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1. Rota, Michael. “The Fine-Tuning Argument.” In Contemporary Arguments in
Natural Theology: God and Rational Belief, edited by Colin Ruloff and Peter Horban.
London: Bloomsbury Publishing, 2021.
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Bousso, “The Cosmological Constant Problem”.

3. Steven Weinberg
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1. uniform probabilities
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1. McGrew et al, “Probabilities and the Fine-Tuning Argument: A Sceptical View”;
Colyvan et al, “Problems with the Argument from Fine Tuning”.

2. Hawthorne and Isaacs, “Misapprehensions about the Fine-Tuning Argument”.
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1. Manson, “How Not to be Generous to Fine-Tuning Sceptics”.
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Manson, “How Not to be Generous to Fine-Tuning Sceptics”, 1&2.
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1. universe blueprint

2. Rota, Taking Pascal’s Wager, 121-124, including note 6.
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1. Weisberg, “A Note on Design: What’s Fine-Tuning Got to Do with 1t?”’; White,
“What Fine-Tuning’s Got to Do with It: Reply to Weisberg”, 676-679; Weisberg,
“The Argument From Divine Indifference”; Hawthorne and Isaacs, “Fine-Tuning”,

150-154.
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1. Boltzmann brains

2. Lewis and Barnes, A Fortunate Universe, 313-22.
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1. Collins, “The Many-Worlds Hypothesis as an Explanation of Cosmic Fine Tuning:
An Alternative to Design?”, 659.
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Rota, Taking Pascal’s Wager, 125-34.
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