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True/False
1. True: The ontological argument was first outlined by St. 
Anselm in his Proslogion.
2. True: Theism is the belief in an impersonal God with whom 
 we have no connection.
3. False: St. Augustine argued that evil exists because God willed it.
4. True: The central feature of atheism is the view that God is 
unknowable.
5. True: The classic version of the design argument was 
developed by David Hume.

Multiple Choice (circle correct answer)
1. Which of the following is an a prior argument…
a. The Cosmological Argument
b. The Ontological Argument
c. The Teleological Argument
d. The Anthropological Argument
2. Who said that many people believe that God is basically there to make us happy?
a. Immanuel Kant
b. John Hicks
c. Nicholas Smith
d. William Craig
3. The belief in a personal God who is the creator of the world, present in its processes, and with whom we may have a relationship, is
a. Theism 
b. Polytheism
c. Agnosticism
d. Atheism
4. What aspect of our nature did James say we should rely on when faced with living, forced, and momentous decisions?
a. Prudential
b. Rational
c. Spiritual
d. Passional
5. Who, in 1802, presented a version of the design argument? 
a. Paley
b. Pascal
c. Hume
d. Hicks
Fill in the Blank
1. The argument from design is often called the teleological argument.
2. Agnostic denies the major claims of all varieties of theism.
3. The Kalam form of the cosmological argument contends that there could be no actual infinite and potential infinite in the causal sequences of the universe.
4. The mystical consciousness of the holy is termed: numinous experience.


Review Essays Questions
1. Choose one (1) of the four (4) classical arguments presented in class for the existence of God.  Do you agree, or disagree.  Defend your answer.
The ontological argument was first detailed by Anselm of Canterbury (1033-1109), one of the colossal medieval logician scholars, in his Proslogium. Anselm's ontological argument lays on the recognizable proof of God. When it is comprehended that God is that of which no more prominent can be considered, Anselm proposes, it ends up plainly obvious that God must exist.
The argument makes some relationship between three ideas: the ideas of God, of flawlessness or perfection, and existence. Roughly, they express that flawlessness is part of the idea of God, and that flawlessness involves existence, thus that the idea of God involves God's presenceI disagree with ontological argument because, it endeavors to demonstrate God's presence through theoretical thinking alone. The argument is totally from the earlier, i.e. it includes no exact confirmation by any stretch of the imagination. It gives an explanation on the concept of God without empirically proving the same. 

2. Respond to the following statement by David Hume: “If God is GOD, then he is malevolent.  If God is GOOD, then he is impotent.  Otherwise, whence cometh evil?”  Defend your answer.
I really feel that the David Hume argument is erroneous, because it is based on comparing the power of God with the ability to control all aspect of life with a view of ensuring that only positive feelings, enjoyments and events befall mankind. It assumes that any form of conflation of misery and deliberate evil should not occur on man.
David subjects God’s love to mankind by absence of malevolent or misfortunes; and that God is good only when mankind experience success and greatness. The premise is flawed. All these phenomena such as floods, famine, diseases and all bad things were created by God and will definitely occur. With or without malevolent acts befalling man, God’s love to mankind cannot be subjected to only misfortunes experienced. 

3. William Alston argues in his article “Religious Experience as Perception of God” that beliefs about God derived from mystical experiences are prima facie justified and thus rational in the absence of reasons to believe that apparent mystical perceptions are unreliable.  What do you think?  Why?
I think Alston offers an unmistakable and provocative record of the epistemology of religious experience. He contends that the "view of God"— his term for coordinate experiential consciousness of God—makes a great commitment to the grounds of religious conviction. Reviewing a variety of detailed direct encounters of God among laypersons and popular spiritualists, Alston shows that a man can be supported in holding certain convictions about God on the premise of spiritual understanding. Through the discernment that God is managing one in being, for instance, one can legitimately trust that God is in fact maintaining one in being. 
Secondly, Alston offers a point by point discourse of our reason for taking sense recognition and different source of conviction—including reflection, memory, and spiritual experience. He at that point utilizes this epistemic structure to clarify how our perceptual convictions about God can be advocated. 

3

image2.png




image3.png




image4.png




image5.png




image6.png




image7.png




image1.png




