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Introduction - Atheismbthelack of beliefin godsbis based
uponalack of evidencefor gods,lack of areasorto believein
gods,anddifficulties andcontradictionghatsomegodideas
leadto.

Neverthelessatheismis a tentativestate,subjectto
change if compelling theistic arguments are presented.

Following aresomeof theargumentghatatheistshave
consideredalongwith someof thereasonghesearguments
have been rejected.

(1) God-of-the-Gaps(God asa OfreelunchO)- Almostevery
Oproof@or the existenceof godsrelies,at leastin part,ona
god-of-thegapsargument. This argumensaysthatif we donOt
know the answerto somethingthenOGodlid it. 0 OGod@ets
to win by default,without any positiveevidence. But is
saying OGod did itO really an answer?

Intelligentdesign,god-advocat&Villiam Dembskihas
authoreda book entitledNo Free Lunch. However,0GodQs
the ultimate Ofreelunch.O Considerthe following:

We donc:)know whatgodsarecomposeaf.

We donOknow whatgodsQ@ittributesare.

We donOt know homianygods there are.

We donOknow wheregodsare.

We donOknow wheregodscomefrom or, alternately,
how it is possiblefor themto alwaysexist.

We donOknow what mechanismgodsuseto createor
changeanything. . )

We donOknow whatthe Osupernatural@, nor howit is
capableof interactingwith the natural world.

In otherwords,we know absolutelynothingaboutgodsb
yet atleastonegodis oftengiven creditfor manythings.
Thus,to sayOGodlid itOis to answera questiorwith a
guestion. It providesno informationandonly makesthe
original questionmorecomplex.

Thegod-of-the-gapsrgumensaysthatnot only dowe
not havea naturalisticanswertoday,but we will neverdiscover
anaturalisticanswelin the future becauseo naturalistic
answeris possible. Thus,to rebuta god-of-the-gapsrgument,
we only haveto showthata naturalisticanswetris possible.

Forexample:We openthe doorto aroomandobservea
catsleepingin a corner. We closethe door,thenopenit again
five minuteslater. We observethatthe catis now sleepingin
anothercorner. OnepersonsaysOGodlid it by levitatingthe

Thefirst leapof faith is thata supernaturalealmeven
exists.

Secondthatbeingsof somesortexistin this realm.

Third, thatthesebeingshaveconsciousness.

Fourth,thatat leastoneof thesebeingsis eternal.

Fifth, thatthis beingis capableof creatingsomething
from nothing.

Sixth, thatthis beingis capableof interferingwith the
universe after it is created (i.e. miracles).

Seventhgighth,andninth, thatthis beingis all-knowing,
all-powerful,andall-loving.

If peoplewantto believein agodmorespecificto a
particularreligion, thensomeadditionalleapsof faith are
necessary.

So,whenwe speakaboutgods,we haveabsolutelyno
idea what weOre talking about (see unconvincing argument #1),
andwe haveto makeat leastnine leapsof faith to getto the
god mostpeoplebelievein.

(3) Holy Books- Justbecausesomethings written downdoes
not makeit true. This goesfor the Bible, the QurOamndany
otherholy book. It is circularreasoningo try to provethe god
of aholy book existsby usingthe holy bookitself as
Oevidence.O

Peoplewho believethe holy book of onereligion usually
disbelievethe holy booksof otherreligions.

(4) The Argument from Historical Settings- Thisargument

states that because historical people and places are mentioned in
ancientstories thateverythingelseaboutthosestories,

including descriptionf supernaturagévents mustbetrue. By

this argumentgverythingwritten in thelliad, including the
interventionof the ancientGreekgods,mustbetrue.

(5) ORevelations@f Others - All religionsclaimto be
revealedpsuallythroughpeoplecalledOprophets.But how
can we know that a OrevelationO is actually a Omessage from a
godGandnot a hallucination?
A revelation is a personal experience. Even if a revelation
really did comefrom a god, thereis no way we could proveit.
Peopleof onereligion usuallydisbelievethe revelations
of other religions. These revelations often contradict each
other,sowhatbasisdo we havefor decidingwhich arethe
Otrue revelationsO?

sleeping catO (without offering any proof). Another person says

OltOguite possiblethatthe catwoke up, wanderedverto the
othercorner,andfell asleepagain.OThus,althoughno onesaw

(6) ORevelations©f OneOOwn (Personal Testimony,
Feelings,00penHeartO)- This is whenyou arepersonally

what actually happened, the god-of-the-gaps argument has béeningtherevelationor feeling thata god exists. Thoughyou

renderedmplausibleby a possiblenaturalisticexplanation.

(2) Leapsof Faith - Thefactis, no oneevenknowsif itOs
possiblefor godsto exist. Justbecauseve canimagine
somethingdoesnGneanitOgossible. For example we canall
imagineourselvesvalking througha solid wall, but that
doesnOneanitOpossible. So, just becausave canimaginea
god,doesnQneanits existencds actuallypossible.

Because there is no direct proof for the existence of any

gods,atypical believermustmakeat leastnine leapsof faith
to arriveatthegodtheybelievein. Theseareseparatdeapsof
faith because@neleapdoesnotimply the nextleap.

may be sincereandevenif agodreally doesexist,afeelingis
not proof, eitherfor you or for someoneelse.

It will do no goodto askatheiststo Ooperour heartsand
accept JesusO (or any other deity). If we were to set aside our
skepticismwe mightindeedhaveaninspirationalexperience.
But this would be anemotionalexperiencendweOdhaveno
way to verify if agodwasreally speakingo usor if we were
just hallucinating.

Many atheistshavestoriesof how wonderfulit felt to lose
their beliefin gods. As with religion, this is not proof that
atheismis true.



(7) Most PeopleBelievein God - ItOgruethatthroughout Many religions reports that their god(s) performed

history, mostpeoplehavebelievedin atleastonegod. But obvious,spectaculamiraclesthousandsf yearsago. Why
merepopularitydoesnOGhakesomethingrue. (Most people havethesemiraclesstopped?Is it becaus¢hegodshave
usedto mistakenlybelievethatthe Earthwasthe centerof the become shy? Or is it because science started?
universe.)

The numberof atheistan theworld is currently (11) Modern Medical OMiraclesO & Resurrection Stories
increasing.We canimaginea daywhenmostpeopleare Modern medical OmiraclesO are a good example of Ogod-of-the-
atheists. (In fact, mostof thetop scientistsn theU.S.already gaps.O A person experiences a cure for a disease that science
areatheists.)However,aswith religion, the popularity of canOexplain. Therefore OGodlid it. O God neverhasto prove
atheismwill notbe ableto be usedasproof of its truth. himselfin thesearguments.It is alwaysassumedhathe gets

Eventodayi,it is probablethatin EnglandandFrance to win by default.
atheistsoutnumbettheists. Doesthis meanthat God exists But this argumentassumesve know everythingaboutthe
everywhere except in those two countries? humanbody, sothata naturalexplanationis impossible. But

thefactis, we donOhavecompletemedicalknowledge. Why
(8) Evolution Would Not Favor a FalseBelief - Would donOive everseesomethinghatwould be a true miracle, like
evolution reward a species incapable of perceiving reality? — an amputated arm instantaneously regenerating?
Would evolutionrewarda specieghathallucinated?If not, Severalktudiesof prayer,wherethe patientsdidnOknow
thena god mustexist, accordingto this argument. whetheror nottheywerebeingprayedfor, includinga studyby

However,evolutiondoesnot rewardwhatis true. theMayo Clinic, haveshownprayerto haveno effecton
Evolutionrewardsthatwhich is useful healing.

No onecandoubtthatreligion andgod-beliefhave (This raisesthe questionof why we would haveto began
sometimedeenuseful. OGod©anbeemployedike Santa all-powerful, all-loving godto be healedn thefirst place. It

Claus,to keeppeoplebehavingwell in orderto earnareward. ~ seemsronic, to saytheleast,to prayto aloving godto be
OGod©analsobe usedto justify horriblebehaviorthatbenefits cured from diseases and the effects of natural disasters that he
your group,suchaslslamic suicidebombingsor the Christian ~ himselfcreated. It alsoraisesthe Problemof Evil: If Godis

Crusades. OGodO can reduce your fear of death. all-powerfulandall-loving, why doesevil existin thefirst
Nevertheless, in an age of nuclear weapons, the dangerplaice?)
godbelief far outweighits usefulness. Modern resurrection stories always seem to occur in Third
. ) World countriesunderunscientificconditions. However there
(9) The OGodPartOof the Brain - Somereligiouspeople havebeenthousand®f peoplein modernhospitalshookedup

arguethata god mustexist, or why elsewould we havea part to machineghatverified their deathswhentheydied. Why
of our brain that can OrecognizeO a god? What use would thditinOt any of them ever resurrect?
part of our brain be otherwise?

However,imaginationis importantfor usto be ableto (12) OHNeaven(iFear of Death) - AtheistsdonOlike thefact
predictthefuture,andthusaidsin our survival. We can thatweOrall goingto die anymorethanreligiouspeopledo.
imagineall kinds of thingsthatarenOtrue. It is a byproduct However this feardoesnot provethereis anafterlife Bonly
of beingableto imaginethingsthatmightbetrue. thatwe wishtherewasanafterlife. But wishingdoesnQnake

As amatterof fact, scientistshavebegunto studywhy it so.
somepeoplehavereligiousbeliefsandothersdonOtirom a There is no evidence for a god, no evidence that he created
biological perspective. They have identified certain naturally any placefor usto go afterwe die, no explanatiorasto exactly
occurringchemicaldn our brainsthatcangive usreligious whatthat placeis composedf, nor whereit is, norhowagod

experiences. For example, the brain chemical dopamine createdt from nothing.
increases the likelihood that we will OseeO patterns where there Thereis no evidenceor a soul,no descriptionof whata

are none. soulis composedf, andno explanationof howanon-material
In studiesof religion andthe brain,a newfield called soulevolvedin a materialbody, or, alternately no explanation
neurotheologythey haveidentifiedthetemporallobeasaplace of howor whena godzapsa soulinto a body.
in the brain that can generate religious experiences. If afertilized humanegghasa soul,whathappensf that
Another part of the brain, which regulates a personOs sesggsplitsin two to form identicaltwins? Doeseachtwin have
of Oself,@anbe consciouslyshutdown during meditation, half a soul? Or did the original fertilized egghavetwo souls?
giving the meditator(who loseshis or hersenseof personal Whataboutwhenthe oppositehappenswhentwo
boundaries) a feeling of OonenessO with the universe. fertilized eggsfuseto form onehumanbeing,creatingwhatis
. ) knownasa chimera? Doesthatpersonhavetwo souls? Or did
(10) Ancient OMiraclesO & Resurrection StoriesMany each original fertilized egg have only half a soul?
religionshavemiraclestories. And, just aspeoplewho believe If aone-week-oldabydies,whatkind of thoughtswill it

in onereligion areusuallyskepticaltowardsmiraclestoriesof have in an afterlife? The thoughts of a one-week-old, which are
otherreligions,atheistsareskepticaltowardall miraclestories.  zero? Thethoughtsof anadult? If so,how will thathappen?
Extraordinary events can become exaggerated and growWherewill thosethoughtscomefrom andwhatwill theybe?

into miraculoudegends.Goodmagiciansanperformactsthat Thereis noreasorto believeour consciousnessurvives

seemlike miracles. Thingscanbemismeasurednd the deathof our brains. The mind is not somethingseparate

misinterpreted.Many thingsthatseemedike Omiracles@ the  from the body.

ancient world can be explained with modern knowledge. For examplewe know the chemicalgesponsibldor the
Regardingesurrectionsatheistswill notfind a story of feelingof love. Drugscanalterour mood,andthuschangeour

someone resurrecting from the dead to be convincing. Therethoughts. Physicaldamageo our brainscanchangeour

aremanysuchlegendsn ancientliteratureand,again,most personalitiesandour thoughts. And learninga new skill,

religiouspeoplerejecttheresurrectiorstoriesof otherreligions.  which involvesthinking, canphysicallychangethe structureof



our brains. .
Somepeopleget AlzheimerOdiseasat the endof their

strikesatheistsasa scaretacticto getpeopleto believethrough
fear what they canOt believe through reason and evidence. There

lives. The irreversible damage to their brains can be detectedavebeenpredictionsthatthe world wasgoingto endfor

by brainscans. Thesepeoplelosetheir ability to think, yet
theyarestill alive. How, onesecondafterthesepeopledie,
doestheir thinking return(in a OsoulO)?

If people had to choose between a god and an afterlife,

mostpeoplewould choosehe afterlife andforgetaboutGod.
Theyonly choosegod belief becausétOghe only way they
know of to fulfill theirdesirefor anafterlife. [Thanksto
Edward Tabashfor this point.]

(13) Fear of Hell - Theideaof hell strikesatheistsasa scamb
anattemptto getpeopleto believethroughfearwhatthey
cannot believe through reason and evidence.

Theonly way to approactthis Ologically@s to find the
religion that punishesyou the worstfor disbelief,andthen
believethatreligion. Okay,youwill havesavedyourselffrom

the worst punishmenthatexistsDif thatreligion is the OtrueO

religion.

But if thatreligion (with its punishment)s not the true
religion Dif thereligion thathasthe secondor third worst
punishmenfor disbeliefis thetrue religion bthenyou have
savedyourselfnothing.

So,which religionO#ell is the true hell? Without
evidence, we can never know.

centuriesnow. The questionyou mightwantto ask
yourselvesijf youOrdasingyour religiousbeliefson this, is
how long youOravilling to wait Dwhatamountof time will
convinceyou thattheworld is not goingto end?

(17) Difficulties of Religion - It hassometimedeenargued
that because certain religious practices are difficult to follow,
nobodywould do themif a goddidnOgexist. However,it is
thebeliefin the existenceof a godthatis motivatingpeople.
A goddoesnQeally haveto existfor this to happen.

Difficulties canserveasaninitiation rite of passagnto
beingcountedoneof the Oselectew.O After all, if just
anybodycouldbe Osaved,theremight be no pointin havinga
religion.

Finally, therewardfor obediencgromisedby most
religionsbaheaverbfar outweighsanydifficulties religion
imposes.

(18) The Argument from Martyrdom - It has been argued that
no onewould die for alie. This overlooksthefactthatpeople
canbeintentionallyor unintentionallyfooledinto believinga
religionis true.

Most rel|g|ousgroupsthatpromotemartyrdomprom|sea

Even within Christianity there are three different versionsgreat reward in Oheaven,O so followers donOt perceive the loss o

of hell. Thereis thetraditionalversion,whereyour Osoul®
burnsforever. A secondversionsaysthateternalpunishment
is too cruelfor aloving god, soyour Osoul®@ burntout of
existence.

And athird versionsaysthathell is not a physicalplace
but the conditionof beingforeverseparatedrom God. But

their lives asa greatsacrifice.
Doesthefactthatthe 9/11 bomberswverewilling to die
for their faith makelslamtrue? Whataboutcultslike HeavenOs
Gate,wherefollowers committedsuicidein 1997believing
their Osouls@eregoingto a spaceship carryingJesuson the
far side of a comet?

atheists are already separated from God and are having a good

time, sotheyfail to seehow thisis a punishment.And, how
canapersorbeseparatedrom GodwhenGodis supposedly
everywhere?

(14) OPascalW¥agerQ/ Faith - In short,PascalO#&/ager
stateghatwe haveeverythingto gain (aneternityin heaven)
andnothingto loseby believingin a god. On the otherhand,
disbeliefcanleadto alossof heaven(i.e. hell).

WeOvalreadynotedthatheaveris wishful thinking and
thathell is a scam,soletOsaddresshe issueof faith.

PascalO#&/agerassumes personcanwill himselfor
herselfinto havingfaith. Thisis simply notthe caseatleast
not for anatheist. So atheistavould haveto pretendto .
believe. But accordingto mostdefinitionsof God, wouldnOt
Godknow we werelying to hedgeour bets? Would agod
reward this?

Partof PascalO&/agerstateshatyou OlosanothingCoy
believing. But anatheistwould disagree.By believingunder
theseconditions youOracknowledginghatyouOravilling to
acceptsomethingson faith. In otherwords,youOrsaying
youOraevilling to abandonevidenceasyour standardfor
judgingreality. FaithdoesnCtoundso appealingvhenitOs
phrasedhatway, doesit?

(15) Blaming the Victim - Many religionspunishpeoplefor
disbelief. However beliefrequiresfaith, andsomepeople,
suchasatheistsareincapableof faith. Their mindsareonly

(19) The Argument from Embarrassment- Somereligious
people argue that because their holy book contains passages
thatareembarrassingp their faith, thatthosepassage®and
theaccompanyinglescriptionf supernaturagventsbmustbe
true or theywouldnOhavebeenincludedin the book.

A classicexampleof this arguments the Biblical _
description of the disciplesO cowardice after JesusO arrest. Yet
in this caseasin others,embarrassingnomentscanbe
includedin afictional storyto heightendramatictensionand
makethe eventualkriumph of the heroof the storythatmuch
greater[Thanksto RobertM. Price for this point.]

(20) FalseDichotomies- Thisis beingpresentedavith afalse
Oeither/or@ropositionwhereyouOrenly giventwo
alternativesvhen,in fact, therearemorepossibilities.

Here@enethatmanyChristiansarefamiIiar with: OEither
Jesusvasinsaneor hewasgod. SinceJesussaidsomewise
things,he wasnOnsane. Therefore he mustbe God, like he
saidhe was.OBut thosearenot the only two possibilities.

A third optionis that, yes, it is possibleto say somewise
thingsandbe deludedthatyou area god.

A fourth possibility is that JesusdidnOsayeverything
thatis attributedto him in the Bible. Maybehe didnOgctually
sayall thosewise things,but the writers of the Bible saidhe
did. Or maybeheneverclaimedto be God, butthewriters
turnedhim into a god after he died.

A fifth possibilityis thatJesuss afictional characteand

receptive to evidence. Therefore, are atheists to be blamed fep everythingwasinventedby the authors.

not believing when OGodO provides insufficient evidence?

(16) The End of the World - Like the conceptof hell, this

(21) Meaning in Lif e - Thisis the ideathat, without beliefin
agod, life would be meaningless.Evenif this weretrue, it



would only provewe wanteda godto existto give meaningto
our lives, notthata godactuallydoesexist. But thevery fact

thatatheistscanfind meaningin their lives without a beliefin

agodshowsthatgodbeliefis not necessary.

(22) OGodis Intangible, Like LoveO- Loveis not
intangible. We candefinelove bothasatype of feelingandas
demonstratetdy certaintypesof actions.

Unlike OGod,@ve is a physicalthing. We know the
chemicalgesponsibldor thefeeling of love.

Also, love dependsiponbrainstructure. A personwith a
lobotomyor othertype of braindamagemay losethe ability to
feel love.

Furthermoreif love werenot physical,it would not be
confinedto our physicalbrains. We would expectto be ableto
detectanentity or force calledOlove@oating aroundin theair.

(23) Morality/Ethics - Thisis theideathatwithouta godweOd

haveno basisfor morality. However,a secularmoralcode
existedbeforethe Bible: the Codeof Hammurabi.
In PlatoOdialoguecalledEuthyphrq Socratesasksa man

namedEuthyphrowhethersomethings goodbecausésodsays

it is, or doesGod announcesomethingo be goodbecausét
hasintrinsic goodness?

If somethings goodbecausésod saysit is, thenGod
might changehis mind aboutwhatis good. Thus,therewould
be no absolutemorality.

If Godmerelyannouncesomethingo be goodbecausdt
hasintrinsic goodnessthenwe might be ableto discoverthis
intrinsic goodnes®urselveswithout the needfor god belief.

beinga certainguide,religion canbe usedto justify any
behavior. Onesimply hasto sayOGodold meto doit.O The
bestway to refutethis reasonings to discardtheideaof gods
altogether. N

Evenif agoddoesnCexist,somepeoplethink thata
beliefin agodis usefulto getpeopleto behavebkind of like
aninvisible policemanor, in thewordsof PresidentGeorge
W. Bush:O(God)s constantlysearchingpur heartsandminds.
HeOind of like SantaClaus. He knowsif youOvéeengood
or if youOvdeenbad.O[April 8, 2007 (Easter),Army post,
Fort Hood, Texas.] Do we really wantto makethis the basis
for our ethics?

Any decentethicalsystemdoesnot needthe supernatural
to justify it. However,beliefin the supernaturahasbeenused
to justify manyunethicalacts,suchasthe Inquisition, the
SalemWitch trials, gay-bashingand9/11.

(24) The Argument from Goodness/Beauty Somereligious
peoplearguethatwithout a godtherewould be no goodness
and/orbeautyin theworld. However,goodnessandbeautyare
definedin humanterms.

If the EarthOenvironmenhadbeenso nastythatit was
impossiblefor life to evolve,thenwe wouldnObe hereto
ponderthis question. So, obviously,at leastsomethings
about the EarthOs environment are life-affirming, and we are
naturallydrawnto thesethingsBour survivaldependsiponit.

As for the beauty of art: we are naturally drawn to life-
affirming imagesshapesandcolors. Howevertherearemany
exampleof art, suchasthe paintingsof the Cubistsandthe
Surrealiststhatareloved by somepeopleandhatedby others.

Christians canOt even agree among themselves whatOs

moralwhenit comesto thingslike masturbationpremarital
sex,homosexualitydivorce,contraceptionabortion,war,

(25) Altruism - Peoplesometimesaythatwithout a godthere
would be no altruism,thatevolutiononly rewardsselfish

embryonic stem cell research, euthanasia, and the death penbékhavior.

Christiansrejectsomeof the morallawsfoundin the
Bible, suchaskilling disobedienthildrenor peoplewho work
onthe Sabbath.Therefore Christiansmustbe applyingtheir
own ethicalstandard$rom outsidethe Bible to be ableto
recognizethatthesecommandmenti the Bible areunethical.
[Thanksto Dan Barker for this point.]

In fact, mostreligious peopleignorethe bad ethicsin
their holy booksandconcentrat®n thegoodadvice In other
words,theistspick and chooseheir ethicsjust like atheistdo.

Otheranimalsexhibit kindnesgowardoneanotheranda
senseof justice. We havefoundthe partof our brains
responsibldor feelingsof sympathyandempathyb Omirror
neurons®which serveasthe foundationfor muchof our
ethics.

Morality is somethinghatevolvedfrom usbeingsocial
animals. [tO$asedn the selfishadvantageve getfrom
cooperationandon consequenced-elpingoneanothelis a
selfishactthathasevolutionaryrewards. (SeealsoArgument
25, againstthe existenceof altruism.)

We alsojudgeactionsby their consequencethroughtrial
anderror. The bestformulawe havecomeup with is to allow
the maximumamountof freedomthatdoesnot harmanother
personor impingeon thatpersonOseedom. This createghe
greatesamountof happines&ndprosperityin society,which

However,it canbearguedthatthereis no suchthing as
altruism,that peoplealwaysdo whattheywantto do. If they
areonly facedwith badchoicesthenpeoplechoosehething
theyhatetheleast.

Our choices are based on what gives us (our genes) the
bestadvantagdor survival,including raisingour reputationin
society. )

OAltruism@owardsfamily memberdenefitspeoplewho
share our genes. OAltruismO towards friends benefits people
who maysomedayeturnthefavor.

EvenOQaltruism@wardsstrangershasa basisin
evolution. This behaviorfirst evolvedin smalltribes,where
everyone knew each other and a good reputation enhanced oneOs
survival. It is now hard-wiredin our brainsasa generaimode
of conduct. [Thanksto Richard Dawkinsfor this point.]

(26) Free Will - Somepeoplearguethatwithouta godthere
would beno freewill, thatwe would live in a deterministic
universe of cause and effect and that we would be mere
Orobots.O

Actually, thereis far lessfree will thanmostpeoplethink
thereis. Our conditioning(our biologicaldesireto surviveand
prosper, combined with our experiences) makes certain
OchoicesO far more likely than others. How else can we explain
our ability, in manycasesto predicthumanbehavior?

benefits the greatest amount of people (the greatest good for the Experimenthaveshownthatour brainmakesa

greateshumber). This view includesthe protectionof
minority rights, sincein someway we areeacha minority.

Sincethereis no evidenceor any gods,it follows that
anymoralbelief canbe attributedto agod. So,ratherthan

OdecisionO to take actlmeforewe become conscious of it!
Somebelievethattheonly freewill we haveis to exercise
aconsciousretooveractionssuggestedy our thoughts.
Most atheistshaveno problemadmittingthat free will
may be anillusion.



This issuealsobringsup a conundrumif agodwho
created us knows the future, how can we have free will?

In theend,if we areenjoyingour lives, doesit matterif
freewill is realor anillusion? IsnOit only our egoBour
healthyself-esteenthatis beneficialfor survivalbthathas
beenconditionedto believethatreal freewill is somehow
better thanmaginaryfree will?

(27) A Perfect Being Must NecessarilyExist - Thisis known
astheontologicalargumentor God,first developedalmost
1,000yearsagoby Anselm.

Accordingto physicsandastronomyprofesson/ictor
StengerOltis commonlybelievedthatthe Olawsof physicsO
lie outsidephysics. Theyarethoughtto be eitherimposed
from outsidethe universeor built into its logical structure
Recentphysicsdisputeghis. The basicOlawsf physicsare
mathematicaktatementshathavethe form theydoin an
attemptto describereality in anobjectiveway. Thelaws of
physicsare just whattheywouldbe expectedo beif theycame
from nothingO[all emphasisidded]

(31) The OFine-tuningGof the Universe - Somereligious

We are asked to imagine the greatest or most perfect bepepplearguethatthe six physicalconstant®f theuniverse

possible. For mostpeople thisis their conceptionof a god.
Thenit is pointedout thatit is greateror moreperfectfor
somethingo existratherthannotto exist. Therefore this
being(God) mustnecessarilyexist.

But this argumentoesnot addresshe questionof
whetherit is possiblefor a perfectbeingto exist. It alsomeans
thatour imaginationcanwill thingsinto existence.Not
everythingwe canimagineis possible.

LetOspplythis logic to a differentsubject. Imaginea
perfect skyscraper. It would remain undamaged if terrorists
flew planesintoit. Yet no skyscrapecanwithstandsuchan
assaulwithout atleastsomedamage.But thatviolatesour

(which control suchthingsasthe strengthof gravity) canonly
exist within a very narrow range to produce a universe capable
of sustainindife. Thereforesincethis couldnGhhavehappened
Obyaccident,@ god musthavedoneit.
Again, thisis a god-of-the-gapsrgument. But beyond
that, this argumentassumeshatwe know everythingabout
astrophysic®a field in which newdiscoveriesaremadeon
almosta daily basis. We may discoverthatour universeis not
so OfinetunedGafterall.
Anotherpossibility is thattheremay existmultiple
universes D either separately or as Obubble universesO within a
singleuniverse. Eachof theseuniversescould haveits own set

premise that the skyscraper must be perfect. Therefore, suctohnonstants.Givenenoughuniversespy chanceit is likely

indestructibleskyscrapemustexist.

(28) Why is there SomethingRather than Nothing? - This
argumentssumeshat, without a god, we wouldnOexpect
anythingto exist. However,we haveno ideaof the statistical
probability of SomethingexistingratherthanNothing.

Accordingto physicsandastronomyprofessonictor
Stengersymmetricalsystemsendto be unstable. Theytend
to decayinto lesssymmetricalsystems.Now, NothingBthe
lack of anythingbis perfectlysymmetricglandthushighly
unstable Therefore Somethings morestablethanNothing.
Thuswe would expecthereto be Somethingatherthan
Nothing.

We mightjust asreasonablyask: OWhyis therea god
rather than no god?0 and OWho created this god?0O

(29) The Argument from First Cause- This argumenstates
that we live in a universe of cause-and-effect. However, the
argumenigoes,it is logically impossibleto haveaninfinite
regressiorof causes.At somepointthe regressiorhasto stop.
At thatpoint you needa First Causethatis not the resultof
any causdtself. ThatFirstUncausedCauseijt is claimed,is
God.

Theuniversewe live in now Obegan@bout13.7billion
yearsago. Whetherthe universeexistedin someotherform

thatatleastonewill produceandsustainlife.

We know it is possiblefor atleastoneuniverseto existb
we arein it. If onecanexist,why not many? Onthe other
hand,we haveno evidencehatit is possiblefor evenonegod
to exist.

Now letOgakea look at mostpeopleOdefinition of a
god: eternal,omni-presentall-knowing, all-powerful,andall-
loving. CanGodbeanyotherway thanexactlytheway heis?

Althoughthereis somesmallmarginfor variancein the
Ofine-tuning®f the constantof the universethereis
traditionally no marginfor variancein the constantof God.
Therefore pur universewith atraditionalgodis logically more
implausiblethanour universewithout one.

And, of course we mustask:Who or whatfine-tuned
God?

If theuniversewascreatedspecificallywith humans in
mind, thenthe enormoussize of the universe(mostof it
hostileto life) andthe billions of yearsthatpassedefore
humansshowedup areridiculousandwastefulbnot whatwe
would expectfrom agod.

(32) The OFine-tuningGof the Earth - Somereligiouspeople
arguethatthe Earthis positionedOjustightOin the solar
system(not too hot, not too cold, etc.) for life to exist.
Furthermore, the elements on Earth (carbon, oxygen, etc.) are

before that B whether there was energy/matter/gravity/etc. (a alsoOjustight.O Thesepeopleclaim thatthis couldnOhave

naturalworld) beforethatBis unknown.

We donOknow if the naturalworld hada beginningor
whetherit alwaysexistedin someform. If it hada beginning,
we donOknow thata godis the only possiblecreativesource.
We donOknow thata god canbe anuncausedause. What
caused God?

Virtual particlespopinto andout of existenceall the
time. Quantumphysicsdemonstratethattherecanindeedbe
uncaused events.

(30) The OLawsOf the Universe- Wheredid the Olaws©f
theuniversecomefrom? Any physicalOlaw@ merelyan
observedegularity. ItOsot somethinghandeddown by a
celestialtribunal.

happened®byaccident,@oa god mustexistto havedonethe
positioningandchemistry.

We should be able to recognize a god-of-the-gaps
argumentere. But anevenbetterrebuttalexists. If Earthwas
theonly planetin the universe thenit would indeedbe
remarkableéhatour conditionsturnedout to be Ojustight.O

But mostreligiouspeopleacknowledgehatthereare
probablythousandsif not millions, of otherplanetsin the
universe. (Our own solarsystemhaseightplanets.) Therefore,
by chance atleastoneof thoseplanetswill haveconditions
thatwill producesomekind of life.

We can imagine religious purple creatures with four eyes
and breathing carbon dioxide on another planet also falsely
believingthattheir planetis Ofine-tuned@ndthata creatorgod



existsin theirimage.

(33) Creationism / Olntelligent Design& Thisis theideathat
if we canOturrentlyexplainsomethingaboutlife, thenOGod
did itO (god-of-the-gaps).

However,if Genesispr anysimilarreligiouscreation
myth, is true, thenvirtually everyfield of sciences wrong.
Not only is biology wrong, but sotoo arechemistry,physics,
archeologyandastronomyaswell astheir many
subdisciplinesuchasembryologyandgenetics.In fact, we
might aswell throw out the entirescientific method.

Creationistoften makea distinctionbetweerOmicroO
evolutionandOmacro@volutionDthatis, changewithin a

justaseasilyhavebeenroutedaroundthe prostategland. Is
OGodO an incompetent or sloppy designer?

If agodcreatedall life within aweekthen,evenwith an
allegedworldwide flood, we would expectto find athoroughly
mixed geologiccolumnof fossils. We donOfind this.

We alsohavethe contradictionthat peopleclaim that God
is Opro-life, @et he allows for spontaneouabortion. Onethird
to onehalf of fertilized humaneggsgetspontaneouslgborted,
often before the woman is even aware that sheOs pregnant. If a
goddesignedhe humansystemof reproductionthis make
GodtheworldOdiggestabortionist.

Thus,scientificevolutionprovidesanswersyhereas
religiouscreationismandOintelligentesign®@nly introduce

species, which they accept, and change from one species to morequestions.

anotherwhichtheydonotaccept. )
But whatarethe mechanism$or Omicro@volution?
Theyare:mutation,naturalselection andinheritance.And

(34) The universe and/or life violate the secondlaw of
thermodynamics (entropy)- The second law of

what are the mechanisms for OmacroO evolution? Exactly thdermodynamicgentropy)stateshatin a closedsystem things

same:mutation,naturalselectionandinheritance. The only
differenceis the amountof time required. Do somegenessay
to themselvesOGeel betternot changetoo muchor it will
upset some religious people?0

Evolutionis the bestexplanationandthe only
explanation for which we have any evidence, for the age of
fossils,for the progressiorof fossils,for geneticsimilarities,
for structuralsimilarities,andfor transitionalfossils.

Yes,thereare transitionalfossils. For examplewe have
a goodfossil trail of speciegyoingfrom land mammalto
whale,including basilosaurusa primitive whalethat still
retaineduselesssmallhind legs. Eventoday,whalesretain
their hip bones.

(Somecreationistsaarguethatthosetiny hind legswould
havebeenusefulfor mating,thusbasilosaurusvasa separately
createdspeciesandnot a transition. But if thosehind legs
were so useful, why did they evolve completely away?)

In fact, snakestoo, still havehip bones,andoncein a
greatwhile we seea snakebornwith vestigesof hind legs,
demonstratingheir evolutionfrom reptile ancestorshathad
hind legs.

In China we have found many half-reptile/half-bird
fossils,demonstratinghat transition.

Thereis therecentlydiscoveredossil tiktaalik, which
helpedfilled a gapbetweerfish andamphibians.It was
discoveredn Canadagexactlywhere,andin theageof rock,
thatevolutionpredicted. [Thanksto PZ Myersfor this point.]

Ontheotherhand,if a perfectgodcreatedife we would
expecthim to do a betterjob. We wouldnOexpectthat99% of
all specieghathaveeverexistedwould havegoneextinct.

As the Christianevolutionarybiologist KennethR. Miller
stated OifGod purposelydesigned0 horsespecieghatlater
disappearedhenGodOgrimary attributeis incompetenceHe
canOmakeit right thefirst time.O[OEducatordebate
Ointelligentesign@ by RichardN. Ostling, Star Tribune.
March 23, 2002,p. B9.]

As the evangelicalChristianFrancisCollins, headof the
HumanGenomeProject,stated:OID[Intelligent Design]
portraysthe Almighty asa clumsyCreator,havingto intervene
atregularintervalsto fix theinadequaciesf His owninitial
planfor generatinghe complexityof life.O [The Languageof
God, pp.193-194.]

If a perfect goctreated life we would not expect birth
defects. If gerfect goctreated life we would not expect
Ounintelligentlesignuchasa prostateglandthatswellsand
shutsdownthe urinarytract,whentheurinarytractcould have

tendtowardgreaterdisorder. Somereligiouspeoplearguethat
becausé¢heuniverseandlife aresoorderly,thata god mustbe
requiredwho could violate this law.

Again, | thankphysicsandastronomyprofessonictor
Stenger for the secular explanation:

Theuniversedoesnot violate the secondaw of
thermodynamicsThe universestartedwith the maximum
amountof disorderpossiblefor its size Then,astheuniverse
expandedthis allowedfor moredisorderto occur,and,in fact,
it is occurring.

Despitethefact thatthe overalldisorderis increasingn
the systemcalledthe universe jncreasingorder is allowedin
subsystemsuchasgalaxiessolarsystemsandlife Bsolong
astheneteffectto theentire universeis increaseddisorder.

If a god created the universe, we would have expected it to
startin anorderlyfashion,notin disorder. Thefactthatthe
universestartedwith maximundisordermeanghatagod
couldnot have created it, because a purposeful creation would
havehadat leastsomeorderto it.

It alsoturnsout thatthe negativegravitational energyin
the universe exactly cancels hasitive energy represented by
matter, sothatthetotal netenergyof the universeis zerg
which is whatyou would expectif the universecamefrom
Nothing by natural means However if agodwasinvolved,
you would haveexpectecim to haveintroducedenergyinto
theuniverse. Thereis no evidenceof this.

ItOsnterestinghow theistswill cling to the secondaw of
thermodynamicso try to provethe existenceof their god,
while totally ignoringthefirst law of thermodynamic®that
matter/energy can be neither created nor destroyed B which
would thoroughlydisprovethe existenceof their god asa being
who cancreatesomethingrom nothing.

Conclusion - Religiouspeoplehavea tough,if notimpossible
taskto try to provea god exists,let alonethattheir particular
religionis true. If anyreligion hadobjectivestandards,
wouldnOt everyone be flocking to the same OtrueO religion?
Insteadwe find thatpeopletendto believe,to varyingdegrees,
thereligionin which theywereindoctrinated.Or theyare
atheists.
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