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Session 2: The Existence of God 

I. Leibniz’s contingency argument: 
A. The argument: 

1. Everything that exists has an explanation of its existence, either in the necessity of its 
nature or in an external cause. 

2. The universe exists. 
3. The explanation for the existence of the universe is not in the necessity of its nature. 
4. Therefore, the universe has an external cause. 
5. That external cause must be uncaused, necessarily existing, non-contingent, non-

physical, immaterial, and eternal. 
6. The cause of the universe is God. 

B. Detailed notes: 
1. Premise #1: 

a. Something exists by the necessity of its nature is something that exists in every 
possible world, i.e., it exists necessarily. 

b. Something that exists but not by the necessity of its nature exists contingently 
on an external cause. 

2. Premise #3: 
a. Nothing in the nature of the universe suggests its existence is a matter of 

necessity (there is a possible world in which the universe never existed). 
b. Therefore, the universe exists contingently. 

3. Premise #5: 
a. The external cause of the universe must not have properties that exclusively 

belong to things within the universe. 
b. Otherwise, the cause of the universe is no longer external to it. 

 
II. The kalam cosmological argument (Craig): 

A. The argument: 
1. Everything that begins to exist has a cause. 
2. The universe began to exist. 
3. Therefore, the universe has a cause. 
4. If the universe has a cause, its cause must be spaceless, timeless, immaterial, 

uncaused, and powerful. 
5. The cause of the universe is very much like God. 

B. Detailed notes: 
1. Premise #1: 

a. This premise asserts that everything that begins to exist has a cause. 
b. It does not claim that something that did not begin to exist has a cause. 
c. Something that begins to exist is does so within time. 

2. Premise #2: 
a. The evidence from science: 
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i. Prior to the discovery of the big bang, thinkers believed that the universe is 
past-eternal. 

ii. Georges Lemaître (1927): An expanding universe could be traced back to an 
originating point. 

iii. Edwin Hubble (1929): Galaxies are drifting apart. 
iv. Alpher, Herman, and Gamow (1940s): Predicted the existence of cosmic 

microwave background (CMB) radiation. 
v. Penzias and Wilson (1964): Discovered CMB. 
vi. Hawkings and Penrose (1970): Singularities in general relativistic models of 

the Big Bang. 
vii. WMAP (2012): 13.772 billion years ± 59 million years. 
viii. Planck (2015): 13.813 billion years ± 38 million years. 

b. Philosophically, the universe must have a beginning since a past-eternal 
universe must traverse an infinite amount of time to get to the present. 

3. Premise #4: 
a. The universe cannot cause itself. 
b. Therefore, the cause of the universe must not have properties that exclusively 

belong to things within the universe. 
 

III. The teleological argument: 
A. The argument: 

1. If an object appears to have been designed, it is reasonable to posit that the object is 
actually designed. 

2. If it is reasonable to posit that an object is actually designed, then it is reasonable to 
posit that the object has a designer. 

3. The universe appears to have been designed. 
4. Therefore, it is reasonable to posit that the universe is actually designed. 
5. If it is reasonable to posit that the universe is actually designed, then it is reasonable 

to say that the universe has a designer. 
6. Therefore, it is reasonable to posit that God or something like God exists and designed 

the universe. 
B. The fine-tuning of the universe: 

1. Example #1 – Gravity: 
a. The force of gravity is given as F = G (m1m2)/r2. 
b. Life permitting range of G: 1 in 1060. 
c. Number of cells in human body: 1014. 
d. Number of seconds since the Big Bang: 1020. 

2. Example #2 – Expansion rate of the universe: 
a. The expansion rate of the universe is given as -(4πG)/3 (ρ + 3p) + (Λ/3). 
b. Life permitting range of Λ: 1 in 10120. 

3. Example #3 – Mass and energy (life permitting range of its distribution): 1 in 10^10123. 
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C. Analysis of fine-tuning: 
1. Fine tuning is either due to necessity, chance, or design. 
2. Necessity? – It is far from impossible for the universe to be life-prohibiting. 
3. Chance? – The chance of a life-permitting is so slim that can only be overcome by 

resorting to the multiverse which is undetectable, unobservable, unmeasurable, 
unprovable, and unfalsifiable. Furthermore, the multiverse generator too requires fine 
tuning. 

4. If fine tuning is not due to either necessity or chance, then it is due to design. 
 

IV. The moral argument: 
A. The argument: 

1. There exist such things as objective moral right and objective moral wrong that are 
universal. 

2. If there are objective moral right and objective moral wrong that are universal, then 
there is an objective moral law that is universal. 

3. If there is an objective moral law that is universal, then there is a universal giver of 
objective moral law. 

4. God is the universal giver of objective moral law. 
B. Detailed notes: 

1. Premise #2: Without an objective moral law that is universal, one lacks the mechanism 
to tell the difference between universal objective moral right and universal objective 
moral wrong. 

2. Premise #3: Without a universal giver of objective moral law, one cannot ground the 
universal objective moral law for the universe is impotent to generate it. 

 
V. The ontological argument (Platinga): 

A. The argument: 
1. Let God be defined as a Maximally Great Being (MGB). 
2. It is possible that an MGB exists. 
3. An MGB exists in some possible world. 
4. If an MGB exists in some possible world, then it exists in every possible world. 
5. If an MGB exists in every possible world, then it exists in the actual world. 
6. If an MGB exists in the actual world, then it exists. 
7. Therefore, a Maximally Great Being exists. 

B. Detailed notes: 
1. Premise #4: 

a. The MGB must also be maximally great in terms of existing across possible 
worlds. Otherwise, one can imagine abstract objects being greater than the 
MGB in this regard. 

b. This premise follows the S5 system of modal logic which states that if something 
is possibly necessary, then it is necessary. 

2. The ontological argument shows that “If it is possible that God exists, then God exists.” 


