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SECTION 1 -
2,

The cosmological argument is an argument in support of the God of Classical
Theism. In this essay, | will aim to analyse and evaluate Aquinas’ theory in
seeing if it proves God's exsistence, as well as take developments and
counterarguments into consideration.

First developed by St. Thomas Aquinas, Aquinas gave three ways in his ‘Summa
Theologica’ that aim to prove God’s existence. Aquinas’ first way involves
motion. Aquinas rejected the notion of an infinite regress and stated that it is
illogical. He believed all things were set in motion and that to go back in time,
without the presence of a beginner would be incoherent. He argued that there
must be an unmoved mover - God. This implies that everything in motion right
now is occurring under God’s will and is a cause and effect of God’s ‘first step’
to begin the chain of motion. Many may argue for this first way to be invalid as
Aquinas based his theory on incorrect Aristotelian physics. The discovery of
inertia means that we no longer need to hypothesise an external force who is
moving the universe and everything within. Inertia proves that a moving object
will stay in motion even in the absence of a mover. This implies that Aquinas’
theory is illogical as its very basis is built upon ancient physics which could not
have been scientifically measured and proved.

Aquinas’ second way looks at causation. Similar to the first way, Aquinas
rejected the idea of an infinite regress and stated that if one was to foliow the
chain of causation, one would have to reach an uncaused cause. This implies
that the uncaused cause is God and that He is all-powerful as he possesses the
ability to set a chain of causation under way. However, many may take
Aquinas’ second way to be invalid as Aquinas jumps to the notion that this first
‘cause’ is the omnibenevolent, omnipotent, omniscient God of Classical
Theism. There is no proof for this. The first cause may be God, but He may be
evil, or there may be multiple Gods. This implies that Aquinas is jumping to
conclusions without having sufficient premises, overall weakening not just his
second way but the entire argument as a whole.

Aquinas’ third way is based on contingency. Aguinas observed how everything
in the universe is a contingency, meaning it relies on others for its existence.
Because of this, Aquinas argued that at one time there must have been nothing
existing at all. In order for the universe to come about, there must have been
a necessary being which the chain of contingency follows back to. This
necessary being is God for Agquinas, implying that God must exist at all times
and is eternal as He does not rely on something else for His existence.
However, this third way can be deemed invalid as one could argue that if God
created us, there is no need for him to continue existing today. His creation
can live on without His presence. This implies that perhaps God may have
existed at one time, but is longer present. It further implies that perhaps God
is not the God of classical theism as if he is no longer existing, then he cannot
be eternal.

Aquinas’ arguments make a good case for the existence of God, however, fail
to provide sufficient premises. | believe that Aquinas jumps to conclusions
about the first mover or cause being the God of classical theism. | think it may
not even be God, it could be a powerful entity, a malicious God, or none at
all.
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In the 11t century, Al-Ghazali developed his Kalam cosmological argument.
Ghazali gave two basic premises -

« Everything that began to exist has a cause
» The universe began to exist
e Therefore, the universe must have a cause

Ghazali argued against contemporary Muslim scholars and philosophers in his
book ‘The Incoherence of Philosophers’, such as Avicenna. Ghazali said that
they had drifted away from Islamic teachings and that the universe having a
cause is necessary. Ghazali, like Aquinas, rejected the notion of infinite
regress and stated the universe must have had an origin point. This implies
that Ghazali rejects the theory of an eternal universe and was attempting to
incorporate his existing religious beliefs into the Kalam argument.

In 1979, William Lane Craig developed the Kalam cosmological argument
further and focused particularly on using proven scientific research to aid the
argument. Additionally, Craig stated that the laws of nature did not exist
before the universe and so implying that the universe came about through
natural causes is illogical. Craig stated that because of this, there must have
been a personal agency involved, an agency who is timeless, immaterial, and
all-powerful. This implies that the agency must be God and that this God is
external and detached from the universe. He does not need to comply with
the laws of physics and exists independently. However, a weakness of Craig’s
argument is that Craig does not provide sufficient premises either, instead
jumping to conclusions that an omnibenevolent, omniscient, and omnipotent
God exists. The syllogism that Craig uses to base his argument off does not
prove the existence of the God of classical theism, but rather an external
entity.

However, the eternal universe has been discredited by scientific research
throughout history too, not just the cosmological argument. For instance,
Albert Einstein’s theory of relativity compared the universe to a balloon that is
slowly expanding. This implies that just as a balloon is small and deflated at
one point, on a cosmic scale, the universe may so too have been a small
starting point which is ever-expanding. The most prominent scientific research
is Edwin Hubble’s discovery of red shift. Hubble observed how distant stars
omit light and the further they are, the redder the light seems to be. This
implies that the universe is expanding as those stars seem to be further away
from others.

In conclusion, the cosmological argument is a strong base to prove the
existence of a creator. However, | believe it lacks in providing evidence that
this creator is the God of classical theism. By jumping to such conclusions that
are based on smaller premises, Aguinas and Craig fail to prove God’s existence
in my eyes. In terms of infinite regress, however, | believe the argument does
well to disprove the notion, | think that Ghazali and Craig apply reason and
logic and the additional scientific research too adds weight on to the evidence
that the universe requires a cause. However, in overall proving the existence
of God, | believe Aquinas’ cosmological argument fails to do so.
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Section 1 - Philosophy of Religion

2.

The Cosmological argument is an argurnent first developed by Aristotle and
then made famous by 5t Thomas Aguinas. The argument covers proving God’s
existence as the creator of the universe and all within. This essay will discuss
the first three ways of Aquinas: motion, causation, and contingency, and will
discuss counterarguments of people such as Anthony Kenny, David Hume, and
Brian Davies, Ultimately, it will be argued that Aquinas’s cosmological
argument does not prove the existence of God.

Aquinas developed the ‘five ways,” of which he uses the first three to argue
the existence of God as the creator of the universe. The first of his ways is
meotion. The argument from motion refers to the fact that everything in the
universe moves physically, or changes over time. Aquinas argued that
everything in the universe that moves is reliant on an external force, which he
believes to be God. He noted that in the world, we can see things changing, or
moving. This observation leads to wanting to draw a conclusion about how and
why things manage to move. In his book, Summa Theologica, Aquinas states,
“whatever moves is rmoved by another.” This clearly implies that everything
within the universe that moves is reliant on an external force to move,
Additicnally, this shows that something must be responsible for creating
movement in the universe. Due to this necessary responsible being, the
conclusion is drawn that God is the one who creates movement in the
universe. In evaluation, | think that this is a somewhat convincing argument to
make. This is because for those who believe in a creator such as God, it brings
a straightforward explanation about how things move in the world. This
creates a sense of wider understanding for people on earth about how their
warld functions. However, | do not think that this statement ultimately proves
God’s existence. This is because | think it lacks enough depth to be a full
explanation for God’s existence and power. | think that this statement from
Aquinas is very broad, which makes the argument come across as less detailed.
This lack of detail causes the argument from motion to seem like it jumps
between points, and it makes the overall argument of Aquinas seem
unfinished. Due to this overall feeling of missing points and it being quite a
simple statement, | do not think that the argument from physical motion
manages to reliably prove the existence of God.

Furthermore, Aquinas discusses the idea of changes happening in the world.
Change is referred to as alterations or adaptations that can be seen happening
around us - for example, changing seasons or someones personality changing
over time. To argue his point, Aquinas uses the example of fire and wood. This
analogy is used to prove that something cannot change to become something
else without it being done by something other. In this analogy, Aquinas
discusses actuality versus potentiality. Actuality is the state that something is
currently in and potentiality is the state that something has the capabilities to
be in. In this argument, Aquinas states that wood is in its actual state, but has
the potentiality to become hot by catching on fire. However, wood cannot
catch on fire by itself, so the conclusion drawn is that something other has
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caused it to happen. As a consequence of this, Aquinas states that God is the
reason for wood becoming hot, and changing into its potential state. | also
think that this argument brings an explanation to those who feel they need an
explanation for their universe and the changes they witness in it. However, |
do not think it is a convincing argument. This is because it seems to ignore the
fact that people have free will, and are capable of creating their own
individual changes in their lives. Whilst it is true that people cannot control
the weather, [ think that it is invalid for Aquinas to claim that God is the one
being who can make changes happen simply because people are perfectly
capable of changing their own actions and bringing change about by
themselves.

Someone who has created points against Aguinas is Anthony Kenny. In his book
‘The Five Ways,' Kenny discusses the argument from motion and Newton’s first
law - The Law of Inertia. Newton’s first law is used by Kenny to argue against
Aquinas’s points, and to essentially disprove his arguments. The Law of Inertia
states that an object can be in a state of rest, while having uniform motion.
This means that an object could be still, while also having zero acceleration,
which proves that an object can be in a state of rest, whilst having uniform
motion. Kenny states that Newton’s first law “wrecks the first way.” This
clearly implies that the argument from motion does not make enough of a
compelling point to be unable to be disproven. Additonally, the use of
Newton’s first law in Kenny's argument proves that there has been significant
scientific research into the topic of motion and how things move. This research
is a reliable source for an arument such as this, which creates a more
agreeable and easy to accept argument. | think that because science uses
factual and physical evidence, it makes it easier to agree with than arguments
that do not, This is because these types of arguments take well-researched
information and apply them to their line of argument using the available
evidence. This, in my opinion, creates a stronger argument than philosophical
arguments. This is because science-based arguments are able to prove
philosophical arguments - like the argument from motion - as unreliable
arguments by just using the scientific research that is available. Overall, |
think that the argument of Kenny is a more convincing argument against the
existence of God than Aquinas’s argument from motion is for the existence of
God. This is simply due to the fact that Kenny makes use of famous, well-
known, and widely understood research, which comes across as more reliabe
than Aquinas’s overall argument.

The second way of Aquinas is causation. The argument from causation refers
to the idea that the world has a structured order, and there are logical steps
that can be traced back to understand the true origin on the universe - God -
and all within. In this portion of the cosmological argument, Aquinas clearly
states that everything in the universe must be able to be traced back to an
original cause. As a consequence of this, it is clear that Aquinas rejects the
idea of infinity as he believes that everything has an origin that can be found
and understood by tracing what we see today back to the beginning. In Summa
Theologica, Aquinas states, "“in the world of sensible things we find that there
is an order of efficient causes.” The first section of this claim clearly implies
that the world is seen to be logical and well-structured, Additionally, this
statement implies that there is a chain of events that has happened in the
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world, and they can all be traced backwards to understand the original cause.
Overall, it is clearty implied by Aquinas that the world is a structured and well
ordered place, which has all stemmed from one original creator - God. In
evaluation, | think that this is a valid argument to make. This is because
thinking about the complexity of the origins of the universe makes it
extremely difficult to understand what has happened in the past, making it
harder to actually know who or what caused the universe to begin to exist.
Additionally, ) think that this argument brings a lot of closure to those who
believe the universe to be created by God. This is because Aguinas makes a
straightforward claim for people to follow, and the idea of there being a
traceable number of events makes the concept of understanding the beginning
of the universe less daunting. Whilst | think that the argument will make sense
to many people, | do not think it is the most convincing. This is because |
disagree with the idea that humans are capable of knowing what has happened
throughout the entirety of the universe’s existence. | think that making the
claim that there is absolutely an crigin and first cause for the universe is
somewhat dismissive to many people’s views, and | do not think it creates a
clear enough answer about the topic. Overall, | do not think that the argument
from causation is a very convincing argument for the existence of God. This is
simply because it seems tc be a dismissive viewpoint to take on the topic, and
| do not think it accounts for alternative viewpoints, which makes the
argument seem more closed with less room for discussion and expansion on the
topic,

Someone who argues against the argument from causation is David Hume.
Hume claims that he feels there is no need to draw conclusions about what
began the universe, as he feels like we as humans have no need to understand
something as complex as this. Hume believes the world to have no specific
timescale, and he states, “how can anything that exists from eternity have a
cause!” This implies that the world is eternal, and there is physically no need
to claim God as being the cause for the universe we see around us.
Additonally, it implies that Hume disagrees with the concept of tracing back to
the first event in the world. He clearly agrees with the idea of infinity, and
thinks it is unnecesary to attempt to understand the world as something to
have a cause. | think that this is a very easy argument to agree with. This is
because Hume implies there is no need for human beings to understand the
universe as being a product of God. This creates a very easy argument to agree
with simply because his viewpoint is to just accept what we see around us,
rather than attempting to search for answers about the universe. Overall, |
think that Humes ideas about dismissing God as being the first cause are more
convincing than Aquinas’s ideas of accepting God as the first cause, This is
simply due to the fact that | personally see no need to attempt to find out
what the universe stems from, so Humes argument against causation aligns
with me more than Aquinas’s.

The final factor is contingency. A contingency is something that may or may
not have a reason for its existence, and is something that is reliant on an
external cause for its current existence. Aquinas claims that the universe itself
is a contignency. This is because Aquinas sees God as being external to the
universe, and there is not a clear answer to why the universe exists. As a
consequence, the universe is named as being a contingency. In Summa
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Theologica, Aquinas states, “if at one time there was nothin in existence, it
would have been impossible for anything to have begun to exist.” This clearly
implies that the universe had a beginning, and the beginning happened due to
an eternal being who decided to create it. The idea of God being an external
and eternal being aligns well with the God of Classical Theism, and this
creates an argument that is easy to follow, with different points that link to
other religious concepts. | think that the concept of the universe being a
contingency makes sense. This is because there is not necesasrily one answer
to why the universe exists as there are so many people who use their own
judgement to create an answer. However, | disagree with the concept of the
universe being reliant on an external force to function. This is because there is
not a particular reason why the universe has to rely on God, which makes the
argument seem lacking in that area simply because it does not reference the
reason for accepting God as being the external force to make the universe
function. Additionally, | think that the concept of the universe being reliant on
another being ignores the idea of free will that is promoted in the Bible. By
saying that the universe is reliant on an external force to maintain it and all
within it, the idea of life having free will seems to be taken away.

Finally, someone who argued against the cosmological argument as a whole
was Brian Davies. Davies disagreed with the cosmological argument as he felt
that it was lacking in certain areas, and he believed that it needs to have more
depth in varying areas in order to become something that is easier to agree
with. Davies stated in reference to the cosmological argument that “it by itself
does not establish the existence of God with all of the qualities sometimes
ascribed to him.” This clearly implies that Davies disagrees with the
cosmological argument, and feels that it could become a stronger and more
reliable argument if it focused on areas like how God maintains the universe
rather than him just being creator. Additonally, it implies that the
cosmological does not cover enough factors in order to be a fully convincing
argument for the existence of God. Overall, | think that Davies argument is
quite easy to agree with, and more convincing than Aquinas’s argument. |
think that the cosmological argument does lack certain points in certain areas,
and it would become more reliable if Aquinas focused on other characteristics
about God rather tha only claiming him to be the creator.

In conclusion, | do no think that the cosmological argument of St Thomas
Aquinas proves the existence of God. This is simply because counterarguments
like Anthony Kenny’s use of Newton's first law, and David Humes dismissal of
accepting God as a creator feel more reliable than the first three ways of St
Thomas Aquinas.
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1. The improbability of God is a debate which has spanned across thousands of years. The diversity
of religions and beliefs on earth is incredibly vast, but the broader idea of a God and creator of the
universe is almost believed by half of everyone alive. Many theclogians and philosophers have
debated the topic of God's existence, and the conclusion or answer to this question is still fiercely
debated and guestioned today. Atheist thinkers such as Marx, Kant and Antony Flew have created
reasons and arguments against the probability of God, and this improbability can also be shown and
proved through the relevant incoherence’s of the general concept of God's qualities. In this essay, |
will discuss Marx and Feuerbach’s views on the forming of religion, | will discuss the largest
incoherence’s of God, and | will discuss the arguments and ideas of Antony flew when confronting
the existence of God. Thus, in this essay | will argue for and against the improbability of God,
however; | would predominantly agree with the statement that given the imprabability of God, it is
unlikely that God exists.

Feuerbach was a German philesopher who lived in the 1800's. He was an atheist, who believed that
God is an illusion of what humans want to be and desire. Feuerbach is quoted reading “Whatever
man desires mast to be, he makes his God” and “whatever man needs, he makes God”. This idea is
interesting as it suggests that God is a hurnan made concept, which is only dependant on era specific
culture and lifestyle, as both what man wants to be and what man needs has surely changed and
devetoped over hundreds of years. Feuerbach uses the examples of the Norse Gods te prove his
point, arguing that as the Vikings were dependant on war, drinking and agriculture, the Norse Gods
reflect these gualities of Viking culture leading to the belief in culture specific God's. Religious
responses would strongly disagree to this idea, and would reply by insisting that there is no culture
specific God, as a more general concept of God can be agreed on. Christian thinkers would insist that
it is the Abrahamic God which is the only real and universal God. They would support this evidence
by using religious texts and artefact’s such as the Bible and gospels of Jesus’ disciples. Feuerbach
would reply against the notion of a universal or general concept of God, as because there have heen
so many differing religions and ideas of God, how can anyone religion definitely prove that their God
is any more likely than others? Feuerbach would emphasise the improbahility which this point
shows, as if there are hundreds of differing concepts of God’s, this makes the existence of one of
these Gods significantly less likely the diversity of beliefs shows to great a disproportion in likelihood
for anyone God. Consequently, God’s and religions are human inventions which are built around
general concepts of God's, but mare specifically, the culture and needs of the subjects of their God.
Marx would agree to Feuerbach’s points against the likelihood of God, however Marx believes that
God's improbability stems from a different source. Marx believes that religion is a tool used by the
wealthiest in society to keep the impoverished oppressed. He explains this by evaluating that an
impoverished individual may not try as hard to fight for what they want in the physical world, as
they believe that if they are morally good, they will be rewarded immensely by the outcome of
heaven. Marx believes this is a lie formulated and used by the government, and emphasises that
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religion is the “opium of the people” as it allows people in harrid conditions to believe that their
conditions aren’t as bad as they are. Religion “numbs” the pain of poverty because heaven is so
great, the physical world’s poverty is just a blip in a perceived eternal happiness. Theists would
disagree with Marx's views on a basis of principle. Religion and God's promote deontological ethics,
which often are clear about what is moral and what is not. Religious responses would take issue with
Marx's evaluation of religion, and suggest that people have a lot more to gain in believing in religion
than not believing. This is shown by Pascal’s wager, which is a formulaic layout of why believing in
religion is the most pragmatic choice for humans. He believes that if religion is real and you follow
religious moral standards, you will go to heaven. If religion is not real and you follow religious moral
standards, you lose some human experiences. If religion is real and you don’t follow religious
standards, then you will go to hell. If religion is not real and you don’t follow religious standards,
nothing changes. Consequently, this shows that the most pragmatic choice to maximise happiness
for a person would be to believe in religion and follow religious moral standards, as the cutcome of
heaven is worth the sacrifices of atheism or some human experiences. Subsequently, it follows that
if you do not helieve in religion and religion is real, you have everything to lose as the concept of hell
is deeply disturbing and torturous. Therefore, I think that Pascal's wager does offer a strong
argument into why people should believe in God due to probability, however; | feel that the
arguments from Feuerbach and Marx do overcome the religious responses in favour of God and the
idea of Pascal's wager. | think Marx would evaluate Pascal’s wager to be harmful to people’s
perception of if God exists or not, as it lays out a simple inductive argument in the benefits of
believing in God, without providing any real evidence which shows that heaven is real, hell is real, or
in general any evidence which leads me to think that religion is any more probable because of the
benefits which could reveal themselves after | die. Ultimately, | think that the points in favour of the
improbability of God raised by Feuerbach and Marx do affirm my belief that it is unlikely that God
exists as the explanation of culture specific Gods and government endorsed religion provides a
stronger argument than religious responses.

The imprabability of God can be analysed from differing angles and from differing ideas, however;
the incoherence’s of the classical {Abrahamic) concept of God strongly suggest the unlikelihood of a
deity. An incoherence which has been debated for over a thousand years is the paradox of the heavy
stone. The paradox is: Can God create a stone so heavy he cannot lift it? If yes, He lacks
cmnipotence as he cannot lift the stone. If no, He lacks amniscience as he cannot create the stone.
Either answer fails to apply to the concept of God, so surely this strongly emphasises the
unlikelihood of a God? Aquinas would argue no. Aquinas would draw the distinction between logical
impossibilities and Gods abilities, and emphasise that the paradox isn’t logically possible so
therefore isn't applicable to a logically possible God. Aquinas uses the terminology of impossible to
prove his point, and highlights that the logically impossible is nothing as if something is impossible it
is cannot exist in the universe, as it is not possible. Consequentiy, if this is true that would count the
paradox null as if it is not possible in our universe, how can we create a viable hypothetical is it isn’t
theoretically possible, Atheists would object to Aquinas’ inference, and suggest that the fact that the
aradox is logically impassible almost proves the atheistic point that the paradox is trying to prove. If
the paradox is logically impossible, surely it follows that the agent in such an impossible paradox
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would have to be impossible too? Religious views may concede that although the paradox is
impassible, it doesn’t imply or infer anything real about the status or nature of God — apart from the
implication that God is limited to the theoretically possible. Non-religious arguments could perhaps
look concede or understand the viewpoint of the religious argument, however; non-religious
viewpeints would further affirm that the incoherence of the problem of evil is strong encugh
evidence to disprove any likelihood of Ged. The problem of evil is the logical issue which arises when
combining attributes like omnipotence, Omni benevolence and the fact that evil exists. This
argument can be illustrated by JL Mackie’s inconsistent triangle or the simple argument from Theist
and writer, CS Lewis. He wrote:

P1 - If God were all loving, He would wish for all his creatures to be perfectly happy.
P2 - If God were almighty, He would be able to do what He wished.
C1 — But the creatures are not happy.

€2 —Thus, God must lack either omnipotence or Omni benevolence as evil and suffering are not
compatible with what God would wish the world to be.

This argument Is deductive by nature, which strengthens CS Lewis’ argument against the likelihood
of God. Although, theists would argue two main replies to this argument: the need for contrast and
the maral evil due to freewill. Religious advocates could argue that God creates evil in the world to
create a contrast between good and bad, as how could we understand what is good without
understanding what is bad? This point emphasises the theoretical balance which is kept in the
universe, and emphasises that this balance of good and bad is created by Ged. On the other hand,
Mackie would strongly disagree to this point as he would highfight that contrasts are only necessary
for us to understand values, and that no God would fail to be able to understand or create good
hecause of a tack of evil. Mackie would also show that as god is goodness Himself, this should
emphasise His ability to create gpood without creating a contrast to understand how good the good
is. A stronger religious argument which can support the likelihcod of God is the argument that all evil
stems from moral choice and freewill. This point emphasises that all evil in the world is caused by
human chaice, and the reason that God allows evil to continue due to human choice is because the
gift and ability of freewill is such a great good, it overcames the potential evil which can be caused
by freewill. This is a strong point as it shows that evil is due to human choice, which consequently
means that the evil we suffer is a reflection of the evil we put out in the world. This means that the
immoral choices that we all make on a small level create a vast amount of evil in the world,
However, Mackie would also confront this view with scepticism and he would evaluate that although
large amount of evil can be attributed to human choice, an even larger amount of evil cannot. He
analyses the impact of believing that all evil stems from freewill, and believes that if all evil stems
from freewill and human choice, peaple can hypothetically make the morally good choice on every
occasion. if this is possible, and every person did do this, Mackie still believes that there is evil in
world which isn't caused by freewill as natural disasters, genetic disease an epidemics still ravage the
world — whether it's people are morally good or not. This is explained and known as the evidential
problem of evil, as the issue of the amount and distribution of evil is evidence enough to suggest
that God is highly improbable or unlikely. Consequently, the evidential problem of evil cannot be
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explained by religious arguments which draw emphasis to contrasts or freewill. Subsequently, the
evidential problem of evil does imply that a God doesn’t exist as the amaunt of evil in the world
cannot be explained by religious arguments or justifications. Therefore, | agree with the non-
religious arguments which prove the improbability of God as | believe that the evidential problem of
evil cannot be overcome by religious responses or justifications. In addition, | believe that the
evidential problem of evil does show that evil cannot all stem from freewill and moral choice, as
natural disasters and disease are not {conventionally) caused by humans. | think the argument which
implies God’s limitations over the possible and impossible is reasonably strong, although | do agree
more with Aquinas’ reading of the problem and believe that as the paradox is logically impossible, it
isn't completely applicable to what the conventional concept of God is. Ultimately, | agree with the
belief that the evidential problem of evil does raise to high of an improbability of God to make His
existence likely.

Antony Flew is an atheistic philosopher and non-religious advocate. He believed that atheism was
deeply more complex than just the belief in no God, and Flews' wark has provided other atheist
thinkers to develop and strengthen their own beliefs through Flews’ argument of the burden of
proof and the invisible gardener. Flew created an analogy to explain how the atheist has to dehate
the theist, it goes as follows: two jungle explorers are walking through a jungle, when suddenly they
find a clearing between all the trees. The clearing has flowers, and animals, and lacks weeds and
harmful plants and bushes. The first explorer says “as this clearing is well kept and cared for, it must
have a gardner” so both explorers waited to try meet the gardener, The second man said “We have
waited for a day and no gardener has come, so surely there isn’t a gardener but rather the clearing is
natural”. The first explorer replies, “no. there must be an invisible gardener who tends for this plot.”
In curiosity, the second explorer goes along with his companions’ idea, so they set up an electic
fence around the clearing and they find sniffer dogs to smell the presence of anyone who would
enter. Both explorers wait a couple days to test their traps; however no traps were ever set off. The
second explorer says “we have waited and waited and there is still no proof of any gardener
existing.” But the first explorer says confidently, “well, the gardener must be invisible, they must be
void of smell and sense, and must be able to fly over or through the electric fence.” This analogy of
an invisible gardener is used to draw attention to how the concept of Ged is so vast, any theist can
effectively use God to support their argument, because God’s complexity and vastness of qualities
and attributes is so extensive it can rebuttal almost any critique or argument. Flew uses this idea of
an impossible goal to emphasise his belief ahout the burden of proof. The burden of proafis large in
counting the existence of God as improbable. The burden of proof is essentially the idea that the
provider of a theory should have to have to burden of proof to prove that their theory is correct,
rather than starting at a conclusion and working back to justify why your conclusion is correct. On
the other hand, religious beliefs around God are supported hy holy books and historians, which have
records of divinity of over two thousand years ago. Religious responses would believe that as the
concept of God is so universal, the burden of proof should fall to the atheist in trying to prove that
God couldn’t exist, rather than religious views trying to prove that God does exist. Consequently, this
shows how the burden of proaf is debated between the atheists and theists, meaning that neither
side can truly prove or disprove the existence of Ged as both sides of the argument put emphasis on
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the other side having ta provide stronger evidence. Subsequently, the atheistic response would
meet the problem raised by the invisible gardener when trying to use scientific and philosophical
evidence when disproving Ged, leading to a dis-transparency of what the actual goal of evidence for
an atheist should be. Therefere, | would agree with the non-religious reading of the improbabilities
of God which are raised by Antany Flews” proposition of the burden of proaf as | think the religious
responses fail to take accountability when accepting that the burden of proof does fall onto them.
On the other hand, | can understand religious arguments supporting why the atheist should have to
tru disprove God, as the holy books and gossplils do provide some physical evidence which could
support the existence of Gad. However ultimately, | do agree with the points of improbability
provided by antony flew in proving that God is unlikely as | believe that the parable of the invisible
gardener effectively shows how the theist can “skew the goalposts” when defending God’s existence
by using the vastness of scripture and divine attributes, which ultimately strengthens the
improbability of God.

To conclude, |1 do believe that given the improbability of God, it is unlikely that God exists. | can come
to this conclusion as the arguments of Feuerbach show that God is most likely a manmade construct,
which cultures developed and created over time as to act as role models or perfect beings of these
examles of culture. The religious argument against Feuerbach was weak, as it does not show a
general concept of God makes any religions God’s more or less likely. The religious argument against
Marx was strong, as pascals wager does eloquently show how the benefits of believing in religion
outweigh the consequences of if religion is real and you don’t believe in it, however; Marx’'s rebuttal
to this point on a basis of lack of evidence is strong enough to show that although the benefits of
religion may be great, the unlikelihood of a God or heaven existing is deeply hypothetical and
unlikely. The evidential problem of evil does show that the amount and distribution of evil in the
world is so great that the improbability of God is almost ensured, as no almighty and all loving God
would allow such vast amounts of suffering to exist and persist in the world. Finally, the burden of
preof is a strong athelstic argument, and does amply show that the fact that the concept of God is so
vast, the theist can respond to almost any critique by using God’s attributes. 1 also think this
argurnent is strong in overcoming religious responses as it shows how the burden of proof does lie
with the theist, and the only physical proof being holy books and texts is not adequate evidence in
suggesting a God who exists. Ultimately, this essay has shown that there is merit in some religious
responses to the improbabilities of God, but that the atheist arguments which prove the
improbability of God are too great for a theist to overcome. Consequently, | agree that the
improbability of God does mean it is unlikely that a God exists.

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 11 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

Candidate 4 evidence

B ——

I ENTER DO NOT I
HUMBER

WRITE IN
e THIS
QLIESTIG)L PR o S

)

-
N he.  concepe of Cioa cs ove. Ehokvios |

lbeen  cliecussed fov convuves., one of

ot waoed &&f cSusedussecl kopuo os bec— |

_lause. ol the setevral  otllewent

VIEWRDINES  Yhak Suvvound Yhe mat@y .

C ack LS Sacd o be Omnipokenkt,
O SCUe ng_gmd_amm;bgmmt_’mo‘e_m%

. hanon  orvwmi-Cioch - Drasoice hes

dovenre Clhnvackvssicces,, Bnewe Qe mam:\)
Lone  comtend. thaoke <t o= LW‘\LLQ&L& Ehok

Ct OCl  exo=es - ol boonh e,
(:Ova Cuxch C%Fggvg‘s)tﬁ_@ _bbg,_&;_mgzrﬁm.bs&—
L %\j ol Ciod , Yaes essac oums Lo

explacn_kne Lketncoa of  Cods

"y
oy k=g { \{\(’ é\ﬂchu\\?(\v() e
L

. ﬁ,ﬂO_ma cacienc® . Ofrindeotencd , Omncken -
eMOlence  aud the Conceox  o©f elc

_lawna _aum@@gx&_ e QL NGOV
L Ipoves of Yhos g.—az\\_} L

S —

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 12 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025

Candidate Evidence

I ENTER ©Q NOT I

WRITE IN

NUMBER
OF THIS
MARGIN

[QUESTION|

5T _!;Lugréqwm_@ggnmg__cﬁ She.
concepe  Ehate |, gy  Aeoes Ceck
kess, s €0 Ao tm,ngs dhak
Cwe.  yn el VGt Dnengy ko
Ao &aemusa_H_@—_a%s_&MOVM_cy_e
Phew Khe Wovaliy,  veans thona ko I
== ¥, 3

ao  bec chew,  Ayee Lb:\) NOSAE
ovall -’ﬂﬂéS conceds NS Ore LonacN S

el (aohery ch=EcusSsEona
e

LA
Om\r\géccm. Omn\;sccpr{:s?_ vs Xhe

Ouine. Ccbvihuke Snak c(ookc:s
SUA— v ouons - < he enouss

violne  Cvomn Lovonoand Shak

\(\g et - ‘R@m_?ﬂb\e-

Dvely , bhos Addemmen Snoutdnok

j 6&\73@) ol Gm;s_\mlc—Obe

auC  BPriowena , he Should Byed
: 3 s

-(/10!2 VAW CL LS s A reanhks Cncros SO

) J

A . N Y%

(/( diilemma {cine Tl e e P2
Asc%__m__ﬁt—._\ggs é_:%thtjpm;n_c&;gmmq
| lcdoes noL oz sminse as Cioals
Alaine . acardodsEZl swyoul\d e e e |

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk

13 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

DONOT I
I ENTER

WRITE IN

NUMBER e
o MARGIN

QUESTION| - S . = = P S | MARGIN:

lundermened _anch hols s nalsasve.

gy Tha bt |
‘b'ﬁ :

L hL O LA OSSR el
— Q@M _aanddﬁerw_ges&m;m_ I
 he weans e aowvox have  fvee vodil
s God brovss  winak we gn@%og%kﬂ —
o obtoe voppens bhen #ee L os
L ok ;Q(Z&MQ&;L*L#E_ = Q(ﬁs |
Plan - W he oube o clooviy Soocesks ,
WLMLM\ leWpilala Cor —
ond Gnak belfove e _.sdouﬂz#\_ N
ﬁnvwv ¥ (_dou.: thes le;‘ﬂ =npeosenak
e concepe of Cradt gndines diwne L
chulles s umprooalie. . :S:br)_aou(lv L
Mo brings wp e c;{jumm;_olm w |
o LooAd wheve S«»&E@m Us yafe -
) N%_QCQA_C]OQ ho'< ana
scop it he Kowos SLLLQV\Cl&sS a

b dhcmacind SeL e swvonsa |
i ,_bkuhQ\& %& Mo Looutd &:j .
| lthak  bhe  coneps dgmg.nm% L
Lnconeient bt that 4 leaes rooméor L

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 14 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025

I ENTER

HNUMBER
OF
IQUESTION|

Candidate Evidence

DO HOT I

WRITE [N
THIS
MARGIN

. CAKL Caoc| -

Mok s Laczof Q?Lw;ggu_:p

have clue ‘o C o C'LLlQGCJ;\j Enoooing

our future wednsthat the Concenk. fj

_AHE.QAMJAQO(_HQL,L__Cﬁ Sgeiean = U

ok =ezens unfacr {or some. eope. A0

J

Lo heu. beccuse B O octlerecs

Lt Inale e v \QJDWQ) O AS anAd

Aot Spee e Qvg&b@@aennw\\g

Lodkts hos Opacpokene nd omos —

Yerewoene se ok

,Aayuum-:':“ LADOLLCA Qw?)ue_ ok Ciad

LS Oty capabe of  Brouxno

(ooccal Peesdct  wnlomnadson ™ ok

)

\'V\‘ﬁnvmnkzum i~ CLDQSD:J’_@L\,SV‘\

U Nes me:_S@Cc(_ 1 / (o WINAYe
) ~J
Qe .

M_Qmm_mo.&:ic.m:s Czjfxce,‘ot—d

NE Q&Q\&@r\‘c Cu”om Oy O, EYoke

(o =EEeS . O Tomoviaiod alis s

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk

15 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

EHECR 00 NOT I
HUMBER WRITE IN

OF THIS

A HARGIY |

[QUESTION|

,Lgdgé ond thok \r)zsa@a&%‘:mw&:y
lon o dckfeene Some v . Coa.

Se.exrwunagtj M dines anse. VL Ve SR
lable. ko Contend Lnaccoxs nappeny |
(N Yoo e 0S ke has o Seen o |

Lo ool oy o Yaos conc [2Xo1 s ..L)u CON VST

Q;Sk@pu,,.@gmﬂamcl S cney %{od
LiveS  Unan enkyela dg\defx e

Cvame / wncverse., Khache os glemporl.
Tlhoes Concepe Seensysg &0 VIO ke
Sense AS theve Ls vmo eudence
o becir. o sp . Adee e .
K cnsciente e L0k s vipk
menuoned, i dhe bbbl tha e
.Jcb\;s._s‘.&_t\a&.cqse,,,.,A\%qm,g.bﬁgmn_ N
|backs e the. Cloems of Upd

improoalb S

@Qmu_.,_ﬁ..ﬁ_o& coneeps of Onndscence |

@ doe= ok Snoawn Ciod s ||
CORNE 1 OOSIRNA. U< DOOLDS TG ‘

lLre oy (ack  Cweecos . asneowy |
lCan_anr ,Lgm%#,gmﬂ:{éogwﬂ(id -

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 16 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

I ENTER DO NOT I

NUMBER WRITE IN
oF THIS
tQUESTION| MARGIN

Ol A j&mgmﬁiﬂm#@@@ﬁ N
he vle  cn We coovd . (b sast
Makes (oot Look  cncompasiae|
ﬁ___iu—)vlbbé H@Qf_u\)&;_ sl neCin. A\ nvee
: J
LA -

—ITTWQ, Next Concebb dNakShoud>
the N (oherence GAd  dmpvondad Yy
of (eonics mhncpceencg ()n’mt?(‘k‘

Srce. S O dovonme C\‘c‘cvuh_\k? Ladnueby

Mecim <,

%’Jfﬁ—w% —T[qove,ove
Luoso Loaus Uhes  coneete Gan
e token ;) Ciod can co o aong
ot PA)@W\PV}L’N ‘Z-\ (0{1 mni@

anych. 0% ooty possible These.
OpLOnS, h/ur\C\ Up ?Luocvh ons Wlee

CQD Cr.ocf Loz 7 Cclﬂ Crmd‘SLr\ ?
{Uhﬁm_m&@';&ij_gmﬂoﬁbeep_\;n

end L‘Uh\l’bﬁ'ﬁl@ﬁb?ﬂf\) [ W e (Y
-‘rC:RFC' of C.—L!ﬂgg&ls\@l/{@

_70"76_ Yy wUnean e o
L ldebunie the concepr of Ciocls

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 17 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

=

I ENTER DO KNOT I
HUMBER
QOF

WRITE IN
THIS
IQUEESTION: - o | MARGIN

Omosoena s ,@@A the mindox of

906 she T hes csddng conmceps Snak,
Can CLQd Clm&e, aiaa’cgv\f_}% I
u-v'}J%‘ VatiNe) 9, _? _Qo_tmyé ;L dnake
e e cannos k\EE‘) \C - the ansusre|

Ue s , Bhen he s ok o -poueaful |
Lt bhe cvoues S vo 2040 e CS

o el - fu | E T Cloctis

_C_;Q_PGbL QG_CL(_)UQCA QmQPhtY\(Q) :
(L ﬁ(—‘ er O lnfauul e houg

he ¢y ‘éwgu.gsg&g@@_pﬂlch&ﬁ
W_ﬂué U3 st one gbtnhe

~many . fvodores  conecinves
Lo prove  Cheol s wmoxanomne=Ced.

A\(\QEV\MMVMC&:\ o bﬁh&ji_ |
~Jusehod e {ooking cdtag G Lk \hoag
ot God( eeserce {3 H ._g@gmdm oLH/w

- |Squoved cicle . Con b Bt o |

_ 1 Corcde — _._]Qngx_um Q)r J/\MVLQQA(% |
Sde ond b&la@mkﬂﬂ_\.@mﬁ&tb.f__n |
be Himect vnvo o Square— 2rows
- @\/ \kS QJL;[ Slos Qﬂdw_ i

___,@bm\eo[ e, F Croctis moeant |

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 18 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

I ENTER

NUMBER
OF
(QUESTION

DO NOT '

WRITE IN
THIS
MARGIM

L o,..be:.momngppnm&_,gk@_dm«.p.u@n_be
Showtd e abe o oo <A Hourey,

v ¢S ’Dh e%gmL_ﬂ_n&bmaﬁg—

M' Acumr)&d(kmd/ﬁé” Ixztw

Moot Hae Probab\,u,tw ol Cocal (s

lOO /o aCt ek \z\e__ (= SRS A ID/LKL({L/‘Y

He aems Lo LoCk= max&%&e@

PM@%@%S@L}A o1 ’\’\f\al— H/u;u/\ OUAR
LLKOO\L.(‘nks So dLOCf C:thﬁﬁ:d\_% S w

Hzm dplmm Owu 2dte @ o~ Godo

Obliin to Ao anudacno  \oatcallo
~ b o) J ~J

PoSSiHe . ; SausS Yhaos

Poradox oF tThe Skoie &

I‘m?o_sgbig QN ok elois

Aidesmna (5 Conbs s @A o
ansuey dhe  Potdoe ot the

- _mmpﬁq,maomgmo ok

C{Od vvicecle — Eae  \nwodkdagiaaioecs

lauw , So wuu caeudd. Cuort vwokg.

___QOMMW%.._EM?MM.QLQ#_QOOI
Connpk alee a. ceele quaued oy

L e maake 6 orne guen ke czpnot A4

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk

19 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

. %pém? WA@ g, // does |
oS b e .

- To CountertrguL :}’hAa .&QCZL&M u_x:u( /|
--.-az%'}ULHoa/' Goct conrcve batbHe |
__chz et e Wpgicars - Heamdo
aww//hmm HOMA&/{ flgo_Oié’aﬁa et |

B slope o/ gu Goc[p__ 1R
- Q&]ugeﬁ ..... 7 1L bl ua 6(0 a’ﬂzy/’éuzgg |

_|ta _mm@rm_@@ﬂ/fi
What Deoceudters 5@47 s e Heoin
by dehimition  Lod &M a0 all %W(/&

[,{u/}’/x[ﬁ QW/)//Q@ /up;a_/ﬂpié}fl@ -

- %Qéﬂwy W_Mmea o
. olhoc/ 1o of |
the Cotoaer oF- il Q}?K/f Sﬂ%’&rmﬁ o

Lei *'% vt Ericmiraes
fosr a‘ﬁz 05 - C?/wmbawalamﬁ |

.-'-’".,:‘5_‘34/1[ 0 7 CM/L = -
[ Q/tbdmdac y/ /Z vmpo

owl %‘(M,V% eA

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 20 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

I ENTER DO NOT I
NUMBER

WRITE iN
OF THIS
IQUESTION

eu\Eeaybhg A, e
y> 14/ i - Hons 1) (i
,M_‘md( 5 Bl oopiiat

f)t}@ra( (_ k’ e CQM‘CPZD/’_QKOW_-L/QOMCO
> O“‘é Pt = \/QM/) < poviau+
wrten loov: = OLf A Cons
?/\USJ@MLQ A2 1 L oymt Provess @i

-//fﬁ/ -/*Le like i hood df Ja’{é_aqmm

> IMProbagie  clile 2o o rezom

of 5ottt srictonice  cPiar ctoas SO
he Sred the cdoasnF e ptO
hio  all-powefo! ratoo . /h:/é:v/-zz/,
éﬁ Dboowle)/ [flrfooyes e chdRriecc o
G2 a/m;a.h/m (ot or =t JQZ//_')_;J
Voko 8 /D > am/ - T

e -

.A_nnu/w V20 O Copoins unma
Poce~ yaw e clumsnisheo)
D becouse of “whwe concopeOF
~evil anc saldesnoy T \orst
Corcopt @OCompanoens. Al OF Kha
OV (OGP ClioCus=eo G

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 21 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

r =
ENTER DO NOT

MNUMBER WRITE IN
aF THIS
IQUESTION e e . MABGIN

inwadees ooued QW &W\bulﬂ - | |
o QMWW L ol con \oe |
L Sukbdlduseho ok nES Q %vmm, o
D Movall eaudts Qmuywis(meggb ]
ond D nosaval ens Leawquakes,
tsunaunacs e

CL(V?LLA Ll WRJ B,

to evadicost . ol ek Feong
the. cooid , Noc \el le  lkepp
(Pv’ Oam H¢'i = Va8 EOS IS 5 ! Ludooe -

LC Cacsel o ACouetud . hecom ||

‘D)-nn CLA = fleiine, Qnd ﬁcna%
\i‘ h{, CS gmfﬁmwﬁ% e S\aald
| Rrold cbouwd sul Mae eusiacks
Oned —M/moe wﬂ@juf\c}\ ‘A/QMMA

L ...mﬂ/\./@Jig_&fQﬁ HA £ 4 % IAZL&}Q,,LQQ >
i io Acc e, nxmhm_lzmwmnnam_m_

i _____VlCmge,&M + ook T meﬂ__ﬂw:mjg B
o hMnas ol tHuose Alywme. . ]
 lonvacde sy Clunpmeds G L

(s gggW__mmLmqimmm_m_m_
ok Oy QLL@A_AQ,_,WM_._-,

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 22 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

I ENTER I
DO NOT

MUMBER
o WRITE IN
QUESTION THIS
MARGIN

s Cwsen ﬁm‘l’&m&&gz& @,fz C:LL,W..
____JiIAL_ChOfrOr Je'/l/‘\‘-\)’j:a . I

L'ul/"l& Q..m( ﬂ\&‘c S_MV\% [N
O LA_:Q:\) LD J"V(__\ <yuod QJMV\
)

(IQ COWOUW SW\\ CAMMNCC I e s

LN Com passioncte , @oDec (O \.{'

e ave \JACLrS of an Z&/PT’-I)Q‘ ucitg
2V Qiscanapg, Qo _Severa) ) ngeens

PeOpPIe. cure Qlfeze o % b amd]

back — up. Fhus wwtmmuf/mm

/4{,4%» ne Dty 2 o4 Hybory cate o/

ém cuentes Onig1Ic ( Sipcpof

Fhaot o« c g MMW@%

/7@6(.? (4 MM_&(@__S/ rofas

‘MMM\M N

Howlsssr, i fbooax@_g oy |

N COrmre i A iy A bmt,g?éé B

Vfﬁﬂ) @QO Hunzms otrer 1oor

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 23 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

|16

=y
I | 18
ENTER

O NOT

NNNNNN ’g(b WR\TE M
oF 1

qu/ /I/OW) Z;:eqzzer, Lé
Ol oeen>  Impsible. iz co/s |

%A-Q ﬂq‘}w/ﬂmgr} %fd/ﬂ? ,ﬂ\-@ il
% e AR | [7 Ahe 60&@0&@/:?@ el
 me z»}/&f; &Opca sl ﬂmm -
WMo 12 WOrFf Sciemss]
Fume Indbetsoeces—

_L&M e ,zyaéaaéte @5;@@4
At S S oormosecen  EOvaninasiA

la Sir Al }/L"’ﬁ' Mﬁ/m I
i cund L Coun  Spoloro.
et SN e Ciods Plon . s
o pfa&:@/jble e ) Q['anguﬁq neus~_|
|adary o, fO/W TI0LQ OUQ.

fw S50 O @‘V&;ﬂ*@f 1o
CM&M/ O ceeprang NhaF@N Fhg

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 24 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

DO NOT I
WRITEIN
THIS

QUESTICN | marcin

f:,fMJj qutiona Qoo
wval (DMWY -

OWC”/ l’)%eﬂo h }?’e )
(Oncept Of evil (repy
314,// o8 Yo By MQWL

2 Dhil] CPoher O Lo L——QQ{QH—/:
@W OAl_ Yo b IO L2 _,/):zor\
Ct )l o ol
QMwvbuAke ) - M&MWM,\QW
Huoovy  Vneuren LB, =0 »vo

CRINOR Sy 2 @IS iy \(-U.QQM'“
b?] J’V) oF CL’@dﬁ @Q/)‘oey;{

__7@@& /’&—CBC/»Q ARy ppr

Dh%&_@}%ﬁy\cu NN
A%k QJLA:(;—‘;L—L_.Q AR 0 1A &

-+ A L)\DCB\CLKW |
,LO\ o, ﬁha@d\ @%-cm@)@ _____ |

.____j-]A_Qerp\lObQJQLL%hD} (oct oo
J_Vk% q,gf_)_Dgt;f/@:Lp +hho

Croned 505 Nor (uns, e folke

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 25 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

taivne L’ﬂmyw;ij am{ﬂw thl -
IR, i o b PMML
_[The Cowent o/ Omnipoewr |
O8> /o be uwoedlctn exrlamg |

Mo rcept that God doer e~ ||
oo a ot/ Phe dewne oo} ||
0(.0/11/1; Ouerci , /leBUM/@/

—. | @mkjguj Mm@% M%@a_\tg |

SQA | www.understandingstandards.org.uk 26 of 71



Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper 2025 Candidate Evidence

Candidate 5 evidence

Section 2 - Religious Experience

4.

There are many ideologies that attempt to account for religious experiences
and the impact they have on individuals. One of these is sociology, and
another is psychology. There have been many individuals to create
explanations for religious experiences. This essay will discuss people such as
Emile Durkheim, William James, and Bryan Wilson. Ultimately, it will be
argued that sociological accounts are not the most effective factor in
developing our understanding of religious experiences.

To begin, a key sociologist in the topic of understanding religious experience
was Emile Durkheim. Durkheim had many ideas about the significant of religion
to society, and how they both impact eachother. He believed that religion is
central to society, and that it always has been a collective experience. A key
concept in Durkheims arguments was the idea of ‘Socialisation.’ Socialisation
was used as an umbrella to discuss how religion and religious ideas integrate
into society. Socialisation includes the concept of social facts. Social facts are
external ways of thinking, acting, and feeling, which can have some influence
on individuals within society. As a consequence of social facts existing, people
in different areas of the world and who follow different faiths may behave
difefrently simply because of the social expectations of that group. Durkheim
also referenced the long existence of religious ideas. He stated that “the
believer has discovered from birth, ready fashioned, the beliefs and practices
of their religious life.” This clearly implies that those who follow certain faiths
in their life will be born into a society where specific social norms will be
followed, and will have been followed prior to them becoming part of the
society. Additionally, it implies that religion has existed for a long enough time
for behaviour to be integrated into the world that surrounds followers of that
faith, Furthermare, Durkheirn argued that religion constantly embeds social
norms into society everywhere, He said that religion is the “progenitor of
social institutions.” This clearly implies that religion plays a huge role in
furthering social standards into the world, and that it has always kept certain
ideas at bay in the world. Overall | think that Durkheims ideas are very
relevant and effective in understanding religious experiences. | think that the
idea of religion being a collective and sahred experience is an interesting point
to make, and it brings a unigue perspective on accepting religious ideas in our
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world. | also think that Durkheims ideas about religion being a key aspect of
the behviour that is seen in society is an effective point. This is because social
norms are constantly becoming integrated into our society, and religions of all
types hold different values. This variety of values and ideas about religion
brings lots of opportunity for religion to play a huge role in social development
and societal behaviour.

However, there are others who have created explanations for religions
experience by using other ideas and concepts. One person who has used
psychology to account for religious experience is William James. James
attempted to categorise religious experiences to understand mainly the
impacts and effects it has on people. He divided his understandng into two
parts: existential judgements, and value judgements. Existential judgements
focus on understanding the cause of a religious experience, whereas value
judgements focus on understanding the effects of a religious experience on an
individual. James also noted four effects that an individual can experience.
one of these is noetic quality. Noetic quality refers to the idea that during or
after a religious experience, the recipient wilt have gained new knowledge
about themselves or perhaps the world around them. There are some religious
scriptures which reference religious experiences, and clearly link to the noted
effect of noetic quality. In the Qua'ran, the story of the Prophet Muhammads
first revelation is a key idea that links to William James’s concept of noetic
quality. In his first revelation, the Prophet experiences a visit from Angel
Gabriel, where he is told about his upcoming responsibility as God’s
messenger. During thise expereince, Muhammad is told by Angel Gabriel to
“Read in the name of your Lord who created.” This clearly implies the
importance of him accepting this responsibilty, and it shows how the new
information was presented to him in a vision-like religious experience. | think
that this example is a really significant and relevant example to understanding
how religious experiences can affect individuals. Additionally, | think that it
provides a form of evidence to the claims made by William James about noetic
quality. This is because even though this story will not be accepted and
believed by everyone in the world, it still leaves an explanation avaliable that
supports William James’s concept of noetic quality. Overall, | think that this
idea is very effective in developing our understanding of religious experiences,
and it seems more convincing than that of Durkheims. This is because it is
shown how James perceived a religious experience to take place and how it
effects an individual, whereas Durkheim does not necessarily use any specific
examples, and rather just references the whole world.

Another sociologist who attempted to account for religious experience was
Bryan Wilson. Wilson’s understanding of religious experience focused on
religious experiences in the form of conversion. He noted that there are
increasing rates of varying religious sects and things such as church houses. As
a consequence of these opportunites increasing in numbers, more people tend
to convert faiths due to feeling that their personal beliefs may be more
catered to by religion than by society. Conversion can happen in many
formats, and many people simply choose to as they feel that they will be more
benefitted by following a faith than not. Alongside the increasing rates of
religious sects, Wilson noted that people often feel that religious opportunites
will fulfil peaple's happiness. For example, people may feel that they need a
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sense of community and a more relevant support system, so they may turn to
religion to recieve these things. | think that this makes sense, and is quite a
relevant point. This is because people often seek out something that can
benefit their life and positively impact the quality of it. Alongside these two
facts, Wilson claimed that people can often have religious experiences and it
leads them to convert to recieve answers to specific philosophical questions.
For example, religions often refer to the meaning of life or what happens after
death in the main ideas of the faith. These opportunites being readily
available for an individual can make it more preferable to convert as it will
most likely bring answers to an individual who has been seeking them., In
evaluation, | think that Wilson’s claims are effective in developing an
understanding of religious experience. This is because he discusses points that
can cause people to convert, which develops the overall understanding of why
people choose to convert faiths or belief systems. Additionally, | think that
Wilson creates an effective argument because he uses examples about
increasing rates of conversion and why people do so. Overall, | think that
Wilson’s argument is more effective than that of Durkheims. This is because
his argument has more specific focuses than Durkheim, which in my opinion,
creates a more effective and convincing argument.

However, | think that William James still has a more effective argument in
developing our understanding of religious experience. This is because the story
of the first revelation can be used to understand the actual effects that can be
had on people who receive a religious experience. Alongside noetic quality,
James’s factor of ineffability can be discussed in reference to the story of the
first revelation. Ineffability is the idea that during or after a religious
experience, the individual who has received it will feel unable to properly
describe their experience. For example, after the Prophet was told about his
upcoming repsansibilty, he felt overwhelmed and shocked as he felt that he
was unable to understand his experience with Angel Gabriel properly. As a
consequence of this, it is clear that a religious experience can have a strong
impact on an individual’s mind and life. As a result of being a recipient of a
religious experience, they may have to combat complex emotions and begin to
understand themselves. In evaluation, | think that this argument is still more
convincing than arguments arising from socicology. This is because, similarly to
noetic quality, there is an example that can be used to understand the idea of
James. Additionally, | think that the argument of Durkheim lack encugh
explanation and specific or unique examples to be fully convincing.

In conclusion, | do not think that sociological accounts of religious experience
are the most effective arguments to develop an understanding of religious
experiences. | think that William James has the most effective argument in
developing understanding of religious experiences. This is because his
individual portions of his arguments can be supported by specific religious
examples, rather than generic assumptions about society that Durkheim’s
argument seems to revolve around,
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