Divine Simplicity

1.  Background
	A.  Divine Attributes
		1.  Features of characteristics of God
		2.  Useful for thinking about what God is like
	B.  Traditional Attributes
		1. Simple or Unified
		2. Omniscience – all knowing
		3. Omnipotent – all powerful
		4. Omnibenevolent – all good
	C.  How to understand the attributes?
		1.  Each is open to various interpretations
		2.  Some present puzzles or paradoxes
2.  Meaning of Divine Simplicity
	A.  No parts 
		1.  God is not compositional
			a.  Related to immateriality
		2.  Supported by divine perfection
			a. A need for parts is a kind of weakness
			b. Things with parts can be destroyed, broken apart
	B.  God is pure being
		1.  Made famous by Thomas Aquinas
2.  He isn’t being characterized or shaped in any way
	a. He is identical to or identical with his features
		3.  He isn’t a delimitation of being
C.  Immutability
		1.  God does not change
		2.  Argument from partlessness
			a. Change involves one part changing and another staying the same
			b. God has no parts, so God can’t change
		3.  Argument from perfection
			a. No change caused by other things
1.  Perfect thing can’t be dependent on other things
				2.  Effects are dependent on their causes
			b. No change caused from within
				1.  Perfect thing has no inner need to change
3.  Arguments Against Divine Simplicity
	A.  God seems to have multiple, distinct features
		1.  Example: God’s power and mercy do not appear to be identical
		2.  If God has distinct features then he is (in some way) complex
	B. Knowledge requires change
		1. God must come to learn about things as they happen
		2. Example: today he knows it is Monday, tomorrow he will know it is Tuesday
		3. Intrinsic vs. extrinsic changes
	C.  Agency requires change
		1. God acts in the world, but this implies change over time
Divine Omniscience



1.  The Basics
	A.  Definition
		1.  God knows everything or has maximal knowledge
		2.  God knows all true things or everything that is the case
	B.  Arguments for Omniscience
		1.  Perfection: Better to know than not know
		2.  Agency:  Needed to act freely and intelligently
2.  Foreknowledge
	A.  Knowledge of the future
		1.  Seems to be included in God’s complete knowledge
		2.  Needed for perfection and agency
			a.  Needed for providential action
3.  Free Will
	A.  Will: the faculty of mind responsible for choice and decisions
	B.  Libertarianism:  the idea that we can control over our wills
	C.  Connection between free will and ethics
		1. Responsibility is required for our sense of morality
4.  The Problem
	A.  Divine omniscience includes foreknowledge
	B.  Knowledge is true belief
	C.  Freedom requires indeterminacy
	D.  True belief prevents this kind of indeterminacy
	F.  So foreknowledge is incompatible with human freedom
5.  Potential Solutions
A.  Give up a premise
	1.  This is unappealing
B.  God’s relation to time
		1.  Eternity (atemporality) vs. sempiternity (everlastingness)
		2.  If God is truly eternal, he is not “in” time
			a. Foreknowledge is not fore knowledge
		3.  He experiences every moment as present
	C.  Middle knowledge
		1.  God doesn’t know what I would do
		2.  But he knows what a being perfectly similar to me would do









Divine Omnipotence

1.  The Basic Idea
	A.  God is meant to be powerful
		1. Capable of making and doing things
	B.  And maximally powerful
		1.  More powerful than anything else
		2.  Powerful in the highest or greatest degree
	C.  So God is omnipotent
		1.  Omni = all
		2.  Potent = powerful
2.  Three Possible Formulations of Omnipotence
	A.   God can do anything
		1.  Appeal of this formulation, seems to capture the basic idea
			a. For any task x, God can complete that task
		2.  Worry: Some tasks don’t seem right for God
			a.  Example: tasks that require a body, e.g. swimming
		3.  Worry: Paradox of the Stone
			a.  Could God create a stone so big it’s maker couldn’t lift it?
				i.  If yes, then there is a thing he can’t do
					a.  Namely, lift the stone
				ii.  If no, then there is a thing he can’t do
					a.  Namely, create the stone
	B.  God can do anything, including the logically impossible
		1.  Appeal of this formulation: it makes God’s power totally unbounded
			a.  Not restricted by any laws
				i. Physical, metaphysical, logical
			b.  God is the sole determiner of what is true/false
			c.  Seems to preserve God’s independence
		2.  Worry:  This seem a bit bizarre
			a.  There could be true contradictions?
				i.  God could make a square circle
				ii.  God could make 2 + 2 = π
		3.  Worry: If this is true, we might not be able to understand anything
			a.  Our cognitive abilities seem oriented towards a rational universe
	C.  God can produce any conceivable thing or arrangement of things
		1.  Appealing of this formulation:  it avoids the problems of the other two
			a.  While still making God very powerful
				i. And more powerful than anything else
		2.  Conceivability as a guide to possibility
3.  Omnipotence and Divine Goodness
	A.  If God is omnipotent, can he sin?
	B.  Goodness as essential to God
		1.  If God is essentially or necessarily good, then no
			a.  Because it is a contradiction for an essentially good being to sin
	C.  Sin as a weakness, rather than a strength
		1.  So an inability to sin doesn’t count against omnipotence
