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NATURAL THEOLOGY ,

| >We have been Iooklng at revealed
theology , e 7
> Nature and attrlbutes of God as revealed

_ through Scripture.

> We now are gomg to turn to “natural

' theology.”

> Evidence of God through data of human
experience.



GOOD ARGUMENTS
>Arguments does not mean quarrel or flght
s >A series of statements or premises, which
o Ioglcally Iead to a conclusmn

1. Must obey the rules of logic.

2. Premises need to be true.

* 3. The premises must be more plausibly true
WEIREINE



o >Somet|mes caIIed the Argument From
- ConUngency .' L
> Gottfried Wllhelm Lelbnlz 17th century.
- > “Why is there something rather than
nothing?”-



LEBNZ CONTENGENCY ARGUMENT

= ' > Every eX|st|ng thmg has an explanatlon of |ts
| eX|stence _
~ >Ifthe unlverse has an explanatlon of its
~existence, that explanation is God.
> The universe is an existing thing.
" > Therefore, the explanation of the existence
of the universe is God.



. “REMEM BER...

- P If the premlses are true then the
| conclu5|on has to o true

' >Whether or not you I|ke the conclusion is
irrelevant. '



| NECESSITY AND CONTINGENCY

> If everything has to have'an explanation of its

- existence, then what about God?

- > God, as the greatest being, exists necessarily
~ and therefore has, nor needs, an explanation.



e >2 kmds of thmgs

> Things that exist necessarlly

> Things that are produced by external cause.



- THINGS THAT EXIST NECESSARILY

” 8 > Exist by a necessity of their own nature.

> |Itis impossible for them not to exist.

> Numbers and mathematical objects.



- THINGS THAT ARE CAUSED TO EXIST

>They do not have to eX|st %

= They could not eX|st just as eaS|Iy as they
T e ' s

> Chairs, people, plants, and galaxies...



i W%TH THAT %N M%ND e

' f> Let us reword the flrst premlse more
' preC|ser el
| > Every eX|st|ng thmg has an explanation of its

- existence, either in the necessity of its own

~nature or in an external cause.

This argument is essentially an argument for the
existence of God as a necessary, uncaused being.



 DEFENSE OF PREMISE (1)

1 > If you found a baII in the woods you would
~ question where it came from. '

> The size of the baII would not have any

~ bearing on the question of its explanation of
existence.



~ OBJECTION: UNIVERSE HAS NO EXPLANATION

' >'T'he' premise iS trule of everything inside the
~ universe, but not the universe itself.
S '>TaX| Cab FaIIacy
y >You cannot simply dlsmlss a principle once
~youarrive where you want it to be.
> |t is arbitrary to stop with the universe.



OBJECTON 'UNIVERSE HAS NO EXPLANATION

-' '> IVIodern cosmology IS devoted to fmdmg the
- explanatlon for the eX|stence of the universe.
e Denymg Premlse (1) actually cripples modern
- science. el

> Premise (1) iS not a phy5|cal principle but

~  rather metaphysical. Applies to its being, not
its attributes.



> Read: . G
> Excursus- Natural Theology— Contingency pp. 17-41






