Alia
The Teleological Argument identifies a design and purpose in the material universe and further, that the cause of this is God. Is it justified in making either of these claims?
The teleological (or design) argument is an a posteriori argument which looks to use apparent elements of design and purpose in the material universe as evidence of the existence of God. Many proponents of the argument use the traditional concept of the God of classical theism, a monotheistic creator being believed to be responsible for the order and beauty of the universe. However, this essay will argue that these claims are not justified as it is possible that the world is not designed, and instead it is a result of chance and evolution over time, thus removing the need for the existence of God at all, which is disputed by sceptics and adherents to the argument that we do not need an answer, such as Bertrand Russell. 
Saint Thomas Aquinas’s Teleological Argument (in its most basic form) is based on the premise that we can empirically understand evidence of design and purpose in the material world around us, and that the designer of this must be God. This can be refuted as even if we accept the premise of intelligent design, there is no certainty that the designer must be God – Dawkins suggests that Aquinas uses the God of the Gaps strategy here: “if an apparent gap is found it is assumed that God, by default, must fill it” (Dawkins, 2006). This is problematic for many theories as there appears to be no evidence that God is the only solution, and Aquinas, being a religious figure, likely started with a strong faith, thus driving his argument in this direction. On the other hand, if we were to accept that God was the designer, his omnibenevolence and omnipotence contradict the existence of evil in our world: why would an all-loving God design a world in this way? This hints that evil may be accidental, or that it is not designed as Aquinas suggests, which links to Mackie’s inconsistent triad – with his adequate solution being that we change our definition of God, or that we come to deny his existence altogether. Therefore, Aquinas’s Fifth Way collapses as we cannot draw such conclusions about elements of design or a God we cannot completely know and understand.
William Paley uses an analogy to further the claim that elements of design in the universe can be used as evidence for the existence of God: the watch, which we assume has a designer (even if we were to discover a watch in a natural environment) due to its complexity and purpose, yet we question the involvement of an intelligent designer in the creation of the universe. There are many issues with this, for example, this does not illustrate that God or any individual being designed or created the world, only suggests the apparent evidence of such design, forcing us to make the leap between evidence of design and an omnipotent creator being. Secondly, Hume suggests that this analogy does not work as the watch is designed and created by a human, we can empirically discover this, and so the knowledge that the watch has a designer is not an assumption whereas that the universe has one is, as we cannot empirically verify it. Hume further argues that the concept of order in the world does not necessarily lead us to assume intelligent design, and it could be that the apparent order (which some may see as chaos) is a result of chance.
Moving into scientific explanations (to be clear, science and religion can exist side by side, one does not immediately disprove the other in many cases, including this one), Charles Darwin’s theory of Evolution demonstrates that it is unlikely that the world was designed due to adaptation and natural selection. If God had designed and created the world with purpose, as teleological arguments suggest, surely all living things would have been created perfectly from the outset, thus eliminating the need for adaptation and mutation for survival, and the problems of extinction. A perfect, omnipotent God would have been able to create everything exactly as it should be, without the need for millions of years of evolution to get to our current state of being. However, there is the argument that God did this for a reason, and he designed it this way in order to preserve his epistemic distance from us, in other words he wishes for us to find him and believe on our own, rather than become a tyrannical imposing force.
The Anthropic Principle is the suggestion that the universe is fine-tuned to allow for human existence and thus it is more likely to be a result of deliberate design than pure chance. Proponents of the argument include Sir Fred Hoyle, who suggested that the likelihood of life on earth is no more probable than a hurricane sweeping through a scrapyard and having “the luck to assemble a Boeing 747” (Dawkins, 2006). However, this argument falls short as improbability does not lead directly to the concept of intelligent design, for example George N Schlesinger’s Argument from Suspicious Improbability (Himma, 2015) suggests that as our world is the only one of its kind, it is possible for it to have happened by chance. Other theories also criticise this concept, such as the famous example: given the concept of infinity applied to monkeys, typewriters and time, the monkeys could (theoretically) produce the complete works of Shakespeare. This is an example of scepticism as it attempts to logically demonstrate the shortfalls of a posteriori arguments for the existence of God. 
In conclusion, the teleological argument is not justified in making the claims that material universe evidences design and purpose and further, that the cause of it is God as the argument relies on us accepting the premise of design, which is flawed due to the theory evolution and its explanation of existence as we do today as reliant on adaptation and natural selection, rather than perfect creation, and the suggestion that the order of the world may be due to chance, or not order at all, simply chaos which we have assigned order to, to help us make sense of our surroundings. If we were to accept the idea of intelligent design, making the leap to assume the involvement of a higher power struggles because it can be criticised with sceptical arguments and the issue of the problem of evil as well as Schlesinger’s Suspicious Improbabilities argument which suggests that the possibility that the world came about by chance is possible as we are the only universe we know of which is developed in the way that we have.
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