Spencer Rosenvall

Exam 5, Philosophy of Religion, Fall 2013
Answer each question below to the best of your abilities in at least 3 paragraphs.  You will be graded on how thoroughly you answer the question.
Question 1.  (20 points)
By explaining the difference between Compatibilism and Libertarianism as they relate to the free will problem, is Louis de Molina a Compatibilist or a Libertarian, justify your answer. 

1. The compatibilist believes everything will happen anyways against free will or nature. It’s possible to believe both without being logically inconsistent. Compatibilists believe that freedom isn’t very influenced by metaphysics.
2. Libertarians believe in complete free will. Nothing influences their actions, it’s completely free. Libertarians think they’re actions are all of free will, but it’s still going to go God’s way, which is logically false.
3. I believe Luis is a neither of the two. He has what he calls the middle knowledge. “Middle knowledge is a form of knowledge first attributed to God by the sixteenth century Jesuit theologian Luis de Molina. It is best characterized as God’s prevolitional knowledge of all true counterfactuals of creaturely freedom. This knowledge is seen by its proponents as the key to understanding the compatibility of divine providence and creaturely (libertarian) freedom.” (http://www.iep.utm.edu/middlekn/) 

Question 2.  (20 points)
David Hume is a skeptic and an agnostic.  Explain why through two objections he gives to the argument from design.
The critique: 
1. “Design is but one of many possible explanations. Ex. Multi-verse, giant sea turtle, chance, big bang. As far as we know, design is one, but surely there are others. Why can’t we accept others?” Creates doubt in the way that there could be many other logical explanations for the creation of earth and the universe. With this doubt Hume creates, his skeptic characteristic is further enhanced.
2. “Just because a house has an architect, (a watch has a watch maker), it’s too big of a leap in reason to infer that the universe has a maker. (Hugh points out that in nature, there are all different kind of operations going on. So why do we leap to god’s intelligence to explain the universe?” Hume points out just how faithful everyone is to God by making a huge leap to believing that God is the creator. He shows how agnostic he is because he wants more evidence to make the leap for him. He would rather have a leap of evidence that a leap of faith, because the evidence is safer.
Question 3.  (20 points)
Explain what Kierkegaard means by “the teleological suspension of the ethical” and “faith by virtue of the absurd” and what those statements have to do with the existence of God.
1. Teleological suspension of the ethical is meant as doing everything, including anything unethical, for you religion. Kierkegaard uses the story of Abraham and Jacob as an example of going agaist ethics for his own religion. Abraham was ordered by God to kill his son for no reason. It’s unethical to kill your son, but was a test of Abraham’s faith and obedience to God to see if he would actually go through with it or not. What could be taken from this story is the concepts of faith and obedience. One may never come to know God without having faith and obedience in him. 
2. The second quote “Faith by virtue of the absurd”, generally means following with blind faith. A definition may be: blind faith in something you deem absurd. Some examples could be always accepting God’s way of doing things, never questioning anything, being a mindless missionary your entire life, killing your neighbor’s dog simply because you think you were inspired by Jesus to, or even sitting in a hot tub of acid 



Question 4. (20 points)
Describe the four components of a religious/mystical experience according to James also using examples.

1. The first example of James religious/mystical experiences is Ineffable noetic. Ineffable noetic is unique to the person that experienced it. One can never fully describe their experience or the feelings they had. An example of this is: “A jazz musician, for example, cannot explain precisely how it feels to get lost in spontaneous improvisation. He will hint by way of pseudo-description, paradox or poetry, but he will most emphatically exclaim that you must experience it to understand it. In a like manner James argues that the mystic feels herself to be in the same position, and often feels “that most of us accord to [her] experiences an…incompetent treatment.” (http://suite101.com/a/william-james-and-mysticsm-a168156) 
2. Antinaturalistic transient is the second of the four components. A definition could be the multiple short experiences that help the experiencer realize that they’re going through another religious experience. An example could be a good little feeling you get when you do some service for people, and then you do an especially nice piece of work for someone without realizing it, causing you to recognize the nice feeling that you got from the other experiences. 
3. Passive pantheistic is when an immanent god is everywhere in nature and the cosmos. God is in everything we do, see, and act upon. For example, one may ask why the sun comes up every day or why it gets so cold in the winter. It makes sense to say that God has it that way, his hand has been there to make it happen—though we may not realize it.
4. Optimistic means that one is always looking on the bright side of things. The glass is always half full, never half empty. 

Question 5. (20 points)
Define and explain three theodicies justifying the existence of God in light of evil and give at least one reply as to why those theodicies are still inadequate.
The Augustine Theodicy is: there is no inconsistency between evil existing and God being omni-competent. The following steps are taken to explain this theodicy. First, it’s logically possible for God to create free creatures and guarantee they will never do evil. Second, for all we know, freedom (choice, free will, agency) is a great enough good that God is justified in permitting evil. Finally, Evil comes from our choices, not from God. 

The Aquinas’ Theodicy is similar to the Augustin theodicy, being another free will defense. The steps are a little more from the theist perspective. They go as the following: Evil is not a thing and, Evil is the absence of good and, We have fallen from good by our own choices and, We create evil via our choices, not God. (Another free will defense).

The third is Irenaean Theodicy- Instead of defending that God didn’t create evil, this theodicy implies that evil is necessary in order for us to become like God. The steps are first, Adam was like a small child. Second, the fall is our first (faulty) step towards morally significant freedom. Finally, Experiencing evil is our first step toward becoming like God. (Soul making Defense, Evil is for our own good, it’s part of our ‘Telos)
Inadequate: 
[bookmark: _GoBack]God is evil for having the power to prevent sin and misery and not doing anything about it. God is an accessory. Loves us so much that he creates the best possible world where he is an accessory in it. Reply: this is the best possible world because he loves us so much that we have agency to choose sin. The best possible world is one with sin so there is redemption in order for people to become closer to God. Domino effect: god must’ve created evil. Reply: God could’ve sped up the river, or lightened the load of the boat, but in his goodness in order to produce the greatest harmony, there must be dissenence. God is the creator of everything. 

Everything quoted without a citation is to be assumed from “class notes”.
