TELEOLOGICAL (ARGUMENT FROM DESIGN):

That the order and harmony of the universe MUST have been made by an intelligegnt creator.
Consider William Paley’s analogy of the watch and the watchmaker:

Paley argues that the universe must has been made by intelligent creator
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CONISDER, too, HUME”S Counter:
1. Paley’s analogy of the watch does not hold, as there is little in common between the world and a machine.

2. The most that can be proven is that God is an architect but not necessarily a Creator. Watches are made from materials already in existence.

3. An objective consideration of the universe will say it is unlikely an omniamorous/omniscient God would have caused it, as it is a pretty flawed world.

Further, the Theory of Evolution appears to counter the Teleological idea:

Things evolve to adapt and survive.

These are natural processes over time.

And if we move beyond biology to look at religion and physics, then questions arise as to the ‘mysterious ‘ fact that the universe is NOT ONLY orderly, BUT ALSO orderly in such a way that it is understood by people. 

What accounts for that?


Theists will say yhrtr id dome kind of rational aspect behind this and that the ratinal aspect is God.

What accounts for the laws of nature that are responsible for life in the universe?
If they were not as they are, what would have bee?

One could consider that a largely rhetorical question, for would we have been, if that were so?

There is another theory, that of MULTIVERSE:

That our universe is one of a number of universes;

That our laws of nature would have, over a series of combinations and sequences appeared;

What I am calling the SLOT MACHINE THEORY of the universe; that given a number of attempts or tries, there would appear a winning combination, but that such a combination is nothing more than chance.

So, which would you choose?


A: universe as the outcome of INTELLIGENT CREATOR

OR


B: universe as the result of infinity of universes in which the laws were bound to show up?

COSMOLOGICAL ARGUMENT

Where did the universe come from?


A: God

OR


B: Big Bang

1. The universe has always existed; it has always been, but not always in the same form; thus, the universe has been expanding and contracting for ever in an endless series of cycles.

2. The universe was the result of the Big Bang.

3. The Big  Bang was the uncaused first cause; that unlike our human propensity to tidy things in that everything MUST have a cause; everything must be the EFFECT of something, perhaps the Bib bang was not the result of anything, it just was.

However, if that is the case, how is it possible that it came from nothing?

In other words, consider the following dilemma:

1. everything has a cause

2. it is not the case that everything has a cause.

YET, the laws of physics allow for the emergence of life:



Speed of light



Force of gravity



Charge carried by electrons

Such laws appear finely tuned; and for some of us, we like the idea of a Creator God as the explanation of the origin of the universe.

WHY?

Meaning. I mean meaning.

It is appealing to many that we consider ourselves a part of a grand design. 

I am six of seven children. Likely an accident rather than part of a plan.

Expand that example to the whole of humanity; all accidental?

Where is the meaning in that?

What allure does an accidentally formed, meaningless universe hold?

If it has no meaning, then why would God bother to create it (and us)?

If if was not created, then from whence did it come? 

Can nothing come from nothing?

Can something?
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bad dreams.

But as Joseph grew older, the wonderful blanket
grew older too.

One day his mother said to him, “Joseph, look at
your blanket. It frazled, it's worn, it's unsighly,
i©'s torn. It s time o throw it out.”





