Traditional Arguments Lesson Six – 

The Teleological Argument
From the Greek word “Telos”, meaning purpose. The universe and the things in it seem to have a purpose and meaning. For some, this fact implies a force behind the universe driving it towards this purpose: God.
Also known as: The Argument from Design
1. Classical forms of the argument

· Plato (427-347BCE)
· God ‘Demiurge’ couldn’t create matter ‘ex nihilo’ like Christian God, but could organise the pre-existing matter (‘anake’) into the logical order that we see around us in the world today.
· Aristotle (384-322BCE)
In reference to the Four Causes (see Cosmological Argument): everything has a final cause (‘telos’), the ultimate cause was the “Prime Mover”.
· Cicero (106-43BCE)
Observation of the world indicates “some divinity or superior intelligence.” 

· Aquinas (1225-1274)
From the Five Ways. “Design qua regularity” things that lack intelligence act with regularity, e.g. planets (pre-Copernicus, geocentric). “Design qua purpose” things in the natural world make up interrelated systems, as though they were aiming for a purpose, “it is plain that they achieve their end, not fortuitously, but designedly,” just as an arrow requires an archer to direct it towards its target. 

2. William Paley – The Divine Watchmaker

· Irreducible Complexity (Michael Behe)

Some things in the universe are incredibly complex. Michael Behe says that some of the things we see are so complex that they could not have evolved. Such things rely on many parts coming together in exactly the right way in order to function.
Evolution does not allow for big changes to randomly happen – it relies on small change over long periods of time. What use is half an eye, or half a wing? None. Therefore these things are irreducibly complex and cannot have evolved.
· Specified Complexity (William Dembski)

Dembski takes a different approach. He recognises that the universe is complex, but not in a random way. For example:

“Ksdfvkn ksd vsruufn qvcsppenbhd aksdf alsdfvmkwg osdfvlasdfv ssvmfk sjvd l sawbsdkc”

This is quite a complex string of characters. If you were to randomly type on a keyboard it is extremely unlikely you would type exactly the same. However, it is meaningless.

“Love is not love which alters when it alteration finds, or bends with the remover to remove.”

This is also a complex sentence (for the same reasons), but on top of that it is specific. It means something (specified complexity). Some intelligence was required to put that sentence together (Shakespeare, in this case). Dembski argues that the universe is also an example of specified complexity in that it is both complex and meaningful. Therefore an intelligence must exist behind it.
3. The Anthropic Principle

Why is it that the universe seems “just right”? The way it is set up is perfect for us…

If the expansion rate of the universe after the Big Bang was out by 1 in 1055 (that’s 1,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000) then we would not be here.

If the earth was fractionally closer or further from the sun then we would not be here.
Surely this implies a designer of some kind.

Other examples: The fact that ice floats. Pretty much every other liquid becomes more dense when it freezes, only water is the opposite. If ice were to sink then it would be more likely that the majority of our water would freeze, therefore our planet would not support us.

Earth’s Magnetic Field: If it were much weaker, our planet would be devastated by cosmic radiation. If it were much stronger, we would be devastated by severe electromagnetic storms.

4. The Aesthetic Argument

The concept of “beauty” seems unique to humans. No animals seem aware of it.
The universe is incredibly beautiful (Rainbows, sunsets, mountains, flowers).

It doesn’t necessarily need to be.

Great art is created, not random.

Therefore: surely the beauty in the earth is similarly designed by a benevolent designer: God.


Teleological Arguments





Paley’s Watchmaker





Anthropic Principle





Classical


Forms





Aesthetic


Argument








