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Arguments for Gods Existence II – Arguments from Philosophy  
 
A Thomistic Cosmological Argument 
 

I. Nature of Cosmological Arguments 
A. Conclude God is real from analysis of some aspect of the cosmos 
B. Takes God to be First Cause of some aspect of the cosmos 
C. Some CAs are based on real observations, others on what is logically 

(im)possible 
D. Some take God as chronologically first in time and God as logically first of 

simultaneous events 
E. Some take the universe as a singular object and others focus on some 

aspect of the universe 
F. Some attempt to conclude in a full-blown conception of God, others 

conclude in a minimalist conception of a First Cause 
 

II. History of the Thomistic Argument 
A. Greek philosophers noted the reality of change and motion and sought to 

explain its source (e.g., in Heraclitus = “Logos”; in Anaxagorus = “Mind”) 
B. Plato – things are arranged in sequences of causes/effects that cannot go 

on endlessly; the originator of these causal chains is Soul. 
C. Aristotle – refined concepts of infinity and resulted in Prime Mover 
D. Kalam – Islamic studies of Aristotle, focusing on temporal (per accidens) 

motion 
E. Aquinas – developed Aristotle’s argument more faithfully to Aristotle (see 

Five Ways) 
F. Scotus – Reformatted CA on logically possibility (strong similarity to 

ontological arguments) 
G. Leibniz – Regrounded CA on PSR (nothing happens without a reason), 

requiring a reason for the cause of the entire universe, concluding in 
God’s necessity 

H. Kant – Critique of Leibniz’ concept of necessary existence; argument 
generalized to all CAs and ended discussion of two centuries 

I. Personalists – Must be sufficient reason to account for our search for 
design (only demands finite God, suggesting answer to Problem of Evil) 

J. Continuing development of Aquinas’ arguments, following Vatican I (see 
Etienne Gilson, Joseph Owens, Norman Geisler, etc.). 

 
III. Statement of a Thomistic Argument (Cf. Aquinas’ Second Way) 

1. What we observe in this universe is contingent 
2. A sequence of causally related contingent things cannot be infinite 
3. The sequence of causally dependent contingent things must be finite 
4. There must be a first cause in the sequence of contingent causes 
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IV. What Follows about God’s Nature from the Thomistic Argument 
A. Uniqueness – Two uncaused causes would not be limited (that is, caused) 

and could thus differ in no way; two things that differ in no way are actually 
the same thing; thus, there is only one FC 

B. Simplicity – Any distinction in parts would imply necessity of causation; 
there is no causation in the FC; there are no parts in the FC 

C. Perfection 
1. If God has no limitations, He is unlimited, and thus perfect (e.g.. not 

spatial = omnipresent) 
2. All perfections preexist (either formally or virtually) in their cause; the 

FC is the cause of all things; thus all perfections exist (simply) in the 
FC 

D. Personhood 
1. Only persons have knowledge; knowledge is a perfection; the FC is 

perfect; the FC has perfect knowledge; the FC is a person 
2. The FC is the cause of existence of personal, free beings (e.g., 

humans); thus the FC must at least be a personal, free being 
 

V. Objections to the Thomistic Argument 
A. Argument does not conclude in God, only a vague “First Cause” – ignores 

qualifying arguments implied by TCA 
B. Argument does not conclude in a God demanding religious worship – 

agreed, but supposes that unless we know everything about God from a 
single argument, the argument is false, which is clearly not true 

C. Argument fails because infinite series are possible (challenge to (2) 
above) – fails because assumes infinite is per accidens; universe may, in 
fact, be eternal and infinite and argument still works since it is dealing with 
causal chains per se. 

 
A Moral Argument 
 

I. The Argument Stated 
 
1. If objective moral values exist, then God exists 
2. Objective moral values do exist 
3. Therefore, God exists 

 
II. The Argument defended 

A. The minor premise 
1. Objective moral values as properly basic 
2. Objective moral values as commonly recognized 
3. An argument from predication 

a. If objective moral values do not exist, moral language cannot be 
predicated to objective acts, but only to subjective opinions 
regarding objective acts 

b. Moral language can be predicated to objective facts 
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c. Therefore, objective moral values exist 
4. An argument from moral disagreement 

a. People disagree on whether or not things are morally right or wrong 
b. To disagree is to think the other is objectively mistaken 
c. It is only possible to be objectively mistaken about objective facts 
d. Therefore, moral disagreement presumes the objectivity of moral 

values 
B. The major premise 

1. Inadequacies of non-theistic grounds: 
a. Individual preference (individual relativism) 
b. Societal preference (cultural relativism) 
c. Individual human dignity 
d. (Human) racial promotion 

2. Non-theists recognition of divine basis of morality 
a. Russell: “The whole subject of ethics arises from the pressure of 

the community on the individual.” 
b. Mackie: “Objective values . . . make the existence of a god more 

probable than it would have been without them.” 
c. Draper: “A moral world is . . . probable on theism.” 
d. Rachels: “Man is a moral (altruistic) being . . . because his behavior 

is comprised of tendencies which natural selection has favored.” 
e. Dawkins: “The universe we observe has precisely the properties we 

should expect if there is, at bottom, no design, no purpose, no evil 
and no good, nothing but blind pitiless indifference.” 

3. An argument from teleology 
a. Only intentional acts may be considered moral 
b. Intentionality is impossible on atheism 
c. Therefore, intentional acts falsify atheism (that is, God exists) 

 
III. Objections 

A. Morality as an evolutionary adaptation 
1. At best, accounts for universal (absolute) morality, not objective 

morality 
2. Implication of determinism undermines objection 

a. Morality requires free will 
b. Naturalism entails determinism 
c. Therefore, naturalism falsifies morality 

B. The Euthyphro Dilemma 
1. Proper solution: God’s nature as proper ground (“God is not good; 

good is what God is”) 
2. Undermined by divine simplicity 
3. Assumes self-contradictory (and thus meaningless) definition of God is 

possible (i.e., an “evil God”; God is either intrinsically good and worthy 
of worship or not intrinsically good and not worthy of worship) 
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IV. Evangelistic Implications 
A. God’s perfection 

1. Perfection of divine law 
2. Perfection of divine character 

B. God’s standards 
C. Man’s fallibility 
D. God’s judgment 
E. Man’s condemnation 
F. God’s love 
G. Implication of God’s salvation 


