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ntroduction: After the various

formulations of the logical
problem of evil—pioneered by
philosophers such as Plantinga
and  Yandell—came under
intense scrutiny, atheist
philosophers including
Madden, Hare, Martin, Salmon,
and Rowe reframed the problem
of evil as an argument against
the existence of God. Rowe
contends that no philosopher
has successfully demonstrated a
logical inconsistency between
the existence of evil and the
existence of God. He instead
advances one of the most
influential probabilistic-
inductive  versions of the
problem of evil, striving to show
that, while the existence of evil
in a world governed by an
absolute, omnipotent, and
wholly benevolent God is not
logically  impossible,  the
existence of countless
gratuitous and horrendous evils
provides cumulative evidence
against the existence of God,

thereby greatly diminishing the
probability of theism and

rendering it highly improbable.
In response to critiques, Rowe
refines his position, recasting
his argument in the form of a
Bayesian probability equation
and concluding that the
probability of atheism surpasses
that of theism. He then
introduces “friendly atheism” in
both epistemic and ethical
forms.

ethodology: This study begins

by explicating concepts such as
the nature of God, types of
atheism, and the notion of
“friendly atheism.” The analysis
then proceeds to examine and
critique, from William Rowe’s
perspective, the rational or
ethical basis for adopting a
friendly stance toward those
whose  views on  God
fundamentally differ from and
even oppose those of the atheist.

indings: The attraction of

“friendly atheism” lies in its
allowance for the rational
acceptance of belief in God
without relinquishing atheism.
Upon critical examination, it
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emerges that “friendly atheism,”
when grounded in Rowe’s
epistemic principle, encounters
paradox if postulated under
condition PA. To address this,
Rowe gravitates toward
situation SGA, seeking superior
reasons and evidence for
atheism over theism.
Nevertheless, even if this
superior-evidence scenario
prevails, he is left vulnerable to
relativism in rationality, and
appeal to the theory of
incomplete determination
offers no escape from this
challenge. “Ethical friendliness”
emerges as a normative
approach pertaining to the
conduct of atheists, but it
appears to erode the rational
basis of the theory and may be
interpreted as a variant of new
atheism requiring the
weakening of belief in God.

Rowe’s treatment of the
problem of evil overlooks a
significant  perspective:  he
might have examined atheism
through the lens of theist

attitudes, distinguishing three

modes of theism—unfriendly,
indifferent, and  friendly
theism—and thereby grounded
friendly atheism in “moral
friendliness.” However, “moral
friendliness,” whether theistic
or atheistic, is essentially a
normative principle governing
the behavior of atheists and
theists toward one another.
Such an approach does not
constitute a novel theory, as
proponents of  behavioral
pluralism have long advocated
for similar approaches. The
unique value of “friendly
atheism” resides in its emphasis
on the problem of “epistemic
friendliness,” which, due to its
inability to overcome
contradictions and relativism—
as well as the influence of the
theory of evolution and natural
selection—ultimately adopts a
more cautious posture,
prioritizing behavioral
rationality and cognitive duty
over theoretical rationality.

iscussion and Conclusion: The

theory of “friendly atheism” has

prompted the emergence of
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“friendly  theism”  among
religious thinkers, which in
recent decades has arguably not
benefited theism. On the
contrary, it has catalyzed
increasingly antagonistic
responses  from  atheists,
culminating in a new and
assertive movement against
religion. Leading proponents of
this  development—including
Dawkins, Dennett, Harris, and
Hitchens—have  popularized
and disseminated scientific
theories such as evolution and
natural selection to a broad
audience. In 2010, William
Rowe revisited the concept of
“friendly atheism,” ultimately
“epistemic

“ethical

friendliness,” and stating that

reducing
friendliness” to

only traditional theists are
rational in their arguments and
evidence for the existence of
God.  Following  extensive
debate, he no longer endorsed
the rationality of belief in God,
instead advocating “friendly
atheism” solely as an ethical—or
perhaps socio-political—good,
contingent upon reciprocal

adherence by theists to such
ethical friendliness.

eferences
Alai, M (2019), “The
Underdetermination of
Theories and Scientific

Realism”, Axiomathes, 29: 621-
637.

Anselm (1962), Basic writing,
trans: S. N. Deane, USA: Open
Court Publishing Co.

Geivett, R. D & Sweetman, B.
(1993),
Perspectives  on

Contemporary
Religious
Epistemology, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

(2002),
Understanding of Philosophy of

Ladyman, J

Science, London: Routledge.

Mackie. J. L (1955), “Evil and
Omnipotence”, Mind, 64(254):
200-212.

Madden and Hare; Michael
Martin (1978), “Is Evil Evidence
against the Existence of God?”
Mind (87): 35-133.

Moser, P. K (1997), The Theory
of Knowledge: A Thematic
Introduction, Oxford: Oxford



The Ciriticism of Friendly Atheism/ Ramin and others 15

University Press.

Plantinga, A. (2000), Warranted
Christian  Belief, = Oxford:
Oxford University Press .

Reichenbach, B. (1980), “The
Inductive Argument from Evil”,
American Philosophical
Quarterly, 17: 221-227.

Rowe, W. L (1988), “Evil and

Theodicy”, Philosophical
Topics, (16) 2: 119-132.

Rowe, W. L (1978),” 'The
Problem of Evil and Some
Varieties of Atheism”,
American Philosophical

Quarterly, 16: 335-341.

Rowe, W. L (2006), “Friendly
Atheism, Skeptical Theism and
the Evil”,
International Journal for
Philosophy of Religion, 59: 79-
92.

Rowe, W. L (2007), Philosophy
of Religion: An Introduction,

Problem of

Canada: Wadsworth, Cengage
Learning.

Rowe, W. L (2009), “Alvin
Plantinga on the Ontological
International

Philosophy of

Argument”,
Journal for

Religion, (65) 2: 87-92.

Rowe, W. L (2010), “Friendly
Atheism Revisited”,
International Journal for
Philosophy of Religion, 68: 7-13.

Shane, A. (1985), “The Problem
of Evil and the Paradox of
Atheism”,
International  Journal  for
Philosophy of Religion, 17(3):
209-216.

Friendly

“The
Design”,

R (1988),
from

Swinburne,
Argument
Philosophy of Religion: The Big
Question, (eds) Eleonor, Stump
and Michael, . Murray, Oxford:
Blackwell.

Swoyer, C (2015), “Relativism”,
Stanford  Encyclopedia  of
Philosophy, Edward. Zalta(ed)
https://Plato. Stanford.
edu/entries/relativism/2015.

Wesley. S (1978), “Religion and
Science: A New Look at Hume’s
Dialogues”, Philosophical
Studies, 33: 76-143.






¢ g‘"’ i

YAMA-THNA : Sg, KI LLS Y¥YA-aYar s LS

olxi) olSdiils

AYood (Sy9bllus v

> r‘\
LY
N>,

A GG S

f.ramin@gom.ac.ir :asbll, .l 8 ¢od olKuisly jluiils )
Smona.mousavi@gom.ac.i :asblly ..l nl ¢ b oSl skl .Y
alemeallami@gmail.com :asbll, . pl (b (od olKiisly ¢ oMol pMS (658> gyl .Y

B a Jrol 1 e 6l OT G (gl 3 IVl 51 (53155 L plb g

b ails s OT CoMie iy 53 o5, L 1y o) S 6K G S
g3 s 3 g5 41 55k S pinn 3 (3 e (Kol 330 515 lad 5 4V ken (65 5LL1
Sl 4 bb 5 o303 15 3l 350 1 4k ol Wl e 51 oy sl 4 S oS
Gosblble & k5 b5, o 55 ealashe i Jhgs bt calo s ge Aime 1 B
LS das oo Ol Shagsy slaasl .ol OT sla e 5 (SO L (5 ,m0) 4¥len
Al Gl 3 (55 e Kol 33 e55 5 pmn ol 53 S ghne (slinn 3 el 1 s o
Al by dalsd Cabge 53 5 Sl JISGS 53k (5osbbIusS 5 (bl Dl
S a5 1 e 15w 5 B o 5 el e S s 3 () 8 o
CMie 5 ol 1551 5 Shos 4 3 glame 5 (5l (63,055 55 (I (Sl s
e sl 8505 50 15 OT 015 o ey oo i 5 ol a5 5 ()18, CoiMas w1y o

R | 6)}‘{‘»‘\"‘ u.:.x...a; le".mﬁ S sl )‘J';

93 e £
HE Y B
VEY/F/YY 18k 3o
AR LAY S
ARAANASE T Y

VECE/8/10 2 lasl

Sosbbls gy el
‘.Sjtaﬂ}) WYl

(Sl (Kol g3 ¢ 35 e

o pine

FY-I (PO s Mol 5V tan (6 5bbls 15 (VFF) dddle (oMo Lo ol ((So—wge 2y3 el y 3 Wimin]
https://doi.org/10.30470/phm.2024.2006894.2424

OB N g5 ©

ol ol 2).wl.l

https://doi.org/10.30470/phm.2024.2006894.2424 Homepage: phm.znu.ac.ir



mailto:Alihasso1989@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.30470/phm.2023.1975398.2328
http://phm.znu.ac.ir/
orcid.org/0000-0003-3117-1948
orcid.org/0000-0003-1167-8899
orcid.org/0009-0009-8124-1976

BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL A

“ s o sy Ll syl ke ol
2 asTass 5 sledg TOIE 5 Teny
Sosbls ade odnl gualsd Oler
3545k Blo ezl 5 55T o ol 3
Ly osblis &S S o Cand Ol |
S 3 3 IVl 55 95 5 5le e Jaoeel
Slags s S o 455 Ol g 5 Ol 55
5 Golan [l o e sg Alh b
B2L n e T dls 4yt "L
B a3 BT (5 5 5 (Sl S5
s SE Ol s S s )
31 Ol ge b gylid 6 55 V494 Jle js
VAVA Jle s gl S ke T3l Ko
Gl 151 5 55 Wm0 20 L (slallie
-4 |y s u\fﬂ slas B Ol bl
33 &9 .J\JG\)\MC\EQbﬁdiiQ)M
33 V«&i; s ‘_g.JuT);» Ol gl &L{
oS5 5 lls cpl 55508 Blae 25
JUs 4 9y 55l 5 0 aie opl ys 5
SNy 55 Dby ooddp e gladl
31y G IVl OT fdss A
9 4S8 o0 Ol (6 DYl dslas LB

o.evil in itself

6 . God and other Minds

7 . philosophy of Religion: An
Introduction

4odR0

05LS lagaus s SOT 51w
O slaae b 3 s bt Sl
Y PPN UG P
Gosbllas Obds (68 15 i
ool S s a e Ode s el 0
Madden and Hare; Martin, )
Osdle Jys (19780 35-133
soplbs s (Wesley, 1978: 76-143)
o 5 8l (Rowe, 2007: 113-117)
T L s s ade lay B 4
2 (YN0-VAYY) 5, 5l plhs s
Sl iinn = IS5 0T olme 5 5 gukd
ST 5 0556 aid l Sums &
st 3 gms b 5 5 my il 6,850
Rowe, 1979:) Wles S Jos 3o se
b il e 5SS s (335
Olyss 5oy slay 3 5o ol il SVl
&S s Ol 5yl aw 5035 &1y Lu
Sl sms b Oler 03 S8 sy 45 S
(e ol 5 5 Gllas 36 (Gl Wle

1. Alvin Plantinga
v. Keith Yandel
v. pointless

f. gratuitous



14

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

e o et 5> 5 AS s S
e\fv\ia 4 (el 0sls olas] ,u slas 3
SBT3 s30s 5 0 0T il 290 iS5 5 9,
Sl Bl 4 68 o0 e 53 6 503
witlsy aey ol 5o 5y o8 s 555 L8
el (ol g () (s dadndd) (ol
TR o b Al Juab 53 e 5
o 03 e Slagal Ol @ 5, B
5 Bmdly 5Lty e g alesr 1 e
Sl 5 eSn Ol gy s p bk
3k e oslal 2SS g Bleliss e
25 ol 03 OlF o o 6 Ko SBT e
aads el o OIS 5 S ol OT &
SVl oo ol Cwl s 0Ll Jlacps
Sl gy ol 4 S wllize a8 s
cdad 0
e SV el gladle s
0L 4 ot gladle, 5 LasloLl
why 5y sl p IVl Ol s )l
VCHCN TN VOSSN e
el a opl 52 0sSt &S ola iass

S ol Shegh T ol w8 F

3 . Michael Peterson
4 . God and Evil: An Introduction to the
Issues

Goabblas Jlast & 5,8 o s i
Aoy s ol sl il (sl I
Dh gl ol Olge b ldlie s I,
Aas e 61511887 Lo 3 Vs s S5s)
94y 35 s ) G4y 3 Ol
6 &S GHUT dher el a3 § 15 Emny
Sl sladd ooeen 5 Olf»‘-l)
b sl 5 SYdzwh OUST s o0
Sl S T DS .ol (Gl 5l 5la)
SOT Cgr a0 9 sl 05 ol y3 Jlas VF
23 SIS 85 53 e SV iy
oMo ol ool Sl oeT ol OT
S ora S M Sl Seee ol
DS (l os sl 5, 0B s 1 g
IVl tlé: 03 Ll sswl s I
b ol ol Ty pl s b gl 3
5 SEI S Ul O
JQ.L» o ol Lg,:f: ey ‘cé;ﬁ
Sladia EJ:J_; [ty LS s J':jv()yj:;’
Plww 5l plaze o T 550 2] 2
A Ble T (g s Ble 5150 (632

Lg‘gﬁjé‘}}k’}lcéb;)?mwmb

1 . The Evidential Argument from Evil: A
Second Look

2 . The God Beyond Belief: In Defence of
William Rowe’s Evidential Argument
from Evil



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL \t

BT R UEE S PRPIE P 0 )
3l s e o Ol 8315 Sl
JB s b aS Sl ple Ol (Ol
b s 59dS ST 55 T (ol mor
o o 5 15 psgie ST L Lgs 42
)Jﬂf@@%‘)OT@)Bd@‘w@
535 g i 331y > 4 &S Sl Aias
B L s S 2l 2l i o s
sy % Ol cpsgie 53 Job 5 S
Anselm,) s, o Jilies o =
.(1962: 47-190
23 3 ekl O 1 55 L
by Ll oo i3u s (e b (ol
Snosrsp Gy Oy WSS ol LK
wils ¢S s sy 5 WS ST 1,5
IS 85l 5 (b 53 390 ST sl
6l s Ol Olea s 55 s Ll
Skl G 5 (oS 3550 02 5 oS
I R SN PNy B
33 &Sl s gy S I s el
Rowe, ) culs wylus e 3520
oLl 5.(2009: 91; Rowe, 2010: 11
Cho husin S A4S s Ok )

J?jds&ﬁﬁgwwuik 4>

y. possible

OT s B o plate ol slaiass,
Gl 5 Dl 4B 5 s Coda 4 7 ol
A S s @iy, ey 2
b jam Yl ol &S ode e
Coda 55 9 505 |y (6 ablSCa e (558715
) e § SN s 0T sy
S5 S bl any p IVazal ol 53 1y
o594 (WYL (g sLllus) s ol
SIS L (8 a0 (gliae ) uLSSl:.w)m) LS
a1l el ol 3 s AE 5 gy |y
pludl st o ggie Ale oalie S
(@l > ()LL) o sgae 5 (55 5LLIMS
A& 5 (g0 ol ol e 5 2 55 o0 2
(Skss esy ol s ate 511z o 55 0n
Lyl ol s LT Lgl.mlf.\i: S SLSL
> 3 Dalize bl &G b el

105 pggao. |
L OIS iy Okl 5 Ol skl
23 3151 o35 B gl 5 g iy
"y JSL;O @f.a.? 5y LSl adls e
[y of 5 508 lus (tgq.l.“.STn S5l

'\‘i\'“@ u‘.’.)"; ((L'}.{M 39> 40 uij;g}”“{»

1. conceivable



A

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

i S he S abib s
Ll Glio 4 51608 o LS ol
(o ol g Glas 5ol (Gl Gle
)saﬁjl)b\m@.&gdjﬂ&uj}w
Jol ol Gy s i nl (ol
&:ﬁyﬁélﬁgwi ‘.’Tr)l:mﬂ
P G e X il sz 50 X ST X
ROWe, ) csls s 355 g dal
.(2010: 11; Rowe, 2009: 91
oDy (Sl s il 4SS L)
Sy SN Gl 4 (3575 Ola
Son Olgr &S 3 s Shis sl oo
b 5 S Oler p 53 )l s
sprs Son Olgr S5 Lk axils 3 g
93 Lyl O s QT): fas 45 3,0
3)lgn 355 3l s s (S Olg e
Sl OT o (M3 cOlgz 53 I F 5 0lsl 5
3,15 55y Jadl ¢ 23ly Olgz s las &S
Wpe SSas Oler g 0> ol
' (Rowe, 2010: 11) (il 5 > o
Ssj\augtc&}é)Cijﬁjsj)
33 Gh 5 0Ll glust s 3515 51 aal e

9@\(%|}W¢Jﬁg)ﬁdbm

Sl San zals s bl 3,ll
Sl aS i o ST 51 5 pells g s
o3 53 g5 sty STl tas
L ol 53 (Rdls sy Ol Lol s
b T 51 5 a8 5405 Ol cdsl azsls
5, .(Rowe, 2007: 40) cuun 551 &S
3Ly b A3y ucjl:'- 33 39
bossrs 43 @35 S48 aS o JYutzal
33 o) ABL adls K8 s sy pde
13 ey L5 s S L1 0yl 8

Ssle «C)B BSERET =LA
el s 5 S

Sy a3 FJS Y
sl S

lhie K o)l 55 ol By
515 o 58 53 & Sl 0T sl
Bl

213 35 ol Olgr o lus Y

eSo el g y3 35 ol S Sl s
5o plks ool S ecals 1 sy s
obeiT psgin 0 B (o &85 )l3 0 0Ly
e 15 ((San 392 50 o 5 JalS) 1
S, {.LA;T Coylae e 5 bl ool Lol

BL) QT B3] Lg\h-\:z} E) KA::DL; @‘Lé.>),n Jy.»\;_.w‘ A

}_wézjjgfw\auwjﬂ)&:whji

RS- RTAPES



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL Yy

a slizel (3 gdoee (Slime 53 ol 03 28
03 8 Gl 55 5 Gdem 5 0Ll s
R B P 2 Y T
Db ks Ol 3 2 o3 28 (gsbs
o stin o 5355 0 T3 55 0kl Oy
Dbl 3 s ppgie b Sl LS
2513 Sk 5

pldl G &S A8 0 0Ly 5,y el
ool L) csosblias 5 sl
Slae 53 b (ST ST 43I 3y
Slas )3 Gosbls e (il 5y
Sl Ko a6l b o 51y 05 208
(il 03,28 lme y3 Hsbllas S
4 4Cwd G0 dgdowe (glas ys oLl
33 855 4 3405 Ol el ol L W Se
Glae o Ll cddl Hobllas 5 gdoes (gline
WS ks dol sl sl es 28
Seds  glae o 4?;1 WOls g
03,25 pgie ) Gl el obllus
Jol 4 1) 8 e bl
S sn 4 sk g sl ol ol
s Glle 5l JLS Sliwn 5 4
Rowe, 2007: 17; Rowe, 2006: )
.(83-85

v. divine reality(divine existence)

Ll oy 3T Jlaze 5 5 o5 (5257 50
b o le 5306 Olgr I Jas 5 5 Laze
Rowe, 2007: 6-) cul ol3 4 (36 5
A a0 sk s e 4 g5 (17
5 Sd) S el gy 4 AL ol
4l Gh 5 0Ll (s U o sgi
rae Gl pap S Rl sphe o
Ol ghean B3 S lay o, 80 il OT L sl g2
Sl ol 53 5 Bl s 55 S5 L
T oes Osedis 5 s \C-LJ kT &
(FFRAYAY (5,) AST o Lal

& 9bbInS plud1 Y

Sy Slma 93 53 15 (6, sLLM= 5, el
(03,28 (Slme 53 51 0 48 403 28
Tl 9 b il 45 a LIS
Obsl las SS1 sgdos Glime 3 g
mden Obaes Cdw 4w b fli> i &
35 GosLllas Ll a0l
Coa gl fool SIS Glimets 03 28 (lins
3 G5 Obsl s OT w5 4 5
Rowe, 1978: 335-) s . LK
.(336; Rowe, 2007: 16-17

3gdoa Al e 95 lyls 55 gy sblas

1 Paul Tillich
2 Henry Nelson Wieman



Y

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

ol 5 a8 i LSS 56 1) (gpsblus
O3 b b o &k Ly oo U sane 8
St sl Sdlae s S o
Shane, ) 5,8 . ol 2w 55001
el ol s (19850 209
S G S o 4SS LA e
e SN a5 53 (6y9 00 b 5L
(ool ol Gl s OT & slzel s
Ld 41y Jie &S Jb s slllas
s 55158 4 55k 53 sl ar 5 U5 e
03 5o 1) yablds (Lls e a0 (3,10 5 4
a5 S5 1,13 3 5 15 5515 4 5L
(Rowe, 1978: 340) wl> . Mas
Loyl 4 BU Cadlie (ol Sl gy 315
Gl = Jlasl & BL EoMie & 5 Lls
B ol g 28 Jw sl
s A4 e, OT 51
5 Wl Gl S Sl e, sl
5 ok B Sl gl 5 Jds O
S ) il Salan el SIS
50 el (G (S i) ST 5( G503
e ddls gl:f 03 (Jae 5 Olsh Jw B
Q)y)sujcdh“.s%u.cﬁsj!sef@“
Sas dgT b s S5 &5 sy
1y By e ol 5 Az 55

aVaod (559LL10s Y
Ol 01555 51 e, 53 SlalSae 5 4duds
a3kl bl 5 s e5a 5 b Al o
S B A R K g I
3,5 0l o ws 93 IG5 0l ety el T

Oler o3 5 Al L lus 50y )
b5 ot b ol b le g Sl S5
= S, Olgr g3 LE il
.(Mackie, 1955: 200-212)

5 0l s o Al o= oL Y
Condly Ll oo Hollds 6 M 542
s Gl lie s 0T Sl pdul, 8

2 5 Ol gLl iy ey 0 S5 4
O Sl Lpdie | JS
c\i.::.v)&a_ olas by93 55 5 iy
Shane, ) ws’ o Cusis 1 o33 o8 s
.(1985: 209

Bl Dl 5 5bedsl sl 55 plks
eU b s & syl glgl 5 S
55 cAe b @Yden (g, sbLlus
ol s s .(Rowe, 1978: 340-341)
Srs s b ssms ikt 68 5l o
ng@gg;w\mbisbﬂ%& [PRNES
S ol Oler 53 Ly a3 gl gl

shax F el e ot e



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL A7

seta SBT & g b Vol ) IS
Pl ey plhs

slaz, ool gladi s Olgr 5.
d,\k.arjbcg\.b'-dgi‘tf:)l::ﬁj.\i&
T s 5l gl Sl llae 526 4
Jjﬂwaj\dij&dev\gb;;
fdie) L GRS 5 b Gl 3 S L
.(8154;.}155

5 Glas 536 (Glle (e 3 se Y
T S8 2 Gl ama ol s
rin KT B 0 o (6,8 5l st
GRS b g e 6 oyl Sl e
(G dadin) 358 50k (5 5lue 3

3 I8 s e LT el ¥
O 5 s o0 o Db Olgr D3 g
KN S v | gfs 3 gl gl
(35dme (55 5LLIUS) 5,105 3 4

[T P "SR RS NI B
).\;;Ln@\j:)y}ngpaL.&aﬁ@l
PUSNGION T2 | KES PRI S
QT)s.U)\H&Afsjlsskjggng&?

335 o dmsg s G sl

w5 s Sl g sl 5l s a5
5 03,5 @oli )l Mo b
(Rowe, 2007: 105-109) 5 &,
T 4 s G cslasl OIS 55 B
e gm (Cae o)y slas
(e 3,5 )5 Slanay CiMae g slaw )|
Al 5= ool SN ¢ e oIS L)
Plantinga, ) s,\s s s lbaibs 5
.(2009: 98-109

S YoV Jle s oS Gldle s g,
e S IBLEY ST IS Yy
Sosbllas 3, o aVdes sl
5l LS e i () | aY s
el S e s b > 8 505 0
by o AT Gladle s &ST
SNl daby 4 aVuen o)LL & b
5 OLIE N & el 5 ess s
L or Jli a5 Ol sl
(Rowe, 2010: 12-13)

eié}ao gf.'tl&w’é ¥

& Ll e g /'l:.,ﬂ}.>>) s

RO I N R PO AT

o3ls cnl el Uslas 42 S friendly atheism )
—l 0L s Lol el (@ k—wgs g y9LLIas

(ol JSL_; @NYder (6, 5bLIAs)



Yo

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

Sy et Gle sl o LS
&l S99 b slaed CJ& PRTEEINHRES
Rowe, 2007: ) .S &1, gde 5 0L
Olsaan Lglds oS5 0 oo 5115 4138
l{j‘ ..LLL&_g | D gd>ee Lol K"L;’
221 88 Ll o (S s 5 seds bl
g 5 ddan 1A ST 5 b Sl el
Gl o SKan (S st e a0l S5 5o
Ol 4 &GS Gl AW ol
(Rowe, 2010: 10) w,ls, s
5555 o3 DU Ul e Guas S 1T )
&,@wu@u}lcuwaﬁ
WVaoal 6 (s b deudie
A o Ol gy el gl il 5 SVl
cd‘)l.uw\ dj‘iﬁu\jﬁb‘\.@}‘jﬂ BE )jl.:‘v\}'&
Dl iy 1y >l 4w Ll g5 e

u-:.v\-' XYY odiws b)}\.v\.v\.\.‘» J‘.’.YJ\
4 oS iy ol Wl 0l 03, 4
S S sl Wlg o 5l 15 el CuSls
Sy by eden 5 Sl S5 2V
Sl 0313 4l 3 (g 4 o

9451..1.3 ubl{ Iy IVl J}\ dedae .Y

YWQ)}&L"J}‘JYJ&#‘%;‘&

v validity

IVl sl dedia > 3 b g Codes
£33 glasiped Ll gr bl .l
maom e g, IS gead 4 1) 5 ol
23 Gpsdes Sy oS 5T e 1y osal
st g 53 055 25T 5 o S
23 ok Ol (nl g esll Nl )
Rowe, 1978:) 5} su o 55, L b
337; Rowe, 2006: 79-80; Rowe,
—a Jle ool 551y 45k 5,.(2007: 120
3555 Blhas S Clos ST b gls S
sop bl (K G pade )il b
S 5l Jlie s o S ol Sz o Lol
Wb s I, 0T 5 e S
(Reichenbach, 1980: 221-227)
JB 5 ady (Aly sladi i fl 4 5, el
Gohl Cws 4 gy g5 o
s S 1y o5 «(Rowe, 1988: 120)
sl 13,8 513 i 55T 5550 K
WS o UIF b wiS
A a s sdes (Rowe, 2010: 10)
Ssls & LV S s e
oxas BB T gy 03 i L
das adlie pl b aS 3505 ST 5 o

1.Bruce. R. Reichenbach



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL \d

zo 53 OIF sl 2l 2
T g5y 5 dsls 5 Lyl s s
S o S Sl

oy 3l S e s bkl
Gl sl Gosblas S was . ol
5 3013 (sl 4 Cond (6 5 sne
S Jsl Sss 50 Al Ol oS ) sboles
Db 93 dS 5 S 4 g Ll LI, (‘ﬂ
Dslos (Jyl dadie S 5 G e
ol Cod inn sy OV oS €S s
35 ¢l (1P2VF ¥R il 5 Jle )
S ke S i IVl 0L )
o 3 3N Gosbies & Ll
Llal 7 das el ey ool 4 A o
Al s 4 5L SMae 5 ge 55 sl
oy aw gy Tl wlls (ab g ar
les oo oty

SIIC S W RPRPI-IPSPREREN
(e 97 0Ll (glast 4 slazel ys Ol gLl
Syl SMae 4 ¢

e s sl Y
Sl g Sl )bl )3 Cos 55 50

Loogd Hlasl &S gl cuidlie

v. indifferent atheism

LS IS 1, 0T ol gen el Ll e
e 4 das OLE (rites Lo L
o 0 s s J\J'? ,.» co.k.ﬁ:cj]a.a
ditme gy ol 4B 15 2aSe 6
\ﬁj?@‘d)‘ﬁ))gvﬁi’;ﬁw:\l&w‘
e slusgdes L5 Olysblas
PP S sten Ll g a9 A 55495
23 S aia by Su L sles S5 L
4 B s A ) Dhle
sl B 0313 Ol 5 Cals JYa
5l ool dodie OIS w3 5 0, 5
2 peien dVokal 4 BU (pitee dlas
sl 40l | OIS (sl QLS S

O3 1y Yl J gl dedkie gLl ¥
SW\IJWﬁbn&:ﬂ\)chv\i\.\f
Calst IVl 5 6,08 asle 5 Ll
oo

50l Fden (Olsaen 45 (65 53 g0 . Al
(4 G2d) 3 15 55 g Sl jomea 5

o Jlelio i b g s o
Saf Bt 0 6,5 Jor ks Slags,
b ssbe S bl b 5 s D el

45 iy

1. soundness

v. unfriendly atheism



\A4

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

Olrss 51 (N ST (50 1255 0 o ste
ol dim 1 S Sl olsle & Lk
03,5 bralys s laglpn & 450 5
e Cole Gl gl I e Ll
.,ugsl,\:,?a,u,-b@;@ot?aﬁ:‘ﬁj
e w Ls slizel S Luld ol s
lad S g3 (el OB Lol J i O3l 95
23045 9y 9 25l s Ol did L &S
oS Lo il o Sid ol 4 (ol OT (g9,
\,,wtegsrglﬁ‘g..m,uj&;hﬁjp
b LAy (Ol da L s Llasls
(Ll on Jsine lS 1 i g 5 e
(Rowe, 2007: 13)
($oabl g sl YL Jls 4 a5 L
S 4 Lol 6 iy OLEIS™ 5 Gl
635 ol San 0SS 2y 5w
(soablas s ngil.sj sl o s dy s
Cols a5 LSl wsls SOae 4o &
)00 6,8 ol 53 Jies 5l 6, S0, S
S das Olas sbblas oS Col OT (gl
oaBlze cadsl 356 5 sl oSS s 1y T
Sl s pmes 6 ey
Q\}Juﬁ\)vlzi\fi.s)b}:jdéb&bdﬂ
(siend! OT il pude b Gami= 5 57 ) 5o
33 dl e 3 5 O3S Gloyl S a8 -5l

Clsine 4 arse sl S
S by den b Ll tlus (g, 5blus
ol s g el L (Glases 4 cesls rlau'\
el 653 Ol
3 sbllas taNaen (g sbllas ¥
spry e a sl po 1y o & dlpps
Sl dime s e Jadee s
23 el o s Al g e 5o Ol sLIs
Az (,ls g U E)\f 4 sleel
Rowe, 1978:) .l ails SMas

340-341; Rowe, 2007: 129-
131

Oz skt pom po ol 2 55 el s

(a0l «3 5 Ol
PURCL O S P NN VRIS L P
Sl Olysblds &S 1y ojmmne 5 (03 & 2
£ils J gine (s ga 450 14 3 g 5 L]
(@lw g5 (gLl 5l Clé; BRI
e JBS Sashl K Ll 0
ssba osbllas 5 (sl s
SIS 53 0lojen 5 b Ol o LT 0T 5
LS o X 55 Sy g |y ik
Jl= Olea 53 53,05 Jsime e R 5,18
Sl sls 55 ~R 6,18 &8 ol dizne
S 3304 e o Sl 5y Sl Jsine
opias SN ok sladke



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL YA

wa¥der  (gysbllas) s s Jf\
S 93 B s Jes 5 Sl s
a¥der (g,sbllas & ks SY1 &
Sl s 15 ek dal g JKS 55144
o dVaal 55 (B me Jol b sillae (5 e
DS s U S8 4
¢ (SGA o35 LY 5 e (55 5LLIs
"WPA)  JSaS sl s psbbias
.(Shane, 1985: 209)

CsMae bl SGA pe 03
2345 Sl oo el s 5y oy (g sblas
o sl g dalsd (ol ol b Co
ol OB OT 51 bl oS 555 6 5
2 PS5 SF g S s 3 L
A Conlinn iy (5 Al g ond e
SHalsh 4 g s oMo ((HsLllus)
32 90P 5,18 4 sk 55 Gsllas)B oS
o B« 5yl LY g dalgd o yls (lus
3L LA (Gl a5 5,10 s T
OTQ;‘S&‘Q;Q?&‘)&J‘}E&AJP
o S P 6,18 ity s dal s
5S

CMie obblas PA gl 03 X

Sals ede Ll sl e |y (gyabluas

y. Paradoxical Atheism(PA)

2 el st 0T & ok ol
(Val s ol gVl
5 S oplae 53 (feS S ot
s Oblalis 5 w5 gl b Yl
030l plie 5 i 5 S
.(Swinburn, 1988: 210)
Ol$ s 55 sl B d¥ bl (gl o0
o (B e u_i;l:.sz» Bl ngii.s Sl
 3hs Jle 53 (2 me Sl g bl
b Olar o) e Slile 53 5 ool
BE G R VR VU G Y- NP §e TRy W)
S LS 65 & aly gy IVl
ool 5 a8 (o Al a1y 5o (gline o
S & 3y S b (Yot
Iy (03 28 (gy5bllast) gole e 5 ol
Glne (B me Skwgs) ol ol 50
S L s e 5 e
€345 1) Gk 55 0Ll g ¢ sLLlus
sl asls 5k 2lsle Shd> S 4 Ll
Sde= 55 0Ll glus 58w Oolo ! L= ,a

AL &l

« ‘553):.0 gﬁb‘w’é» ﬁé‘l!’) )' i)

«di¥and (559LbInS» uIgall.O-1

1. Special Ground Atheism(SGA)



Y4

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

s Sl s S ) s U3
Lol ¢(31 pmsl (a3l ¢ ool 38 0S5
Sier P Slon ol Sl s Sy S
(3 Cmed 4 9 ASIs a3 O jilee &S IS e
Jine O plas den &5 0 O s gl slizel
4 ple oa sl 3l Lo S48 gl S 6ol
301 1y b oles ezl 1
.(Shane, 1985: 211) s> 5

Lal s oS Wils e Izl 51 sLblas 1o
s 3508 4 sl sl sl LY
Ly sl sl Jo el Canyslb o)1 549
P Lg)u'\ia)» Jie ¢l NHEWS Jsane
Wl S e ) Sl dss sdalie bl
‘_g)'yg;..?-\' sy als ol &S 3 Ay
i T Wils e Lo il 6l
Jrol ST slaslins il 53 o387 outalie
o 1 e sl S5 B S
£55 4 a3k sl I8, LY 5 dalys
Sabcolo Ll Gl Jane (65 5m 25T
Gl ot 5 OB 3L 47 Wil e ot
.(Shane, 1985: 212)

(b 2,5 95 a4 SGA s se
Lasl 5 dylie 5 o IS 5500k 100
s SV s S S
23 (b ufjl;wpu (asl O3 el

(IS ssbar 5 S 5 Y 5 dalyd
dalsh 5 JVdoal OB s G
JB sl 5 sl I e

Al o Jsine 1y edde 95 8 5 S

SGA curdgo 9,1.0-1-1
33 Llg o SCA Cmbge j5 Hsbllus
1S S wbpe b5

b 55 ysblds dalgs 5 alsl fus s Call
(_)T)sﬁ.:\i@b(u)bsfj\bnblfcu’
Sy g dalsd sl bl edils 3 O3S,
Semy 1) 6,08 4 wyls Ll s &
S & gaalsd ¢aS 1y sk o1l
ol 5o ol (Clls o 2 L@JTA.:)}LE‘J}
Sl 3 5y plbs Jbe 15 e Aizes o)1 8
Sl lages ¢ glols dade 4 Liylen bsan
ol o LSJ§-1° s .l ng.:fcéy ol
Wl e e e 553 0 ol
S oy Lelsr &S5 5 fms
d\)sdaﬁ@kc\f:)\:&j@‘nf
e 53 5 Kbl oliy Sl
el G5l Sl w slizel 3 1) Ol
% I RS L S v EYpo Jsre  lyls
Camdse 53 ) 53 Ol ples 3 s yy 5
sl 5 dal s 15 65l ) 3 OLSS dal gl

b g3 a s esl 3ls 5 &K 6l Ol



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL v

Ll Jezeal
PA cusdgo b3 0 O-1-Y
5 ol bl o5 PA iy
sy by B O Ll el (65T 5
Gl 5 Jle 515y .Sl JIKS 93140
LPA 53550 (285 & oy 0 0
Sgldde A ST S 5 0 il o
)l{jajajﬂgcq-gﬁm\)a\u\p\
.s?';;L,th@wL;,.;,;z@X Eac
dalgi b o sl s s e )1 3B Hlesl js,
it flona G o 1A 81 S 0L,
03,5 Wb 1, T w B 5o Jols
(] X sldel de gazes 457 5 5y o0 (ol
G b )l Ol & Conl dime B L
s Slalows 3 5583 (Oleo uble
LA 4{6@@12&»@&1\]3@ el
o 25 Sl onle L1y slel Tadoms
Yobonl X glra sliel 4 sz 5 50 00
Ol il cpiile aSST 51 Be €3 55 0
el atils @KTC}”}‘ o A{A} 03 4
Y & sk cllaai 1y ol 0 B L
Ll o A Jle ol a5 bl J gima
Tl a3 3l Ol jon 33 8018 4w 4
TG NTIFFICIN

4 b Gl sl dalss 4 B sy

el Lol 6 oS 23 (LS 5 ()
5 L gla b (alugs (g sbblus )
(ol dsb o a5 dal i 55 el Bl
031y 555 Llails a0yl gon O sLUIA=
ol 3B s el i daled X0 Ll
bl Sen o b s cosls G b
Sl 63 gy plby A5l Hlel g
v.?oosb oL &Jla)'ic\:.i\:wa)iw
Olgzr 53 Ol s 5 DLl lagsy ¢ 55 5 3L
&S IVl 53,5 51 5SGA Coé 4o o
5 OIF s ol os 4 s LS
4 Skl ( (Bl b I o caxm g o
IVl dy oo b5 4l fazeal s
slasl Cosd s Ll e Sule 53 )
Slaysl 53 5 3L e Olpsbblas Koo
125 0K 6 2 ik Olaje st 5
K Olgiea |y sbodl ol 4l g5 o
LS ol O (g5 Sades
s3 o @b 3l 5 (Shane, 1985: 213)
4 Okl (686 Sl 5 Gwiler
S35 3 3 Skl dagmiy €58l LT
(ol pl dzs a5 LB (i glis CnS
Csine Ll Sl poede
A3 OLS (6 gL 4 S 1 (65 5L

L ol Blg e 3o SN L 51 S



™

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

LB @l olzal ol Lol el o5 S ol
ilie 5 Jgins o ialool 350 U3l 4 a5
538 T ity 5 50K, Jte oo
Wils & Saple 25 dbe b el
Sl O 53,8 om0zl gdlie s
Wl )5 S dS 5,y o dS o3 5L s
e

o055k 0T & 4T 55 GYIB Y
55501 5l sb A Ll 6l 4 g0 9 J sine
S (oo Aile ¢lils o Jsdne (5B me
5 dalsd 4 SISl ods (g 5 Gale
sy g 5, KalS L dis sl Ul
sl @ SO (g,laby s w55 Ll syls
Shane, ) s,lu 5l o ,KaE &
.(1985: 215

Condy 533 dalamd g cpl ples o
Cardge opl o yls )1 3 SGA 5 5, dal gl
0T e Jsl e IS 531 4 8
dalss S A8 ST sl oS ol
Sl 03 PA Coxd e Ll 65,15 65
ol IVl Ll JSS ssl4L
s e Olas |y Al

5 ,550~P 4G s b B .l
Pl 3T sk

€305 w2 (el X sluel Ea 6@\

S 5yl gMas a5 B (Jl-plb Y
Rowe, 1978:) (cwl Y slusl g yores
.(340-341

Oals olis LG‘J‘. Jls Uﬁ‘ )‘ 9 (al.:li)
oslimel PA Lyl s Coi )3 (2515 pue
B A & 818 cul KT Ll eaS
4 5 Les OLSS dalgd glyls dunl s
ol cpl alsl iyl b o) S &K
Fralsd Cambge 3 A &S 550 e Ll
SGA@;AQPAC?;UUJJ:?)‘}
33 0L dalpe B 87 il wime A &S
P ccplsmabgsls P a8 4 sl
AJ\.\;J}.&&A“’PM\))‘)}LQ.\.S‘SA

csjlspgjjliéiﬂéjhu&:B.\
Dol sl S S 5 Jal,s s Ll
R L.LU) ERIRY gstT J;LES.A 9 ué)l;u
J.Ei)bj.a\}‘.:u.o d)ﬁ&p ‘)ji)jliA J:Jb
L5l 4.,\.560.: 415;—)&»)\353‘); &Ua} d)‘
Leglsn (s Rl (Ol il Sl
¢l a5l de b s

Sk 3 B &S Wil e il GIALY



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL a]

4 b oa Oler o 1y sl 5 Shee
Gk 31 0b e Lol edl J gama 1y JY ol
Csine 5 sl OdS (olSS 4 L

!.U)) 44\.&;\) 6)}\4\4‘.\9-

Sy g Ao (559LLINS» H-Y
SLels (o Fz S
doe A4 ol ey ol
WS s Al SlojpeT ol 1 8 o
55 e Jola 1y ool s 3l (glas sazme
S I &S Sl 1 0T bl s o7
gl 5 (Sl o 5 b5l s S
G ST il (S oo il s el
sh e S5 Loy, Sl o 5l o
ISP RITI N (4 A I g WY
1 5 e st ©
Ol bl 5a &l ol F
S e S B s 1y ol S
,;l)(.w\(.w‘_;;,bmf;;@iﬁ:
) oty 5l Goge 28 i 25
(il Y 5 Jirn e X) ol y=F
LT oy Gl o) 5 s Catliiee oL
S Gl Il Y 5 X glra S

S Jee sba s

Y5 6l ey e 381, ~P 6,18
ST EYs ol &8 2yl pw s G 1 L2
Sl Jotmual Jolas (a5 5, 1, ~P
G s a S A ol 0T p ks ol oy
sEAG b s Gl esls (g s 5
AS S P 8IS b o 8
Jstne ~P 4y 5L G Jds b 4B .o
!

S A S Calmadll pew ol
2P sl (lils o Jsane 1 st !
S Sl b5 aS LB G s gb
5 blie dalss 5 Aol Ol s s
C}L;Mf\w\.xsfl)lpP‘u;,w
& and i 2 5 A0 L 0T G s
.45@>|¢&~PCAJ
AL P e LA 58 0 il e
OIS ol &S gl gd g LYs (000 5
S gdalsd 5 LYo bl s 55k S
u\...&b O glae cuU)}b. QT C,._le!':u S
sl 33 Llg e Ay & Sy s oS
Olyblast (Je ysbay A4S Aol 1, ke
DU I sy (JolSS 4k Gy b

)J&ﬂé}gcgjbd|.l.&bv\§ij



W

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

-4 Bd) Gl (3L 3 g U é)\f
AN (@15 b Cillas sline
o Sy Jie s Cwl O3S oyl
S Jol ez 55 6 S plenlsn
b o oS ol G 3,5 Ol S
sl g (Sl 0 3 8 laglga b gl 3 >
S L5 5 ol B b g3 S bw
S35 5 3 Sd JS a anl 05 3
28 Mo 533588 s 68 ol s
wile 7 S OLS el Hsks OT (59,
33 058 5 ol 030 Lol g8 Ol plus don
4S5y o ozl 4 5 ol (6,03 Olgr
OIS 5 G (K Ol 4l o
4 g gl Oy ekl s ol S
Sl <5<;“"' iy ‘_gjgé Lguv.izl)b?
s il 53) Cudgine g0 (S ¥ Y .0
(2L ot

Casdse 5 obllus & wa al
ols s Lol T o 58 8 ails & SGA
s p gl a5 el o ol 8
S sy SMas STy pune dal g
JB s sy 5 b S s 5 sl
o3 el dalgd Blepl oy ol 0,
15 e T 51 65 k2 i sl

wily s o I e e Sl

“a il e Canbly s IS 25
(G K5 0l 5 s Y Ol s
Al X Gl SIS e i g
S b ssusy st 53 Lo a b
FISC RO TV I CRCIPIF
e O Ol 208 6505 oyl
ool (oo ¢ Jine piiia b LS )5 1 4l
4 4g L .(Swoyer, 2015: 2-3)
LT 7 o ol o (2] 8 (s e 0
e )5 i 4 aVes (g5l
Mt b edlgw ool enly S 0355 oo
S C’b Co-le 95 3y &‘J?gs““
ol s dals Ol &St sine 5 Bk
s 53 IS e 4 e

W08 () o O-Y-)
s ) ol 8 i 58S A e S
S Bl n B 3 (15
Osr wl,an 5 & 4 Gl ‘°J‘)f
B g S OLS O Kn 5
LA s i Slesn ool
Bdo 5 6)@167“& il 93 (g, 5Ll
s 4 B (5 ,me 4z 5 1)t e

G sk & el dizme ) el e



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL ai

53 eome slaosls Lo 5 (55T paz
5 ol Slaslne s Jolss der o35
03 balowl ol 3 34 paie Do 4 ¢ B pme
5 SV Sl Gl (il o & kS
5 Hshe o mlE Jped Sl b
Oloman Lol ¢S o3 Sl 1) T dal i
S s OVl g laans 3 51 (g3 gdne lod
Cons & LT 51 oo cpl 3 S W55ls
Ladyman, ) s . olzi SLS
.(2002: 162
SIS A8 o 0l il o &
UL asphe i 514 4k e
> 50 ot Wl L O e 65 4 ditn
Ll 515 sl anals Sealen 5 6,650
Slaosls ool o (A5l Sylen g 20
235 ol T 51 (S8 015 ¢ 025
35 oslas T oS 5 Ghe oL
ol ab OF YA (6, ST s eline)
e S b s gl
Sl Gl i e Ll S
A 21 S5 Ly e E 4 s
23 @3l s &b s )8 das Ol
“on e gine 0> (gl 8 o Jodne J
als Lo Cde S Cwl 48

s gl dales ol b Ol s
a5 o3l K eddad pdy slae,l S
3 Sl Jsime  oFlLACSE e Ll
A Lyl S sl g g5l
AAY VP anle) s g8 LB 5o
T - LT
L sl e S sie 3 ol 8
A pdne 95 p il pde 5554 sk 15
Gsls OUT Ol &8 SWa3Ylm (6lae
Al 53 s I sy ol
P g P P PT L IRC SR EN [

Atd gine J3 Gren 4
ijjsfﬁyiiﬂbjaw‘ﬁwjlé
530 F) oler slaa ki Ol Sl
Ol 51 gadmze slalsly, u'LT; SGT s
ol 136 s &y (0
CAe b psle 858 55 Vsano S
5 Pl o Sll p sl s g S160 58 o
s 5,8 8 sl Eale
Geivett & Sweetman, 1993:)
Gk i Lles S aw & (215-276
3 Sl 52 @l Bl
P S ams (B Sk

25l e BT el (ol il (gladVotznl

y. Underdetermination Theory



Yo

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

Jm L S S Jdne a3
LR A & ST 1Ll 94:5@
PRI IR PSP (K S R PR W YN:
55 ple el 5s 18 o 5055 Sl
359 palodse i ) Gb o5
Cnnil g5 Al g3 olf@A Ay ST syls
V31 33,88 o il (slagy 3 o
e S me s 1) (o phne pl 5l ol
SIWVA @S5 ey by el 6
03 4 ol IS o 5 g L(YFY TVA
ol 03 S al O Ll 5 e 5008
L Ol & Comd (o2 dalpd D)5
Ad Ll g (L Dl by S OIS
5 UM g B D e )
daled |5 tails dalgs (65 S,
ba ki oady 5o GLS 58 (o
L5 Golo ekda g & Jlaiol -ty o0
(YD) IYVASITVA (IS 5) 3T L
) 4 S5 g5 b e sl ol L
RO SNV PV BT g
"y Jsjfua SKET cdas T o3
e 33 3 4 gt (S oy (gl b
Siegat 3 ka5 s e
23 218 s Jeona 31 ST0T 1 15 s
5 Ohsllas Ll L e pd by S sdee

ol Kt gy 4 5 ol o8 5 Olo S
@lsj lalgh glacgazms jI U das
Lg:}.hgfué}:dbd\ﬁ.:ﬁifajw
40 gazes €39 00 3L 4 0 g A S dead 4
o g5 1 () sl e 2w o dal gl
I 5 9 caw 3yl A (Y )l by
W 3 K 5 Ol g 03 b & (F 3 5
Jsed I OVl el Ol 5 s
dalsd as gaze Sl tdes Zol s
LI, oy 8 o 6 38 el
e Sl b ol oy 55 o 03 S
Ll e 5 3 s Ll 55 g 35 o e 5 IS
i J sime QLSS sbay DYl
o ol bW ler 5 e 0 LS
o a5 B L5 I 4 s
S gutalsh ae oz (pl ply AL oy &
q;‘éx)iaﬂbéﬁc@lwﬂajs
o A ol e SVl Al o
Gb 24 2 5h o0 o ol e 5 L s o
o313 sl SV Do alsl dalsl
SVl 35y by LiL adls s
s 5> o8 i s el
o e LSS 5sba ) das 5 o 55
S&Zao&f[)‘);@ G\fu\."'.’ B IBE

2 0\ S bag ST a4



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL v

S5 03 1y S Slags L s 8
G 57 35 o S 15 4K LS
B bl el Ll el e
bss,S by SIS ol 5 ,e se SO
SO sl S5 5 O cbls JYaal
Wasly g dd (69,0 (AL Gila= Ll
(S5 5l am p cpl 53 gyt gl el 4
osan 5 5 s OL s Goe S5 L
s a sl o gla 5 Ll slagss
© B Sy s 4 Js 63,108 b S
@Yden 65 Lb & B (Comen
CJJe.» (s e ;S’.t*“ﬁ-’” Glme 3 1,
AT 3 e Jl el Ll il e
Skl s 6 S5l el b o dlie
(e ool st (Sliss ciailinss
(el (B diby K4 g
5 Ol 4 el il g (el oliae
2SS L Al BB 0LLS e
(odS 5 esde cmgjj\:)&!;g;ﬁ?b
s AS e S 55 1) (sl o ine
S o il o t\é; (S ﬁu;:»
L fess 2 Ol &8 S
s Sl Olpsblas 5 oLl oY
25 S 58 Olsblas (gl oS Olomen

OLILS 6N 5 Olslllas b s

Sden a1y 5 el us 0l 5Lblus
(@8 o N 2 Sl s S s
Slolr asp & JlS o sl
llne 4 s 5 L il 5 o OUT ity i
Syl (Sole (amls Wl (ol
(O3 15 o3 5l ole b s hducd
Loy i Olse 4 ) 4k oS
R S T
Moser, 1997:) wan 0T & sine
2Bl Ll s cal ciswl (114
o e Skl 5 s e o2
Obe 51 &8 L,5T 0 alp 1y O
4 S Golen o205 Bld 4 slag b3
(Alai, 2019: 621) .35 bl
Slae 5 W15 o4 S Kns sl ol
S48 gazn L &S UST 5005 1) (ol ot
S ey s bl sl 58 5Ly dal s
Jool B3l 513 e (655576 Ol 5oy
S olg o b ds Sldalie =
ST (B yae Jgine ) 4

‘55)(5' gﬁb‘w’é.;

S slaaas @ i 5 ST (S 5 55
@WYden (g bz & b 331 s 5

Oi‘ L o "y "JL\S‘ Ol (g9 oyl o lil
2Ll ST ps g eds 55 slicel



Yy

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

5 bae dorly BN gl 55500 Sy opl
izt 3 3 5L g s s bl g
S o Olg s oBus ol di s
OL1 s s BLIE s 550, o 5
s Sl g S ol p e
¢ Jlie 53 ol Sl 5 JWl s s s
sy 63,5005 LIS Blse 5 S,
5 ey plae 5 Ll 0pd (O g
&S ol Sy Lol e D 4 U]
bpdlce o cob Sldai b Ol s
S OT sl Lonte Ll 605, 16 L1
O3 o dl Al e 5 0T s S &S
S il P ) Cladas 5 Ol s o
5kt pdlin S b s 2 Ly
G e il & el o0 TS0 e
Cold ys Glel i dwy oo b4 .das
03,51 G35 o (81 5 aalis
old Caals 535 43,5055 pl ULl
2> Mt o s 4 SOT S5 5 e
> (L§>l G3p O3S L Gslo
Sery o Jead s o3> Glp A
SN 6,158 ol by e gsls $a0s
o OLls Jlasal I 506 oA "y

(Rowe, 2010: 12-13;) ol 4z i

« WS Sbwgd» 9L, .Y
¢li 4 S Lze b s gy Bws
P & DL 5 Oty bl Ol 03 28
IS S el 25 F e il
Bb 5Ky o bal e
JS ssba 1y Y el ( S 1 8
8 85 2 s s Lls e o anly
IS s BB 0T (gl ndly 5 Line
Sl 0T e opl 55 VIS o 5 eges
lsl S 305 3 5m 5 (ol S5 B 5040
sba 508U 0ol 53 0T bogy o I
L oools 5 ey 0Ll el
& PSS ol et s KUK
Lyl Sl 5 03 i el 3 ol
s o5 4 5 G Ay S Ll 0T e
Calsla a0 8 5 gt ls o gl el
L Jeol @ ol 0T olal Ol &
aels Gl oLl pl pls sl jasis
23Sl ) el g il e a5
(S @\ﬁéb» 350,50y o) blas
S o 5 w3 &S Sl ol slize]
J.‘..o S LR Wi Q.a.'s 3] J.B:.M cJ;z.'a

33 s p b oSS 0T 515 Sl azig

1 . Divine Command Theory



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL YA

sl a5 DLl Lgs 5 ol oo
RS "J-‘?u‘“ A Sl a S
ole A L slas s el a5 S,
L Sealen 3 T a5 o5 sl oLl
iy Lo il ol ool slad
(ol SOl o Jlae s pde
S5 Olusl il (63 5 50 Fl sl
ol g dlis s Calus OB s
oz Sl Folie o 20 5T 5> a8
Syl 2ds g Cule Ol
8595 53 3kl b 4 1,8 AL
5 U (ks 35570y kel
S OT (N (Sl 930 4 OT s
OUT Ole s &) Olysblas 51 & p
r\: 03 (o)l sy Sl p 0Ll
S8 Ml Jisl b (S eSS
b o3 Syl S G SUI 3l LT
s Gl Slesbse eny
S5 S el SMae LS g ddls
LA e OO i | s
3 o O Sia b s o go juolne 693
5 Glate 5 ald 53 g 15 o8 5 U
B Ul Glra y Lpds OLSL,
oyl B 0355 b 0351 4 g 3l 55l

Qbﬁt{‘v\ﬁ- c@)u\.}\b "\“:‘f.}if ¢,.>:.w L_S.‘f.b

LB sses 4 & jad Gl ol
Sl ol 6,53 51 31 &STOT Jl Ll 555
):&lf:}@&..&j\:@&:ﬂj}s@.\{b
5o s ol 3l sl LKl Bl
ST 5 Gt 4k ) LS o 0I5t
Sl SN gy9,0 Bl lp ol
oS Lo =l (e 55 oS 6T as
3 Zaalad puke (g1 1, 0l (SO 3l e )
Dl g )l ged S
(s 3 BIF S8 Ol gy eld s
@agu\#;l-w&%&@
a5 15 OT GO 15 o 3 5 Lol el
ol ey (Rowe, 1979:335).s
oo 5 o e b lodily (S oS ol
i s T bl kn ol n Sl
Lol g (ol 0350 8 5 o S 50
T Sl 50T rdls dslisl L
& & OT Oludl ks oy s
blod 4 el 5 o 4 Bl Cws sk
u.a.}dd,:‘.aébjs el g0 SO
5 e 53 b by O3 B L s
Sl smOler 3 el SOl
)ouﬂasb)swwﬁb&T
s 05 98 g 101 Cnes 51y sl jal 45,8

Sl Slalows 5l bl 68 2



4

O&en 5 ely /Y dan (g sblls UE

Sl OT (e (Sl sn) Sl
G 35 (55bbIs 51 aSST o ) sbblus
33 pdy ooy 6ol L shee 3 yls
Gosbllasy 7 s ol ous ol ui
2 Sy B Jol 5SS L silags
IS pobly 50 55 PA oy
wx s Sl ebhy S a5 ol
SCA sd o oo &5 ¢ Jool ol SMis
algd 5 BYs (8L Jbis 4 5 A filese
il sl dalpd g BYs Sl 5 6 s
Cambge 53 gy el opl 55 51 o Lol
AESSFREYR VR e R NP
5 T B85 s 55 )5
RN sl o e Bl e Jus
il el Al
B Ga ey IVl s g,
S Sl a8 25550 ShE age
dn 55 8 (5L 4 5l S e
(Gloast) alwgs o Gy 5bls adse
Ly abiwss )bl 5 Sol& o (655l
S ilg s sl S K )
Slra o aligs (6, sbb/ (6 sblus
Ll gls (B Sk
Lo owhsblas (s Sk

o 5 08 pticis K> o6
B s S pine 4 S (g e
L35 Olap g i DU cpal 5 OLe
S0 5 ol S slme 319 Cudls o 5yl sl
A= sy 53 S tlé: OT Gdo &
St S Cuilens bl glasl s,y
B e ol el LUl
2l % 5 Ol sbis e 16y 0 sllas
Ohysbllas ax $1 o8 amisls 3 s5ds
Gk 55 0Ll )3 48 Ol 1y s 52
Sy bl sl el e
23 s 5 a3l o815 (65 3Ll S gine
Gosbblasy mslay osblus 4 0l S
&T Cbsljf S g GHdedie (alwgs
IG5 1, OT (Ul 2l olas 5 5LLIAS)
Loy 2S5 cohe i s
S o e i) Sl e S5 o
ol gl a0 b s Ssls
Ol s sy Ob s G
ol s 5SS iy s 5 ST
AV (Gl jdess 5 el ) S5 5 O

(0-YV

S A

1. New - Humeanism



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL .

sk Sl 4 aS 250851, 0l sk
Wl o S ()M 5 op ade L
S 065 sy o ol Olilsezr
@ Cawd &S LIl Fomd g e B (DD
Osr sl 035 p#aer 5 (spes
Sl g JalSS & o sar i s
Yods Jl s 55 9, CL:LJ lesj — b
g ke (gysbllas & LS
Iy (2 L_Sjbﬂjb))j sl G 3 i de
2 4SS L sls W (] (Sl s 4
Olysbldst g5 o8 s Ol ¢ JolSS & ks
3 5y Jsne 555 dalgd g dsl ys (i
3b S sne ey 5 185 28 b Sl sy
aVden sl g g 28 A, a5 g 4
— ol Lo L) SV Cmhas Ol po s |
S b 4 @ 20T 3508 e (olozr!
Ly SNl Shwgs ol 5 0lysblas

S Coley

5 ool 3,5, 5 —wlsblies
5 Obsbllas gy, 5 ,Sdes 4 o shas
o s el RS L Ol
Obayl 4 1y sl &k (65,555,
(o) sl 4 OWE o ysT e
ol Aten sl 5 i Jloasls ol g
5 e p |y wlegs gosbblasy & b
Stz Bls 7 b il Slae
4 gl 03 SIPL o 85 (B e
L5 L 5 o) § o 5 255 Solsli]
OT 31 55 ey b bl 5 JolSS
(A Csine glra 5 )l e s
s b Flaaiks 5 )b, S sane
S
4 e @Y¥des (g 5L & L
Ol 3 @NYaen (5 5bluas oo 351
slaaas 5o A ol 68 S W Olhase
S i Gl g 4 e s
bl dlear e 630

sl 03,S5 28l ys Jlo ool sl lojlo I Jlo oS g g ol (o (ol

b s aab LU b, ) i dlie o) 388l 3/ 40l UL 31 &8 5

) @l o)l el e S g kbl s @8l o ybad




Y9N oo VPP OFF o jles (V0 093 ¢ el s

\

Alai, M .(2019). “The
Underdetermination of
Theories and  Scientific
Realism”. Axiomathes, 29:
621-637.

Anselm. (1962). Basic writing,
trans: S. N. Deane, USA:
Open Court Publishing Co.

Geivett, R. D & Sweetman.
B(1993). Contemporary
Perspectives on Religious
Epistemology. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Ladyman, J. (2002).
Understanding of
Philosophy  of  Science.
London: Routledge.

Mackie. J. L (1955), “Evil and
Omnipotence”, Mind,
64(254): 200-212.

Madden and Hare; Michael
Martin. (1978). “Is Evil
Evidence against the
Existence of God?” Mind.
(87): 35-133.

Moser, P. K. (1997). The
Theory of Knowledge: A
Thematic Introduction,
Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Plantinga, A. (2000).
Warranted Christian Belief,
Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Reichenbach, B. (1980). “The
Inductive Argument from
Evil”, American

&bo

Gob M OV F ) L pmeade ) 35 5
Sl ez Al o Olay 5 e
AA-VO (AN YY (oS — il

AFIA) o b ¢ Slajdanms (7 3 ¢ el
<l s g (‘A‘; Sl A2 5 2L
sy DB s IVaal & e
V=0 AF (ol A

Az 5 (s dduds ((VYAY) -r‘:*w <)
V) IRCHYV-%.{ ES P SN P P

S sner (VFVAITVA) dnws (DS 5
b ol ) S
YN Ly i (o o5 sesls Law s
YEV-YYY oYY

S se cshueys (Ao ¢ e
O il s (VYFP)
S Ol Las

Sl cliass 68T e glae
dgods iy 5 @Bl i (VF )
G Bl al sla ey
YYE-YEY (PO

YY) e cdalx g9l (Gl 3
Gs o Bls 4 0 g el

Xo-0 Y (o



BY -0 oo VP F D 6l 10 o593 Ol 3 ol ¢ i DL Y

Swinburne, R. (1988). “The
Argument from Design”.
Philosophy of Religion: The
Big Question, (eds) Eleonor,
Stump and Michael, J.
Murray, Oxford: Blackwell.

Swoyer, C. (2015).
“Relativism”. Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy.
Edward. Zalta(ed)

https://Plato. Stanford.
edu/entries/relativism/2015.

Wesley. S. (1978). “Religion
and Science: A New Look at
Hume’s Dialogues”.
Philosophical Studies. 33:
76-143.

Philosophical Quarterly. 17:
221-227.

Rowe, W. L. (1988). “Evil and
Theodicy”,  Philosophical
Topics, (16) 2: 119-132.

Rowe, W. L. (1978). ” The
Problem of Evil and Some
Varieties of  Atheism”,
American Philosophical
Quarterly. 16: 335-341.

Rowe, W. L. (2006). “Friendly
Atheism, Skeptical Theism
and the Problem of Evil”,
International Journal for
Philosophy of Religion. 59:
79-92.

Rowe, W. L. (2007).
Philosophy of Religion: An

Introduction. Canada:
Wadsworth, Cengage
Learning.

Rowe, W. L. (2009). “Alvin
Plantinga on the Ontological
Argument”.  International
Journal for Philosophy of
Religion. (65) 2: 87-92.

Rowe, W. L. (2010). “Friendly
Atheism Revisited”.
International Journal for
Philosophy of Religion, 68:
7-13.

Shane, A. (1985). “The
Problem of Evil and the
Paradox of Friendly
Atheism”. International
Journal for Philosophy of
Religion. 17(3): 209-216.



