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[bookmark: _GoBack]3. With reference to two arguments for the existence of God, critically examine the evidence that has been put forward by Theists and how Atheists might refute it. 

The philosophical arguments for the existence of God are estimated at over 30. These include arguments such as the Ontological, Cosmological, Teleological, Design Argument, Moral Argument and Religious Experience Argument. These arguments for the existence of God dates back to the time of Plato.[footnoteRef:1] This answer will be discussing two theistic arguments for the existence of God; the Ontological Argument, and the Moral Argument. These two arguments are similar in that they attempt to give a reasonable explanation that God exists.  [1:  John Hick., The Existence of God. (Collier Macmillan Publishing: London. 1964), p.23] 

Before discussing arguments, it is useful to note what theistic arguments are. A theistic proof is an attempt to prove that God exists. Successful theistic proof is one that convinces people that God exists, or strengthen the belief that there is, in fact, a God. Theistic proof does not often convince religious sceptics or non-believers to believe in the existence of God. It is argued that this might be for the reason that no successful theistic proof yet exists.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Stephen T. Davis., God, Reason and Theistic Proof. (Edinburgh University Press: Edinburgh. 1997), pp.1-10] 


The first philosophical argument that will be discussed is the ontological argument. Ontology is the study of the nature of being and existence, which is, evidently, the basis of this argument.[footnoteRef:3] This argument was thought of by St. Anselm (c. 1033-1109). Anselm was Abbot of Bec, and Archbishop of Canterbury. His ontological argument is seen as one of the most philosophically interesting.[footnoteRef:4] Another individual who presents a version of the ontological argument is Rene Descartes. [3:  YouTube., ‘The Ontological Argument’ (drcraigvideos. 16/08/16) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xBmAKCvWl74 (Accessed: 25/01/19) ]  [4:  John Hick., The Existence of God., p.23] 


The Ontological Argument argues that if it is possible for a God to exist, then he must exist. 
Anselm’s argument defines God as “something than which nothing greater can be conceived.” By ‘greater’, Anselm means more superior and perfect than anything that exists in the world.[footnoteRef:5] Anselm states: “If it can be conceived at all it must exist. For no one who denies or doubts the existence of a being greater than which is inconceivable, denies or doubts that if it did exist its non-existence, either in reality or in the understanding, would be impossible… Therefore, if a being greater than which cannot be conceived, can be conceived, it must exist.”[footnoteRef:6] [5:  John Hick., The Existence of God., p.23]  [6:  John Hick., The Existence of God., p.55 ] 


There are many examples to easily explain what Anselm means by this argument, one of which is that the idea of a maximally great being can exist in all possible worlds, therefore it must exist in the actual world. Whereas the existence of a married bachelor is impossible and cannot exist in any world. Many atheists would argue this and say that there could be a maximally great pizza, that could also exist in any possible realities, which is true. But the Ontological argument argues, what makes a pizza maximally great? This type of pizza would be down to the individual preference of the consumer, whereas the idea of a maximally great being, more perfect than any other in existence can exist in any reality and must actually exist.[footnoteRef:7]  [7:  YouTube., ‘The Ontological Argument’] 


The ontological argument has been supported by many philosophers throughout history, including 20th century philosophers Charles Hartshorne, Norman Malcolm and Alvin Plantinga.[footnoteRef:8] There are a number of philosophers however, who reject this argument. One of the most famous to reject this argument could possibly be St. Thomas Aquinas. Aquinas (1224/5-1274), who presented the cosmological argument, rejected the notion of the ontological argument.[footnoteRef:9] Another philosopher who criticized this argument is Immanuel Kant in 1781. Kant’s critique of this argument is directed mainly at Descarte’s version of the argument, but also fits Anselm’s. Kant criticises that existence is not a property, characteristic or attribute at all, and that accordingly, the ontological argument is impossible, and does not prove the existence of God.[footnoteRef:10] The reason why many atheists and, in fact, philosophers disagree with the ontological argument is because of the insufficient reasoning of why God exists, the ontological argument only proves that God (might) exist.[footnoteRef:11] [8:  YouTube., ‘The Ontological Argument’ ]  [9:  John Hick., The Existence of God., p.30]  [10:  Michael Palmer., The Question of God. Palmer. (Routledge: London. 2001), p.11]  [11:  Stephen T. Davis., God, Reason and Theistic Proof., p.44 ] 

Anselm’s argument in response to criticism is that it is incoherent and self-contradictory to think that such a maximally great being does not exist.[footnoteRef:12]  [12:  John Hick., The Existence of God., p.25] 


According to contemporary atheists, this argument is just a linguistic trick. It is assumed to be true merely because it says it is true. The argument offers no supportive premise other than its original statement it purports to prove. According to Christopher Hitchens in 2004, “What can be asserted without proof can be dismissed without proof.”[footnoteRef:13] [13:  Arguments for Atheism., ‘Arguments for the Existence of God – The Ontological Argument’ 2011. http://www.argumentsforatheism.com/arguments_god_ontological.html (Accessed: 25/01/19) ] 


The next argument that will be discussed is the Moral Argument. This argument was first established by Immanuel Kant (1724-1804) and has been developed in various forms by a number of thinkers, especially in the Anglo-Saxon world. Hastings Rashdall (1858-1924) also reformulated the argument.[footnoteRef:14] The moral argument argues that if God does not exist, then objective moral values do not exist. The question is not can you be good without believing in God, but can you be good without the existence of God. This argument emphasises that if there is no god, there is no objective reference point for morality, the idea of right and wrong would be down to the individual. However, this clearly is not the case. The idea of good and bad, right and wrong do exist, and is acknowledged by every human on the planet, which is the basis of the moral argument for God’s existence.[footnoteRef:15] [14:  John Hick., The Existence of God., p.143 ]  [15:  YouTube., ‘The Moral Argument’ (drcraigvideos: 21/01/15) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OxiAikEk2vU (Accessed: 25/01/19) ] 


Many theists support the moral argument as an accurate and convincing argument for the existence of God because of its basis of human experience and moral obligation. The majority of human beings believe that they are under obligation to a specific moral law. Therefore, if God does not exist, why is the notion of morally right and morally wrong embedded into human beings?[footnoteRef:16]  [16:  Stephen T. Davis., God, Reason and Theistic Proof., p.147 ] 


This argument is found unconvincing to many, either because they reject moral realism as a metaethical stance, or because they reject the idea that human beings are valuable, and not just accidents of nature. Some may agree that humans do have special dignity, but the idea of morality comes from dignity, and not a moral code set by a God.[footnoteRef:17] According to Richard Dawkins, in a world without God, there is no evil and no good, nothing but blind, pitiless indifference.[footnoteRef:18] Atheists argue that there are hundreds of Gods and religions to choose from. So, if, in fact, morality does come from a God, which God should you choose? Atheists also argue that if relying on a God is the only reason for human morality, what happens when God is taken out of the equation? To add to this claim, atheists demonstrate that moral standards have undeniably changed over time. Something that was moral in the past is no longer moral today. For example, the idea of slavery. This, to atheists, is a convincing claim to argue the moral argument, as morality does not always come from scripture.[footnoteRef:19]  [17:  C. Stephen Evans., ‘Moral Arguments for the Existence of God’ (First Published: 12/06/14) Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy: 2018. https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/moral-arguments-god/ (Accessed: 25/01/19) ]  [18:  YouTube., ‘The Moral Argument’ ]  [19:  Atheist Alliance International., ‘Can atheists be moral?’ https://www.atheistalliance.org/about-atheism/can-atheists-moral/ (Accessed: 25/01/19) ] 


In conclusion, the ontological argument and the moral argument presented by theists have undeniably been a topic of debate and discussion throughout history. Although both arguments have attempted to present reasonable proof that God could exist, neither argument has actually proven that undoubtedly God exists.
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4. Outline the significance of New Atheism. To what extent do the ‘New Atheists’ accurately reflect contemporary Atheistic belief? 

This answer will discuss the significance of New Atheism by first discussing what is New Atheism, and how it differs from atheism in the past. This answer will also discuss a few examples of New Atheists such as the four horsemen of Atheism in order to decipher to what extent they reflect contemporary atheism. 

New Atheism is a significant worldview in the contemporary world. Atheism, of course, is not a new phenomenon and has been around since as long as the main world religions have, however the term New Atheism describes the new developments thoughts of Atheists today. Throughout history, there has been continuous criticism of religion, in particular the Christian religion, of which writers such as Paine, Russell and Ingersoll, have reached wide audiences, using the same techniques and manners of the New Atheists.[footnoteRef:20] This, undoubtedly asks the question, what is new Atheism?  [20:  Christopher R. Cotter., Philip Andrew Quadrio., Jonathan Tuckett., New Atheism: Critical Perspectives and Contemporary Debates. (Springer: Switzerland. 2017), p.19 ] 


Atheists today undoubtedly express their opinions and views in a much more open and aggressive manner than ancient atheists. New Atheists are categorised as atheists, naturalists and irreligionists. This means that they do not believe in gods or supernatural beings, they believe that there are none but natural, casual entities, and they reject all forms of religion, regarding them as social evils.[footnoteRef:21] New Atheism is simply ‘new’ because it represents a distinctive expression of atheism and naturalism.  [21: . Christopher R. Cotter., Philip Andrew Quadrio., Jonathan Tuckett., New Atheism: Critical Perspectives and Contemporary Debates. Pp.18-19] 


New Atheists such as the four horsemen of Atheism; Richard Dawkins, Christopher Hitchens, Daniel Dennett and Sam Harris are four examples of how New Atheism has developed.[footnoteRef:22]  [22: Jolyon Charles Leslie Agar., ‘RAGING AGAINST GOD: Examining the Radical Secularism and Humanism of ‘New Atheism’’ in Journal of Critical Realism, 2012, Vol. 11., (Taylor and Francis Ltd), p.226 ] 


Richard Dawkins (1941-) is an English ethologist, evolutionary biologist and author, and is a controversial figure for the development of New Atheism. Dawkins appears in many public debates publicly bashing religion and does the same in his writings. In his book The God Delusion he says: 
“The God of the Old Testament is arguably the most unpleasant character in all fiction: jealous and proud of it; a petty, unjust, unforgiving control- freak; a vindictive, bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser; a misogynistic, homophobic, racist, infanticidal, pestilential, megalomaniacal, sadomasochistic, capriciously malevolent bully”[footnoteRef:23] [23:  Richard Dawkins., The God Delusion. (Bantam Press: Great Britain. 2006), p.31 ] 


Christopher Hitchens (1949-2011) was a British author, journalist and social critic. Hitchens is well known for his public debates, and although he spoke with a less aggressive tone than Dawkins, he was not afraid to disagree with religion. In his book God is not Great, Hitchens speaks about New Atheism existing in the ‘age of reason’ and describes religion as being one of the greatest threats to civilization. He goes on to say, ‘Religion poisons everything.’[footnoteRef:24]  [24:  Christopher Hitchens., God Is Not Great. (2007). p.13] 


Sam Harris (1967-) is an American author, religious critic and public intellectual who, similarly to Dawkins and Hitchens, publicly discusses the negative aspects of all religions, specifically the negativity and evil aspects of religion after the events of 9/11.[footnoteRef:25] Harris explicitly places evils of religious wars, homophobia, child abuse and victimless crimes on faith.[footnoteRef:26] [25:  Stephen LeDrew., The Evolution of Atheism: The Politics of a Modern Movement’ (Oxford Scholarship Online: 2015) http://www.oxfordscholarship.com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190225179.001.0001/acprof-9780190225179-chapter-3 (Accessed: 25/01/19) ]  [26:  James E. Taylor., ‘The New Atheists’ (Internet Encyclopaedia of Philosophy) https://www.iep.utm.edu/n-atheis/ (Accessed: 25/01/19) ] 


And finally, Daniel Dennett (1942-) is an American philosopher, author and scientist who works closely with the philosophy of the mind. He is well known for being one of the four horsemen of New Atheism, and undoubtedly has a conflicting viewpoint to Dawkins and Hitchens. Dennett takes on a much more positive approach to religion, seeing that there are both good and bad qualities to the teaching of religion.[footnoteRef:27]  [27:  Jolyon Charles Leslie Agar., ‘RAGING AGAINST GOD: Examining the Radical Secularism and Humanism of ‘New Atheism’] 


The four horsemen of Atheism have undoubtedly proven to shape the development and thoughts of New Atheism today, encouraging atheists to follow the same views. However, not all atheists agree with their aggressive views of religion. The Guardian released an article in 2015 named: ‘’We can save atheism from New Atheists like Richard Dawkins and Sam Harris”, which discusses their toxic behaviour, and how atheism should be less intense.[footnoteRef:28] [28:  Jeff Sparrow., ‘We can save atheism from the New Atheists like Richard Dawkins and Sam Harris’ (The Guardian: 29/11/15) https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/nov/30/we-can-save-atheism-from-the-new-atheists (Accessed: 25/01/19) ] 


Another example of contemporary disagreements with New Atheists is Alister McGrath. McGrath (1953-), is a theologian, historian, priest and ex-atheist. McGrath, now a Christian, has publicly disagreed with the New Atheists, especially Richard Dawkins, in his books The Dawkins Delusion (2007) and Dawkins’ God: Genes, Memes, and the Meaning of Life (2005)

In conclusion, New Atheism has undoubtedly changed from atheism in the past. It has significantly paved the way for new expressions of atheistic views and shows a level of distinct intolerance towards religion. Although not all atheists agree with the harsh and aggressive tones expressed by the New Atheists, they have undoubtedly been the subject of debate throughout the contemporary world. 
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