8 Arguments For The Existence Of God
CIRCLE OF KNOWLEDGE (AN ILLUSTRATION)

This simple exercise demonstrates that Atheism is not as rational as Theism. On a piece of paper, draw a large circle with a dot inside it. The area within the circle represents all the knowledge of the universe, while the dot represents your personal knowledge. (Note that Einstein claimed to possess 2% of the world’s knowledge, and our solar system is but a speck within the Milky Way galaxy.) Now, in light of the limited knowledge you possess, and the amount of knowledge you have not yet examined, can you rationally assert that there is no God? Is it possible there could be a transcendent God (existing beyond man’s circle of knowledge) who could enter the circle and reveal Himself to mankind?
#1 Cosmological Argument

· Something exists

· Nothing can’t cause something
· Something must have always existed eternally (that something is God)

THINKING IT THROUGH:

· I exist 
For example, I exist. To deny that I exist is self-defeating because I have to exist to deny that I exist.

· If I exist, then something must have always existed because something doesn’t come from nothing.
Nothing is “what rocks dream about”. And “what rocks dream about” certainly has no ability to create something. You can’t get something from nothing – it’s absolutely impossible. 

· Something must have always existed eternally (that something is God)
Because something can’t come from nothing, you have only two possible solutions for why we have something rather than nothing at all. Either the atheists and evolutionists are right and we have an eternal universe or those who believe that an eternal God exists are right:

KEEP THIS IN MIND:

· Everything that has a beginning has a cause
(Every chain has a first link, every pile of blocks has a bottom block)
· The universe had a beginning

· Therefore, the universe had a cause

Let me give you five reasons why the universe isn’t eternal:

1. Proof Point 1: The universe is running down.  And something that is running down must have started at some point.  The 2nd law of thermodynamics states that the universe is running out of usable energy and if you doubt this, look in the mirror (you’re aging and running down just like everything else). 


2. Proof Point 2: The universe is expanding.  This was confirmed through the Hubble telescope many years ago, and it’s interesting to note that it’s expanding from a single point, meaning you could contract the entire universe back into a single point and then into nothing.  Also note that the universe is not expanding into space, but space itself is expanding.  The birth of the universe is commonly called the “Big Bang” – first there was nothing, then BANG – something came into being. 


3. Proof Point 3: The radiation echo.  This discovered by Bell Labs scientists - it shows that the universe instead exploded out of nothing…(skip) 


4. Proof Point 4: Galaxy Seeds.  If the Big Bang was true, then scientists believed that temperature “ripples” should exist out in space… (skip)


5. Proof Point 5: Remember good old E=MC2 from your science class?  Albert Einstein’s theory of relativity?   Mr. Einstein didn’t like what he had discovered because it meant that the universe had a beginning and was not eternal as he’d believed.  Instead of being self-existent, his theory proved that the universe is not a cause, but instead one big effect.  Something brought it into existence.  Einstein disliked his end result so much that he introduced a ‘fudge factor’ into his theory that allowed it to leave room for an eternal universe.  So much for science not being affected by non-scientific feelings.

But there was only one problem.  His fudge factor required a division by zero in his calculations – a mathematical error any good math student knows not to make.  When discovered by other mathematicians, Einstein admitted his error calling it “the greatest blunder of my life.”  After his acknowledgment, and upon confirming further research that showed the universe expanding just as his theory of relativity predicted, Einstein bowed to the fact that the universe is not eternal and said that he wanted, “to know how God created the world.”

Since we have disproven the concept of an eternal universe, then the only other option is an eternal creator!

Cosmological Argument from Motion:

Thomas Aquinas (1224-1274) had a version of the Cosmological Argument called the Argument from Motion. He stated that things in motion could not have brought themselves into motion but must be caused to move. There cannot be an infinite regression of movers. Therefore, there must be an Unmoved Mover. This Unmoved Mover is God. http://www.devilsdictionarydefiled.com/Essays/AquinasProofGod.html
#2 Teleological Argument (“The Argument From Design”)
Quite simply, it states that a designer must exist since the universe and living things exhibit marks of design in their order, consistency, unity, and pattern.

· Designs imply a designer
· There is great design in humans
· So there must be a Great Designer of humans
Any time we have seen a complex design, we know by previous experience that it came from the mind of a designer. Watches imply watchmakers; buildings imply architects; paintings imply artists; and coded messages imply an intelligent sender.
THINKING IT THROUGH:

· If you find your watch laying out in a field would you say it evolved or it was created?  
You would say it was created.  Why?  Because it is too complex to have come about by chance.
· If you put all the watch parts into a back and shook it up how many times would you have to do that to get a fully functional watch? 


· We are far more advanced than any watch.
SPECIFIED COMPLEXITY:

· In living things, information is stored in patterns of DNA, which encode the instructions to make proteins, the building blocks for all the machinery of life.
· There is enough information capacity in a single human cell to store the Encyclopedia Britannica, all 30 volumes of it, three or four times over.
· DNA couldn’t have been coded without an intelligent Great Designer.
· The anti-theistic physicist Paul Davies admitted: ‘There is no law of physics able to create information from nothing’
WELL, I BELIEVE EVOLUTION MADE ALL LIFE…WHAT ABOUT IRREDUCIBLE COMPLEXITY:

· A mouse trap is irreducibly complex. All the parts need to be there for it to work. 

· Human eye is irreducibly complex. Many different parts need to be there for sight to happen. How would naturalistic evolution “know” (if there is no mind behind evolution) to slowly evolve 1 part at a time (even though it produces no benefits with only one part) over millions of years?


· So there must be an intelligent designer that made humans

ANOTHER WAY TO THINK ABOUT THE TELEOLOGICAL ARGUMENT IS WITH THE UNIVERSE’S DESIGN:

This is called the anthropic principle: Anthropic means “relating to human beings or their existence.”
It is well known that our existence in this universe depends on numerous cosmological constants and parameters whose numerical values must fall within a very narrow range of values. If even a single variable were off, even slightly, we would not exist. The extreme improbability that so many variables would align so auspiciously in our favor merely by chance has led some scientists and philosophers to propose instead that it was God who providentially engineered the universe to suit our specific needs. This is the Anthropic Principle: that the universe appears to have been fine-tuned for our existence.

· Designs imply a designer
· There is great design in the universe
· So there must be a Great Designer of the universe

Anthropic Principle:
Life could not exist on earth if any one of the following were true (from a list of 60 criteria needed):

Factors necessary to achieve just two of these are estimated at 1026 (1 in a hundred trillion trillion)

	- There was a slower rotation of the earth

- Faster rotation of the earth

- The earth was 2-5% farther from the sun

- Earth 2-5% closer to the sun

- A smaller earth

- A larger earth

- A smaller moon
	- A larger moon

- More than one moon

- The earths crust thinner

- The earths crust thicker

- Oxygen/nitrogen ratio greater 

- Oxygen/nitrogen ratio less

- More or less ozone


#3 Religious Experience Argument
· Billions have claimed to have experienced God over the years

· If even one is right, then there is a  God

· It is highly unlikely that all are wrong (scientists, philosophers, professors, presidents, etc.)
· Therefore, it is highly likely there is a God

#4 Aesthetic Argument (“Argument From Beauty”)
· Nature is beautiful

· Nature’s beauty is not purely subjective

· All objective beauty has an intelligent creator/artist

· Therefore, there is a creator of the beauty of nature (God)

Objection: beauty is in the eye of the beholder (it’s subjective)

· Consider the implications of subjective beauty when it comes to comparing works of art: The Mona Lisa verses a two year olds stick figure. Is one of these works more objectively beautiful? So if we are to maintain (as we should) that the Mona Lisa is better than a two year olds drawing, we must admit that aesthetic qualities (whether good or bad) are public facts about the world.


· The universal, time-tested appreciation of many works of art. Educated people will agree, as they have for centuries, that Shakespeare’s King Lear is a great play, that Handel’s Messiah is an excellent piece of music, and that Michelangelo’s David is a superb sculpture. How do we explain this consensus of opinion among intelligent connoisseurs of art, except by acknowledging that the tremendous aesthetic qualities of these works are public facts?


· Consider the fact that we often debate the quality of artworks and we sometimes change our opinions about whether a film, book, or song is good or not. Aesthetic qualities must be public facts and not simply subjective or cultural responses. Otherwise, we could not meaningfully argue about them or improve our views on works of art.

#5 Argument From Religious Need
· All persons feel a need for God

· What we really need, really exists (water/food/oxygen)

· Therefore, God really exists

THINKING IT THROUGH:

So the question is: Do human beings have a real need for God, or is it only a felt need?

Atheists will say that no real need for God exists, but:


· Religious literature confess that humans need God (Psalm 42:1, Jeremiah 29:13, Matthew 4:4)
Augustine summarized it well when he said “the heart is restless until it finds is rest in God


· Some of the greatest minds of all time have confessed their need for God:
Galileo, Copernicus, Isaac Newton, Kepler, Pascal, CS Lewis, Einstein, Theodore Roosevelt, etc. –
 so its not a lack of intelligence that creates this need. (50 NOBEL LAUREATES AND OTHER GREAT SCIENTISTS WHO BELIEVE IN GOD)


· Many atheists in their candid moments show a need for God:

· Nietzsche complained about his loneliness as compared to other poets who believed in God, as he wrote “I hold up before myself the images of Dante and Spinoza, who were better at accepting the lot of solitude…and in the end, for all those who somehow still had a ‘God’ for company…My life now consists in the wish that it might be otherwise…and that somebody might make my ‘truths’ appear incredible to me.”
· Sartre admitted his own need for religion saying, “I needed God” and adding “I reached out for religion, I longed for it, it was the remedy. Had it been denied me, I would have invented it myself”.
· Albert Camus (the French atheist) said, “Nothing can discourage the appetite for divinity in the heart of man”
· Julian Huxley spoke of “the possibility of enjoying experiences of transcendent rapture, physical or mystical, aesthetic or religious…of attaining inner harmony and peace, which puts a man above the cares and worries of daily life”

· What we need really exists, so God exists

#6 Moral Argument
· Every law has a lawgiver
· There is an absolute moral law

· There must be an absolute moral law giver

Objections: There is not absolute moral law? Oh really….
· Is mother Teresa better than Hitler? Then you need an objective moral standard to compare them with

· We all experience moral guilt

· Sometimes we choose duty (saving a life) over instinct (running away from danger)

· We all find “some” things evil (genocide, rape, racism)

· There are things we don’t want done to us because they are bad (kill, lie, cheated, hit)

· All major cultures have the same basic moral code
A man does not call a line crooked unless he has some idea of a straight line. What was I comparing this universe with when I called it unjust?”
#7 Did matter cause mind or did mind cause matter? 
Because matter cannot think, our rational minds must have come from another rational mind: the mind of God. Two rocks or any elements banging together which have no consciousness produce beings with consciousness and conscience. Really?
http://www.peterkreeft.com/topics-more/20_arguments-gods-existence.htm#1
#8 The Christ
He is the only person who ever lived on this earth who had the exact details of His birth, life and death spoken about Him before He was born and lived His life.

What prophesies did Christ Jesus fulfill when He was on the earth?
Jesus fulfilled over 300 prophecies in the Old Testament!!!!!!!

God made the prophecies concerning the Messiah, “the Anointed One”, so clear, that there no mistake could be made even if someone tried to fake that he was the Messiah.

Old Testament

Prophecies concerning Jesus


New Testament

Gen. 18:18 

Would be the Promised Seed of Abraham 

Matt. 1:1, Luke 3:34

Isaiah 9:6

Would be the Son of God



Matt. 3:17, 4:3,8:29, 11:27

Micah 5:2

Would be Born in Bethlehem


Matt. 2:1

Isaiah 7:14

Would be Born of a virgin



Matt. 1:18

Hosea 11:1

Would Sojourn into Egypt



Matt. 2:14

Isaiah 9:1-2

Would minister in Galilee



Matt. 4:12-16

Isaiah 53:3

Would be Rejected by the Jews


John 1:11

Zech. 9:9

Triumphant entry into Jerusalem on a donkey
John 12:13-14


Psalm 41:9

Would be betrayed by a friend


Mark 14:10

Zech. 11:12 

He would be betrayed for 30 pieces of silver

Matt. 26:15

Zech. 11:13

Money would be returned for Potter’s Field 

Matt. 27:6-7

Psalm 27:12

False Witnesses will accuse Him 


Matt. 26:60-61

Isaiah 53:7

Would be silent when accused


Matt. 26:62-63

Isaiah 50:6 

Would be beaten and spit upon


Mark 14:65

Psalm 69:4

Would be hated without a cause


John 15:23-25

Isaiah 53:4-5

Would suffer for our sakes



Matt. 8:16-17

Isaiah 53:12

Would be crucified with sinners


Matt. 27:38

Psalm 22:16

His hands and feet would be pierced,

John 20:27

Psalm 22:6-8

Would be mocked and insulted


Matt. 27:39-40

Psalm 69:21

Would be given gall (sour wine) and vinegar

John 19:29

Psalm 109:4

Would pray for His enemies


Luke 23:34

Zech. 12:10

Would have His side pierced


John 19:34

Psalm 22:18

Soldiers cast lots for His clothes


Mark 15:24

Psalm 34:20

Would have none of His bones would be broken
John 19:33

Isaiah 53:9

Would be buried with the rich


Matt. 27:57-60

Psalm 16:10

Would overcome death (Resurrection)

Matt. 28:9

Psalm 68:18

Would ascend into heaven



Luke 24:50-51

Since most atheist scholars concede a) Jesus was a real person, b) he really died on the cross and c) the disciples truly believed they had seen him resurrected on more than one occasion in various group settings, the burden of the proof falls on the atheist to come up with a naturalistic explanation for these facts or give His life to Christ if he were to be intellectually honest. www.existence-of-god.com/lord-liar-lunatic.html
PASCAL’S WAGER (AN EXPERIMENT) 
This pragmatic argument is based on the premise that we know we will die. What will happen at death according to Atheism and Theism? (1) If there is no God, there is no payoff at the end of a “wager” that is for or against the existence of God, for we neither gain nor lose anything if we do not exist. (2) If there is a God, the “wager” to believe in Him (and make peace with Him during our lifetime) offers us an infinite payoff – eternal life in joy with God! Thus, Atheism is a no-win bet. Faith is a no-lose bet. Even if the evidences for and against God were equal, it still would be rational and wise to wager that God exists, for there is nothing to lose and everything to gain. (Pascal - a 17th century French mathematical genius)
Ontelogical Argument: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Toc9NC7Xhew
