 [e] L€l [ 1-IRE

primarily:experientialland'non-propoesitional:

(LudwigWittgenstein: A- J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen) (Siren Kierkegaard)

phllosophlcal doctrinesiare ohly psychologlcally caused.

(David Hume)

EVIRENTIALSTS
[Aigimentsiarelnefstiictiypicofsibuiibild
alcimulatiVelcaselfetheismA

(Wi [Lene Clefes Rishee] Swilsuie)

MEHOMISTS
Aemens ele cemensirEtions. Theksm i estEblished,

(TThemes Acpiines; Siicnne Elsen; Joseph Owens;
INoimaniGeisleFEdwardiFeSen)

Relevant

Thomistic Existentialism
8('Cosmological Rcasoning

JOHN E. X. KNASAS

passiones
qua litas

qu antitas
\Adl stantia
Su{nﬁmml/( fory e

aterid Preng;

J

Ens sensibile

A Jtﬁ'qu 17!/([[0.»’0/1/1 (pan. lating, et quast }mlﬂtwtli'»f
dtraverunt i cognitionen veritatis

50



Soren Kierkegaard

(1873 1‘8‘5@\

Phi losophl/
of
Religion

)
oy

John H. Hick

1/30/2025

CONCLUDING
UNSCIENTIFIC
POSTSCRIPT TO
PHILOSOPHICAL
FRAGMENTS

Seren Kierkegaard

VOLUME I
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G 1.6 duus fosd
PENSEES

M.PASCAL
SUR LA RELIGION
ET SUR QUELQUES
AUTRES SUJETS,

LQui ons efid trowviées apres fumere
parmy [es papiers.

A PARIS,

Chez Guirtraums Dasrraz,

ruE Saint Jacques , & Saint Profper,

M. DC. LXX.
Avee Privilige & Approbation,

Tue DEFENSE OF

THE FA1TH

CORNELIUS
W)
1 Cornelius Vangdiil
VANTTIL -
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non-Theists

non-Theists

1/30/2025

Irrelevant

EOGICALPOSIMIVISTES

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigWittgenstein: A- J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Argumentsianelepistemologicallylimpossibletimportant
philesophicalldoctiinesiarelonlyipsychologicallyicaused:

(David'Hume)

EXISHENTIALISITS!
Argumentsiarelrelativelylorentirelylunnecessarny liheyihave
littlettolnothingitoldeiwithireligion® Religionlis
primarily'experientialland' nen-propoesitional:
(SENEICEE]C)

ArgumentsicannotiestablishireligiouskfinstiprinciplestReligion
isinotipropesitionali(Yehnikick);orreligionlisipropesitional but
faithlis' primarny/(BlaiselRascal); oriGadiis transcendentally;
fanguedt (CornneliusiVan TiliGreg L Bahnsen):

EVIRENTIALSTS

IATgimentslarelnetfstiictiyiniecfsibuilbdild
[alcumulativelcaseliomtheismA

(VAR et Cietop Rl Swibulie)

iHOMISIES
arefdemonstrationsHiiheismlislestablished!

(UTemes Acuines; Elicnms Eksen; Joseph Onens;
INermaniGeisler| Edwardifeser);

Relevant

Irrelevant

EOGICALPOSIMIVISTES

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: A: J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Argumentsianelepistemologicallylimpossiblesimportant

philosophicalldoctiinesiarelonlyipsychologicallyicaused:

(David'Hume)

AGNOSTICS

Not{alllofithe evidencelislin:iheism maylbe
establishedwithifurther proof:

(RebertiJastrow; Anthony. Kenny)

DASENIAUS S
Argumentsiarelrelativelylorentirelylunnecessarny liheyihave
littlettolnothingitoldeiwithireligion® Religionlis
primarily'experientialland nen-propoesitional:
(SENEICEE]C)

ArgumentsicannotiestablishireligioustfinstiprinciplestReligion
isinotipropesitionali(Yehnikick) orreligionlisipropesitional but
faithlis primany/(BlaiselRascal);jorGadiis transcendentally;
fanguedt (CornneliusiVan TiliGreg L Bahnsen):

EVIRENTIALSTS

JAtgUmen slarelnogstiictiyipioefsSibuibuild
alcimuiativelcaselfotheiSmA

(Wiliam[EanelCraigiRichardiSwinbuine)

EHOMISIIS
arefdemonstiationsyieismiislestablished!

(Themes Acines; Eicnme Elllsen; Joseph Cwes;
INormaniGeisier| Edwardifesern)

Relevant
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non-Theists

R

‘ 1
Robert Jastriow,
(1925-2008)

AND THE o
ASTRONOMERS

Irrelevant

EOGICALPOSIMIVISTES

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: A: J. Ayer; Kai'Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Argumentsianelepistemologicallylimpossiblesimportant

philosophicalldoctiinesiarelonlyipsychologicallyicaused:

(David'Hume)

AGNOSIICS

Notlalllofithelevidencelislinheismimayibe
establishedwithifurther proof:

(RebertiJastrow; Anthony. Kenny)

ATHEISITIS
Argumentsisurfacelimporntantiphilosephicallissuest
Mhelevidence provesiatheism:

(U5 Mackies early’Antony:Elew; MichaeliScriven)
Theodore Drange; Michael Martin)

EXISHENTIALISIES
ArgumentsiareirelativelylonentirelylinnecessaryAliheyihave
littlettolnothingitoldeiwithireligion® Religionlis
primarily'experientialland nen-propoesitional:
(SENEICEE]C)

FIDEISTTS //PRESUPPOSITIONALISTS

ArgumentsicannotiestablishireligioustfinstiprinciplestReligion
isinotipropesitionali(Yehnikick) orreligionlisipropesitional but
faithlis primany/(BlaiselRascal);jorGadiis transcendentally;
fanguedt (CornneliusiVan TiliGreg L Bahnsen):

EVIRENTIALSTS

noustictylpicefsibuigbuild
Blcumulativelcaseliogihieisim®

(WiliamlFanelCraigiRichardiSWinbUliie)

EHOMISIIS
ATmISHES e cenmensiieiions: Thelsm s csiEbiisheek

(Themes Acines; Eicnme Elllsen; Joseph Cwes;
INormaniGeisier| Edwardifesern)

ReIeVant

1/30/2025
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J.L.Mackie

THE
MIRACLE
OF
THEISM

Arguments for
and against the
Existence of

God

ETHICS

INVENTING
RIGHT AND WRONG

J.L. MACKIE @
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ANTONY FLEW

O

A CRITICAL
ENQUIRY

7

THERE IS #p coD

How the world’s
most notorious atheist

changed his mingd

ANTONY FLEW

1/30/2025
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BRI
|

T 2l

/ A

Primary
Hillasophy
Michael
Scriven

Mich‘a‘el Seiven

two arguments
for the
nonexistence
of Cod

Nonbelie

Theodore: M. Drange
| THEODORE M. DRANGE ‘
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AT-HEISM

A Philosophical Justification

—_—

MICHAEIL MARTIN

1/30/2025

Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISITS
are metaphysically or
linguistics:"vimeaningless.

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A:x. Ayer: Kai Nielsen)
SKEPRTICSH

Arguments are epistemologically/impossit:... 'mportant

philosophical dactiines are only, psychological,

(David Hume)

AGNOSTICS

Not'all'of the evidence!isiin. Theism may.be
established with further proof.

(Robert Jastrow; Anthony Kenny)

ATHEISTS

Argumentsisurface important'philosephicallissues:

Tihe evidence proves atheism.
(J- L. Mackie; early Antony Flew; Michael Scriven,
Theodore Drange; Michael Martin)

EXISTENTIALISITIS
Arguments arelrelatively orentirelyunnecessarny: hey have
little'to nothingte de with religion: Religionlis
primarily. experiential'and non-propositional.
(Seren Kierkegaard)

EIDEISTIS'//PRESUPPOSITIONALISTIS
Argumentsicannotiestablishireligiousifirst principles: Religion
isinot propositional  (John' Hick); orreligion'is' propositional but

faith'isiprimarny. (Blaise Pascal), or God is transcendentally;
AN AAME A Al AN ST A SRS R neam)

notistrictiyiproofsibugbuild}
lalcumulativelcaselfor@theisms

iE©MISHIIS
IAigimentslareldemonstrationsliheismiisfestablisheds

JEticnnes (©wens

Relevant
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DAY
Rational Justification
of Belief'in God
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ALVIN PLANTINGA
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