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Lesson 6
Evidence for God’s Existence
Part 4

Three Fatal Flaws of
Evolution
1. Macro-Evolution has never been
observed.
2. There are NO credible transitional fossils.
3. Life cannot originate from non-life by
random chance.

“With this we come to one
of the major points we wish
to make in this book which
is that there is a conflict, a
very real one, but it is not
really a conflict between
science and religion at all. For if
that were so, elementary logic
would dictate that one would find
that scientists were all atheists and only
non-scientists believed in God, and this…is
simply not the case.”

BEGINNING: Cosmological
Argument
DESIGN: Teleological
Argument
MORALITY: Moral
Argument

“No, the real conflict is between
two diametrically opposed
worldviews: Naturalism and
theism. They inevitably collide.”
Dr. John Lennox

BEGINNING: Cosmological
Argument
DESIGN: Teleological
Argument
MORALITY: Moral
Argument
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1. Every law has a lawgiver.
2. There is an objective Moral
law.
3. Therefore, there is an
objective Moral Lawgiver.

There Exists An Objective
Moral Law:
What if someone denies objective
moral laws?

“For when Gentiles, who do not have
the law, by nature do the things in the
law, these, although not having the law,
are a law to themselves,
who show the work of the law written in
their hearts, their conscience also
bearing witness, and between
themselves their thoughts accusing or
else excusing them)”
Romans 2:14-15

1. Absolutes are undeniable.
Consider…we know right from
wrong best by our reactions to
wrongs committed against us
(e.g., criminal acts; stealing my
car).

CONSIDER THE FOLLOWING
POINTS:

2. We wouldn’t know injustice if
there was no absolute sense of
justice (you only know something
is wrong by comparing it to an
unchanging standard of what is
right); it is the unchanging
standard or basis of
justice.
Is there any action or event that is
universally unjust?

“{As an atheist} my argument
against God was that the
universe seemed so cruel
and unjust. But how had I
got this idea of just and
unjust? 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?”
Straight Line = Standard

C.S. Lewis
Mere Christianity, p 38.

2

10/27/2020

3. Real moral disagreements would
not be possible without the
Moral Law. Every moral issue
would be a matter of opinion if
you deny objective morality.
Is every moral issue just an
opinion?:

1. Moral Principles are undeniable.
2. We can’t know injustice unless we
know justice.
3. Real moral disagreements imply an
objective standard.

Without an unchanging moral standard,
everything reverts to opinion and becomes
emotive (“I don’t like that”)
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1. Who can say the Nazis were wrong?
2. Who can say Love is better than
rape?
3. Who can say Freedom is better than
slavery?
4. Tolerance is no better than
intolerance
5. Terrorism is not wrong.
6. Can’t complain about the problem of
evil

Darwin’s Doubt
“With me the horrid doubt
always arises whether the
convictions of man’s mind,
which has been developed
from the mind of the lower
animals, are of any value or at
all trustworthy. Would any one
trust in the convictions of a
monkey’s mind, if there are any
convictions in such a mind?”
Charles Darwin

• Atheists Can’t Be Moral– They Can
• Atheists Don’t Know Morality– They Do
• Atheists can’t justify morality. They can

theorize about how we know murder is
wrong, but atheism provides no
immaterial objective standard that
establishes why murder is wrong.
• An immaterial objective standard of
justice requires a theistic God.

Objections to the Moral Argument
• The presence of Evil disproves a
moral God
• Morality is cultural
• Morality is relative

Recognizing Good and Evil
• To call something bad, you must know what ‘good’
is.

Objections to the Moral Argument
The presence of Evil disproves a moral
God

• But to call something good implies a moral
framework/set of moral laws to distinguish
between good and evil.
• The moral framework must be absolute or your
standard of good/evil can change and you will
never know good/evil.
• An absolute moral framework can only come from
an absolute moral law giver who is changeless.
• But an absolute moral law giver is who the atheist
is trying to disprove.
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Rather than disproving God,
the recognition of evil
demands there be a God!!

Objections to the Moral Argument
Morality is only Cultural

Morality is only Cultural

Morality is only Cultural

• Is/was “Widow burning” in India morally
OK?

• If the majority rule that rape is OK,
does that make it right?

• In some cultures they love their
neighbors and in others they eat them;
which do you prefer?

• Is it OK for a culture to gratuitously
torture innocent babies?

• Does a land exist where murder is a
virtue and thanksgiving a vice?
• Were the Nazi’s justified in their actions
given the culture/power in Germany
OK’d their actions?

• If none of the above is true, then
what/who is mankind morally
obligated to? Real moral obligation
exists, but to whom?

From Culture?
• During the trials at Nuremberg, the
Nazi defense attorneys argued that
Hitler’s soldiers who were on trial
were only following the orders of
their society and should therefore
not be held accountable.
• A judge countered that argument
with the question, “But sir, is there
not a law above our laws?”
• We need an ultimate authority to
appeal to in matters that transcend
history and culture/society.

Objections to the Moral Argument
Morality is Relative

The Essentials of Apologetics – Why God: A Moral Cause
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Morality is Relative
• Is it ever OK to torture babies, abuse
children, or rape someone?

“You have your way, I
have my way. As for
the right way, it does
not exist.”

• Just because we have a ‘twilight’ doesn’t
mean we can’t recognize day and night.
What if we did the same thing with
mathematics we do with morals?

Frederich Nietzsche

• How does one gauge if the world is getting
better or worse without absolutes?
• How does one settle moral disagreements
without absolutes?
The Essentials of Apologetics – Why God: A Moral Cause

Morality is Relative
• “Ends” vs. “Means” are confused. For
example, peace is desired, but how?
• How many spouses desire their spouse be
relatively faithful to them, rather than
absolutely faithful to them? Relativists can’t
live what they preach.

Ideas have Consequences!

• The question is not “Must we believe in God
in order to live moral lives?”, but “Do
objective moral values exist without God?”

Is This Charming or Dull … or Wrong?

“Nothing succeeds
like excess …
nothing is good or
bad, only charming
or dull.”
Oscar Wilde
The Essentials of Apologetics – Why God: A Moral Cause

The Essentials of Apologetics – Why God: A Moral Cause
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“The life of a newborn is of less value than
the life of a pig, a dog, or a chimpanzee.”
Princeton Professor and Darwinist Peter Singer

He also believes that parents should be able
to kill their newborn infants until they are 28
days of age!

“What are we to say about them? The
natural conclusion, according to the
doctrine we are considering
[Darwinism], would be that their status
is that of mere animals. And perhaps we
should go on to conclude that they may
be used as non-human animals are
used—perhaps as laboratory subjects,
or as food?”

If there is no Moral Law Giver, then
there’s nothing wrong with murder at
any age! Darwinists reject this notion
but they have no objective grounds for
disagreeing unless they can appeal to a
standard beyond themselves, a Moral
Law Giver.

According to authors and Darwinists,
Randy Thornhill and Craig Palmer, rape
is:
“a natural, biological phenomenon that
is a product of the human evolutionary
heritage,” just like “the leopard’s spots
and the giraffe’s elongated neck.”

James Rachels, Created from Animals: The
Moral Implications of Darwinism

What Intellectually Honest Atheists say
About Right and Wrong:
“When Darwin deduced the theory of natural
selection to explain the adaptations in which he
had previously seen the handiwork of God, he
knew that he was committing cultural murder. He
understood immediately that if natural selection
explained adaptations, and evolution by descent
were true, then the argument from design was
dead and all that went with it, namely the
existence of a personal god, free will, life after
death, immutable moral laws, and ultimate
meaning in life.”
William Provine, evolutionary biologist

What Intellectually Honest Atheists say
About Right and Wrong:
“Humans have always wondered
about the meaning of life...life has no
higher purpose than to perpetuate the
survival of DNA...life has no design,
no purpose, no evil and no good,
nothing but blind pitiless
indifference.”- Richard Dawkins
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What intellectually Honest Atheists say
About Right and Wrong:
Immanuel Kant said that Morality
necessitates God. Huxley (an agnostic)
stated that man lives “better” when he
posits there is a God.

The Source of Objective Moral Values and
Duties

• God provides the only objective standard
for moral values.

• God provides the only transcendent
authority for enforcing the “oughtness” of
moral duties.
The Essentials of Apologetics – Why God: A Moral Cause

Arguments for the Existence of God
• Cosmological – God is the best
explanation for the beginning and
existence of the Universe.

• Teleological – God is the best
explanation for the Design in the
Universe and in Life.

• Moral – God is the best explanation
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for having a Standard of Morality.
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