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Abstract

“Parent analogy” is one of the important arguments that was suggested by Stephen
Wykstra, one of the prominent philosopher of Skeptical Theism. By formulating this
argument, Wykstra shows that like infant who doesn’t understand reasons of her parent
who permit suffering for her, Human being also cannot understand reasons of God who
permits suffering. According to this we cannot infer from not seeing the reasons of God
to there is no reason for God. Therefore, evidential argument from evil fails. Bruce
Russell, William Rowe and Trent Dougherty challenge “parent analogy”. They offer
“loving parent analogy” instead. “Loving parent” never leave their child alone in suffering
or at least they make clear that there is reason. In their view, if theism is true, it's expecting
that this world be a transparent one and we can understand God's reasons. In this article
we show that parent analogy confront limitations which shows that it can be used neither
for Skeptical Theism nor against it. But we show that there are other ways to justify
cognitive limitations of human being. For example Alston instead of appeal to parent
analogy, offer other analogies and enumerate at least six limitations for human beings.
Accordingly, we can say that the claim of cognitive limitation form the view of Skeptical
Theism is justified
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In “Parent Analogy” Wykstra claims that as one-month-old infant cannot understand
her parents’ reasons for permitting suffering to her because of the cognitive distance
between them, human being cannot understand God's reason for permitting suffering. In
assessing this argument we evaluate the analogical argument. Then we comprehend that the
superior wisdom and vision of God is not the only factor for ignorance of human being of
God’s reasons. There are other factors like properties in goods and the things relevant to
them which cause this ignorance. Therefore, it does not seem that this argument is strong
enough.

On the other hand, when a kid would become an adult, she could understand her
parents’ reasons. For example, she could have a dialogue with their parents and find out
what their reason would be. Whereas in the relation between God and human such a
dialogue is far from clear. Therefore, this analogy is not sound. After a while, Wykstra tried
to strengthen his argument with another analogy. In this new analogy, he resembles
between physics and ethics. He claims that as we now have more complex explanations of
the world than before, we can conclude that we have complexity in ethics too because this
world is the creation of God. Of course, it's not very clear that whether he means that God
create the good and its connection to evil make them deep and complex or something else?
In fact the relation between good and God’s creation is far from clear.

As opposed to this analogy critics point to another analogy which is called “Loving
Parent Analogy”. They emphasize that loving parent never leave their children alone and
they are always there to calm down and try to make her understand what their reasons are.
And as opposed to Wykstra's deep good, they point to “Transparency” principle. For
example, Bruce Russel asks: “if God is good, and cares about us, wouldn't he want us to be
apptised of his game plan? Wouldn't he want the universe to be morally transpatent ...»”
(Russell and Wykstra, 1988). But we show that this analogy cannot be reasonable and
effective as well. We cannot compare God’s position with parents’ position accurately. In
addition, we also critic “Transparency” principle. We claim that our world is neither dark
nor transparent. It's somehow penumbra. We think we attain some God’s purpose or at
least understand somehow, but some other purposes may remain mysterious to us. But we
show that this situation may lead us to the true faith. Although we conclude that this
argument for human's cognitive limitation failed, we show that there are other arguments
that can rationalize cognitive limitation's claim, in a better way.

In part two, we point to other arguments which Alston argues like progress argument.
In addition to them Alston enumerate some limitations which we encounter to understand
God’s purposes like: lack of data, complexity greater than we can handle, difficulty of
determining what is metaphysically possible or necessary, ignorance of full range of
possibilities, ignorance of the full range of values and limits to our capacity to make well
considered value judgments. We try to explain his means through his works. Pointing to
these cognitive limitations, Alston shows us that we cannot justifiably speak about
gratuitous evil. In fact, due to these limitations, we cannot simply put aside live possibilities
that try to justify these evil.

Alston has another argument to show that we have limitations for knowing values.
This argument is called Progress Argument. Alston claims that “the development of
physical science has made us aware of a myriad of things hitherto undreamed of, and
developed the concepts with which to grasp them [...] It is an irresistible induction from
this that we have not reached the final term of this process [...]. And why should values
and the conditions of their realization, be any expectation to this generalization?”
According to this argument we show that there is a hope that we understand God's
reasons in future. This strengthens our claim that this world is in penumbra position. And
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