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GOALS



GOALS

Human Dimension of Formation

Imago Dei - other thoughts in the Market Place of 
ideas.   How is man different than the animals?

Implications of a Godless Theology - family / society

Basic Presumptions of Atheists



GOALS

Spiritual Dimension of Formation

Reinforcement of need for Spiritual Growth

Effect Atheist agenda has on morality.  

Reconciling personal spiritual values in an increasingly 
secular environment.  Discrimination due to Faith.



GOALS

Intellectual Dimension of Formation

Develop informed Apologetics in dealing with Atheists

Develop Logical Arguments.  Faith and Reason.  Faith is 
not crutch to compensate for a lack of control.

Defense and Application of Faith in discussions



GOALS

Pastoral Dimension of Formation

Loving Response to traditional and non-traditional 
challenges to faith. 

Non-threatening Engagement

Opportunities for Dialogue



Chapter 1
A Tale of Two World Views



Topics

New Atheism - Threat to 
Society

On the Offensive

Creation Stories

Christian v. Naturalist

Unenlightened v. New



New Atheism - Threat

Atheism v. Agnostic  (p.13M)

10% of US  -  30 Million     (How many Catholics?)

Where do they work? 

93% National Academy of Sciences  (p.16T)

Are they homogeneous - in their other beliefs?

Militant Atheism (p.12B)



On the Offensive

Disproportionate affect on the young  (p.16T)

Kindergarten through University

Naturalism - Self-evident truth - just assumed  (p.16-17)

Johnson quote*  (p. 16B-17T).

Indoctrination - That God does not exist is 
presupposed  (p. 17B)



Creation Stories - Christian

Why am I here?

Where am I going?

What is the purpose of my being?

Created in God’s image  (p.24) — come back to this

Macro Story that provides context for Micro  (p.21B)



Creation Stories - Naturalist

In the beginning was the natural universe - matter and 
energy, and nothing more.   (p. 25T)

evolution - random within universe

all is natural - matter and energy

religions* - invented for those who want more (p. 26T)

Science proves that all is natural (p. 27 M&B)



Unenlightened v. New

Uneducated believer - denies naturalism  (p.30T)

Bering quote* - We bravely favor truth …  (p. 30M)

Harm of teaching Religion to the young - No creation 
stories in school.   Get Christianity out of schools, holidays 
and the like.   (Happy Holidays)

But if God does exist, then atheism is harmful to 
children!



Imago  Dei
Man  is  created  in  the  image  of  God



A little ...  Philosophy

✤ Thomas Aquinas - (1225–1274)  
  A  Dominican  Saint,  Theologian  and 
Philosopher.    Aquinas  was  convinced of 
the  goodness   of  all  creation  and 
its participation in the goodness of God’s 
own self.  
     Called  “the  angelic  doctor”  for  his 
brilliant synthesis of faith and reason, he is 
among  the   greatest  teachers  of  the 
whole  church.   His best  known work, the 
Summa  Theologica  remains  a  must  read 
for students of Theology.   
                                            (Feast -January 28)
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Let us visit:

✤ Faith
✤ Hope
✤ Love
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✤   The initiative belongs to God in the order of 
Grace.   
  God is the prime mover in the initial grace of 
forgiveness and justification.    

✤   We respond to this revelation appropriating 
that sanctifying grace through faith. 

✤ “The act of faith is a human act, that is, an 
act of the intellect of a person –prompted 
by the will, moved by God.“     
Compendium of the CCC.  Q.28   Cardinal Ratzinger

ACT OF FAITH

GOD initiates
WE  respond    
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  1 Cor 13:13

“And now faith, hope, 
and love remain, these 
three;  but the greatest 

of these is love.“

FAITH   LOVE   HOPE



SIN

Opting out of  
God's plan

Objective Morality
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Mortal Sins - per se

✤ 10 Commandments - Decalogue 

✤ Exodus 20: 2-17

✤ Jesus Lists 

✤ Mat 25: 31-46

✤ Pauline Lists: 

✤ Gal 5:19-21;   1 Cor 6: 9-10



Serious Vices

✤ SEVEN deadly Sins
✤ Sloth
✤ Wrath
✤ Gluttony
✤ Envy
✤ Greed
✤ Pride
✤ Lust



Natural  Law

✤ That sense of right and 
wrong, written in our hearts.   
   (objective morality)

✤ An appeal to a law everyone 
understands
✤ I was here first
✤ Picking on someone
✤ heroism - Human value > 

animals
✤ Murder / Adultery



Living in Faith, Hope and Love:

We adhere to a revealed morality - as stated in the 
Scriptures

Yet we know all humans, (believers and not) are subject to:

Natural morality - inscribed in the order of Creation.

Romans 2:14-16 (God’s plan affecting non-believers)

God’s Plan



“Doubt”
A common 

problem

A
Dialogue Starter

founded
on increasing desire.



Chapter 2
A  Solution  to  the  Delusion



Topics

A good offense

Presuppositional analysis

Creation reveals Creator

Convincing Facts

Atheism’s Folly - 
Understanding Atheists



A Good Offense

Vigorously defends the truth of God’s Existence

Vigorously exposes the lie of atheistic naturalism

But “A mind convinced against its will, is of the same 
opinion still.”    (Recall - God draws on the desire).

Yet, there is a need to properly form the intellect.



A Good Offense

Christians have accepted the inferior role of defending.

I have never seen God.   (p. 37B)

Best Offense - Demonstrate that only the 
Christian view matches the most basic 
aspects of human experience. 



Presuppositions

This is a tried and reliable method of making an argument

Discover the presuppositions (foundational premises or 
assumptions) that the other person uses to mount their 
argument.

condicio sine qua non

Show these presuppositions to be false

The other person’s argument falls down like a 
building without a foundation.



Presuppositions

Our argument seeks to demonstrate:  (p. 39T)

Naturalist world view does not make sense

Belief in something that does not make sense is 
irrational.

Christian world view makes sense



Presuppositions

The Atheist view makes no sense of:

the existence of right and wrong

the possibility of knowledge

a belief in human dignity

freedom of choice

human personality



Presuppositions

Presuppositional approach  (p. 40M)

We show the requirement for God, by 
demonstrating the ‘impossibility of the contrary.’

reductio ad absurdum - take the claim back 
into its presuppositions and see that this requires 
an absurd premise for the conclusion to be true.



Creation Reveals a Creator

From Scripture we can glean three premises for what we 
see in creation:   (P. 41 & 42T)    
These are our pre-suppositions:

God exists;

God created the cosmos and everything in it;

The cosmos and everything in it, points to the 
existence of God.

Any religion - (non-Christian belief in God), asserts likewise



Creation Reveals a Creator

Underlying Christian premise

The Order in the Cosmos, testifies to an intelligent 
Creator.

We don’t find extremely complex items, being 
fashioned by mere chance.

A pocket watch, testifies to a watchmaker   
(a Boeing 747 to a designer)  — cf Ne 9:6  



Underlying Christian premise  
(Christopher Hitchens book p.42B-43B) 

Book testifies to its author, and the 
author’s nature, character and 
personality

Contrast - formed by explosion at a 
book factory

Product of extremely long, random 
process of molecules forming, 
combining, dissolving endlessly 



Creation Reveals a Creator

Catechism 295

God created according to His wisdom

Creation proceeds from God’s free will

Creatures to share in his being, wisdom and goodness. 

If God did not exist, the cosmos is irretrievably 
unintelligible, like an attempted book with no author.



Convincing  Facts

Avoid defending Christianity on the basis of the 
miraculous, or the supernatural  (p. 45B).

Defend on the basis of the natural.  Psalm 19: 1-3   
(Rom 1:18-20 p. 47M)

Green grass

Music, a sense of humor,  seeing the ocean.

the wonder in a child discovering something new.



Convincing  Facts

Romans 1:18-20 -  “The wrath of God is being revealed 
from heaven against all the godlessness and wickedness 
of people, who suppress the truth by their 
wickedness, since what may be known about God is 
evident within them, because God has made it evident to 
them.   For since the creation of the world God’s invisible 
qualities—his eternal power and divine nature—have 
been clearly seen, being understood from what has been 
made, so that people are without excuse.”



Convincing  Facts

The Atheist ‘knows’ and is ‘without excuse.’

This is not an argument to convince the atheist - that 
he  already ‘knows’ and is somehow hypocritical.      

It is for us, who believe in Scripture as the infallible 
word of God, that we may know, that in the depth of 
his heart, the atheist knows.



Convincing  Facts

If the Atheist is without excuse, then he must suppress 
the abundance of evidence.  ( p. 48T)

Intentional suppression of truth is uncomfortable.

complicated by the fact, that man - even the atheist 
himself - reflects the image and likeness of 
God - which is far more than just matter.  (p. 48B)

He cannot escape what his own being testifies.



Atheism’s  Folly

Psalm 14:1:  “The fool says in his heart:  “There is no God.”

Foolishness - by definition would be:

A person created by God,

whose being testifies there is a God,

who lives in a universe that testifies there is a God,

who in his heart knows there is a God,  yet says …



Understanding  Atheists

The Gravity denial example. (p. 50B-51B)

Tension - The man claims there is no 
gravity, but must live in a world where 
gravity exists.

He is forced to live different than he 
believes, because what he believes is 
not true.

Hindu dilemma - nothing is real.



Understanding  Atheists

This may explain

why modern Atheists - place all their trust in science 
as proof that there is no God, but avoid all the life 
experiences and evidence to the contrary …

… are so militant and angry with people who 
openly profess their belief in God.   (p. 53)

Remove that cross, get rid of that religious monument …



Understanding  Atheists

Lets assume that an Atheist, down deep,  
    wishes to escape his dilemma:  His life of contradiction.

Tug at that desire.   Remember God acts on the Will  
                                              then on the Intellect.



Understanding  Atheists

Two things you know when you sit down with an Atheist to 
share a cup of coffee.   (P. 52M)

First.  He is deluding himself.  He knows God exists.

Second.  His worldview is incapable of allowing him to 
make sense of his experience in the real world.

Even his ability to say,  “There is no God, its a Delusion”  
                                proves the opposite.



Chapter 3
the Death of Right and Wrong



Topics

Naturalism’s Fundamental Flaw

Rules of Fair Play  
Conventions or Standards

The Standard of Goodness

Materialist Morality?

Atheist moral dilemma



Naturalism’s Fundamental Flaw

Naturalism Definition* - Encyclopedia of Philosophy   
(P. 57B-58T)

Naturalism is … defined as repudiating the view that 
there exists or could exist any entities or events which lie, 
in principle, beyond the scope of scientific explanation.

The entire knowable universe is composed of natural 
objects, that come into and pass out of existence in 
consequence to natural causes.



Naturalism’s Fundamental Flaw

Materialism Definition* - Webster Dict.  (p. 58M)

A theory that physical matter is the only or fundamental 
reality and that all being and processes and phenomena 
can be explained as manifestations or results of matter.

Encyclopedia of Philosophy (p. 58B-59T)

adds … Therefore, there are no incorporeal souls or 
spirits, no principalities or power, angels or devils, no 
gods…



Naturalism’s Fundamental Flaw

Twofold Fundamental Flaw:

The Naturalist worldview does not account or make 
sense of our experiences as human beings.  (p. 56B)

The Naturalist therefore must live as those the 
Christian theistic worldview is true, while denying God’s 
existence.  (p. 57M)



Rules of Fair Play

Read  

(p. 60B-61)



Rules of Fair Play

Rules that are not just a 
commentary on behavior 
that displeases, 

but an appeal to a 
standard, one expects the 
other to know about.



Rules of Fair Play

Generally, no one argues 
the rule or standard does 
not exist

Rather, that the conduct is 
not against the standard, 
or that there is a special 
excuse - an exception 
excusing its violation.



Rules of Fair Play

Apart from a known 
standard, men could not 
quarrel.

No sense in doing so, if 
there is no agreement as 
to what is right or wrong.



Conventions or Standards

Atheist response to “higher law of morality”

Right or Wrong - cultural norms, or societal conventions 
that have evolved over time.

Moral differences from culture to culture, proves that 
point - that there is no absolute right or wrong.



Conventions or Standards

On the surface, seems 
plausible

Multiple examples of 
diverse conduct  (p. 63)

Who are we to judge, but 
then the unexplainable …



Conventions or Standards

The professor when confronted with the logical conclusion 
of his belief - could not accept Hitler’s conduct not being 
wrong.  (p. 64M)

How can anyone ever say one cultural convention is 
superior to another.   How can we say it has ‘evolved’ into 
something better.

Nazi v. Jewish synagogue;   Sept 11 - how can we 
judge?



Conventions or Standards

Natural Law - engraved by God in the Heart

enables man to discern by reason the good and the 
evil, the truth and the lie.

Appeals to an engraved ‘intellect.’

(p. 66-67)          CCC 1954, 1956, 1959, 2072

Natural  Law



Natural Law - is therefore Universal

Provides a foundation for man to make moral 
decisions

Are fundamentally immutable, as they oblige a 
particular morality.   (Ex.:  10 Commandments)

Natural  Law



Natural Law - fits the Christian view  (p. 67MB)

It explains its existence and why we all know of it

Shows us the nature of God.

Given we are created in the image and likeness of 
God, imparted in us as self-evident because of who 
we are.

Natural  Law



The Standard of Goodness

God is good - Mk 10:18

St Thomas - God is the perfection of goodness.

God is the reference by which all goodness is 
measured.  (p.68 generally)

Crooked lines

perfect circle



The Standard of Goodness

What is right - is a reflection the divine 
will.

This is not an arbitrary determination.

We define right, as what is in accord with 
the divine nature and moral character of 
God.

How would RIGHT be different, 
if Satan was God?



The Standard of Goodness

“That instinct you feel to love what is good and be 
repelled by what is bad is natural …  It’s God-given 
because God is good.”   (p. 69M)

Within each of us, we have a reference to what is good 
and what is bad.   

What do we call this reference?   (CCC 1776)



The Standard of Goodness

“That instinct you feel to love what is good and be 
repelled by what is bad is natural …  It’s God-given 
because God is good.”   (p. 69M)

Within each of us, we have a reference to what is good 
and what is bad.   

What do we call this reference?   (CCC 1776)

1776 "Deep within his conscience man discovers a 
law which he has not laid upon himself but which he 
must obey. Its voice, ever calling him to love and to 
do what is good and to avoid evil, sounds in his 
heart at the right moment. .  .  . For man has in his 
heart a law inscribed by God. . . . His conscience is 
man's most secret core and his sanctuary. There he 
is alone with God whose voice echoes in his 
depths."



The Standard of Goodness

“That instinct you feel to love what is good and be 
repelled by what is bad is natural …  It’s God-given 
because God is good.”   (p. 69M)

Within each of us, we have a reference to what is good 
and what is bad.   

What do we call this reference?   (CCC 1776)

Is our conscience always correct?

1776 "Deep within his conscience man discovers a 
law which he has not laid upon himself but which he 
must obey. Its voice, ever calling him to love and to 
do what is good and to avoid evil, sounds in his 
heart at the right moment. .  .  . For man has in his 
heart a law inscribed by God. . . . His conscience is 
man's most secret core and his sanctuary. There he 
is alone with God whose voice echoes in his 
depths."



St Thomas - ‘the proper object of the human intellect is the 
truth, and the proper object of the human will is the good.’

Graphic – I & L expanded
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St Thomas - ‘the proper object of the human intellect is the 
truth, and the proper object of the human will is the good.’

Graphic – I & L expanded

Notion of 
Truth

Happiness  
Good

Rational 

Knowledge

Desire

INTELLECT

WILL



The Standard of Goodness

Bottom Line:

The Christian theistic view can account for:

Real existence of a moral law

The Universality of such a law   (p. 70T)



Materialist Morality?

Assuming there was not a supernatural force for 
good - or a supernatural force for bad - and the 
only force at work was matter and energy …

… What would our moral laws look like?

Would these laws, if any,  be universal?

Can evolution engrave in my heart - a binding law 
which I am obliged to follow?



If the only things that are real, must material, and be 
provable by science …  what does this say of the ability 
for something to be right or wrong?

Is a tree, which is a tree, able to be right or wrong?

How much does right weigh?

Could a chemist make truth in a lab or measure it?  
What about a lie detector …

Materialist  Morality?



Could right and wrong be properties of this universe 
that are non-material, but real?   (p. 71B-72T)

For a believer, no problem - We believe in non-
material possibilities, such as angels and God and the 
like.

For the atheist, big problem, if non-material things 
such as morality don’t really exist - there is no basis 
to condemn lying, thievery or murder

Materialist  Morality?



Atheist moral dilemma

We all say:  Kindness is a virtue 

if true, one must accept a worldview that makes 
both kindness and virtues, possible - such that one 
can say when they are present or not in a situation.

Only their existence, makes their discussion possible.



Atheist moral dilemma

Atheists must confront the existence of the moral law

If there is none - then if by convention or preference, 
these are inherently subjective.   (p. 74T&B)

“Murder isn't wrong.   We simply prohibit it because 
we together express a preference to not wanting to 
be killed.”

Yet, we universally rebel against a malicious person.



Atheist moral dilemma
Naturalism’s natural implications:

right and wrong have no real existence, - no objective 
standard.

Personal moral standards are relative and subjective

Each is left to decide what is “right or wrong” for 
themselves.

No one has the moral authority to tell anyone that their actions 
might be wrong.



Chapter 4
the Bitter Fruit of Atheist Amorality



Topics

Nietszche, and his devoted 
disciple

Deadly Demagogues

Good Atheists, Bad Christians

Evil and Existence of God



Nietszche
Father of modern Atheism

Wrote during the late 19th Cent.

Believed rejection of God, led not 
only to the relativity of the moral 
law, but also to the death of the 
moral law.

“God is Dead.”



Nietszche

The “good news” of Nietszche’s philosophical thought 
was the discovery that “God is dead.”

Man is free of the enslaving bonds of Christian 
morality

… because morality:  What is good and what is evil, is 
also dead.



Nietszche
Man is like a - rope - stretched between Animal and 
Superman.

Those who don’t know that God is dead are ‘despisers 
of life’  ‘decaying ones’  ‘poisoned ones.’

Now that the shackles of religion, belief in God, and 
morality have been removed,  man is free to use 
his intellect and ‘will’ to create his new 
world - any world he likes.   (p. 79M)



Nietszche

Christianity must be ruthlessly destroyed - to 
make way for a race of supermen …    (p. 79B)

We need to make no mistake 
about this.  Christians stand in the 
way of the Naturalist worldview.



Nietszche

(p. 79B)   -   If God is dead, then with that demise, 
comes the death of any moral law.  

No God means - no right and no wrong.

This concept launched in Germany - advanced by 
intellectuals in the early 1900s - found a willing ear,  
in just two decades in Munich - Adolf Hitler joined 
the Nazi Party.



Hitler’s supermen - were the Aryan race.   Germanic in 
origin and destined to rule a ‘new’ world.

Nietszche’s concept of the “will to power” became a Nazi 
recruiting slogan

Movie  “Triumph of the Will”  made by the 
Nazis in 1934 after taking power is absolutely 
Nietszchen

Nietszche’s  devoted  disciple



Nietszche’s comment:  “man is free to use his 
intellect and ‘will’ to create his new world - any 
world he likes.”

Extermination of the mentally retarded, seniors, orphans

Extermination of Jews -as impediments to Aryan Supremacy

Extermination of Christians, when couched as political 
prisoners

Nietszche’s  devoted  disciple



Viktor Frankl, Jewish 
psychologist

 (1905 - 1997)

Highly recognized 
neurologist and psychiatrist 

Read page 82 
excerpt.

Death Camp Survivor



Joseph Stalin  (Russia - Soviet Union)

killed more people than any other 
person in history of the world

Mao Tse-Tung   (China)

killed over 70 million

Pol Pot - Cambodia  (Khmer Rouge)

killed over 33% of his people!

Deadly Demagogues



Good Atheists, 
Bad Christians

Are there Good Atheists?   
Are Atheists able to be good?

Are there Bad Christians?
Are Christians able to be bad?



When Hitler acted badly, and did what he did, he was 
being consistent with his worldview.  He was free to 
do as he wished because in his worldview - he is not evil.

When an Atheist acts well, he does so precisely because 
he is created in the image and likeness of God, 
which he demonstrates by living as a good person, 
despite his atheistic worldview.     (p. 87M).

Good Atheists, Bad Christians



When Christians have acted badly, and murdered or 
sinned badly, they were being inconsistent with their 
theistic worldview. 

When a Christian acts well, he does so precisely because 
he is created in the image and likeness of God, 
which he demonstrates by living as a good person, 
consistent  with his God created worldview.    (p. 
87B).

Good Atheists, Bad Christians



Evil & Existence 
of God

If God is all-good and all-
powerful, how then - does 

He allow evil to exist.

The problem of Evil



Two fold approach:

First - it assumes that God could not or would not allow 
evil to exist, even for a limited time.

Second - the ‘problem of evil’ exists only for the atheist 
because only in a theistic view, it is even possible to exist

Evil & Existence of God

If God is all-good and all-powerful, how then does 
He allow evil to exist.



If God allows evil

What might be some reasons we, a believers,  
    would give?

Does the fact that evil exists, prove the non-
existence of God?

Evil & Existence of God
Though questions



Natural disasters  -  Our planet is both a crucible for life, 
and yet is also harsh on life.

Does God cause a typhoon that kills 1000s of people?

If He allows it, is God a watchmaker god, who is 
disengaged?

If engaged, what purpose does a natural disaster serve?

Evil & Existence of God
Though questions



Human caused disasters  -  Our planet is also full of 
people who kill, torture and otherwise cause evil

Does God cause a person to kill other people?

If He allows it, what might be the reason He does so?

Evil & Existence of God
Though questions



Natural disasters 

reveal an integrated universe that is subject to physical 
laws - orderly and responsive to these laws, such that 
supernatural intervention is the exception, not the rule.  

Helps us understand that diseases, undeserved as they 
might appear, and other maladies - are not punishment - 
but a reaffirmation that we are not in control.

Evil & Existence of God
Conclusions



Natural disasters 

reveal an integrated universe that is subject to physical 
laws - orderly and responsive to these laws, such that 
supernatural intervention is the exception, not the rule.  

Helps us understand that diseases, undeserved as they 
might appear, and other maladies - are not punishment - 
but a reaffirmation that we are not in control.

Evil & Existence of God
Conclusions

Matthew 5:44-46 and Luke 13:3-5 

God is teaching us to Love 



Human disasters 

reveal that Freedom of the Will (freedom of choice) to be 
real - necessarily includes that some people will choose evil 
while others choose good, each doing so while knowing the 
consequences that naturally flow from the action. 

For that Freedom to be real and not an illusion, 
supernatural intervention is the exception, not the rule.  

Evil & Existence of God
Conclusions



Human disasters 

reveal that Freedom of the Will (freedom of choice) to be 
real - necessarily includes that some people will choose evil 
while others choose good, each doing so while knowing the 
consequences that naturally flow from the action. 

For that Freedom to be real and not an illusion, 
supernatural intervention is the exception, not the rule.  

Evil & Existence of God
Conclusions

Romans 8:28 and Mt 25: 31-46 

God uses evil to teach us to 
love 



Two fold approach:

First - it assumes that God could not or would not allow 
evil to exist, even for a limited time.

Second - the ‘problem of evil’ exists only for the atheist 
because only in a theistic view, it is even possible to exist

Evil & Existence of God

If God is all-good and all-powerful, how then does 
He allow evil to exist.



Two fold approach:

First - it assumes that God could not or would not allow 
evil to exist, even for a limited time.

Second - the ‘problem of evil’ exists only for the atheist 
because only in a theistic view, it is even possible to exist

Evil & Existence of God

If God is all-good and all-powerful, how then does 
He allow evil to exist.



Evil - the ‘problem of evil’ exists only for the atheist because 
only in a theistic view, it is even possible to exist

If for the atheist, who is consistent with his belief system, 
there is no objective moral standard, as is the case in a 
naturalist worldview - does admitting to the existence of 
evil - inadvertently provide evidence of the existence of 
God?   (p. 90M).

Evil & Existence of God
Though questions for an Atheist



If there is no supreme standard, outside of ourselves - that 
declares an action is ‘good’ or ‘evil’ then everything just ‘is’ 
and there is no “problem of evil.”

Far from disproving the existence of God, the idea that 
somethings are evil - advances God’s very existence.

Evil & Existence of God
Though questions for an Atheist



The atheist may not like certain actions - but if God 
does not exist, the atheist has no higher basis than his own 
personal and private preferences for labeling any action 
as evil.

Nothing in the atheist world, can be ‘evil per se.”

Generally (p. 90B-91T)

Evil & Existence of God
Conclusion



The atheist must ASSUME the 
existence of God to be able to 
articulate a moral absolute that 
something is evil, to even pose the 
“problem of evil.”   (p.91M)

In scientific terms - we state that B 
exists,  but we know that B can only 
exist if A exists.   We then argue 
that even though B exists,  A simply 

does not exist.   

Evil & Existence of God

‘That would be 
 illogical,’ captain …



Two fold approach:

First - it assumes that God could not or would not allow 
evil to exist, even for a limited time.

Second - the ‘problem of evil’ exists only for the atheist 
because only in a theistic view, it is even possible to exist

Evil & Existence of God

If God is all-good and all-powerful, how then does 
He allow evil to exist.



Chapter 5
Arbitrary  Ethics  of  Atheism



Topics

Happiness - standard

Do no Harm - standard

Majority Rule - standard

The Experts - standard

Reason - standard

Life without God



Analysis - Template

1. Define the Atheist standard in light most favorable to Atheist

2. Look at the consequences of the Standard - Point out that 
the standard is arbitrary and inconsistent with the 
materialist point of view:

A. Arbitrary in that it is a personal preference; and

B. Inconsistent because it has no basis for being 
binding on others.

3. Finally, that only in the God view - does objective 
morality make sense!



Happiness

We can figure out for ourselves how to make good, 
and ethical decisions.

Just ask the simple question:  What will bring the 
greatest happiness to the greatest number of 
people?  What choice will result in the greatest 
amount of happiness?



Happiness

Happiness standards vary from person to person.

Our worldview determines our values, and 
therefore where happiness can be found.

Happiness of the individual has to be subordinated to the 
happiness of a group  (Who decides?  Who is the group 
that must be considered?)

Infanticide - Dr Karl Brandt v. Peter Singer  (p. 95-96)



Do NO Harm

We are guided by a principle of co-existence.  
Something is ethical to be done, so long as it does not 
harm anyone else.   

If you don’t like to my conduct, that is your choice - I 
respect that and I don’t tell you what to do.   So please 
don’t impose your moral standards on me, because as 
long as what I am doing is not hurting anyone else,  I 
should be permitted to do it.



Do NO Harm

This is the primary argument for sexual liberation 
between consenting adults.

Does the ‘do no harm’ standard exist in nature?

Does not the naturalist view support survival of the 
fittest, even as it might pray on the weakest?  Why 
should the strong refrain from injuring the weak?

 Should the weakest reproduce?



Majority  Rule

If the majority find it acceptable, then it must be 
morally correct for the group being governed by it.  This 
is akin to a social contract for a civilization.

As we evolve and things change, the will of the majority 
will react to the changes and develop or refine a new 
moral code that reflects the new change.  This is 
exactly what we have seen historically in civilizations.



Majority  Rule

There would be no absolute binding morality, as what 
is right or wrong changes with opinion.

The law would only contain present opinion.

Murder might not become wrong - Abortion and/or 
Holocaust example.  Both were legal when practiced.

Martin Luther King once said:  “Morality cannot be 
legislated, but behavior can be regulated.”



The  Experts

The average person is just not qualified to decide these 
matters in a universe, in which moral laws are 
essentially ours to create.   We must let the experts in 
science, medicine, law, and education work out our 
ethical standards for us.

The needs of society and human rights can be best 
balanced by educated experts in their fields, so that all 
the interests are balanced and well considered.



Boards of Doctors, would develop and regulate medical 
ethics.   Standard of care for doctors would include 
morning after pills, for Psychologists it includes no gender 
preference therapy, etc…

Experts have opinions based on their expertise.   These 
are formed based on the values of their world view.  What 
is right and useful - Post-birth abortions, euthanasia.

(p. 110B)  Engineered children.  Who can procreate? 

The  Experts



Still have to determine what is the standard to be used, 
in making expert decisions?

Happiness, No harm, or Majority view - what is the 
standard by which Experts will make 
recommendations.   

Being an expert in a field is not sufficient to create 
a moral standard based on scientific expertise.

The  Experts



Reason

The most seductive standard:

We don’t need to believe in God in order to have 
morality.  

We can determine what is right and wrong by using 
our minds to think things through.  Reason and 
common sense can be our guide in morality, just as it is 
our guide in everything else we do.



Reason
Reason can provide a set of moral laws that are 
universal - such as the need to keep promises, tell the 
truth, be kind to others in need …   (Kant p. 113B)

“If we want to be treated with respect, it is reasonable 
that we should treat others with respect and 
dignity.”  (Nielsen p.114M).

“Justice hardly requires God.”  (p. 114B)   
[Justice is a Cardinal Virtue].



Reason

Example - All know by reason that we should not 
torture children.  Justice informs us.  (Nielsen p. 114B)

Must ask - On what basis, what foundation, could a 
person make such affirmations.   Are these simply, 
not a person’s personal preferences?

Ultimately, since not objective - its a preference.



Reason

Believers in God can ultimately say:

The reason an atheist can reason as to right and 
wrong, is precisely because God has written in his 
heart - His natural law.     As such, the atheist can 
reason as to what is right and wrong because he 
was created in His image and likeness.

Illogically, the atheist denies the very source of 
reason he claims to have.



Life without God

The atheist view - when fully thought through will 
NEVER impose on anyone a MORAL OBLIGATION to 
act a certain way that is binding.

It can not, because in the naturalist view - the only 
operative forces are evolutionary which scream for a 
survival of the fittest, a greater perfection of the species, 
and a disregard for all that might oppose it.   In short, it 
screams for a return to uncivilized behavior at its core.



Life without God

A purposeless life - devoid of God and an afterlife, creates a 
vacuum of morality.  Its all meaningless!

Utility and advancement of a particular person is all 
that should occupy that person’s judgment.

Why not cheat on a test if that will get you ahead?

Yet, he KNOWS its wrong and therefore 
must live in tension between his actions and 
reason.



Life without God

Remember what St Paul said in Rom 1:18-20:

The Atheist knows that what he believes is wrong

His core beliefs and what Reason really tells him, are 
in conflict within himself. 

Therefore, he lives in Tension!



A  proof  of  God
An  argument  !om  Contingency



The Contingency 
Argument
Is the existence 

of God 
knowable?



The Contingency 
Argument
Is the existence 

of God 
knowable?

Apart !om faith - by 
reason alone?



The Contingency Argument

Is the existence of God knowable?

Thomas Aquinas developed the proof 
from Contingency nearly 800 years 
ago.   This is one of his 5 proofs for 
God’s existence.

It is still the strongest argument 
against Atheists today.



The Contingency Argument

Is the existence of God knowable?

Thomas Aquinas developed the proof 
from Contingency nearly 800 years 
ago.   This is one of his 5 proofs for 
God’s existence.

It is still the strongest argument 
against Atheists today.

Everyone should see this at least once,  
even if difficult to fully understand



The Contingency Argument

Contingent beings are those being that only exist 
under particular conditions.  They don't have to exist, and 
they don't always exist.  Rather, they come into existence 
under particular conditions, and require certain 
conditions to continue to exist.   Humanity, for example, 
requires air, water, carbon, and a whole host of other 
things.  If any of these variables ceased to exist, so would 
we.   In other words, contingent beings are things that 
could not-be.   They exist, but only because certain 
conditions are met.



The Contingency Argument

Necessary beings are the opposite. 

They exist necessarily.  Or, using a double negative, 
‘necessary beings’ couldn't not-be.  If there were some 
set of circumstances in which these beings could cease 
to exist, then their existence would be contingent.  

This means that necessary beings aren't capable of 
generation or corruption (that is -of being born or dying).



The Contingency Argument

Step 1:   We see in the world some things that can be 
and not-be.  

In other words, we see contingent things all around us.   
We see birth and death, both in the literal sense for 
organic matter, and in the metaphorical sense:  we see 
galaxies come into, and go out of existence, for example.

This should raise a question:  Why is there something, 
rather than nothing?   After all,  it seems that everything 
we see,  could not-be. 



The Contingency Argument

Step 2:  Everything contingent has some other cause for 
its being. 

Under particular circumstances, a tree will exist.  But if 
those conditions aren't there, the tree will never come into 
existence;  or, if it already exists, it'll go out of existence.   

If the soil temperature increased a thousand degrees, a 
tree would blink out of existence.  This means that the 
tree isn't the cause of its own being.  If it were, it could 
never not-be, and would exist necessarily, not contingently.



The Contingency Argument

This point isn't limited to trees. 

It's true of every contingent 
being, including humans, 
everything in the cosmos, etc. 

So if we decided that X is a 
contingent being,  it will be 
because some conditions 
(Y) must exist for X to exist.



The Contingency Argument

Step 3: This can't go on infinitely.  

If X requires Y to exist,  
      and Y requires Z to exist,  
            you can't just draw that chain out infinitely. 

At some point, you must arrive at something that 
does exist, and isn't dependent upon something else for 
its existence.



The Contingency Argument

Conclusion No.1:  There must be something necessary. 

If there's nothing necessary, you end up with the logically-
impossible infinite regress described in step 3. 

So there must be something that can’t - not exist.  
At least ONE thing that must exist, that starts the chain.

Some atheists may sometimes object at this point that this 
doesn't prove God exists.   TRUE.   That thing could be God, or 
gods, or angels, or matter, or mathematical laws, laws of 
physics, etc. … or more than one of these things.



The Contingency Argument

We have already created a problem for Atheists!

Many of the popular atheistic cosmologies actually fail to 
clear this first hurdle:    

they assume a universe in which everything comes 
about under the right conditions, but don't have 
anyway of accounting for those conditions.



The Contingency Argument

Conclusion No. 2:   

A necessary being/thing has to exist who has its 
necessity through itself and only itself, so that it could 
potentially be the cause of a contingent being. 

Recall, - If it needed something else to exist, it would 
contingent instead.



The Contingency Argument

Conclusion No. 2:   

A necessary being/thing has to exist who has its 
necessity through itself and only itself, so that it could 
potentially be the cause of a contingent being. 

Recall, - If it needed something else to exist, it would 
contingent instead.

What does logic tell us about this 
necessary being?



The Contingency Argument

Nothing contingent could ever come to exist, if 
this necessary being did not exist 

We can logically conclude that if a necessary being is 
logically required, then all the contingent things that 
exist, or have their being, must flow from this 
necessary Being or necessary Something.



The Contingency Argument

If this necessary being somehow ceased to exist, 
then all contingent things would also cease to exist 

All contingent realities, depend, either directly or 
indirectly, on this Something to exist. 

In other words, if this Something didn't exist, 
everything would instantly blink out of existence.



The Contingency Argument

This Something is an Unlimited Being  

This is clearly implicit, but let’s draw it out explicitly. 

When we're talking about Something that exists 
necessarily,  and isn't determined by anything else,  
we're talking about Something whose being is 
necessarily limitless. 

(If its being were limited by some external cause, 
where could that cause have come from?)



The Contingency Argument

This Something is what we call “God”  

We have arrived at the existence of a Something that 
exists by definition,  

and exists as “pure Being” and as an “unlimited Being.”  

And that's the best definition of God from reason alone.



The Contingency Argument

Note how God reveals Himself in Scripture

God Himself tells us more of  Who He Is, when He 
reveals his name:

in Exodus 3:14,  He calls himself   
     YHWH,    “I AM WHO AM.”

God simply IS

Amazing 3200 yr old revelation.



The Contingency Argument

Note how God reveals Himself in Scripture

God Himself tells us more of  Who He Is, when He 
reveals his name:

in Exodus 3:14,  He calls himself   
     YHWH,    “I AM WHO AM.”

God simply IS

Amazing 3200 yr old revelation.

God’s revelation to Moses of who He is
matches exactly the definition we reach

using reason alone!



Chapter 6
Atheism  Eliminates  Knowledge



Topics

The miracle of the Mind

Can Matter Think?

How can we trust our minds?

Non-Answers to mind questions

Godless Contradiction



Miracle of the Mind

With our mind we:

reason, desire, dream, remember, intend, wonder, 
believe, love, deceive, doubt, create humor, and the 
develop and use language to communicate with 
another.   (p 130B).

How can these things exist in a material-only world?

How can individual consciousness arise in matter?



Stephen  Hawking

Born 1942 - afflicted with  
Lou Gehrig’s disease at age 21.

theoretical physicist, cosmologist, 
and author, died March 2018.

Lucasian Professor at University of 
Cambridge, the chair held by Sir 
Isaac Newton in 1663.

Computer viruses new form of life



Can Matter Think?

Stephen Hawking writes books.

He obviously believes knowledge is possible.

He assumes the reliability of his own thought processes 
as to how the physical universe came to be, and draws 
conclusions from his study.

If he did not believe knowledge was possible, or that 
his thoughts could be reliable, why write them down!



Can Matter Think?
If what can be known  (knowledge) and truth (reality) 
are relative to each person - then who cares what 
anyone else “knows” or ‘believes to be true?’  (p. 134T)

In the Theistic worldview - knowledge and truth exist as 
objective realities, apart from perceptions or thoughts 
that people might randomly have.

The laws of Morality reflect the character of God, and 
the laws of Logic reflect the mind (thinking) of God



Can Matter Think?

Stephen Hawkins believes 
that his mind is the product 
of an unthinking material-
only universe.   

How can the mind work 
in a material world, where 
there is no God?



Can Matter Think?

Francis Crick (1916-2004) 
discovered the structure of DNA

“You …your joys, ambitions, 
memories … sense of personal 
identity … are in fact no 
more than the behavior of a 
vast assembly of nerve cells, 
and their associated molecules.”



Can Matter Think?

Our mind is no more than the product of brain 
chemistry!   (p. 137B).

chemical processes within our body, nothing more

Pierre Cabanis:  “ The human brain produces thoughts 
and ideas, much the same as the stomach and bowels 
produce digestion.”   (p 138 M)



Trusting our Minds

How then can we know that nerve cells, chemical 
reactions, — as brain excretions, can produce thoughts 
that we can trust?

If the mind is just brain tissue, and thoughts and ideas 
are just electrochemical processes in the brain — 
would not our thoughts and ideas be ‘determined’ by 
those processes?



Trusting our Minds

How could there be freedom of thought?

How can I be free to think, if chemical processes are 
at work and they determine what I think?

How could I choose what to think?

Yet, we know that we make thousands of choices 
everyday, being free to think things through.



Trusting our Minds

Could we ever prosecute criminals - whose chemical 
activities in the brain, produce the thoughts that 
precede the committing of crimes?

How could anyone be held responsible?

Theists have no such problem.  We understand having 
been created in the image and likeness of God, it is 
reasonable that we have a mind that can reliably 
process thoughts and actions.



Trusting our Minds

In contrast the Atheistic view can not stand

No reason to debate an Atheist on the issue, either, 
because what would be the point of two persons 
simply articulating what the collection of two brains 
are excreting as various chemicals in various 
quantities or combinations.   (p. 141B)



Trusting our Minds
An atheist, to be consistent with his world view, would 
not want to do anything other than shrug his shoulders 
and say nothing when a Christian declares his belief in 
God.    (p. 142 T).

The Christian is simply proclaiming the belief that 
the chemical reactions in his brain, seem to be 
telling him to belief.   

It is the Christian’s only reality!



Laws  of  Logic

Laws of Logic are not 
made up of Matter 

Yet, Laws of Logic 
exist

(p. 142B - 147M)



Logic  Summary

The laws of logic are abstract, non-material laws.

We can deduce proofs, for instance, precisely 
because they are real, trustworthy and exist.

    If (a) All crows are black,  
    If (b) this bird is a crow,  
then (c) we must conclude:  
            this bird is black



Logic  Summary

Logical Arguments (those that follow the laws of 
logic) are persuasive. 

The power of Logic, is that it can reveal truth.

An Idea - which might be tested against the laws of 
logic - is also purely immaterial and abstract in its 
very nature.     As such an abstract immaterial Idea 
can be tested against an abstract immaterial Law.



Atheist  dilemma

What happens when an 
atheist, who insists that the 
only things that exist are 
natural, material objects - 
then tries to account for 
the existence of immaterial 
things such as knowledge, 
ideas and logic?

(p. 146-147)Richard Dawkins



If he admits that immaterial things such as the ‘laws of 
logic’ exist - then:

He admits his world view is false

Opens the door to the existence of other immaterial 
things such as God

This, of course, he can not do - all the while admitting 
that the laws of Logic exist and must be obeyed.

Atheist  dilemma



If he denies that immaterial things such as the ‘laws of 
logic’ and ‘knowledge’ exist - then:

He is being consistent by adhering to his world view, 
even though it is leading to an absurd result

He is being inconsistent, by asking you to agree and 
accept his position.

This inconsistency flows from the fact he as a ‘material 
only being’ has no way to transfer the product of his brain 
excretions into your brain as your own chemical reactions!

Atheist  dilemma



So how does a ‘purist’ atheist to deal with this?

Many because they deny the existence of anything that 
is immaterial, will go as far as saying that anything that 
is immaterial is simply an illusion.    (p. 150M).  
(This is very similar to Eastern Religious thought except 
there, all in the material world is an illusion)

In reality the atheist actually lives in a God created 
world where he can know, think, have ideas - which 
include denying their immaterial existence.

Atheist  dilemma



So how does a ‘purist’ atheist to deal with this?

Many because they deny the existence of anything that 
is immaterial, will go as far as saying that anything that 
is immaterial is simply an illusion.    (p. 150M).  
(This is very similar to Eastern Religious thought except 
there, all in the material world is an illusion)

In reality the atheist actually lives in a God created 
world where he can know, think, have ideas - which 
include denying their immaterial existence.

Atheist  dilemma

Rene Descartes:

Cogito, ergo sum

I think, therefore I am.



Non-Answers to the Mind
John Searle - (professor Philosophy at UC 
Berkeley)    Our Mind is an accident of 
evolution - surplus of neurons.  (p. 152M).  

“All we can do is trust our minds, even if 
we can’t understand why and how.   After 
all our minds seem to work okay.”  

This is actually a big deal, as our brain is 
much bigger than evolution could 
account for.       The fact our minds 
work says nothing about the truth of 
naturalism.   Perhaps God created the mind 
to work John Searle



Atheist Argument:   Christians say there is no 
reason to trust our minds in a naturalist view.  Yet, 
millions of naturalists think rationally in every field of 
science.   The results demonstrate that our minds are 
reliable!

Christian response:  True, but the naturalist view 
cannot account for the reliability of the mind, nor the 
success of science.   If our thoughts are “mere 
excretions of the brain” we have no reason to trust 
them and knowledge is impossible.   (p. 153)

Non-Answers to the Mind



Non-Answers to the Mind

Stephen Hawkins - Natural selection 
rewarded the creatures that could think 
better, and our minds evolved reliably 
through trial and error.   (p. 154 TM).

Phillip Johnson (retired UC Berkeley 
law professor) appropriately describes 
Hawkins theory as circular.  (p 155T).

“The theory that is the product of the 
mind, can never adequately explain 
the mind that produced the theory.”  

Phillip E Johnson



Godless  Contradiction



Godless  Contradiction

THE  TENSION  

What the atheist is stuck saying must be true

  constrasted with

What the atheist knows to be true.



Godless  Contradiction

THE  TENSION  

The atheists wants to believe that there are laws of 
logic, that can prove his world view, yet knows that 
these laws are immaterial and therefore prove the 
opposite of his material-only world view.

The evidence that his world view is wrong is all about 
him, yet he is so married to his naturalist, material-only 
world that he must ignore the evidence against it.



Chapter 7
Hypocrisy of Atheism



Topics

Death of  Transcendent Values

 Objective Morality?

Inherent Value of Man

Human Rights



Objective Morality?

Atheist - James Rachels* - quote (p. 161T)

ethics notion is illusory*  (p. 163M)

lack of objective difference in conduct  (p 163T)

Atheists can’t live the way they believe.   They take the 
“best of both” from their point of view

plagiarize an atheist author example  (p 164T)



Inherent Value of Man

Mining example.   Atheists act as though man has an 
objective value and dignity, while denying  (p. 164, 165T)

George Gaylord  - evolutionist  
Man is the result of a purposeless and natural process 
that did not have him in mind.  He was not planned.  
(p. 165B, 166T)

Yet we all have this intuition that each human has 
equal value.   Irrational for an atheist  (p. 166B)



Inherent Value of Man
Darwin lament*   (p. 167M)

Moreland comment on intermediate 
stage value  (p. 167B)

James Rachels * (p. 168MB)

PETA - Ingrid Newkirk* (p 169 TM)

We are the problem

Water situation - diversion for fish



Inherent Value of Man

Richard Dawkins

(p. 169B)  “… the world at 
bottom [has],  no design, no 
purpose,  no evil and no good, 
nothing but blind,  pitiless 
indifference.”



Inherent Value of Man

Speciesism - prejudice and discrimination based on 
species

yet atheist’s daughter better than a rat  (p. 171M)

Who could live in that kind of Universe?  (p. 171B)

Atheists can’t either!

DESIRE - for something more is hardwired into the 
human spirit.  This creates tension for the Atheist.



Human Rights

unalienable rights?   Are there any?  (p. 172-177)  
“We are endowed by our Creator with certain unalienable 
rights, among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness.”

If humans have rights, what is the basis for them?  (p. 174)

Where would rights come from in an atheist world?

State - in a dictatorship

People at the ballot box - in a secular democracy

(Social Contract - John Locke)



Human Rights

PROBLEM

The problem with the idea of human rights in an atheistic 
state, is that they are not unalienable.  Rights can be 
increased or decreased.

Why should they be binding on anyone?   Are they not simply 
the preferences of those in charge?

Invariably a totalitarian state must develop, in an atheist 
world view, because survival of the fittest requires it. 

US Constitution view -  Traditional  v.  Activist interpretation



Bottom Line
Conclusion

Just as there is no ‘objective morality’ as to 
what is right and wrong, if man is simply just 
another animal - there is no reason he should have 
greater rights than any other animal.

Further, the needs of society are of 
greater value than the particular rights 
of any individual.



Other  Thoughts



Dismantling the God Delusion

Authored by Scott Hahn  
and Benjamin Wiker

Published 2008

More scientific and more complex 
than our text book

in many ways a better 
dismantling of modern atheist 

arguments.



Richard Dawkins in “The God Delusion argues:   Given 
enough time, chance will produce what exists.

The chance of anything happening is reducible to a 
probability.   God is simply less probable than other 
chances.  (Richard Dawkins conclusion)

Given the “gap” in fossil records, the Evolution argument 
is Circular:   It is obviously possible that evolution can 
produce man, because man in fact exists.

God  v. Chance



A Christian Response can include the previous 
discussion of proving God by the Contingency Argument

If God is outside of time as the Necessary Being 
upon which the existence of all contingent beings 
depends upon - then anything reducible to the realm 
of probability would apply to Contingent Beings only - 
never to a Necessary Being such as God.

Therefore, probabilities can never disprove God.

God  v. Chance



Creation v. Chance
Because the universe has only existed 13.5 billion years, 
this is a huge problem for an atheist relying on chance 
to produce what we see today!

God - can create intelligently, either instantaneously or 
over any period of time He chooses.

Chance - is unintelligent and does not ‘choose’ - hence 
chance takes a long long time to accomplish even 
meager results.



A Billion seconds ago it was 1959

A Billion minutes ago, Jesus was alive

A Billion hours ago, our ancestors were 
in the Stone Age

A Billion days ago no one walked on 
Earth on two legs.

Yet, every 8 hours and 20 minutes, the 

US spends a billion of taxpayer money!

Significance of a Billion



Chance Stacked Deck - 4 players each being 
dealt 13 cards of the same suit.

If a computer could deal out cards, 
one hand per second (13 cards to 
each player) it would take 5 billion 
times the age of our universe, to go 
through all the probabilities of a 
deal.   

Given a 13.5 billion universe - it 
would take 67,500,000,000 billion 
years to get the deal right.



Chance Stacked Deck - 4 players each being 
dealt 13 cards of the same suit.

If a computer could deal out cards, 
one hand per second (13 cards to 
each player) it would take 5 billion 
times the age of our universe, to go 
through all the probabilities of a 
deal.   

Given a 13.5 billion universe - it 
would take 67,500,000,000 billion 
years to get the deal right.

This probability is trivial compared to 
what it would take to have chance 

produce a Human Being



Intelligent Design
Big bang - matter - energy
strong nuclear force, weak forces. 
gravity, electromagnetism

Fine tuning laws, beyond the 
initial explosion

Anthropic Principle - given universe 
has a definite beginning, the time 
being too short for random chance 
events to produce what we have, an 
intelligent design is extraordinarily 
more probable than blind chance.



Evolution limits

Evolution proof availability
                                   Micro- evolution  
                                 within a population

                                       Adaptation - yes
                              Natural Selection - yes

                                   Macro- evolution  
                             to outside the population

   Transitional - One species into another - no
                            Not a single bit of proof
                        Where is the driving force?evolution.berkeley.edu

http://evolution.berkeley.edu


Remember  Crick?

Francis Crick (1916-2004) 
discovered the structure of DNA

The problem of time, for 
evolution created such despair 
for Crick - that he developed his 
famous panspermia thesis:  
Intelligent Aliens must 
have seeded life on 
Earth!



Remember  Crick?

Francis Crick (1916-2004) 
discovered the structure of DNA

The problem of time, for 
evolution created such despair 
for Crick - that he developed his 
famous panspermia thesis:  
Intelligent Aliens must 
have seeded life on 
Earth!

desperate



Stephen Hawkin then 
proposed the idea of multiple 
universes - to allow for chance 
to have materialized in perfect 
laws that allow life in our 
Universe.  If you have enough 
universes, one will be just right.

This has gained ground among 
atheists as a possible solution to 
the 13.5 billion year problem.

Multiverse  Theory



Multiverse  Theory

The most interesting aspect of multiverse is the desperation 
of some physicists to avoid the divine explanation, while 
not ignoring the obvious intelligent design of our universe.  

It keeps chance alive, by giving our universe a lucky 
probability manifestation of ideal conditions despite its ‘big 
bang’ start.  

Multiverse, means you have to have a nearly infinite number 
of universes, so the unlikely probability of our universal laws 
existing, can materialize in ours.



  Goal of Crick & Hawkins

Given evolution could not produce the life we have in a 
13.5 billion year universe (4.6 billion for the earth) ….

Atheists have resorted to two improbable theories:

Speed up evolution, by having Aliens seed the 
earth with intelligence.  (perhaps he meant God).

Artificially increase the probability of our 
universe’s existence  with a Multiverse theory - by 
producing enough universes to make ours probable.



A more probable theory

Credo in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem,  
Creatorem caeli et terrae.

I believe in God, the Father Almighty,  
Creator of heaven and earth.
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