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Philosophy Questions
1. Most theistic argument aim to show that God’s powers are necessary to explain the existence of the universe or some fundamental property of the universe. Stephen Hawking (PHN, p. 78) denies that we need God to explain the universe. Explain why this is a problem for theism. Consider whether the views of other scientists (p. 78) suggest an adequate response to the problem. 
The existence of God has been argued about and scientists have leaned on the side of science, which ultimately rejects the possibility of a supernatural being controlling the phenomena in the world. However, some scientists have not rejected the existence of God, but rather His involvement in the things that happen in the world. Such argument includes Stephen Hawkin’s that assert that the beginning of the world can be understood from the scientific perspective and God had nothing to do with it. However, he further explains that this does not mean that God does not exist, it is only that His involvement in the things happening in the world is limited. This is a problem for theism that believes that God has everything to do with the things that take place in the world because He created everything. Hawkin’s argument directly attacks theism that God is not responsible for the creation of the world at large. It also challenges the Theism belief that God is all-powerful and the response being for everything that happens in the universe, including the creation of the universe itself.
Even though other scientists also seem to reject the possibility of a supernatural being controlling everything in the universe, but some scientists seem to lean on the Theism belief that there is something that is supernatural and cannot be explained by science. Francis Collins believes that science is powerful indeed, but it is not effective to explain the supernatural. As such, he asserts that both the natural world (which science can explain) and the supernatural world (which science is not effective to explain) exist. Other scientists like Erwin Schrodinger and Wernher von Braun also believe that science is not enough to explain all the phenomena that take place in the world.
2. Explain the principle of credulity and what makes it a reasonable principle.  Explain Rowe's argument against the principle of credulity regarding theism. Give reasons for thinking religious experience is good reason for theism or not. 
Even though Rowe objected to the principle of credulity, he acknowledged that it is the basic principle of rationality. However, his objection is based on the fact that this principle is being applied in the case of argument for the existence of God based on religious experience. As such, he formed his objection that when people have experience which they take to be God, it is rational to conclude that they are experiencing God unless there are some positive reasons to think that their experiences are delusive. Since there are no good or positive reasons to promote the thinking that all or most experiences that people take to be of God are delusive, it can be rational to conclude that God exists.
Religious experience is a good reason for theism because it helps them understand and form a connection with spirituality. Religion is a difficult concept to understand and even religious people tend to lean on ideas that cannot be proven to explain their ideologies. Their basis of belief is faith. However, it is a religious experience that helps them to form the basis of understanding their religion and practices and any other commitment to the course. It is part of faith because as Rowe explained in the two versions of the principle of credulity, both appear to better express the basic principle of rationality since it shows the individual’s ability to differentiate the existing defeaters from individual perception (Rowe, 1982).
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