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en by Mar, banished to the uncon-
scious by Freud and announced by
Nietzsche to be deceased? Did not Dar-
win drive him out of the empirical world?
Well, ot entrely. I & guiet revoluion
inthought and agument That haedlyacys
one could have foreseen only two decades
e oo ank g oumabmel Mo
riguingly, this is happening not among
theologians or ordinary believers—most
of whom never accepied for a
moment that he was in any se-

G d? Wasn't he chased out of heav-

mighty fiom fruifl discours
Now i is more respectable
smong philosophers thar it bas 8
for a_generation to talk
o s O
istence. The shit i most st
ing in_the Anglo-American
Sacciminyiof) tioushi her

reigned. “What
tell s, mankind cannot know,
declared Bertr

J. Aver, on behalf of logical
positivism, decreed that “all ut-
terances about the nature of God
are nonsensical.” The d

through the
T Sa it iate prIoE I

q
experience. Meanwhile,
nce, his model for learning,

(0 theology, its promise as savior and ab-
solute explainer of the world somewhat
tarnishe the era of quarks, black
holes, physics can seem as baffling as for-
eign policy in the age of the Ayatulah
Philosophers of science, such as Thomas
Kuhn of Princeton, have applied relativ-
ism, formerly employed against religion,
scientific knowledge. Cornell President
Frank Rhodes, a geologist, once observed
that “the qualities thal [scientists] mea-
sure may have as little relation to the
world itself as a (clephone number has o
it subscril
‘Broad cuitural forces are also at work
s Douglas Hall, a memog-an st Mon:
reals MeGl Universiy: “Tho experi
hcalLlliscculicien BNy proved 156
t00 much for the human psyche to cope
with, both in the Marxist world and our

has become less presumptuous v e
and ambitious, its theorizing God: 13th century France God: Lucas Cranach
about cosmic astronomy closer

~— Religion —
Modernizing the Case for God

Philosophers refurbish the tools of reason to sharpen arguments for theism

world. If you begin to doubt that there is | pher and guru of the Great Books Pro-

P e T SN e puiRi T i o

then you get frightened of your own sec- | A Guide for the 20th Century Pagan (Mac
slarity and youreturn toreligion” millan: $9.99) In September Doubleday

& Bl ity ivvec | il s’ e Bl ek of .
R I A R e Theologian Hans
not only willing to talk about God but to | King’s latest, which despite its 850 pages
believe in him. In the US,, 300 of them be- | isa huge bestseller in West Germany. The
long to the Society for Chrisian Philos- | t; Doss God Exit?

ophy. Some scholars are attacking athe- | His predictable answer: yes.

nonbeheners King unlm now thatan
unjust world rz
of morality and, i turs,feligion
Besides that, the 20th century is
litered with th sorry resuls of

supplanting God w

g force that is not vt
as the “people” in Nazism or the
party in Communism. King's
lucid analysis contends that
atheism’s 19th century patri

ism and reviving and re

ing arguments

serted that religious bel:

mere projections of mankind’s
_noblest qualities; K iing responds
that such philosophers' belief in
Sthe goodness of human nature
is far more likely t be such a
projection.

Whatever atheism’s weak
nesses, what about the other
side? C s existence be
tablished by reason, without re-

traditionally
‘natural theology.
and except for the Jargely self-

for theism that have been largely unfash-
ionable since the Enlightenment, using
modern techniques of analytic philosophy
d symbolic logic that were once used
to discredit belie enhance the traditional approaches to the
oblem. A summary of the work being
seneration ago athestc empiriciss | done o put new wine in_these old
Ahk Harvard's Willard V. Quine | wincskins:
e ISRttt Ay becaute
they were the brightest people,” say: The Moral Proof. This is essentially
iosoghy. Frofoor Rodenan Chlshotm of | King's spproach Constlence doth maks
Brown University, adding that now the | Christians—or at least theists—of us all.
“brightest people include theists, using a | The case builds upon the universal signs
ind of tough-minded intellectualism” | among mas
that vas often lacking on their side of | mora law and o cach person’ inabilty
the debate. o keep it satisfactorily, all of which can-
The proofs of God's existence, long
pursued in impenetrable books and jour- | scl
nals, are engaging wider audiences. Last | conscience, theists contend, is God.
week Mortimer Adler, popular philoso- | most celebrated exponent, Immanvel
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God: 13th century France

NOQROT ‘AYITIVO LY.L

God- Lucas Cranach

Kant (1724-1804), wrote that each per-
son’s quest for the “highest good” implies

hola
Ronald Green argues in Religious Rea-
son (Oxford; $12) that though skeptics
may think primitive instinets or emotions
are the basis for religion, faith actually

animals. To Green, man must seek an in-
dependent, coherent source for his mo-
Tality Although Kant cnded with a per-

nal God, Green will only go so far as to
mume some kind of supreme moral
catenl ey whter 3 pepual deity
i i iomes ool o

The Mental Proof. I, tis formulation
anall-intelligent Being is offere

e e i
power of reason and for human-
ity’s other nonmaterial qualities
of mind and imagination. A con-

Rl i

distinguished zoologists, Alister Hardy,
begs 10 wonder. A project he founded at
Oxford has issued a rigorous scientific
study of 3,000 religious experiences, and
reports a striking—and intriguing—com-
monality among th

‘The Teleological Proof. Here the infinite-
ly complex structure of the universe is
used to argue the necessary existence of
an intelligent Designer. In Englis]
deacon William Paley's famous analogy
of 1802, anyone who sces a watch is forced
to assume the existence of a watchmaker
‘who made it. The marvels of nature’s de-
sign, from snowflakes to developing em-
bryos, are comforting buttresses 1o faith
for many people.

nce the Enlightenment, though, phi-
losophers have not been impressed. The
great skeptic was David Hume (1711-76),

s leading orthodox.

Pmlc>l3m ‘Dhilosopher of God
n Plantinga of Michigan's
a O iy relat-

tinga answers that such knowl-
edge is acquired through analogy, and in
God and Other Minds (Cornell; $13.50)

akes an intricate case that this is
the way believers know God. Since it is
perfectly plausible to infer that other
minds exist, he thinks it is reasonable to
believe that God does as well

e Exomionss Frest. s e lsioes

d besides they can be explained apart
from God. Harvard's Quine, for xample,
dismisses beliefs as the product of “tra-
dition, » mbnml thinking or something in
the genes.” However, one of Britain’s most

‘Thomas Aquinas

who scoffed at the design argument be-
cause nature s sosavage and wasiful that
it might have been the
fant deity who afterwards abandoned if
his lame performance.
‘Turned inside out, the proof is really a
question: Could this intricate universe
have evolved by pure trial and error?
last major philosopher to promote the ar-
‘gument, Britain’s F.R. Tennant, wrote in
resumably the world is compa-
rable with a single throw of the dice. And
manon sense s 1ot foolish i suspe
g the Gics o have been
Fomkon EFLh b e ke i

was brought up to date last year by James |

o/a Deavclayes ey
scientific theory. In Chance or Desigy
(Philosophical Library: $13.99) he con

tends that narrowly antireligious Darwin-
ism ignores the way in which inanimate
nature is in harmony with organic evo-
btions Nor_ e aerircansovoulfiagy
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
Ith century Archbishop of Canterbury
who defined God as “a being than which
nothing grester can o theught” The
Aselbishop ressoned that since existence
would h.n\. mht.p.\ of any such perfect
e bt o

ually exist, This i oo g0od 1 e tru
says one skeptic, and even one of its cur-
rent_ defenders” admits that it ook
uch like word magic.
The method lay n distepute

ai Cornell, suddenly
claimed in a 19
was partly defensible. Since then
en the most debal-
proof among pl
Three current advocates reno-
vate it by applying a technique
gic: Plantin-
Hart- |
Alfred
o

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
(Ontord; $8.50), Piantings, 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 differe;

0 Ibs. overweight,” and of
ers in which she is totally nonexisten,
adding: “What Anselm means 10 sugges|
IR elch o\ i
greatness in those worlds in which she
does not exist.

a leader in modernizing the
thought of medieval scholars, favors the

edition of his Philosophical Theology
(Hackett; $17.50), Ross is bold enough to
im that he has an airtight proof that

r a decade of

serutiny. Ross does this with his “Prin-

" (for explicability), which s vir-
inexplicable to the uninitiated.
Roughly, it means that it s possible for ev-

erything, including God's existence, to be

56

TIME, APRIL 7,1950

1/24/2025



st
Thomas Aquinas

Immanuel Kant

IATHO¥Y NNYWLLIE

DaV|d Hume

explained, but that Gods nonexistence
does not admit of explanation. Even athe-
stic philosophers grant that by the lat-
ot

2 highest
e must cxit in actuaily, The trouble
5. the atheisis do not accept that he is
even possible.

Cosmological Proof. The term ap-
plies technically to any argument for

all the inspiration, all the noon-
day brightness of human genius,
are destined Lo extinction in
the vast death of the solar

system.
e clasic cosmological in
quirer_was Thomas Aquinas

complex philosophy of human
understanding. Chicago's Morti-
mer Adler has long been
interested in Aquinas’ thought.
Though not formally religious

whose “transcendental Thom- England’s 1L Mackie

as proot, then for decades he thought
it did nol work because althoug}

eeded to cxplain the existence
S e S
denly changed his mind again after ap-
e st et upeon
Adler speculated that the universe is only
one of many possible universes, any
which—including this actual universe
S e culy ot ot as- crie
The univ b
he only (g capable of ot &0
and leaving behind absolutely pothing
x-

Color that cause God. Philosopher Ross.

B

L

West Germany's Hans Kiing.

yohat natuce and bisory show (o b quie
cly—that there s & God who made

and sustains man and the universe

il Mitchel, a philosopher

|

Oxford, advocatesa “many. slmnded Tope
of re so like that employed is-
tori cenists o oveio th bt |

explanation of ce. Among his
e ol R T
mysterious “other” ouside naure, the
simple faith of believers and “cosmic

e e

T

he procedure is double-cdged. Ox-
SEL L
ablest of today’s atheis loso-
Ee b e
tions o such evidence, and raiss the
problem, as old as ook of Job, of
Fo T xisatcs of ovt o iy kel
down disps

amining
onal, corrupt

tam(y by the namm  lght of

= though fow puvp\\. come
to believe through the exercse
of rea: thedrals of thought
can provide sanctuary for many
when faith falters or is attacked
by skeptcs. Jude Dougherty,

cause a universe with a beginning pre-

prove. Therefore Adler assumes that the
ers had 0o beginning. Ho also re-

Jects the idea that a higher
deris and expiais il et
| the universe, und that natural
e e s
That leavs the mostesteric of Aqui-
Ways? of proving God, from
mnlmgem) Things can be divided
v calegoric: “contingent”™ Goes

anything 3t ol exc

w‘

contends (hat thia iteresting argument
was stated ssfully in the 13th
century by his hero, Dans Scotus. Adier
doss ot tink s
scholars use what could be

cali s Smla DR s o
template the comparative plausibility of
various arguments and evidences wsing
Adler's favored standard igmen

e s e
doubt™ This permits atheists to avoid
aving o disprove God absolutely,

which is as hard (o do as prove his ex-
isence,and les theists cite human ghe-
piri

e ou. I The. Eaisence of God (O
ford;$37.50, Richard Swinburne of Eng-
land's Keele Uriversity concludes, “Th
e 0-
ST e

Aourish. “IF rel ced
rational fmmg men mmhm can be
considered el
S e e
that the results, however
o ltde sbout the ne-
Blai
e o T & namm\
theology 2t one cannot wor-
e drv cm:em, only the v
2 in sciencs and math
S ettt |
e
w.” B n age of science, faith
more rationally ground-
d, as umber of philosophers.
S i Bt CASI secming souehe
s so inclined can more surely and as- |
suredly feel comfortable in moving be- |
yond reason.

57

1/24/2025



1/24/2025

England’s J.L. Mackie West Germany’s Hans Kiing
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Chicago’s Mortimef Adler Michigan’s Alvin Plantinga

Some Terms




1/24/2025

Theism

the view! that
Say/s:
L Godiexistsh

Theism
='monotheism &
onlyone!God

=Ipolytheismis,

many, gods

O>pantheism =<
alllisigod

2 panentheism=

alllis’inigod




Agnosticism

v“ from thelGreek word
YWOGLG (gnosis)

meaning ‘knowledge'

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

v the worldview! that

denies the existence
of God

Atheism
the view: that
say's
“God does
not exist.*

1/24/2025



George H. Smith Greg Bahnsen
(1949-2022) A (1948-1995)
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"' worldview. Let's be
clear about that.
Atheism is simply
' the absence of belief
in God."

[Debate between George H. Smith and Greg Bahnsen]

o O 111:" H "There is no atheistic

George H. Smith
(1949-2022)

ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST
GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

George H. Smith
(1949-2022)

11
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"Atheism, in its
basiciformYisinotia
.bellef'.,_lt is'the

absence of belief.
An atheist'i% not

primarilyialperson

who believes, that a
god does not exist;
rather, he does not
believe in the
George H. Smith existence of God."

& [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



ZAfterfall, ¥atheism'
7.

meays s:mply the
Iac of bellef in

God (and net as is

congngonly

supposedithe
demal (o €00 K5
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~ Howan

Evangelical
Preacher Became
One of America’s
Leading Atheists

“Theists claim that
there is'a'god;
atheists do'not. ...
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]

1/24/2025
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"heiststbelievelin
whileJatheistsidolnof§have

suchialbelief;SManyitheists
Bsistithatlitlis 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. JohnsoniherAtheistiPebaterstkiandbooki(BUffale:
PrometheusiBooks i983) Sl

1/24/2025

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
Wabout thp
Q B 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
WThe 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]

1/24/2025
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Granted thatithe suffix "ism",
constitg’itesa"b‘elief system,

Smithistill illicitly has! the 1

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

walbelicifinineclGed

1/24/2025

"As used throughout
ﬂ"é boo kit :
signifiesithelbeliefiin
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 aloha from the Greek atheos!
P The prefix ‘a® means

negeting e (which=———)without,’ and.the Greek;
would mean Wiipeut goe’ theos means 'god,so;

_'.'u atheism means:simply;
or nof g@d 'being without god-*
to the alpha negating the Theism asserts|that
assention c(-_u@ﬂw_means there is a god,;so

the absence of the atheism is the\view,
does not assert

assertion of godiinstead that thereis algod\&
Of the absence Of g0d)- [Douglas E. Krueger, What is/Atheismz ASO

Introduction (Amherst: Prometheus; 1998)’;\
'

1/24/2025
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— The -
Gambridge Gompanion
fo

ATHEISM

EDITED BY

MICHAEL MARTIN

"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."

[n.a., "General Introduction," in The Cambridge Companion to Atheism
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007), 1]

i

MlCQjaeI Martin

(#932-2015)

\
LW -

-

A"

Michael Martin
1932-2015)
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Second, this
definition
conflicts with
the standard
academic
definition of:
atheism.

- p
e R B e P T = e e X

e e R s o L T B e, T e 33

A Pa#IEdwards
3 ‘.5(1 923'2004) Macmillan Macmillan g 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

et | 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

1/24/2025
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"[A]theist
e b
unbélief !

—
has. reé

reﬁgﬁmuﬂ' .
is notian atheist—for
he'is not denying any
theistic claims.”

[Ernest N‘angI,*';P*hiIQgggp_ical Concepts of Atheism" in Critiques of ‘God:
Making the Case Against Belief in God, Peter A. Angglesyed. 4pp. 4-5]

— — L

-

"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]

1/24/2025
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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."

[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
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nw" Al |

PHILLOLSOPHY nk |

T
Neil Tennant Neiliiennant

TTCN LR
"['Does.Godlexist?] is a , }* »’, | "h'.' t

- [} .
Rhilosophicaliguestion. At one e 4 -
lextreme, theitheistiwill'answer
ey St g 1
Yes'’ andoff'all'manner of - —_
larguments’and con?id_grations ﬂ E
in support of thattanswer. At M,
the other extreme;jithe atheist “
will answer ‘No’, and'likewise - ‘
offer:all. manner.ofiarguments
‘and considerations in support
of that answer."

‘\[Ne|l ilennant, /ntroducing Philosophy: God, Mind, World, and Logic (New.
AYorkdRoutledge, 2015), 29]

¥

.

Neilifennant
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Third, this
definition
entails an
absurdity if not
an outright
contradiction.

£%.5 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
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What Is
RopulamAtheismiz

A

' Ag’) A AR Re

)') .,;‘ 4

29
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The term ‘popular’ here does
notimeanithat it isswell liked or:
WellKnowin:

Rather, in this context, ‘popular’
IS\ 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
Knewledge anaiisigenerallyairee
oftechnlcalktemminelogyA

1/24/2025
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The expressign "New Atheism”
refers to an atheism characterized by
the influen@es of. fou:lJnain figures:

4

'ﬁ

32
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The expression "New Atheism”
refers to an atheism characterized by
the influences of four main figures:

v

Richard Dawkins Sam Harris Daniel Dennett Christopher Hitchens

These "apos'tles " of the New
Athels’ sometimes refer to
them's‘!elves as ';7}19 Four
Horsemen)® an obyviolis reference
to the four horsemen of the
Book of Revelatlon.

33



Itis now the name of a CD you can
purchase from'Rlchard Dawkms
websSite as well as the

-'tl_tle 'ofia,bOOK.

Discussions wWITH
Ricuarp Dawkins

3gi?;#'h

EPISODE ONE

FOUR HORSEMEN

THE FOUR

HORSEMEN

RICHARD DANVEINS - DAMIEL C. DENNETT
SAMHARRIS - CHRISTOPHER HITCHENS FOREWORD BY STEPHEN FRY

1/24/2025
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SWhat Is the
" Academic
Atheism?

35
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The prase ‘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.:

36
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P@Sltl @
Afi'gumen'ts for"

_. @.‘g@ E}Xﬁ @@@

._'.: _.' v -_'__. s _.-...‘_

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.

1/24/2025
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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-Theists'/ Theists /
Irrelevant Irrelevant

non-Theists / TNEISES /

Relevant REEVEIRI

Irrelevant
LOGICANPOSITIVISTS)

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallylon
linguistically/meaninglesst

(Eudwig Wittgenstein; A: J. Ayer; KaiNielsen)

Relevant
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Ludwig Wittgenstein
The Blue and Brown Books

Preliminary Studees for the ‘Fhilosophical investigations’

Ludwig Wittgenstein
ON CERTAINTY

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

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallyon
linguistically/meaningless:

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

Arguments are'epistemologicallylimpossibledimportant
philesephicalldoctrinesiareionly psychologically'caused:

(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

woith text revised
and motes by
P. H. Nidditch

®)

OPEN UNIVERSITY SET BOOK
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CRITIQUE
OF PURE
REASON

NORMAN KEMP SMITH : Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

Irrelevant
LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or
linguistically'meaningless:

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossible: Important
philosophical doctrines arelonly:psychologically.caused.

(David Hume)

EVIRENTTALSTIS

igimentsiaielnotstiictiyipreofsibutbuild
alctmUlativelcaselfortheism

(WiliamiEanelCraigRichatdiSwinbuine)

non-Theists

Relevant
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RICHARD SWINBURNE

THE EXISTENCE
OF GOD

e
CLARENDON {8 PAPERBACKS
i

Cosmnlogicald
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG }
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Irrelevant
LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or
linguistically'meaningless:

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossible: Important
philesephicalldoctrines areionly, psychologically caused:

(David Hume)

EVIRIENAAVALISTS

IATgimentslarelnetstiictiyipieofsibuiibuild
alclmulativelcaselfortheism?

(William|FanelCraigiRichardiSwinbUine);

HOMISIES
eiie clemensiiEtions. Thelkm s estellishee,

((IhemasiAquinasiEtiennelGilson:YosephlOwWenss

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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On being and
essence
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Gaven Kerr

GAVEN KERR, OP

Aquinas’s Way to God

I'he Proofin De Ente ¢t Essentia

Being and Some
Philosophers

ETIENNE GILSON

PIMS.

FONTIFICAL

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

INSTITUTE OF
MEDIAEV AL
BSTUDIESe:
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non-Theists

Irrelevant
LOGICAL POSITIVISTS EXISTENTIALISTTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or Argumentsiarelrelativelylorentirely'unnecessary:hey:have
linguistically meaningless: little'toinothing to doiwithireligion: Religionlis
primarily.experiential'and non-propositional:

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen) (Saren Kierkegaard)

SKEPTICS
Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossible: Important
philesephicalldoctrines areionly, psychologically caused:

(David Hume)
EVIRIENTALSTS

IATgimentslarelnetstiictiyipieofsibuiibuild
alcimulativelcaselfortheism?

(Wiliaml|EanelCraigiRichardiSwinbUine);

HOMISIES
eiie clemensiiEtions. Thelkm s estellishee,

((IhemasiAquinasiEtiennelGilson:YosephlOwWenss

Relevant

Thomistic Existentialism
8('Cosmological Reasoning

JOHN FE. X. KNASAS

__neotus
passiones
qua litas

quan titas.
Sigostantin
cubst 4/«1 form

ater@a Preg

_I

Ens sensibile

A m:fqn 17!/([[0.»’0/1/1 ( pan. latin, et quast FL'&[L'IL‘}!['I'MF
dtraverunt i cognitionem veritatis
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T
oy

John H. Hick
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CONCLUDING
UNSCIENTIFIC
POSTSCRIPT TO
PHILOSOPHICAL
FRAGMENTS

Seren Kierkegaard

VOLUME I
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non-Theists

non-Theists

Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or
linguistically'meaningless:

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossible: Important
philosophical doctrines arelonly.psychelogically.caused.

(David Hume)

EXISTENTIALIST:S
Argumentsiare relativelyorentirely:unnecessary: liheyihave
little to nothing to de withireligion: Religionlis
primarily experiential and nen-propositional.
(Seren Kierkegaard)

EIDEISTS///PRESUPPOSITIONALISTS
Arguments cannotiestablishireligioustfinstprinciples: Religian:
isinot propositional (John Hick), or religion'is propoesitional BuUt

faithiis primary/(Blaise Pascal), or:God'is transcendentally:
*argued" (Cornnelius'Van Til; Greg L. Bahnsen).

EVIRENALSTS

nettstiictlylproefsibugbuild
alcumulativelcaselfortheismA

HOMISIES
ATUMENS el cemonsiEtions. Thckm s csEblisce.

E&am

Relevant

Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or
linguistically'meaningless:

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossible: Important

philosophical doctrines arelonly:psychologically.caused.

(David Hume)

AGNOSTICS

Not all'of thelevidence isiin: Tiheism may be
established with further proof.

(Robert Jastrow; Anthony. Kenny)

EXISTENTIALISTS

Argumentsiare relativelyorentirely unnecessary: liheyihave
little to nothing to de withireligion: Religionlis
primarily experiential and nen-propositional.

(Seren Kierkegaard)

EIDEISTS!/ PRESURPPOSITIONALISITS

Argumentsicannotiestablishireligioustfinst principles: Religian:
isinot propositional (John Hick), or religion'is propositional BuUt
faithiis primary/(Blaise Pascal), or:God'is transcendentally:
*argued" (Cornnelius'Van Til; Greg L. Bahnsen).

EVAIRENTFALSTTS

notstiictlylpieefsibugbuild
alclimulativelcaselfortheismA

EOMISIS
AUt el clemensietions. Thckm s cselblished,

G|I

Relevant
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G |
AND ETHE N

ASTRONOMERS

,“‘. -
Robert Jastrow,
(1925-2008)

Irrelevant
LOGICAL POSITIVISTS EXISTENTIALISTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or Argumentsiarelrelativelylorentirely unnecessary:hey:have
linguistically meaningless: littleitoinothing to doiwithireligion: Religioniis
primarily experiential and nen-propositional.
(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen) (Seren Kierkegaard)

SKEPTICS FIDEISTS!/ PRESUPPOSITIONALISTS
Argumentsiare epistemologicallyimpossible:Important Argumentsicannotiestablishireligious firstiprinciples: Religion
philosephicalidoctrinesiare only psychologically/caused: is notipropositional (John Hick); or religion is' propositionallbut
faithiis primary/(Blaise Pascal), or:God'is transcendentally:
*argued" (Cornnelius'Van Til; Greg L. Bahnsen).

AGNOSTICS EVAIRENTFALSTTS

Not alllof the evidencelisin: Theism may/be nottstiictlylproofsibufbuild
established with further proof. [alcUmulativelcas elfomtheiSm

(David Hume)

non-Theists

(Roebert Jastrow; Anthony. Kenny)

ATHEISTS THOWVISTS
Argumentsisurface important philesephicallissues: - Areumehis ere cemensietions, Theksm s eseblisheek

Thelevidence provesiatheism.
(J- L. Mackie; early'Antony: Elew; Michael Scriven,
Theodore Drange; Michael Martin)

Relevant
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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
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ENQUIRY

7

THERE IS #p oD

How the world’s
most notorious atheist

changed his mingd

nd courageous. . . . Flew's colleagues ir
1 wealist atheisin will be seadalized.”

ANTONY FLEW
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non-Theists

AT-HEISM

A Philosophical Justification

—_—

MICHAEIL MARTIN

1/24/2025

MiC’tpaeI Martin
(932-2015)

Irrelevant

LEGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumes‘s.are metaphysically or
linguistics:"vimeaningless.

(Ludwig Wittgenstein;IA, . Ayer; Kai Nielsen)
SKERTICSE

Arguments are epistemologically/impossit:... 'mportant

philosophical'dactrines are only, psychological,

(David Hume)

AGNOSTICS

Notiall'of the evidence! isiin. Theism may.be
established with further proof.

(Robert Jastrow; Anthony Kenny)

ATHEISTS

Argumentssurface important'philosephicallissues:

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

EXISTENTIALISTIS
Arguments arelrelatively orentirelyunnecessary: lhey have
little'to nothingte de with religion: Religiontis
primarily. experiential'and non-propositional.
(Seren Kierkegaard)

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

faith'isiprimarny. (Blaise Pascal), or God is transcendentally:
AN AAME A v Al AN ST r A RS R e m)

notistrictiyiproofsibuybuild}
alcUmulativelcaselfordtheismy

H O MISIIS
ATNMENS ee cemensiEtions. Theism s esEllidveel.

JEtiennelGi (@Wensy

Relevant
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Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsiare metaphysically:or
linguistically'meaningless:

(Ludwig Wittgenstein; A. J. Ayer; Kai Nielsen)
SKEPTICS

Arguments arelepistemologicallylimpossible: Important

philosophical doctrines arelonly:psychologically.caused.

(David Hume)

AGNOSTICS

Not all'of thelevidence isiin: Tiheism may be
established with further proof.

(Robert Jastrow; Anthony. Kenny)

ATHEISTS
Arguments surfacelimportant philosephicallissues:
Thelevidence provesiatheism.
(J- L. Mackie; early'Antony: Elew; Michael Scriven,
Theodore Drange; Michael Martin)

EXISTENTIALIST:S
Argumentsiare relativelyorentirely unnecessary: liheyihave
little to nothing to de withireligion: Religionlis
primarily experiential and nen-propositional.
(Seren Kierkegaard)

EIDEISTS'//PRESUPPOSITIONALISTS
Argumentsicannotiestablishireligioustfinst principles: Religian:
isinot propositional (John Hick), or religion'is propositional BuUt

faithiis primary/(Blaise Pascal), or:God'is transcendentally:

Uaraniad! (R arnalivin Vian Tl Svan | Rahnean)

iEOM
AUt el clemensietions. Thckm s cselblished,

Relevant
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