
Phase Two Bridging Work: Philosophy, Ethics and Buddhism (Religious Studies) 

Staff contact Details: Mr Ward pward@chipping-norton.oxon.sch.uk 

Introduction to the course A level subject preparation tasks 

The A level is comprised of three components: Philosophy, Ethics and 
Buddhism. Please see slides 1 – 12 for a detailed overview of how the 
course words. 
 
Link to specification for Philosophy, Ethics and Buddhism course (OCR 
Religious Studies A level) 
 
Philosophy Taster Lesson. See slides 14-27. 
 
Course textbook for the Philosophy and Ethics components: OCR A 
level Religious Studies for OCR Philosophy and Ethics, AS and Year 1 
by Libby Ahluwalia and Robert Bowie. 
 
Most of the topic areas for the Philosophy and Ethics components are 
available online at jake does revision.  
 
Highly recommended core reading for the Buddhism component:  
Buddhism: A complete introduction by Clive Erricker 
 
A really straightforward overview of the Buddhism is available at 
Bitesize.  
If you do join the subject at Chipping Norton Sixth Form, please 
purchase a folder for each of the three components. 

Philosophy MOOC 
Power and Responsibility: Doing Philosophy with 
Superheroes 
Ancient Philosophy: Aristotle and his Successors 
 
Philosophy, Science and Religion MOOC 
Philosophy, Science and Religion: Philosophy and Religion  
 
Ethics MOOC 
Introduction to Animal Ethics 
 
 
Read the following online articles on the purposes of 
philosophy. Choose three purposes of philosophy and 
explain each one. See slides 29-30 
Sources of insight 
Philosophy: What and why? 
Learning about life: What's the point of philosophy? Discuss 
 
Write an essay response to ‘Paley’s design argument for God 
is successful.’ Discuss  
See slides 32-64 for relevant resources, guidance and model 
answer. Please submit the essay to pward@chipping-
norton.oxon.sch.uk  before the 12th of July. 

 

https://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242913-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h573.pdf
https://www.amazon.co.uk/Oxford-Level-Religious-Studies-OCR/dp/0198392850/ref=asc_df_0198392850/?tag=googshopuk-21&linkCode=df0&hvadid=310979557093&hvpos=&hvnetw=g&hvrand=13308687147168260709&hvpone=&hvptwo=&hvqmt=&hvdev=c&hvdvcmdl=&hvlocint=&hvlocphy=1007245&hvtargid=pla-627390813357&psc=1&th=1&psc=1
https://www.amazon.co.uk/Oxford-Level-Religious-Studies-OCR/dp/0198392850/ref=asc_df_0198392850/?tag=googshopuk-21&linkCode=df0&hvadid=310979557093&hvpos=&hvnetw=g&hvrand=13308687147168260709&hvpone=&hvptwo=&hvqmt=&hvdev=c&hvdvcmdl=&hvlocint=&hvlocphy=1007245&hvtargid=pla-627390813357&psc=1&th=1&psc=1
https://jakedoesrevision.blogspot.com/search?q=kant
https://www.amazon.co.uk/Buddhism-Complete-Introduction-Teach-Yourself/dp/1473609445/ref=asc_df_1473609445/?tag=googshopuk-21&linkCode=df0&hvadid=310817460612&hvpos=&hvnetw=g&hvrand=14311423346078118495&hvpone=&hvptwo=&hvqmt=&hvdev=c&hvdvcmdl=&hvlocint=&hvlocphy=1007245&hvtargid=pla-587366420794&psc=1&th=1&psc=1
https://www.bbc.co.uk/bitesize/guides/zfnqmsg/revision/1
https://www.edx.org/course/power-and-responsibility-doing-philosophy-with-sup
https://www.edx.org/course/power-and-responsibility-doing-philosophy-with-sup
https://www.coursera.org/learn/aristotle?ranMID=40328&ranEAID=7bhGe75fAQ8&ranSiteID=7bhGe75fAQ8-jBuJqtLibFy7YIgqN6l1qQ&siteID=7bhGe75fAQ8-jBuJqtLibFy7YIgqN6l1qQ&utm_content=15&utm_medium=partners&utm_source=linkshare&utm_campaign=7bhGe75fAQ8
https://www.coursera.org/learn/philosophy-science-religion-2
https://www.edx.org/course/introduction-to-animal-ethics
http://sourcesofinsight.com/the-real-purpose-of-philosophy/
https://www.brown.edu/academics/philosophy/undergraduate/philosophy-what-and-why
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/education/education-news/learning-about-life-whats-the-point-of-philosophy-discuss-6108843.html
mailto:pward@chipping-norton.oxon.sch.uk
mailto:pward@chipping-norton.oxon.sch.uk


The course



• Religious Studies is the study of the philosophy of religion; an 
opportunity to question life, the universe and everything! Can we 
prove God exists? Was the world created or did it evolve? Is there life 
after death? Investigate and have your say about some of the most 
highly-debated issues in the world today.

• This is a fascinating Philosophy, Ethics and Buddhism course which 
focuses on some of the biggest questions that human beings can ask: is 
there a God? Where did the universe come from? Why does God allow 
evil to exist? How do I decide what is right and wrong? What about 
abortion and euthanasia? Should there be rules about sex? Why do 
billions of people believe in religions? Are all faiths equally true? You 
don’t have to be religious to realise that those questions are very 
important.

• Our students love thinking, debating and writing about issues such as 
these. Our staff are enthusiastic experts who are also examiners and 
authors. Over the years we have demonstrated that students who work 
hard will achieve excellent results. Just as important, they thoroughly 
enjoy the time they spend with us!

Philosophy, Ethics and Buddhism (A Level Religious Studies)

Why do it?



Philosophy, Ethics and Buddhism (A Level Religious Studies)

•Philosophy of Religion
Philosophy of Religion explores different arguments for the 
existence of God and examines the challenge to religious belief 
from the problem of evil. Other topics studied include the issues 
with religious experience and whether the soul is something 
spiritual and separate to the body or just thoughts within the brain

•Ethics
Ethics explores what it means to say that an action is right or 
wrong or that a person is good or bad. You will consider the role 
that conscience can play in our decision-making. You will also 
examine ethical dilemmas that surround issues of life and death

•Buddhism
Buddhism is unusual for being the only major religion that does 
not revolve around a belief in God. You will study the main 
teachings and practices of Buddhism and ask questions such as -
What happens to a Buddhist when they die? How does meditation 

lead to enlightenment? Why don’t Buddhists believe in a soul?

Course Overview: 3 components to the course



Philosophy of religion (H573/01)

To do To teach To RAR (revise, assess and review)

1. Ancient philosophical influences on 
Philosophy of Religion

(including an introduction to the unit) 3 lessons

2. Soul, mind and body 3 lessons

3. Arguments for God based on 
observation

3 lessons

4. The ontological argument 3 lessons

5. Religious experience 3 lessons

6. The problem of evil 3 lessons

7. The attributes of God 3 lessons

8. Religious language: Negative, 
Analogical or Symbolic

3 lessons

9. Religious language: 20th century 
perspectives and philosophical 
comparisons

3 lessons

Component revision

Y12

T6 Y12 and T1 Y13

Y13



Religion and ethics (H573/02)

To do To teach To RAR (revise, assess and review)

1. Natural Law (including an introduction to the unit) 3 lessons

2. Situation Ethics 3 lessons

3. Kantian Ethics 3 lessons

4. Utilitarianism 3 lessons

5. Euthanasia 3 lessons

6. Business Ethics 3 lessons

7. Meta-ethical theories 3 lessons

8. Conscience 3 lessons

9. Sexual Ethics 3 lessons

Component revision

Y12

T6 Y12 and T1 Y13

Y13



Content of Developments in Buddhist thought (H573/06)
To do To teach To RAR (revise, assess and reflect)

The Buddha (including an introduction to the unit) 3 lessons

Taking Refuge 3 lessons

Samsara 3 lessons

The three marks of existence 3 lessons

The four noble truths 3 lessons

Meditation 3 lessons

The Development of Mahayana Buddhism 3 lessons

Madhyamaka and Prajnaparamita 3 lessons

Buddhism in the  Far East 3 lessons

Buddhism in the West 3 lessons

Engaged Buddhism and Activism 3 lessons

Buddhism and Gender 3 lessons

Component revision

Y12

T6 Y12 and T1 Y13

Y13



How are you assessed? 

• 100% Exam (there are three written 
exams, one for each component)

• Awarding Body: OCR



How are you assessed? One straightforward thing about the OCR 
course we study is all assessment is through 40 mark essay questions
• In the essay you will be awarded marks in two areas (these two areas are assessed in 

each question)

• AO1= Learning about religion. Explain skill. This involves critical analysis and 
explanation of ethical ideas. USE PRACTICAL EXAMPLES. (16 marks)

• AO2= Learning from religion. Evaluation skill. This involves discussing the 
strengths and weaknesses of an ethical idea IN THEORY AND PRACTICE SO GIVE 
PRACTICAL EXAMPLES. (24 marks)

-Define and repeatedly refer back to what the question 
is asking from you
-Select appropriately. Select and categorise/structure 
your points to meet the particular requirements of the 
question asked. Remember, you’re not expected to 
include all possible relevant points, although you do 
need a range of views. You need to be selective. 
Selective. Selective. 
-Once you’ve selected, make the most of the material 
you have included. Critically engage. Bring in your own 
relevant insights. Use and integrate examples.

Typical Plan
• Intro (context, key 

tension + bias)
• Theme 1 () 
• Theme 2 ()
• Theme 3 ()
• Theme 4 ()
• Conclusion (bring it 

back to the question)



16/40 (40%) of the marks are for EXPLANATION (AO1)
Level 
(Mark)

Assessment Objective 1 (AO1) Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of religion and belief, including:
• Religious, philosophical and/or ethical thought and teaching 
• Approaches to the study of religion and belief

6 (14–16) An excellent demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the question:
• fully comprehends the demands of, and focusses on, the question throughout 
• excellent selection of relevant material which is skillfully used
• accurate and highly detailed knowledge which demonstrates deep understanding through a complex and nuanced approach to the material used 

• thorough, accurate and precise use of technical terms and vocabulary in context 
• extensive range of scholarly views, academic approaches, and/or sources of wisdom and authority are used to demonstrate knowledge and 
understanding

5 (11–13) A very good demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the question : 
• focuses on the precise question throughout • very good selection of relevant material which is used appropriately
• accurate, and detailed knowledge which demonstrates very good understanding through either the breadth or depth of material used • accurate and 
appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary. 
• a very good range of scholarly views, academic approaches, and/or sources of wisdom and authority are used to demonstrate knowledge and 
understanding

4 (8–10) A good demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the question: 
• addresses the question well 
• good selection of relevant material, used appropriately on the whole • mostly accurate knowledge which demonstrates good understanding of the 
material used, which should have reasonable amounts of depth or breadth 
• mostly accurate and appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary.
• a good range of scholarly views, academic approaches, and/or sources of wisdom and authority are used to demonstrate knowledge and understanding 

3 (5–7) A satisfactory demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the question: 
• generally addresses the question 
• mostly sound selection of mostly relevant material 
• some accurate knowledge which demonstrates sound understanding through the material used, which might however be lacking in depth or breadth
• generally appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary. A satisfactory range of scholarly views, academic approaches, and/or sources of 
wisdom and authority are used to demonstrate knowledge and understanding with only partial success

2 (3–4) A basic demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the question: 
• might address the general topic rather than the question directly 
• limited selection of partially relevant material 
• some accurate, but limited, knowledge which demonstrates partial understanding 
• some accurate, but limited, use of technical terms and appropriate subject vocabulary. 
• a limited range of scholarly views, academic approaches, and/or sources of wisdom and authority are used to demonstrate knowledge and 
understanding with little success

1 (1–2) A weak demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the question: 
• almost completely ignores the question
• very little relevant material selected • knowledge very limited, demonstrating little understanding 
• very little use of technical terms or subject vocabulary. 
• very little or no use of scholarly views, academic approaches and/or sources of wisdom and authority to demonstrate knowledge and understanding



16/40 (40%) of the marks are for EXPLANATION (AO1)
TIPS 

-Define and answer the specific terms of the question asked.
-Your introduction needs to briefly identify the background/roots to the key theory in the question. 
-The best essays also show an awareness of the wider philosophical/religious implications of the question. For example, 
a candidate answering a question on the ethics of euthanasia might consider that this is related to a wider debate about 
the value of human life.
-Along the way, make brief and relevant comparisons to other approaches/thinkers.  How do they compare/contrast to 
the approach in the question?
-Mind your language! Accurate use of key terms will impress!
-Use appropriate and reasonably ‘snappy’ examples to explain how the theory in the question might work in practice.
- A  good explanation point to include in a conclusion would identify what  you think is the most significant feature 
and/or implication of the approach in the question. 

USEFUL PHRASES
-A key tension is between… and…                                                            -Firstly…
-The significance of this is… because…                                                      -Secondly…
-An equally significant aspect of…                                                              -Nevertheless…
-Having considered X, it is also reasonable to look at …                        -However…
-The meaning expressed in the quotation ...                                             -X introduces/champions the idea that…
-This approach is similar to the …. position…                                           -It can be noted that…
-For example…                                                                                                 -To summarise…
-Another way of viewing this is…                                                                -One alternative interpretation is..
-Referring to… X argues that…                                                                     -Another key thing to consider…
-The fundamental feature seems to be…                                                  -We can see from this that...
-The implications of this are…/ As a consequence…                               -Furthermore…
-According to… ; this shows us that…                                                         - The main assumption/principle behind this being…
-…the consequence is…                                                                                  -This illustrated in…
-Therefore…                                                                                                      -As a result of this…



24/40 (60%) of the marks are for EVALUATION (AO2)
Level (Mark) Assessment Objective 2 (AO2) Analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and belief, including their significance, influence and study

6 (21–24) An excellent demonstration of analysis and evaluation in response to the question:
• excellent, clear and successful argument 
• confident and insightful critical analysis and detailed evaluation of the issue 
• views skillfully and clearly stated, coherently developed and justified 
• answers the question set precisely throughout 
• thorough, accurate and precise use of technical terms and vocabulary in context
• extensive range of scholarly views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom and authority used to support analysis and evaluation 
Assessment of Extended Response: There is an excellent line of reasoning, well-developed and sustained, which is coherent, relevant and logically structured.

5 (17-20) A very good demonstration of analysis and evaluation in response to the question: 
• clear argument which is mostly successful 
• successful and clear analysis and evaluation 
• views very well stated, coherently developed and justified
• answers the question set competently 
• accurate and appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary. 
• a very good range of scholarly views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom and authority used to support analysis and evaluation
Assessment of Extended Response:  There is a well–developed and sustained line of reasoning which is coherent, relevant and logically structured.

4 (13-16) A good demonstration and evaluation in response to the question:
• argument is generally successful and clear
• generally successful analysis and evaluation 
• views well stated, with some development and justification 
• answers the question set well 
• mostly accurate and appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary. 
• a good range of scholarly views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom and authority are used to support analysis and evaluation 
Assessment of Extended Response:  There is a well–developed line of reasoning which is clear, relevant and logically structure.

3 (9–12) A satisfactory demonstration of analysis and/evaluation in response to the question: 
• some successful argument 
• partially successful analysis and evaluation 
• views asserted but often not fully justified 
• mostly answers the set question 
• generally appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary. 
• a satisfactory range of scholarly views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom and authority are used to support analysis and evaluation with only partial success
Assessment of Extended Response:  There is a line of reasoning presented which is mostly relevant and which has some structure.

2 (5–8) A basic demonstration of analysis and evaluation in response to the question: 
• some argument attempted, not always successful • little successful analysis and evaluation • views asserted but with little justification • only partially answers the question 
• some accurate, but limited, use of technical terms and appropriate subject vocabulary. • a limited range of scholarly views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom 
and authority to support analysis and evaluation with little success 
Assessment of Extended Response:  There is a line of reasoning which has some relevance and which is presented with limited structure.

1 (1–4) A weak demonstration of analysis and evaluation in response to the question: • very little argument attempted • very little successful analysis and evaluation • views 
asserted with very little justification • unsuccessful in answering the question • very little use of technical terms or subject vocabulary. • very little or no use of scholarly 
views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom and authority to support analysis and evaluation 
Assessment of Extended Response: The information is communicated in a basic/unstructured way.

0 (0) No creditworthy response



24/40 (60%) of the marks are for EVALUATION (AO2)

USEFUL PHRASES

-The theoretical attraction might be… However, in 
practice… 
-This counter argument is supported by evidence from/the 
experience of…
-Despite these criticisms… the popularity of … remains 
largely undiminished. 
--In the face of such criticism, proponents of…have 
responded in a number of ways… 
--Although X may have a strong point, it’s important to 
acknowledge… 
-One of the most important arguments in favour of …. is… 

It is important not to assume the applicability of… in all 
cases…
-There is a growing debate about…
-The major attraction is…
-In contrast to…
-On reflection…
-Indeed, it is actually…
-Ultimately…

TIPS 

- Define and answer the specific terms of the question asked. 
-Broadly speaking, you will need to comment on the extent to which a particularly approach is (a) attractive and 
(b) coherent (c) successful in practice (implications) However, read the first line again! The points  you make 
need to refer the core issue and specific terms of the question. 
-You are expected to draw on the criticisms and defence made by relevant thinkers on the theory in the 
question. The best candidates will go beyond this and comment whether or not they think the evaluation of 
other thinkers is valid. 
-Bear in mind that your answer does not need to give an equal weighting of for and against points. Nonetheless, 
you will need to refer to both sides of the argument.
-Ultimately, the examiner does need you to give your own , well justified view . It makes sense for you to ‘set 
the scene’ for your view throughout , rather than springing it on the examiner at the very end!
-Your conclusion should refer back to the specific terms of the question.





The taster 
lesson 

questions



• Brace yourself. 
Pack a spare pair 
of pants and 
fasten your seat 
belt! Your way of 
thinking will 
never be the 
same again. You 
are about to do 
philosophy. 

Philosophy: The word 
literally means ‘the 
love of wisdom’. It 
involves thinking 
deeply about what 
gives life meaning and 
purpose. 

The world is 
rich in 
wonders –
but so poor 
in eyes that 
can see them

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=y
FAnn2j4iB0

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yFAnn2j4iB0


Dying for Philosophy?...
• Philosophy begins in wonder. It asks questions on life, the universe 

and everything! Questions such as ‘how do you live a good life?’, ‘Can 
a goldfish fall in love?’ and ‘Is there anything worth fighting for?’ 

• BUT Socrates 
had  a brilliant 
mind! He asking 
questions and 
he was always 
willing to 
debate his 
ideas… 
especially with 
students like 
you! 

Socrates the Sorcerer (469-399 BCE)
About 2,400 years a man was put to 
death for asking too many questions.
-Ugly, shabby and a bit strange, he was 
not popular with the authorities.

• Life, he 
declared, is only 
worth living if 
you think about 
what you are 
doing. An 
unexamined life 
is all right for 
sheep, but not 
for human 
beings. 

https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=http%3A%2F%2Fcache4.asset-cache.net%2Fgc%2F200357307-001-man-sculpting-human-figure-elevated-view-gettyimages.jpg%3Fv%3D1%26c%3DIWSAsset%26k%3D2%26d%3Da7ZgbcKdSKrCybq40TdC3raxfRcPFmT1XhZxZEtcXbYh0x%252B2SUN%252Fowt44OEa7ROJ&imgrefurl=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.gettyimages.com%2Fdetail%2Fphoto%2Fman-sculpting-human-figure-elevated-view-high-res-stock-photography%2F200357307-001&docid=30czofhBhsqTbM&tbnid=BwHGib6DSLE2uM%3A&w=514&h=332&ei=M4iyU6aAB6jY7AbJ04GIBw&ved=0CAIQxiAwAA&iact=c
https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.mentalhealthy.co.uk%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2FDepositphotos_9626820_XS.jpg&imgrefurl=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.mentalhealthy.co.uk%2Fnews%2F1693-named-midwife-for-every-new-mother.html&docid=27eXq3r0TPF7GM&tbnid=XAfbDryM0QPrhM%3A&w=425&h=282&ei=i4iyU8LXLoXQ7Abz84DQDg&ved=0CAIQxiAwAA&iact=c
https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=http%3A%2F%2Fcdn1.thefamouspeople.com%2Fprofiles%2Fimages%2Fsocrates.jpg&imgrefurl=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.thefamouspeople.com%2Fprofiles%2Fsocrates-259.php&docid=fzxFlzjfkDyTSM&tbnid=RWULPfiIabLeYM%3A&w=300&h=250&ei=-YiyU_-MGs-v7AbfhIHICg&ved=0CAIQxiAwAA&iact=c
https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.wildutah.us%2Fimages%2Fplants_scenery%2Fhemlock_poison_52806_6.jpg&imgrefurl=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.wildutah.us%2Fhtml%2Fplants_scenery%2Fh_hemlock_poison.html&docid=QHVfJYI1aHf0EM&tbnid=mlr7HuvywrFJBM%3A&w=595&h=550&ei=gI-yU6W1HoGv7AafhYHIDQ&ved=0CAIQxiAwAA&iact=c


ONE serious case of an identity crisis

• 1. What things need to be retrieved, if 
Fred is to get his full identity back. Think 
– what actually makes up an individual 
person’s identity?

Who are you?
As you can see, Fred has issues. It’s not 
easy being a zombie. This morning he was 
on his way to his to Geography when a 
dementor sucked out his identity.  He has a 
shell of physical instincts but his ‘self’ is 
inside a dementor.
LUCKILY, there a spell we can say to 
retrieve his identity. The catch is, we need 
to name all the different parts that make 
up who Fred really is. 



2.DILEMMA 
DIALOGUE

• Call a mate, ask 
you mum, grab 
your dog – find 
someone to 
discuss the 
following 
dilemmas with



2 (a) Bad movie plot: The bomb 
making Irish housewife

• What should the Irish housewife do?
• Define what the ‘good’ is in this situation 

An Irish housewife, with a secret bombmaking
past, is kidnapped by terrorists, along with her 
little girl. And forced to build a huge bomb at the 
top of a skyscraper in the centre of London. If 
she builds the bomb, maybe hundreds of people 
will die, if she doesn’t, her daughter certainly 
will. They mean business, these terrorists, 
because they keep the little girl in a dungeon 
and only produce home videotapes of her every 
day or two, or whenever her mum seems to 
worry about the ethics of making the bomb.



2 (b) Do the ends justify the means?

• Would it be acceptable to eat one of 
the survivors?

• How might they decide who gets 
eaten?

• Given the circumstances, what 
punishment (if any) should someone 
who ate another person face?

Imagine a ship is torn apart by a sea monster so quickly it 
doesn’t even have time to let out a distress signal with its 
coordinates. Many of the crew are drowned but five people 
find themselves shipwrecked on a desert island. They know it 
will be at least three weeks before anyone works out where 
they are and sends out a rescue ship. There is barely any food 
to eat. The only possibility for any of them surviving is if 
they eat one of their group.



2 (c) Lying to 
children

• Is it morally wrong to tell children that Santa 
exists?

• Is it ever acceptable to lie to a child?

Regardless of how much joy and excitement kids get 
from believing the Santa myth, it is an outright lie! 
Should we always take the moral high ground and tell 
the truth where children are concerned, or should we 
make exceptions? When they find out the truth, aren’t 
we teaching children that no one, not even their 
parents, can be trusted?



2 (d) Taking exams
• Are exams a waste of 

time?
• What should schools be 

doing to educate well?

Here’s a consolation for those who hate exams, and a challenge to those 
who love them. Socrates – the super bright founder of Western 
philosophy would have thought that exams were worse than a waste of 
time. Had he been asked about written papers and multiple choice he 
would probably have said that they teach you to leap hurdles, not to live 
life; cram facts, not explore values.

Having said that, Socrates had a peputaion for exacting the highest 
standards. He cursed politicians for nurturing a lust of arguments rather 
than a love of truth. He told one Athenian student that he must develop a 
skill for honesty not showiness to be smart.

Socrates would not have liked exams, but he loved the toughest personal 
examination.



3. Does Rick Otlap have a point? How do you know that 
you’re not dreaming right now?

4. What do you think should happen to Rick? He’s pretty 
convinced that he’s simply asleep, dreaming - in his mind 

there are no real consequences for what he does.

‘Streaker’ MAN ARRESTED FOR BIZARE CRIME SPREE.

Rick, 32 has been charged with 4 counts of public disorder and 2 
of theft. His most common ploy is to dash naked into a shop, grab 

what he can and then start shrieking with laughter.   WHILE 
BEING TAKEN AWAY INTO POLICE CUSTODY, RICK OTALP SAID 
“Ha, do what you like. This means nothing. It’s all a dream. All of 
you are just happening inside my head. How can I be arrested by 

a figment of my imagination?”  

http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=dreaming&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&docid=CL1V2eyi5MxUCM&tbnid=A9WUFcsMaIs1RM:&ved=0CAUQjRw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fscience.howstuffworks.com%2Flife%2Finside-the-mind%2Fhuman-brain%2Flucid-dreaming.htm&ei=dcaUUaCYDeqX0AXrkYGwCQ&bvm=bv.46471029,d.d2k&psig=AFQjCNHHSAdI2LwpjlSRmxZ81VaYE7xIdw&ust=1368791005152627
http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=dreaming&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&docid=_n4bTm_WmogRbM&tbnid=uYgnm532B7AFVM:&ved=0CAUQjRw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dreamyoga.com%2Flucid-dreaming%2Fidl-and-lucid-dreaming&ei=YseUUd7QF-a10QX7oYDYDQ&bvm=bv.46471029,d.d2k&psig=AFQjCNHHSAdI2LwpjlSRmxZ81VaYE7xIdw&ust=1368791005152627


The love and the redemption of 
Severus Snape

• 5. What is love? Features? Part of real life or fantasy?

https://www.youtube.com/watc
h?v=Q4dJ2pjrVxg

• Why is Dumbledore always so certain that Snape is loyal and 
trustworthy? In a word, the answer is love – not Dumbledore’s for 
Snape, nor Snape’s for Harry. But Snape’s love for Lily Potter, Harry’s 
mother.

• Classical philosophical accounts help us make sense of Snape’s 
complicated character because they emphasise that love is not primarily 
a feeling but a choice, an act of the will. Although Snape continues to 
have conflicted emotions (!) does not prove that he  has not been 
transformed by love (significant sign of this?). To the contrary, Snape’s 
ability to act consistently for the good of others, despite his emotional 
indifference to or even dislike of these individuals, testifies to the 
strength of his love for Lily.

http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CAcQjRw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.fanpop.com%2Fclubs%2Fseverus-snape%2Fimages%2F15700150%2Ftitle%2Fsnape-screencap&ei=97CRVeTVGoKL7Aap7oXwDQ&bvm=bv.96783405,d.ZGU&psig=AFQjCNG6h8MuIHLTuE7iqYyttrbek15i7w&ust=1435697776027561
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q4dJ2pjrVxg


The love and the 
redemption of Severus 

Snape

• 6. What is the point (if any) of Snape’s love for Harry’s mother if she 
does not feel the same way? THINK: Is unrequited love worthless?

• 7. Lilly Potter dies when Harry is a baby but what might be said to 
‘continue’ of her identity?

https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=Q4dJ2pjrVxg

• A lesson for life…
• Love does not transform easily or immediately. But what we see 

in Severus Snape is that love can radically transform a life. Snape 
doesn’t get the girl, but his deep love for Lily changes his beliefs 
and actions. This love motivates Snape to persevere in his 
dangerous and lonely role of double agent. Even we, the readers, 
are repulsed by his apparent evil. Yet through love, Snape proves 
capable of self-sacrifice, like Lily – and Harry. And in this, Snape 
finds his redemption

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q4dJ2pjrVxg


8. Ball Tell All
• Go outside with people from your household
• Throw a ball to someone
• They need to say the number of one of the 

questions and answer it.
• It doesn’t matter if you catch the ball more 

than once, or if you answer a question 
someone has already answered.



1. If being brave 
is a virtue, does 
that mean
daring criminals 
are at least 
partly good?

2. How do you 
know your 
parents aren’t 
virtual?

3. Is there a 
God?

4. Could a robot 
fall in love?

5. Should 
murderers face 
the death 
penalty?

6. For £1million, 
would you let an
alien borrow 
your soul for a 
week?

7. Are you the 
same person 
now as you were 
in year 6?

8. Is it ok to eat 
meat?

9. How unique 
are you?

10. Is it always 
wrong to steal?

11. Why do 
people accept 
testing on 
animals but not 
on children?

12. If you had a 
working time 
machine, would 
you use it?





What is 
philosophy 

for?



What is philosophy for?
• Explore these online responses on the purposes of 

philosophy.
• Pick what you think are the THREE most significant 

purposes of philosophy and write a paragraph of 
explanation for each one.

Sources of insight http://sourcesofinsight.com/the-real-purpose-of-
philosophy/

Philosophy: What and why? 
https://www.brown.edu/academics/philosophy/undergraduate/philos
ophy-what-and-why

Learning about life: What's the point of philosophy? Discuss
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/education/education-
news/learning-about-life-whats-the-point-of-philosophy-discuss-
6108843.html

http://sourcesofinsight.com/the-real-purpose-of-philosophy/
https://www.brown.edu/academics/philosophy/undergraduate/philosophy-what-and-why
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/education/education-news/learning-about-life-whats-the-point-of-philosophy-discuss-6108843.html




The essay



‘Paley’s design argument for 
God is successful’ Evaluate 
this claim

• Write an evaluative response to this 
statement.

• You will need to include different points of 
view and justify a personal bias (opinion)

• Aim to write 6 – 7 paragraphs.
• Read the model answer carefully. It will 

help you organise your own response.



Basic 
preparation 
materials for 

the essay



William Paley’s Design 
Argument - the basics

1.If someone found a rock on the heath, they may assume that it had always been there.
2.If someone discovered a watch on the heath, the answer would not be the same as the 
answer for the existence of the rock.
3.Unlike the rock, the watch has several parts that have been put together for a 
purpose. For example, they have been made and adjusted to move, and the movement has 
been regulated to point towards the correct time.
4.If the different parts had been formed differently, movement would not be possible and 
the watch’s purpose would not be fulfilled.
5.The watch could not have come about by accident (unlike a rock or stone).
6.The watch must have been created by a maker (a craftsman) who formed it for its purpose 
and designed it for its use.
7.The existence of the watch is proof of a watchmaker.
8.Like the watch, the universe is intricate in its design (e.g. the molecular structure of ice, the 
position of the Earth from the Sun etc.)
9.The universe appears to have been designed to fulfil some purpose (Design qua 
purpose). Also, the universe appears to behave according to some order or rule (Design qua 
Regularity).
10.The universe could not have come about by accident. Therefore, the universe itself is 
proof of an intelligent designer.



Design Argument : The Criticisms of David Hume
• David Hume (1711-1776) criticised the design argument in his ‘Dialogues concerning 

Natural Religion’(1779) His arguments are based on empiricism – the belief that we can 
only gain knowledge through our senses. He argued that design is something that we 
perceive and assume. Even if the world appears to be designed, this may just be due to 
our interpretation of the data that our senses provide.

• His main reasons for opposing the design argument are:
•

1. Humans do not have sufficient knowledge of the creation of the world to assume that there is only one 
designer.

• A) As humans we only have experience of the things that we design and create. These may not be an adequate 
analogy. We know that houses require a designer because we have experience of many houses being built. We only 
have experience of this universe. He argued that it was impossible to draw conclusions about the whole from a 
small part ‘We cannot know what a person is like from a single hair. How can we decide what God is like from just 
looking at the world?’

• B) The universe is not like a vast machine. It is more like a living thing such as a vegetable or inert animal, 
something that grows of its own accord rather than something made by hand.

•

2. Even if our design analogies were valid it would not necessarily follow that the designer was the God of 
Theism. (believed by Christianity, Islam and Judaism)

• A) We might have the work of several lesser gods or an ‘apprentice’ god who went on to create bigger and better 
worlds or ‘the production of old age and dotage in some superannuated deity.’ He speculates that there may be 
other worlds that are not as good as this one, made whilst this God was practising.

• B) Hume felt that people who believe in God project human beliefs onto a non-human world. He argued that 
to discuss design in human terms is not an acceptable analogy on the grounds that God by definition transcends 
understanding. If we use a human analogy it is more usual for a machine to be the product of many hands
rather than one designer.



Going further 
preparation 
materials for 

the essay



Do dogs believe in God?

• The universe. Wow. It is amazing. Perhaps most amazing of all 
is the little scrap of star dust we call earth, for that is where 
the perfect ingredients and conditions for the most spectacular
thing of all exist…LIFE.

• What are the chances of that happening, eh?   

Guess the name of my pets…

1.What are the odds of you guessing 
correctly? Guess
2.If one of you were guessing correctly 
all the time, what might the rest of you 
think?

Does the complexity of the universe point to its 
having a designer?



Does the complexity of the universe 
point to its having a designer?

• Mathematician Harold Morowitz said that the 
odds of life existing on earth is the same as the 
odds of throwing 4 billion pennies in the air and 
every one of them landing heads up!

Should we be amazed?



The Goldilocks effect

• The conditions for life are JUST 
RIGHT! What might this imply?

• For instance, when you compare the electromagnetic force to gravity, 
we find that electromagnetism is 39 times stronger, according to 
physicist and author Victor J. Stenger. And that's handy because if 
the two powers were more evenly matched, stars wouldn't burn long 
enough for life to develop on an orbiting planet.

• The Sun must be 93 million miles away from the Earth. One million 
miles further away and we would freeze; one million miles closer and 
we would burn up.

• The Moon is, on average, 240,000 miles away from us (the distance 
changes!). It controls the tides and the seasons.



-Looking at a watch you can see complex design
-Looking at the universe you can also see complex design       
eg a human eye, a bird’s wing
-Design must have a designer.
-The designer of the universe is God

William Paley’s 
Design Argument

IN A (small) 
nutshell



So if certain conditions in our universe were just a little off, life 
would have never evolved. Just how is it that we're so fortunate? 

Of all possible universes, why did ours turn out like it did?
In 1974, astronomer Brandon Carter tackled this quandary by introducing the 
anthropic principle. Carter hypothesized that anthropic coincidences 
are part of the universe's very structure and that chance has nothing to do 
with it. He proposed two variants:

Weak anthropic principle: This response to anthropic coincidence may sound 
like a slice of common sense. Simply put, Carter pointed out that if our 
universe weren't hospitable to life, then we wouldn't be here to wonder 
about it. As such, there's no sense in asking why.
Strong anthropic principle: In this version, Carter draws on the notion of the 
Copernican Principle, which states that there's nothing special or privileged 
about Earth or humanity. He states that since we live in a universe capable of 
supporting life, then only life-supporting universes are possible.

BONUS WONDER Cosmologists have devised more than 
30 additional takes on the anthropic principle . They 
include the quantum physics-flavored participatory 
anthropic principle, which states that no universe can be 
real until it is observed, and the final anthropic principle, 
which holds that intelligence is a necessary property of 
the universe; once created it can never be destroyed.

There but for fortune, this 
universe might not have 
permitted the evolution of 
intelligent life, so the 
anthropic principle is a 
scientific attempt to address 
the question "Why?“ (NO
intelligent designer)

http://science.howstuffworks.com/life/evolution/evolution.htm


What is a baby for?

What are the good design features of a baby? THINK: 
The things that allow it to fulfil its purposes



The argument from design: The 
design argument suggests that God exists because there is so 
much evidence of design in the world. 

• 1. List four aspects of our world which suggest design (more if you 
can think of them).

• Isaac Newton said, “In the absence of any other evidence, the 
human thumb alone would convince me of the existence of a God.” 
Examine your thumb, wiggle it around and think about the process of 
movement. What do you think he meant by this?

• 2. Read the universal facts in the box below. Does this convince you 
that there must be a designer? Say why and why not?

Universal Facts
The Sun must be 93 million miles away from the Earth. One 
million miles further away and we would freeze; one million 
miles closer and we would burn up.
The Moon is, on average, 240,000 miles away from us (the 
distance changes!). It controls the tides and the seasons.



So what was William Paley saying 
again?
• Order and structure universe implies that there 

must be a being who designed it with a 
purpose in mind.

• Design in the universe implies ‘the presence of 
admirable intelligence and mind’



Problems with Paley’s analogy 1.
• The problem with analogy is that only a PARTIAL comparison is 

being made between two things/situations.
• In some ways the two things/situations being compared might 

be totally different…
• SPOT THE DIFFRENCE BETWEEN THE KIND OF THING THEY 

ARE



When 
analogies 

go 
wrong…

• Explain the problem with each of these terrible analogies:
• The ballerina rose gracefully and extended one slender leg behind 

her, like a dog at a lampost.
• The revelation that his marriage of 30 years had disintegrated 

because of his w ife’s affair came as a rude shock, like being offered 
a box of chocolates w ith only the gross flavours left.

• She grew  on him like she was a colony of E. Coli, and he was  
room-temperature raw  chicken.

Explain where Paley’s analogy between a watch having a 
designer and a universe having a designer goes wrong.  SEE 
DAVID HUME



Problems with Paley’s argument: Shoddy 
goods… can we get our money back for the 
universe?!
• If we go out to buy a new MP3 

player we would look around for a 
good design. Maybe it would have 
radio recording, it might have lots 
of memory, or it might be as small 
as your little finger. We would not 
expect something well designed to 
go wrong.

• A problem with arguing that the 
world was designed is that the 
world appears to have design 
faults! The eye can go blind. A 
large number of people need to 
wear glasses. Surely the eye 
would not have been designed to 
go wrong so often?

TASK
THINK of two more natural things 
that exist in our world eg a sea, an 
ankle, teeth
- Say what they do and how they 

can go wrong
- FEEL FREE TO DO PICTURE 

RESPONSE OF YOUR 
ANSWERS



A BUNDLE OF CHALLENGES
• How is the presence of evil explained if the universe is 

designed by a benevolent designing deity? Why would 
such a deity design evil?

• The presence of order could be explained by chance 
or by some impersonal force.

• Most products of human design involve more than one 
craftsman, hence the universe could have been made 
by a pantheon of gods, not the one God of classical 
theism.

Which is the greatest 
challenge to Paley we have 
looked at today?



A version of the teleological (design) argument 
can be found in the writings of Thomas Aquinas.

• What seemingly intelligent thing are these 
plants doing?



A version of the teleological argument 
can be found in the writings of 
Thomas Aquinas.

• Aquinas is noting that things we observe in nature, like plants and animals,
typically act in ways which are advantageous to themselves. Think, for example, 
of the way that many plants grow in the direction of light.

• Clearly, as Aquinas says, plants don’t do this because they know where the 
light is; as he says, they “lack knowledge.” But then how do they manage 
this? What does explain the fact that plants grow in the direction of light, if 
not knowledge?

• Aquinas’ answer to this question is that they must be “directed to their end” 
-- i.e., designed to be such as to grow toward the light -- by God.



Thomas Aquinas (13th century)
• He formulated a design argument in the 

fifth of his Five Ways
• Aquinas focuses on goal-directed activity 

in nature. As an archer fires an arrow at a 
target, so too does nature strive for some 
goal. This cannot be accidental

• There must be an intelligence directing 
this activity, and this we call God.

Goal directed activity is 
a sign of intelligence!



Aquinas’ argument step by step
• The teleological argument or argument from "design" (ex fine), 

which claims that many things in the Universe possess final causes
that must be directed by God:

• All natural things in the world nearly always act to fulfil a 
function/purpose.

• These things are in themselves unintelligent.
• Acting towards a function is characteristic of intelligence.
• Therefore, there exists an intelligent being that guides all natural 

bodies towards their function.
• This being is God.

“… whatever lacks knowledge cannot 
move towards an end, unless it be 

directed … therefore some intelligent 
being exists by whom all natural things                                        

are directed to their end;                                   
and this being we call God”

Summa Theologica

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Teleological_argument
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Four_causes


(The Argument from Design)

 Thomas Aquinas’ design argument is also known as the 
“Fifth Way”

 everything works to some purpose
 observed beneficial results suggest there is a 

pattern of direction behind this
 modern example - animal migration
 this must be God!

The Teleological Argument

Thomas Aquinas 
1225-1274



Aquinas’ thought about our ultimate 
function or purpose

• Even though human beings think for themselves and cause 
things to be aimed at some goal or result, the reason why 
human beings exist has to be explained, as human beings are 
not immortal and die. Maybe our ultimate purpose is to serve 
God?

-Aquinas’ key claim is that everything in the 
natural world (whether intelligent things like 
us or non-intelligent things like flower) is 
directed to some goal and follows natural 
laws, whether intelligent or not. For example, 
if you drop anything, it falls, obeying the law 
of gravity.
-Aquinas suggests that the reason for this is 
because natural laws direct things and these 
were set up by something which thinks (i.e
God).



What’s wrong with Aquinas’ version of the 
teleological argument? You may well be 
able to apply some of the criticisms of Paley

• Shoot



Criticisms of Aquinas
• Is it correct to assume that everything follows a 

general law set down by a designer? Some people 
would say that the natural world is just the way it is 
and that does not  mean it has a purpose given to it 
by a designer.

• Is everything in the universe really running in such a 
regular way, as if it has an intelligent designer. Maybe 
CHAOS is the real reality.





Design or Designoid? WELCOME TO THE ARTIC 
CIRCLE PAPERWEIGHT DESIGN COMPETITION. 

That’s right! The fun never stops! £1 million prize!

• Now bear in mind that the people of the Artic Circle don’t get out much; 
they’ve never seen a coconut before.

• Sid Shady enters the competition. He reaches into his bag and says, “I 
have designed and made the perfect paperweight. I call it the coconut”

• You laugh at Sid’s attempt to claim he designed and made the coconut 
for competition, but the judges seem fooled. They are really impressed. 

• What might you say or draw to explain how the coconut might 
have evolved over time – and wasn’t designed by Sid Shady!



Dawkin’s Designoids
• Richard Dawkins is a scientist who does not believe that the 

world is designed. He thinks that some things appear like they 
have a design, but this appearance can be explained in other 
ways.

• Dawkins believes that evolution can explain how things may 
look like they are designed. For instance, take the example of 
the human eye. The eye is so complex that some people have 
argued that it must have been designed. Dawkins disagrees 
with this. He uses the word designoid for something that has 
the appearance of good design but simply evolved over time.

• Write down two things that 
Dawkins would term ‘designoid’.

• Are you convinced by Dawkins’s 
argument? Explain.

http://www.bing.
com/videos/searc
h?q=hay%20level
%20dawkins&qs=
n&form=QBVR&pq
=hay%20level%2
0dawkins&sc=0-
10&sp=-
1&sk=#view=det
ail&mid=E7E99F1
D7355FA557E0CE
7E99F1D7355FA5
57E0C

http://www.bing.com/videos/search?q=hay%20level%20dawkins&qs=n&form=QBVR&pq=hay%20level%20dawkins&sc=0-10&sp=-1&sk=#view=detail&mid=E7E99F1D7355FA557E0CE7E99F1D7355FA557E0C


Does Darwinism shows that 
Paley’s argument is false?

• Think about the significance of Darwin’s theory of natural 
selection as a mechanism to explain why there is apparent order 
in nature without any need to refer to a designer or creator.

• Consider the fact that Darwin himself lost his belief in a personal 
God as a result of developing his idea of natural selection.

• It is fair to point out that natural selection can be demonstrated 
by scientific research. Paley’s analogy cannot be defended in this 
way.

• You could argue that while Paley’s analogy is problematic, his 
point that the natural world seems to show signs of design is valid 
when you look at the sheer complexity of nature and the fact it 
exists.

• Evolution is a theory. It’s not an open and shut case. Animals 
have many amazing features that the slow, gradual pace of 
evolution cannot really explain.



Model answer 
for the essay



‘Paley’s design argument for God is successful’ Evaluate 
this claim

Model Answer
Paley’s argument for the ex istence of God attempts to embrace the scientific understanding of 
his time w ith a belief in a Designer.  He does this in two ways.  First, he appeals to an organising 
principle in nature, an argument qua regularity, much as Aquinas does w ith his archer analogy.  
Second, Paley argues qua purpose, most famously in his watchmaker argument.  Though Paley 
argues for no more than a designer, we assume that he means his God; the God of the Judaeo-
Christian tradition.  I  w ill argue that Paley does not establish purpose in two ways.  First, even if 
we accept Paley’s arguments, it does not lead to the k ind of designer or purpose he wants.  
Second, Paley’s arguments are undermined by modern science.

Paley’s watchmaker argument is a thought experiment.  He supposes that if we came across a 
stone on the ground, we could rightly assume that it might have been there forever.  However, 
should we come across a watch, we could not assume the same.  He thinks this is because a 
watch has evidence of design – parts organised for a purpose.  Whether or not you know  what a 
watch does, you would still know  that it was created w ith intelligence; its mechanism too 
complex to have come about by chance.  Paley holds that you should also see the same 
intelligence behind the complex ity of nature.  Often Paley’s argument is framed as an analogy, 
because of Hume’s popular criticism.  However, Paley w rote after Hume, and seems to have 
known that criticism.  Paley is claiming that a watch and the world share the same property of 
design, not that they merely both appear designed.  He uses scientific examples to illustrate his 
point.  He suggests that the human eye implies a know ledge of optics far greater than in man-
made microscopes.  The eye is highly complex, and its parts – the lens, fluid and retina – would 
be useless on their own, so must have been designed as one whole.  

Side 1



‘Paley’s design argument for God is successful’ Evaluate 
this claim

Model Answer
Hume accepts that on balance, it does appear that the universe is designed.  However, for him, 
this is not good evidence of God.  For Paley, evidence of any amount of design seems to be 
enough to conclude a designer.  However, Hume points out that only perfect design might imply 
the God of the Judaeo-Christian tradition.  And as M ill asserts, nature is a place where the worst 
crimes man ever commits happen frequently.  So while M ill suggests this as full proof against an 
all-loving God, Hume suggests that this world may be the ‘first rude essay’ of an incompetent 
God.

However, we do not have to give Paley his designer at all if we turn to modern biology.  
Darw inian evolution explains how  the appearance of design can come about through a mindless 
natural process.  Natural selection is a process that happens over millions of years.  Nature 
‘experiments’ by overproducing a variety of organisms.  Those w ith some advantage which 
better suits them to survive the dangers of their environment are more likely to pass that on to 
the next generation.  Over time, organisms become better specialised, so for example helpful 
markings may become full camouflage.  When we look at the end result, it seems as though 
animals were made to fit their environment, but what we do not see are the vast numbers that 
never made it - whose variations were a disadvantage or who were outcompeted by their more 
successful organisms.  Importantly, adaptations build up through a process known as 
cumulative selection, where useful features are saved and built on from one generation to the 
next.  Evolution can therefore explain what Paley cannot: bad design.  For example, it is 
thought that humans have an appendix because we evolved from herbivores that needed such 
organs.  The appendix now  serves litt le purpose, but it remains a deadly hazard if it gets 
infected.  Surely, no loving God would plan humans to have such a pointless and painful 
vulnerability, but mindless nature could.

Side 2



‘Paley’s design argument for God is successful’ Evaluate 
this claim

Model Answer
Paley’s appeal to regularity considers the same motion of planets that New ton’s ‘Godless’ 
Physics had described.  He suggests that it is remarkable that the planets of our solar system 
obey regular motions, do not collide, and the forces keeping the solar system together do not 
rip our planet apart.  He also looks to everyday examples, such as the lacteal system.  He finds it 
compelling that the number of teats of an animal is always in proportion to how  many young 
they have.  All this to him is evidence of an organising mathematical principle, of systems that 
cannot be so finely balanced by chance.  And since only minds comprehend maths, then the 
mathematical arrangement of the world can only be due to a mind, or designer.

Hume turns to the Epicurean hypothesis w ith respect to arguments qua regularity.  According to 
this, the appearance of design could come about through randomness.  An example might be 
how  sand dunes may appear perfectly sculpted, even though they are just thrown together by 
the w ind.  A modern version might be the infinite monkey cage.  I f trapped monkeys were given 
infinite time and a typewriter then it is supposed they would eventually compose Shakespeare.  
However, such a process is not inevitable, as logically a monkey could sit on the ‘q’ key forever.  
So the fact that order has come about and did not have to that is interesting, and seems to 
require an explanation. 

Nowadays, we know  that the solar system is not perfectly organised, and it is in fact debris 
from an explosion in space.  We are a product of the same regularity that keeps the planets 
orbiting, as evolution is a slow  and steady process.  But it seems far-fetched to argue that 
regularity was made for us.  In the happy puddle example, a puddle is happy because it thinks 
the dip it lives in was made especially for it.  We see, however, that the puddle is mistaking its 
adaptation to its conditions for a purpose-built home.  I t would have thought the same about 
any dip it found itself in  or it wouldn’t be there to think it at all!  Similarly  because we have 

Side 3
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