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" hard Dawkins

‘Ifithis;bookiworks
as l'intend,
religious readers
who'open it will be
atheists when
they put it down.*

Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion,
p. 5.
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Science §
is all we
need 1o
know
reality.
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BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE

"Unlike some of his
theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God exists
is a definite question
of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

Richard Dawkins




dlherelisianfanswenrto
evenyisuchiquestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether;
or.notiwe canidiscover it
in practice, and'it'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]




Stephen Jay Gould Alister. McGrath
1941-200248 eV W

Facts and the Relationship
of Science and Religion
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Paleontologist, evolutionary
biologist, and historian of
science

R Taught at Harvard and New

Step%en Jay Gould York
194120024 University

Famous for his theory of
punctuated equilibrium

Was very interested in the
relationship between science
and religion

"We may, | think, adopt
this word and concept to
express the central point

of this essay and the

\
Stephen Jay Gould . . .
Penaze  principled resolution of

supposed 'conflict' or
'‘warfare' between science
and religion.




"No such conflict should

exist because each
i, subject has a legitimate
- magisterium, or domain

\
Stephen Jay Gould . .
Pawee  of teaching authority—

"and these magisteria do
not overlap (the principle
i, that | would like to
N e designate as NOMA, or
Stephen Jay Gould , .
T6%1-200208 nonoverlapping
magisteria')."
[Stephen Jay Gould, "Nonoverlapping Magisteria," downloaded from

http://www.stephenjaygould.org/library/gould_noma.html, assessed
Mar. 26, 2008]
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Step%en Jay Gould
1941-2002

-y

Step%en Jay Gould
"19%1-200248

"The net of science
covers the empirical
universe: what is it made
of (fact) and why does it
work this way (theory).

"The net of religion
extends over questions of
moral meaning and
value.

13



1 > T r
ﬁ ‘B "These two magisteria do
&, not overlap, nor do they
(i, encompass all inquiry
Step%en - (consider, for starters, the
7691200248 magisterium of art andthe

meaning of beauty).

v

1941-2002

"To cite the arch cliches,
we get the age of rocks,
LA and religion retains the
to, IR rock of ages; we study
7691200248 how the heavens go, and
they determine how to go
to heaven."

["Nonoverlapping"]

14



en Jay Gould
1941-2002

Non
Overlapping
Magisteria

Step%

-y

by n Jay Gould

Stephe
19%1-200248

NOMA

Science Religion

(Facts and (Moral Meaning
Theories) and Values)
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Alister McGrath

¢ Andreas Idreos Professorship
of Science and Religion at
Oxtord University

Senior Research Fellow at
Harris Manchester College,
(@)% o) e!

Alister McGrath

"There is, of course, a third option—that
of 'partially overlapping magisteria' (a
POMA, so to speak),

16
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Alister McGrath

"reflecting a realization that science and
religion offer possibilities of cross-
fertilization on account of the
interpenetration of their subjects and
methods."

[Alister McGrath and Joanna Collicutt McGrath, The Dawkins Delusion? Atheist
Fundamentalism and the Denial of the Divine (Downers Grove, IL: 2007), 41

’ﬁ‘

‘:\" /
Alis"t,é""Mc?c!;-ra |

P artially
Overlapping
Magisteria
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Alister. McGrath
&

Bcy
P O M A Common factual claims
of science and religion
e.g., information
content in biological
Sci Peliai systems

(Facts and (Facts and
Theories) Values)

“Thelpresence or
absence ofia creative

super-intelligence'is
unequivocally a
scientific question,
even if it is not in )
practice—or not  § =
yet—a decided one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

18



“Thelpresencelor;

absence ofiacreative

super-intelligence is
unequivocally a
scientific question,
even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided one.*"

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

“Thelpresencelor,

absence ofia creative

super-intelligence'is
unequivocally a
scientific question,
even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

"Unlike some of his
theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God exists
is a definite question
of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

"Unlike some of his
theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God exists

is a definite(question
offfact!"

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
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“Thelpresencelor; "Unlike some of his
absence offalcreative theological
super-intelligence is colleagues, Bishop

unequivocally a Montefiore is not
afraid|to|state that

even if it is not in the question of

practice—or not whether God exists

yet—a decided one.” is a definite(question
[The God Delusion, 58-59] Gi? faCt"

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

dlherelisianfanswenrto
evenyisuchiquestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether;
or.notiwe canidiscover it
in practice, and'it'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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dliherelistanfanswento
evernyisuchiquestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether;
or notiwe can'discover it
What methods.for in' practice, and'it'is a
: strictly scientific answer.
answering The methods we should

questions does use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that

Dawkins propose? relevant evidence ever

became available, would
be[BULEN) and entirely,

Scientificimethods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

dliherelisianfanswernto
- EVERY SUEh CUESTTen
Accordin g (o [aboutimiracles]iwhether

Dawkins, should on notiwe can'discover it

scientific. methods in practice, and it'is a
strictly scientific answer.

be used only.for | The methods we should

certain kinds of | use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that

quest/ons or fOI’ relevant evidence ever

every kind of became available, would
question? o purElly ene) CafiiEly

scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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st to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

dliherelisfanfanswento

evernyisuchiquestion
[aboutimiracles]jiwhether
ol notiwe'can'discover it
in practice, and'itiis'a
If not, what kind, of = strictly scientific answer.

The methods we should
method should be use to settle the matter, in

used? the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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diiherelistanfanswento
evenyisuchiquestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether;
ol notiwe can'discover it

Why can't.that in practice, and'itiis a
strictly scientific answer.

method be used = The methods we should

for questions use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that

about m/racles? relevant evidence ever.

became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

Dawkins, having quoted
Cambridge astronomer
Martin Rees who said
questions such as why
anything exists "lie beyond
science ... however, they
are the province of
philosophers and
theologians" responded ...

23



"l would prefer to say that if
indeed they lie beyond
science, they most certainly
lie beyond the province of
theologians as well (I doubt
that philosophers would
thank Martin Rees for
lumping theologians in with
them). | am tempted to go
further and wonder in what
possible sense theologians
can be said to have a

province."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 55, 56
emphasis added.]

P
£
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RichardIDawkins

7,
st

Completely
Overlapping
Magisteria




Science
(Facts and Values)

tely engaged challenge to th
odoxy by religh

co~¢ditor and publisher, The New Criterion

past few wears, This is o serl-
est effort

< (Mliterares.”

FESER
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“Eaithlis’anievil
precisely/because!it
requires no
justification and

brooks no argument.

... Faith can be very,
very dangerous."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (Boston:
Haughton Mifflin, 2006), 308]

Richard Dé"wk'"i\\ns

27



Whlle it; may. beitrueithat
some rellglous people have
been part of; the problem by.

ST VNN
howjtheyaview; theuo/lg/ of:
reasonlinithejChristian Ilf‘e
itlislonly, becaushe fhey]ha/ve
failed’to understand the
M NAF, "
propel; relatlonshlp between

faith and reason.
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Reason Eaith

Believing Believing
something on something on
the basis of the basis of

demonstration. authority.

Consider
Fermat's
Last Theorem.

f[

Plerre deiEermat
1601 - 1665
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Annals of Mathematics, 142 (1995), 443-551

Modular elliptic curves
and
Fermat’s Last Theorem

By ANDREW WILES*

For Nada, Clare, Kate and Olivia

Cubum autem in duos cubos, aut quadratoquadratum in duos quadra-
toquadratos, et generaliter nullam in infinitum ultra quadratum
potestatem in duos cjusdem mominis fas est dividere: cujus rei
demonstrationem mirabilem sane detezi. Hanc marginis exiguitas
non caperet.

Pierre de Fermat

Introduction

An elliptic curve over Q is said to be modular if it has a finite covering by
a modular curve of the form Xo(N). Any such elliptic curve has the property
that its Hasse-Weil zeta function has an analytic continuation and satisfies a
functional equation of the standard type. If an elliptic curve over Q with a
given j-invariant is modular then it is easy to sce that all elliptic curves with
the same j-invariant are modular (in which case we say that the j-invariant
is modular). A well-known conjecture which grew out of the work of Shimura
and Taniyama in the 1950’s and 1960’ asserts that every clliptic curve over Q
is modular. However, it only became widely known through its publication in a
paper of Weil in 1967 [We] (as an exercise for the interested reader!), in which,
moreover, Weil gave conceptual evidence for the conjecture. Although it had
been numerically verified in many cases, prior to the results described in this
paper it had only been known that finitely many j-invariants were modular.

In 1985 Frey made the remarkable observation that this conjecture should
imply Fermat’s Last Theorem. The precise mechanism relating the two was
formulated by Serre as the s-conjecture and this was then proved by Ribet in
the summer of 1986. Ribet’s result only requires one to prove the conjecture
for semistable elliptic curves in order to deduce Fermat’s Last Theorem.

rhe work on this paper was supported by an NSF grant.

Reason

Believing

something on
the basis of
demonstration.

Faith

Believing
something on
the basis of
Divine
authority.
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"For who cannot see
that thinking
[reason] is prior to
believing [faith]? For
no one believes

anything unless he %
has first thought that =
it is to be believed.

[On the Predestination of the Saints, 5, as cited in :
Norman L. Geisler, ed. What Augustine Says (Grand i
Rapids: Baker Book House, 1982), 13] AUg UStIlne

354-430

glhoselthings are said to
belpresentito the
understandingiwhich do
lnotlexceedlits capacity so
thatithe'gaze of
understanding may. be
fixedlonithem. For a
personigives assent to
stichlthings'because of
thelwitnessiofihis own

un?rstanding and not s —
becauselofisomeone S — i’i y

else;sitestimony. '\ ~Thomas. Aqumas
12251274
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glhoselthings, however,
whichlare:beyond the
‘poweriofour
understanding, are said to
Ibelabsentifrom the senses
ofithelmind’ Hence, our
understanding cannot be
fixedlonlthem" As a result,
cannotiassent to them
ourown witness, but
thatlofisomeone else.
heselthings are properly % e
calledjthelobjects of faith." { €Ty

§ =
KR QINVAFATERITreplys trans. James V. McGlynn R
llndlanaoIESf;V,H_ackett, 1994),249-250] 1 225 1 274

' \~Thomas Aquinas

X@newho

PEIEVES [HERUES
faithjlgives assent

tolthings. that are

proposed.to him

bylanother A

personiyand.which & ’ §
helhimselfidoes ‘& = 4
‘notisee.” f g mm——m

¥ <

e

" A ~ r
" «Thomas Aquinas
JAreplysitrans. James V. McGlynn ’ v
ett 1994),249-250] 1225-1274

artl
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xSincelmanican only. know
thelthingsithatiheldoes not
Iseelhimselfiby.taking them
iffomlanotherwhol does see
themyand.since:faith is
amongjthelthingsiwe do not
seefthelknowledge of the
objects ofifaith: must be

<

) T34
;!\% s ""-f & ‘Lﬁ;

_Thomas Aqumas
1225-1274

¥ TheYexistence) of Godlthe,Creator-can=
be knoww certainty. tf||7rough his: l:l
WOIKS, byhthe light of; humant . on o B

o8 pEb gl | AR NG
!ELJ lllllll'é'\'/'e"")! If ?F)?g!kn‘owwle“dg s

-.asobscured and dlsf/gured by.error~
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y

? INSTITUTES
e CHRISTIAN
RELIGION 2N

“Qne of the'Fen bookshat sho

"Therefore in reading the
profane authors, the
admirable light of truth
displayed in them should
remind us, that the human
mind, however much fallen
and perverted from its
original integrity, is still
adorned and invested with
admirable gifts from its
Creator."

[Institutes of the Christian Religion,2.2.15, trans. Henry
Beveridge, (Grand Rapids: William B. Erdmans), 236]

John Calvin
1509-1564

John Calvin
1509-1564
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THE

WORKS OF
JOHN OWEN

volume four 1616-1683

"There are sundry cogent
arguments, which are taken
from external considerations
of the Scripture, that evince
it on rational grounds to be

from God. ... and ... are...

necessary unto the

confirmation of our faith
herein against temptations,
oppositions, and
objections."

[John Owen, "The Reason of Faith," in The Works of John
Owen, vol. 4, (Edinburgh: The Banner of Truth Trust,

cp ] John Owen
1616-1683
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THE WORKS OF JOHN OWEN Rl i &

THE WORKS OF JOHN OWEN KoU8

Em
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THE WORKS OF JOHN OWEN I8 ELL |

E
\\| THEWORKS OF JORN OWEN (G @§
 Ibisataliti R

OEDEE

CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UproN
THE EXISTENCE

AND ATTRIBUTES ; ’
or Gop .
—

A,

Ly
Stephen Charnock

Stephen Charnock

1628-1680
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“Men that will not listen'to
Scripture ... cannot easily. deny
natural reason .... Thereis a
EINEESYEESENEYEEL
knowledge, and the book of.
the creatures is legiblein
declaring the being of a God

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence and.
Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979), 27.]

"God in regard of his existence
isinot only the discovery. of;
faith, but of reason. God hath
revealed not only his'being,
but some sparks of his eternal
power and godhead in his

works, as well'as'in his word. ...

It is a discovery.of our reason

... and an object of our faith ...

it is an article of our faith and
an article of our reason."

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence and
Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979), 27.]

5
“

Stephen Charnock
1628-1680

5
“

Stephen Charnock
1628-1680
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It can be demonstrated It had to be revealed to us
historically that Jesus what was different about
Christ was crucified. His death from the other
two men that died that day.

The truth that Jesus died for our sins had
to be revealed to us by God. But notice
that it is no less a FACT than the fact that
he died. They are both facts. The
difference is how we discover them.

39



cause of

biological
complexity, T
He would have &8
fo be so
complex as e

fo need a4
designer! Q

-

ButioficourselanylGod
capablelofiintelligently
designingisomething
as complexias'the
DNA/protein
replicating machine
must have been at
least as complex and
organized as that
machine itself."

.\ [Richard Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker: Why: the
| n S Evidence of Evolution Reveals a Universe Without
Design (New York: W. W. Norton & Company,
b 1987), 141]
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“However statistically,
improbableithe entity,
you seek to explain by.
invokingia designer,
the designer himself
has got to be at least
as improbable."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (Boston:
Houghton Mifflin, 2006), 114]

Richard Déwki\ns

41



This reasoning is
based an
assumption of
physicalism (the
view that maintains
that everything that
is real is physical).

But there is no
reason to think that
minds which are
capable of creating
complex objects
and processes
must themselves
be complex (i.e.,
composed of
parts).

42



,_.__.commltment to
Darwinism:

43



shelbasiciDanwiniantidea  isfabours

as'secure as any in'science ..."

=D anwinianievelutionfisralwell=
established'theory: ™

0 CUESIOIN - o o

€hallenging isfonipamwith

challenging theMoon'landing:

Challenging evolution is on par with
believing in a flat Earth.

44



About  Scientists FAQ Download Links  Resources Contact Donate

<7 | A SCIENTIFIC DISSENT

/ FROM DARWINISWM

"We are skeptical of claims for the ability of random mutations and natural selection to account for the
complexity of life. Careful examination of the evidence for Darwinian theory should be encouraged.”

It deserves to be heard.

*Ifound it important to sign thisstatement because | belleve Intellectua freedorn fuels scientific discovery. If e, as scientists
are notallowed to question, ponder, explore, and critically evaluate all areas of science but forced to comply with current
sclentific orthodoxy then we are operating in a mode completely antithetical to the very nature of sclence!”

Observations

This doesn't mean that
Darwinism is false.

45



Observations

This doesn't mean that all
these signers repudiate
evolution entirely.

Observations

It does mean that

statements such as

EThelbasiclDarwinianlidea
“Mislaboutlaslsecurelaslany;

linlsciences ‘

gTherelisinolquestionir s

are unwarranted.
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If God
designed T
the universe,’

BIC HARD DAWI\IN

The Blind
Watchmaker

Why the evidence ()1 é"W)luunn reveals
a universe witlgnt de sign
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"To explain the origin
of the DNA/protein
machine by invoking a
supernatural Designer
is to'explain precisely
nothing; for it leaves
unexplained the origin
of the Designer."

[Richard Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker: Why the
Evidence of Evolution Reveals a Universe Without
Design (New York: W.W. Norton & Company,
1987), 141]

48



Ben FRwes e

el aED (e
originfofithe]
designerforfof
GodYitjdoes]not
followifromithis]
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It wcw be:completely

reasonable t 7p03|t the
D
existence of_ mtelllgent

N

life as the?causg even if

\we knew fnothlng _‘else

In any event,
while there may =i .
be some debate §) || EHEEES
as to how much of /| %7+ 4
the nature of God {5 4
IS demonstrated 6T
by the scientific }|- g
arguments, (

50



the Aristotelian /
Thomistic
arguments
demonstrate not
only the existence
of God, but all of
His classical
attributes as well.

Thomas Aquinas %
1225 - 1274

the Aristotelian /
Thomistic
Arguments
demonstrate not
only the existence
of God, but all of
His classical
attributes as well.
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the Aristotelian /
Thomistic
Arguments
demonstrate not
only the existence
of God, but all of
His classical
attributes as well.

"l have written that The God
Delusion made me
ashamed to be an atheist
and | meant it. Trying to
understand how God could
need no cause, Christians
claim that God exists
necessarily. | have taken
the effort to try to
understand what that
means.

52



3

"Dawkins and company are
ignorant of such claims and
positively contemptuous of
those who even try to
understand them, let alone
believe them. Thus, like a
first-year undergraduate, he
can happily go around

\ : asking loudly, 'What caused

There De
an Infinife

God?' as though he had
made some momentous
philosophical discovery."

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/belief/2009/nov/0
2/atheism-dawkins-ruse (06/20/17)
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NEIES ACVIRESS
Proofs:iiThe:Uncaused
CauseiNothinglis
caused by/itself. Every,
effect has a prior:
cause, and again we
are pushed back into
regress. This has to be
terminated by a first
cause, which we call
God.*

[Dawkins, The God Delusion, 77]
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YANER @ NESE
arguments;![by:
Aquinas]irelyluponithe
idea of a regress and
invoke God to
terminate it. They
make the entirely
unwarranted
assumption that God
himself is immune to
the regress."

[Dawkins, The God Delusion, 77]

95



While it is true that
Aquinas uses the
expression "this cannot
go on to infinity"” in his
famous arguments for
God's existence ...

Dawkins is mistaken in
assuming that Aquinas is
making a Kalam
Cosmological Argument.

56



Cosmological
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG

. Premlse 1 The Umverse began

to exist. .
: Premlse 2 Whatever begms to
R elS hasia cause of
e :ts existence. .
3 Conclus:on Therefore, the
| ~ universe has a cause
of lts ex:stence :

o7



ol says that;a_temporal

0 mfmlte pastis. lmposs1ble
because anlinfinite series ', f’
| IS lmposs1ble e

But this is not at all what
Aquinas is arguing when
he is denying the
possibility of an infinite
regress.

58



Dawkins is not alone in
his mistaken assumption
that Aquinas is arguing

for the impossibility of
an infinite regress in the
Kalam sense.

infinitum]perjaccidens,
(accidentallinfinite)

] —
~»
3 ~
§ -

per.s
a_ N ol Mo B
per se infinite)®
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there js no
reason fo

Think 1his ;
cauvse /8 Goq’, |
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cEvenlifiwelallowithe
dubiousiluxury.of
arbitrarily.conjuringtup:a
terminator to an infinite
regress and giving' it a
name, simply because we
need one, there is
absolutely no reason to
endow that terminator with
any of the properties
normally ascribed to God."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (Boston:
Houghton Mifflin, 2006), 77]

Richard Dawkins

"n
'A e

tEvenlifiwelallowithe

up &
teiminatogtofanlinfinite]
ke
neme, simply beceuse we
there is

absolutely no reason to

endow that terminator with
any of the properties

normally ascribed to God."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (Boston:
Houghton Mifflin, 2006), 77]

Richard Dawkins

"n
'A e
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e 5 ——

Even From the Scientific
Evidence ItWouId Seem ...

> Since itis the cause of matter,

it cannot itself be material.
> Since itis the cause of time,

it cannot itself be temporal.
> Since it is the cause of space,

it cannot itself be spatial.

Even From the Scientific
Evidence ItWouId Seem ...

Thus, we have an immaterial,
timeless, space-less cause of the
existence of the universe which has
unimaginable power ...

63



...and as Thomas
Aquinas
observed, "All
men know this to
be God."”

Summa Theologia I, 2, 3 :

Having
demonstrated the
existence of God,

Aquinas goes on to
show how all the
classical attributes
of God cascade
seamlessly and
necessarily from his
basic metaphysical
commitments.

4
S
-

homas Aqumas
1225 1274

Thomag Q\gumas
1225 21274
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A BELIEVER AND AN ATHEIST DEBATE

TERRY MIETHE AND ANTONY FLEW

FOREWORD BY HANS

K (
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A BELIEVER AND AN ATHEIST DEBATE

Antony Flew
1923 - 2010

TERRY MIETHE AND ANTONY FLEW

FOREWORD BY HANS K
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T09 gf SI TULHL Antony Flew
¥ 1923 22010

The Debate between Theists & Atheists

r JP MORELAND AND

KAI NIELSEN

with Contributions by:

J. P. Moreland | Peter Kreeft  Antony Flew » |
| *William Lane Craig« |

. * Keith Parsons * Dallas Willard = |

| —
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The Debate hetweenTheisls&Alheisls '

JP MORELAND AND
KAINIELSEN. |
with Contributions by: ‘ h-\
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