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Peter’s Exhortation 

1 Peter 3:15 (NKJV) 
◦ But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready 

to give a defense to everyone who asks you a reason for the 
hope that is in you, with meekness and fear;



Different views as to the existence of God

1. Theist – believes in the existence of God 

2. Atheist – denies the existence of God

3. Agnostic – claims they do not know
 Does claiming not to know justify one? (Rom. 1:18-23)

 Actually, either God exists or He does not; there is no middle 
ground.



Is it important?

Our view of God, not only His existence, 
but His nature will determine our attitude 

and actions toward others and our self.



Difference between the atheist and theist 

Atheist 
 In the beginning was matter, 

which begat the ameba, 
which begat the worm, 
which begat the fish, which 
begat the amphibian, which 
begat the reptile, which 
begat the lower mammal, 
which begat the lemur, 
which begat the monkey, 
which begat man, who 
imagined God (Charles 
Smith).

Theist 
 In the beginning God 

created the heaven and 
the earth...And God said, 
Let us make man in our 
image, after our 
likeness...So God created 
man in his own image, in 
the image of God created 
he him; male and female 
created he them. (Moses, 
Genesis 1:1, 26-27).



Is the Atheist logical in denying the existence of God?

1. It is philosophically impossible to be an atheist
Ron Carlson states:
To be an atheist you must have infinite knowledge in order 

to know absolutely that there is no God. But to have infinite 
knowledge, you would have to be God yourself. It’s hard to 
be God yourself and an atheist at the same time!



Another Illustration

1. D. R. Dungan illustrated it to his class this way:
 If I should announce to you this morning that there is 

not in the walls of this building, deposited a silver 
dollar, you would rightfully understand me as affirming 
my perfect acquaintance with every piece of material 
used in their construction, large enough to contain 
such a coin. 

 If I were not present when every brick was made and 
put into the wall, and when all the mortar was made, 
and if I watched not with unerring accuracy every act 
of all the workmen until the whole was complete, then 
you would laugh at my affirmation. 

 You see at once that the genuine atheist must be a 
man of unlimited knowledge”



It is philosophically impossible to be an atheist

So to say that God does not exist, you would 
have to be everywhere at the same time or 
else, He might be someplace where you are 

not. Only God is omnipresent. 



Reasons why we believe in God

1. Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

2. Design in Nature – the Teleological Argument

3. The Moral Argument

4. The Inadequacies of Evolution



#1 Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

1. The word “cosmological” is a compound word: 
(cosmos=universe; logos=study of). Hence, the cosmological 
argument involves the study of the universe and its existence.

2. A simple statement of the argument is as follows:
• Every effect must have an adequate cause.

• The world is an effect.

• Therefore, the world must have had a cause outside of 
itself and adequate enough to account for its existence.

Example: If I push this box off the podium – the effect
is that box on the floor; the cause is my pushing it off.



#1 Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

1. A key word in this argument is “adequate”.
 Illustrations:

• A footprint in the forest; what caused it? A raindrop? No, 
not adequate! There has to be more!

• A river did not become muddy because a frog jumped into 
it. There has to be more!

• The book didn’t fall from the table because a fly landed on 
it. There has to be more!



#1 Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

1. The world exists, so it must have had an adequate 
cause. What caused the world to exist?

1. Has it always existed?
• Sir Fred Hoyle developed the Steady State Theory. Information 

had come to light that indicated the Universe was expanding. 
• So Dr. Hoyle suggested that the best way to try to explain both an 

expanding and eternal Universe was to suggest that at points in 
space called “irtrons” hydrogen was coming into existence from 
nothing. 

• As hydrogen atoms arrived, they had to “go” somewhere, and as 
they did, they displaced matter already in existence, causing the 
Universe to expand. Hoyle believed that the atoms of gaseous 
hydrogen gradually condensed into clouds of virgin matter, that 
within these clouds new stars and galaxies formed, etc.



Problem! 

1. Hoyle’s “creation of hydrogen out of nothing in 
irtrons” violates the first law of thermodynamics.
The principle of the conservation of matter and energy—

which states that matter and energy can be neither created 
nor destroyed. Matter can be converted into energy, and vice 
versa, but the total amount of all matter and energy in the 
Universe must remain unchanged forever. 

 It is difficult to accept a theory that violates such a firmly 
established scientific fact (Jastrow).



#1 Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

1. The world exists, so it must have had an adequate 
cause. What caused the world to exist?

1. Has it always existed? NO!

2. Did it create itself from nothing?

• People at one time believed in spontaneous generation

◦ Flies from dead meat

• Not logical 



#1 Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

2. Did it create itself from nothing?
Not logical 

Consider the following syllogism:

• Something cannot come from nothing.

• But something exists.

• Therefore, something has always existed.

 So is the “something” matter? If so, where did matter come 
from?



#1 Cause and Effect – the Cosmological Argument

1. The world exists, so it must have had an adequate 
cause. What caused the world to exist?

1. Has it always existed? NO!

2. Did it create itself from nothing? NO!

3. Was it created? YES!

• Theists believe that it was created.

2. So theists believe that Mind (God) has always 
existed (Gen. 1:1); Atheist deny!

3. This answers the little boy’s question, “Where did 
God come from?” He has always existed!



Conclusion 

1. Bert Thompson sums it up:
The central message of the cosmological argument, 

and the law of cause and effect upon which it is 
based, is this: 
Every material effect must have an adequate antecedent 

cause. The Universe is here; intelligent life is here; morality is 
here; love is here. What is their adequate antecedent cause? 

 Since the effect never can precede, or be greater than the 
cause, it then stands to reason that the Cause of life must be 
a living Intelligence which itself is both moral and loving. 
When the Bible records, “In the beginning, God,” it makes 
known to us just such a First Cause.


