A CHANGE OF MIND !!!
The second week of March this year, has sadly  seen the deaths of two of our countries most famous and perhaps best loved sons,  Ken Dodd at age 90 and Steven Hawking age 76. 
Stephen Hawking held the ‘Lucasian Chair of mathematics’ at the University of Cambridge, the same chair held by Sir Isaac Newton. Hawking was probably the top mathematician of his time and will be classed along side Newton and Einstein as the three top thinkers of all time. Like Einstein before him, whilst brilliant, Hawking was fallible and made several mistakes of judgment in his time, two of which are given below. 
In his 1988 world best selling book ‘A brief History of Time,’ Stephen Hawking finished his book referring to the present efforts being made by science to bring together  a  [TOE] theory of  everything,  which unified both quantum and relativity theories.  He finished by saying: - “However, if we do discover a complete theory, it should in time be understandable in broad principle to everyone, not just a few scientists.  Then we shall all, philosophers, scientists and just ordinary people, be able to take part in the discussion of the question of… ‘why it is that the universe and we exist.’ If we find the answer to that, it would be the ultimate triumph of human reason for then we would know the mind of God”.

These words at the time were very inspiring and appeared to have important theistic implications, because he left the question of God tantalizingly wide open. However, it should not be forgotten that the TOE he was searching for only related to the unification of these two physics theories, it did not include the phenomena of consciousness  itself without which no ultimate TOE could ever be complete!
In his 2010 book… ‘’The Grand design,’ he appeared to have had a change of mind, and claimed that -- “Because there exists a law of gravity, the universe can and will create itself from nothing,” implying that God was not necessary and ascribing creativity to physical law alone.  But physical law is not an agent; here he makes a classical category mistake by confusing two entirely different kinds of entity: physical law and personal agency!!

  What did Hawking mean by nothing?  Well a ‘Law of gravity’ is clearly not a nothing, it is certainly a something. Did he think that this law existed before the appearance of the universe, because, a mathematical law like gravity is by itself vacuous without the phenomenon of something to describe and is not the same as the phenomenon of ‘gravity’ itself!  Newton’s laws of motion never ever caused a snooker-ball to move across a table. It requires a person [an agent] with a cue to do that!  Laws of motion only describe what happens, they don’t cause anything!!
Also, early on in his book he makes the amazing claim that…”philosophy is dead” and yet he goes on for the rest of the 180 page book philosophizing. This has left many of his colleagues quite bewildered. 
Make no mistake these were major errors by the great man!

The famous philosopher Wittgenstein said:-


 “The deception of modernism is that the laws of nature explain the world to us, when all they do is to describe its structural regularities.”

Also, C S Lewis said:- 


 “The laws of nature produce no events, they are patterns to which every event if induced to happen must conform. In the same way that each and every money transaction must conform to the laws of mathematics.”

What we can deduce from Hawking’s statement is that… nonsense is always nonsense even when spoken by world famous scientists. We often make the mistake that statements by scientists are statements of Science which they are not! 
I believe a better answer to the later part of Professor Stephen Hawking’s question as to – “why it is  that we and the universe exist”  is that illustrated in a tale told by that great thinker of our time the late Professor of physics John Wheeler, the founder of the ‘Participatory Anthropic Principle,’ who tells of an old legend of a conversation between Abraham and God, where God chides Abraham and says… “You would not exist if it were not for me”.  “That I know my lord,” says Abraham, but “you would not be known if it were not for me.”  
This simple illustration gets right to the heart of matters; laws don’t cause anything, they only describe what happens! An intelligent ‘Agent’ with desire and purpose are required for creation to be possible. The universe and the life in it are a product of the ultimate-agent we describe as God, created for his own purpose with intelligent-life being participators in his creation!
To makes things clearer, suppose we replace the universe with a jet-engine, and are then asked to explain it. Shall we account for it by mentioning its inventor Sir Frank Whittle? Or shall we follow Hawking: dismiss personal agency and explain the jet-engine by saying that it arose naturally by physical law!!!
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