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The Big Picture

. Naturalism: There is no such person as God or anything like God.

. There is a superficial concord between science and naturalism. Motivating thought: ‘Man is the result of
a purposeless and natural process that
did not have him in mind.’◦ Plantinga’s response: Distinguish (i) the theory of evolution from

(ii) the claim that the theory of evolution is true and evolution is
not guided by God.

◦ Since (i), the theory of evolution, does not entail (ii), that evo-
lution is not planned and directed by God, there is no conflict
between evolutionary theory and Theism.

. Plantinga’s Strong Claim: There is a deep conflict the theory of evo-
lution and Naturalism. If you believe in evolution, Plantinga claims,
you should also believe in God.

An Argument for Deep Conflict

1. Pr(Reliable Faculties) is high.

2. Pr (Reliable Faculties|Naturalism & Evolution) is low.

3. Pr (Evolution & Naturalism|Reliable Faculties) is low. Given Bayes’ theorem, 3 is a conse-
quence of 1 and 2.

4. If Pr (Evolution & Naturalism|Reliable Faculties) is low, and Pr(Reliable
Faculties) is high,we should not be confident in Evolution & Natural-
ism.

C. So, we should not be confident in Evolution & Naturalism. From 3 and 4

Premise 2: Darwin’s Doubt

What evolution guarantees is (at most) that we behave in certain ways—in
ways that promote reproductive success. Evolution does not guarantee
that we have true beliefs.

1. Beliefs play some role in explaining behavior, to be sure.

2. But beliefs cause behavior in virtue of their neurophysiological prop-
erties, not their semantic properties.

3. But if the truth of a belief does not cause or explain behavior, then
true beliefs cannot be selected for.
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Objection: Surely the truth of a belief helps explain successful behavior!
Consider:

Example from William Ramsey’s ‘Natu-
ralism Defended’.Treasure Hunt: 10 individuals are given 10 different maps. Only one

of the maps provides an accurate route to a buried treasure. To know
why one guy followed a certain route, all we need to know is what his
map actually looked like. But if we want to explain why that guy found
the treasure, this is isn’t enough—we also need to say that his map was
accurate.

Reply: But certain false beliefs can also cause successful behavior. Con- Two kinds of examples: (i) adjust beliefs
and desires; (ii) beliefs that make no dif-
ference to behavior

sider:

Treasure Hunt: One of the 10 hunters finds the treasure using his map.
But not because he desires to find the treasure and has an accurate
map leading him to it. His map says that the treasure is South when
in fact it is North. But because the hunter desires to be far away from
the treasure—he believes that a fight will break out between the hunters
who find it—the hunter goes North and finds the treasure.

. Given the hunter’s desire to avoid the treasure, what explains why
he nonetheless found it is that his map is inaccurate.

. More generally, many belief-desire combinations will result in adap-
tive behavior, and some of those combinations will involve false be-
liefs.

Darwin’s Doubt Revisited: Is Pr (Reliable Faculties | Evolution
& Naturalism) low?

1. We had to work hard to find a false belief that worked just as well
in the map case.

2. The probability of a trait’s evolving doesn’t just depend on how
adaptive it is. The trait must be an available variation on which se-
lection can act.

3. Maybe it was unlikely that we’d evolve reliable faculties when life
got started. But given that evolutionary history played out in certain
ways, it isn’t so unlikely. Thanks to Sally Haslanger for this point.
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The Other Premises

Let’s grant that Pr(E & N|R) is low and that Pr(R) is high. because we grant premises 1 and 2 in the
first argument

Does it follow that we should not be confident in E & N? No, because
it doesn’t follow that E & N is improbable on our total evidence.

Lottery: If your friend draws a name from a hat containing 100 differ-
ent names, the probability that she’ll draw your name is 1/100. Now
suppose that she does draw your name. Must you conclude that the
hat contained 100 different names or that she didn’t draw at random?
Not necessarily. Perhaps you saw her put the names in the hat, and you
saw her draw the name without looking. In that case, the sensible thing
would just be to accept that something unlikely happened.

Does Theism do Better?

. Perhaps talking about the overall reliability of our cognitive mecha-
nism is fruitless.

. We are more reliable in some domains (e.g., practical issues that
affect survival and reproduction) than we are in others (e.g., the
theoretical sciences, mathematics, and philosophy).

. It’s not just that we make mistakes from time to time. It’s that we
follow heuristics that systematically lead to error.

Linda: Linda is 31 years old and majored in philosophy. As a stu-
dent, she was deeply concerned with discrimination and social jus-
tice. Subjects are given the following list of hypothetical statements
about Linda, and are asked to rank them in order of presumed likeli-
hood:

1. Linda is active in the feminist movement.

2. Linda is a bank teller.

3. Linda is a bank teller and is active in the feminist movement.

It must be true that the third statement is no less likely than either
of the others. Everyone understands this when the principle is ex-
plained. Nevertheless, a majority of respondents across various stu-
dents rank (3) as more probable than (2).

. Evolutionary psychology can explain why we might make mistakes
like this. But can Plantinga’s Theism?
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