Topic 8: Connection between faith and reason   
Introduction
 The aim of this last topic is to explain whether there is any connection between faith and reason. Is critical thinking opposed to any knowledge which is faith based? Faith is knowledge from a supernatural source, the Creator. Reason is knowledge through argumentation, proof and testing. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Knowledge, as has been explained earlier, is the possession of the known by the knower. Matt knows that he knows. It is a step towards the acquisition of truth. If critical thinking aims to find out truth and faith is supposed to present truth, we can state that faith should not be opposed to reason, or even reason opposed to faith. Truth, as has been explained in chapter 2, is objective and universal. A critical thinker is not opposed to listening to arguments which faith provides. She/he listens, critiques and asks whether these are factual or not. The tools of critical thinking and intellectual habits enable her/him engage openly.  
Faith discusses about things seen and unseen. Reason can only accommodate itself mostly in things seen or grasped. Reason can, through certain premises, arrive at truths of faith with certainty. Reason may say that since a particular aspect can be demonstrated at the present moment, it follows that some other event, which I may unable to measure now actually occurred. This is particularly the case with specific historical facts. If I see the father of someone, I can postulate that the person had a grandfather or origin. I do not necessarily need to see the grandfather to make this affirmation. This is where there can be a dialogue between faith and reason. Faith makes a fundamental premise that a creator existed as the origin of the universe. Reason has never seen this creator but may engage with faith to find out whether it is true.  
Plato, one of the first Greek Philosophers, in his book Timaeus believed that everything originates from the world of forms. He says: ‘this, then, is how it has come to be: it is a work of craft, modelled after that which is changeless and is grasped by a rational account, that is, by wisdom’. Plato conceives an original creator which is the model of all forms that exist. Thomas Aquinas, another medieval philosopher presented five rational proofs for the existence of a creator:
i)  Proof of the existence of God through the necessity and contingency argument: His arguments are as follows: we see that the created universe is made up of contingent beings [Beings which exist at one time and another time they cease to be]. A certain rose flower may be there today but withers after one week. This means that there has to be a being, outside the flower that holds it in the state of flower(ing). This being has to be necessary, since if it were contingent like the flower everything would cease to exist if the flower dies, or if it stops to exist before the flower.  This means that the Supreme Being has to be a necessary being. The Being is always there. The necessary being does not have any trace of potency or becoming, but is pure act.   
ii) Proof of the existence of God through gradation: When we observe life, living organisms and non-living, we realize that it is arranged according to specific grades. The nonorganic is lower than the plant life, the plant life is lower than the animal life and the animal life is lower than human life. For there to be grades, there has to be a cause of this gradation. As experience shows us, this cause of grades is not man, but is superior to man. This shows that there has to be an intelligent being, a mind behind the cause of grades. We realize this is not man since man finds gradation in the universe. There has been another intelligent Maker other than man. 
iii)  Proof of the existence of a Supreme Maker, God through the teleological argument: when we observe nature, we realize that anything that is, has a specific nature and end. The end or nature of created beings has not been caused by those beings. Man does not decide his nature or end, she/he finds himself with specific nature which determines her/his rational actions. Since all created beings have a specific end or nature which they do not decide, there has to be a cause of this end or nature. That is a Being whose very nature is and is its very end-the Creator. Thus the Creator is the ultimate telos (end) of all that exists. 
iv) Proof of the existence of God through order: Linked to the teleological argument is the argument of order. Order points to intelligence. As one observes the cosmos, the earth, seas and all that is in it including the stars and the galaxies, one cannot but be shocked at seeing order. For order to be there, there has to be intelligence behind the order. Chaos cannot be the cause of order. Chaos cannot but lead to Chaos.
Intelligence is always the cause of order. This leads to a being, outside our cosmos who is the very cause of the order-the Creator or God. 
v) Proof of the existence of God through the moral argument: In man, we see a law in accord with his nature which determines all men to act within specific fundamental morals. For instance, by nature man realizes that it is wrong to kill because it is contrary to his nature, unless he is protecting his/her own nature. This law, this principle is not material, yet it is within each human species. The UN Charter’s preamble states that the right to life is the most fundamental right. Morals, the rightness and wrongness of human actions are not material, and hence it implies there has to be a certain immaterial order, which acts as the law giver-a Maker of the principle. 
There are other arguments which have been postulated, for example the ontological argument.   
Conclusion   
 In the above arguments, it can be seen that faith discusses about a Creator and how the Creator maintains everything in existence. Other Philosophers also postulate the same through critical evidence and rational argumentation. We can therefore state that reason should be open to faith and faith to reason. There has to be a dialogue between the two since it is possible to verify deductively and inductively the truth or fallacy of positions taken in either case.
