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Once upon a time, in a dense forest, there lived a clever fox named 

Felix. Felix had always been fascinated by the mysteries of the universe, 

and he spent his days contemplating the cosmos and searching for answers 

to life’s big questions. 

 

One day, as Felix was wandering through the 

forest, he stumbled upon a book that had 

been discarded by a group of humans on a 

camping trip. The book was written by 

Bouvard Pécuchet and was titled A 

Nomological Proof for God, and Felix was 

immediately intrigued. As he delved into the 

pages, he found himself becoming more and 

more convinced that there must be a divine creator behind the universe’s 

existence. The argument by Pécuchet is as follows:  

  

   So, you are God, and you bring about the existence of the universe 

through a mysterious nomological principle—mysterious, but within the 

comprehension of the human species—the meaning of shall and shall not. 

  

   The law was the same in the beginning and at the end.  There was light 

in the darkness and an evening and a morning.  And the next day, in 

sequence—this was the law—and at the end, the same sequence, now with 

the darkness in the light, in the blink of an eye. What made God blink? A 

speck in the eye. 

  

Statement 1 

   Definition of synthetic a priori knowledge: a synthetic judgment or 

proposition that is known to be true on a priori grounds, specifically one 

that is universally and necessarily true.  This connects with the Kantian 

conception that the basic propositions of geometry and physics as being 



synthetic a priori.  My contention is that this is so for God, as well.  

  

Statement 2 

   Are numbers real?  Yes and no. Numbers can be imagined as realities 

of cognition—the calculations of valid signs, acting in persona for the 

real toad in the real garden. Or numbers are just the solitary items in the 

world, and the validity of their reality is not in question. Accepting 

numbers as abstract objects is also not in question. 

  

Statement 3 

   Ideas are subtle sensations.  There is nothing transcendental about an 

idea.  Words are without halos. Ergo, the notion “God” exists. 

  

Felix was convinced that the book’s arguments were 

ironclad, and he set out to convince his fellow forest 

animals of his newfound beliefs. But not everyone 

was convinced. One such animal was a bear named 

Bruno, who had always been skeptical of religious 

claims. Bruno was well-read and well-educated, and 

standing at the door of his cave, he quickly pointed 

out flaws in Felix’s reasoning. He argued that just because something 

could be imagined doesn't mean it exists in reality, and that ideas are not 

enough to prove the existence of a god. 

  

Felix tried to counter Bruno's arguments, but he found that he couldn't 

quite articulate the book's arguments as clearly as he had hoped. 

Frustrated, Felix decided to go back to the book and study it more 

thoroughly. 

  

Days turned into weeks, and Felix became more and more obsessed with 

the book's arguments. He spent hours each day poring over the pages, 

trying to understand the complex logic and philosophical principles 

involved. But the more he read, the more confused he became. 

  

Finally, one day, as Felix was wandering through the forest, he had a 



sudden realization. The book's arguments were not as strong as he had 

believed. In fact, there were many logical fallacies and faulty assumptions 

that he had overlooked. This was his epiphany:  

  

Firstly, the opening argument about a “nomological proof for God” is 

not logically sound. It relies on the assumption that God brought about 

the existence of the universe through a mysterious nomological principle, 

which is not supported by any evidence or argument. 

  

Secondly, the statements 1 and 2 are not connected to the opening 

argument and seem to be unrelated philosophical musings. Statement 1 

introduces the concept of synthetic a priori knowledge, but it is not clear 

how this is relevant to the argument for God's existence. Similarly, 

statement 2 raises the question of whether numbers are real, but it does 

not provide any argument or evidence for or against the existence of God. 

  

   Thirdly, statement 3 appears to be a non-sequitur and does not add 

anything to the discussion of the existence of God. It is also unclear how 

this statement is related to the previous two statements or the opening 

argument. 

  

   Overall, the given data lacks a coherent and logical argument for the 

existence of God, and the individual statements do not seem to be 

connected or relevant to the topic at hand.  

 

With a heavy heart, Felix realized that he had 

been confused by some clever rhetoric. He 

went to Bruno and admitted that he had been 

mistaken in his beliefs. Bruno forgave him 

and praised him for his willingness to admit 

his error. 

  

From that day on, Felix resolved to approach 

all claims with a healthy dose of skepticism 

and critical thinking. He learned that it was important to question 



everything and to seek evidence before accepting any belief as true. 

And so, Felix the fox learned a valuable lesson about the dangers of blind 

faith and the importance of critical thinking. He continued to contemplate 

the mysteries of the universe, but he did so with a newfound appreciation 

for the power of reason and evidence. 

 

Felix the fox continued in his dogmatic 

slumbers for many years, until one day, Dixie 

the squirrel chattered from a tree, “If this 

reality based on empirical evidence has 

validity, might not God find humor in 

illogical thought?” 

 

Felix the fox replied, “From a logical and 

philosophical standpoint, the concept of 

humor and illogical thought are not mutually 

exclusive. We may find humor in illogical 

thought, but that does not mean that illogical thought is inherently valid 

or reliable. Logical and empirical evidence is still necessary to determine 

the validity of an argument or claim. Furthermore, the idea of God finding 

humor in illogical thought is a philosophical claim that would require 

evidence or argumentation to support it. Without such evidence or 

argumentation, it remains a matter of personal belief or speculation.” 

  

Dixie gave a boisterous laugh. 

 



 

  

 


