
 

 

Task 1 

 

Read the following excerpt from Mackie’s article: 

 

The problem of evil, in the sense in which I shall be using the phrase, is a problem only for someone who 

believes that there is a God who is both omnipotent and wholly good. And it is a logical problem, the 

problem of clarifying and reconciling a number of beliefs: it is not a scientific problem that might be solved 

by further observations, or a practical problem that might be solved by a decision or an action. These points 

are obvious; I mention them only because they are sometimes ignored by theologians, who sometimes 

parry a statement of the problem with such remarks as ‘Well, can you solve the problem yourself?’ or ‘This 

is a mystery which may be revealed to us later’ or ‘Evil is something to be faced and overcome, not to be 

merely discussed.’ 

 

Create an argument which parrys the Problem of Evil.  Refer to: 

● There are not just two qualities of God: omnibenevolence and omnipotence. 

● Limit God’s omnipotent. 

● Limit God’s omnibenevolence. 

● The paradox of omnipotence. 

● Privation of good. 

● The whole world of temporal things is an illusion. 

● Good, as opposed to evil, is a misunderstanding of goodness. 

● God cannot exist without evil; evil is a necessary counterpart of God. 

 

Task 2 

 

Read the following excerpt from Flew’s article: 

 

LET us begin with a parable. It is a parable developed from a tale told by John Wisdom in his haunting and 

revelatory article 'Gods'. Once upon a time two explorers came upon a clearing in the jungle. In the clearing 

were growing many flowers and many weeds. One explorer says, 'Some gardener must tend this plot.' The 

other disagrees, 'There is no gardener.' So they pitch their tents and set a watch. No gardener is ever seen. 

'But perhaps he is an invisible gardener.' So they set up a barbed-wire fence. They electrify it. They patrol 

with bloodhounds. (For they remember how H. G. Wells's 'Invisible Man' could be both smelt and touched 

though he could not be seen.) But no shrieks ever suggest that some intruder has received a shock. No 

movements of the wire ever betray an invisible climber. The bloodhounds never give cry. Yet still the 

Believer is not convinced. 'But there is a gardener, invisible, intangible, insensible to electric shocks, a 

gardener who has no scent and makes no sound, a gardener who comes secretly to look after the garden 

which he loves.' At last the Sceptic despairs, 'But what remains of your original assertion? Just how does 

what you call an invisible, intangible, eternally elusive gardener differ from an imaginary gardener or even 

from no gardener at all?'  

 

Draw an image to represent the above John Wisdom’s parable. 
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Task 3 

 

Read the following excerpt from Hare: 

 

The mistake of the position which Flew selects for attack is to regard this kind of talk as some sort of 

explanation, as scientists are accustomed to use the word. As such, it would obviously be ludicrous. We no 

longer believe in God as an Atlas – nous n'avons pas besoin de cette hypothèse. But it is nevertheless true 

to say that, as Hume saw, without a blik there can be no explanation; for it is by our bliks that we decide 

what is and what is not an explanation. Suppose we believed that everything that happened, happened by 

pure chance. This would not of course be an assertion; for it is compatible with anything happening or not 

happening, and so, incidentally, is its contradictory. But if we had this belief, we should not be able to 

explain or predict or plan anything. Thus, although we should not be asserting anything different from 

those of a more normal belief, there would be a great difference between us; and this is the sort of 

difference that there is between those who really believe in God and those who really disbelieve in him.  

 

Create a series of premises e.g. P1 x, P2 y, P3 z C1 xyz, to summarize the above argument Hare is using 

here. 

 

E.g for the following excerpt: 

 

Let us call that in which we differ from this lunatic , our respective bliks. He has an insane blik about dons; 

we have a sane one. It is important to realize that we have a sane one, not no blik at all; for there must 

be two sides to any argument – if he has a wrong blik, then those who are right about dons must have a 

right one. Flew has shown that a blik does not consist in an assertion or system of them; but nevertheless 

it is very important to have the right blik.  

 

P1 Everyone has a blik. 

P2 There are 2 types of bliks: sane and insane bliks. 

P3 If the lunatic in the parable (previous section) has an insane blik, those who try to convince 

him of the cordial nature of dons must have a sane blik. 

C1 The whole point is to have the ‘right blik’. 

 

Task 4 

 

Read chapter 3 from George Orwell’s novel 1984: https://www.planetebook.com/free-ebooks/1984.pdf 

 

Recount the idea of doublethink illustrated in this chapter.  Write using your own words and link 

doublethink to ‘cognitive dissonance’, surrounding the ideas raised in Hare’s bliks, where bliks 

contradict if followed to their logical conclusion.  For example, the blik that ‘God loves me’ (which may 

be a true/false statement, or a sane/insane blik). 

 

Watch: http://www.openculture.com/2014/11/george-orwells-final-warning.html 

 

Recount George Orwell’s warning in your own words.  Do you think his offer of a stark warning serves to 

avoid the dystopian future he writes about in 1984? 
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Task 5 

 

Read The Article: The Essence of Religion; pp. 545 -556, in The Basic Writings of B Russell. 

https://emilkirkegaard.dk/en/wp-content/uploads/The-Basic-Writings-of-Bertrand-Russell.pdf 

 

What aspects of religious belief does Russell esteem?  Make a detailed mind-map to illustrate this. 

 

In The Copleston Russell Debate, Russell presents the following with regards to religious experiences: 

 

Russell: 

But even that I don't think is any evidence. I've had experiences myself that have altered my character 

profoundly. And I thought at the time at any rate that it was altered for the good. Those experiences were 

important, but they did not involve the existence of something outside me, and I don't think that if I'd 

thought they did, the fact that they had a wholesome effect would have been any evidence that I was 

right. 

 

How does the idea illustrated in this paragraph link to the themes raised in the aforementioned work: 

The Essence of Religion? 

 

Task 6 

 

Read the following excerpt from the Russell Copleston Debate: 

Copleston: 

Take the case of a non-Christian, Plotinus. He admits the experience is something inexpressible, the object 

is an object of love, and therefore, not an object that causes horror and disgust. And the effect of that 

experience is, I should say, borne out, or I mean the validity of the experience is borne out in the records of 

the life of Plotinus. At any rate it is more reasonable to suppose that he had that experience if we're willing 

to accept Porphyry's account of Plontinus' general kindness and benevolence. 

 

Then write a short monologue considering the following: 

 

● Is there anything which is ineffable?  (Link to religious experiences: numinous experience). 

● Can an experience be indescribable? 

● Describe the colour yellow (if you refer to this in the exam, you must use this colour). 

● Read the chapters: Metaphysics and Cosmology, and The One; found here: 

https://www.iep.utm.edu/plotinus/  add, from this, the overlap: between Copleston, Swinburn’s 

principle of credulity and Plotinus. 

 

Task 7 

 

Read the opening section from ‘A Study Skills Guide’ (free preview available).  Stemming from this, write 

a short account of the ethos you are required to have to successfully pass your academic studies in 

the years ahead. 

 

A Study Skills Guide: Introduction to written subjects & studying at university: Amazon.co.uk: 

Papasavva, Kyriacos: Books 
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