APOLOGETICS 101:
LESSON 9: THREE GREAT ARGUMENTS.. (2]
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Natural law is extraordinarily implausible (That
is the laws of nature putting all the many pieces in
the right places at the right times and in the right
ways.)

The odds of this happening by chance are so
overwhelmingly remote as to be on the order of
virtually nil.

Conclusion Z The fine-tuning of the universe for
permitting life is due to natural law, chance or
design.

It is not due to natural law or chance.
Therefore, it is due to design.



Every design has a Designer.

The universe has a highly complex
design.

Therefore, the universe has a
Designer.
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There is MOMICHUENCEat has
many scientiStSgielieuinghivaiihe universe

IS extremeliiinezinegnidesigned)
to suppguhumantliielhereron Earth.




These dark plumes on Jupiter are caused
by comet fragments strikes, and they
are bigger than the Earth!









1. Distance between stars

wWThe average distance between stars in our galaxy
is 30 trillion miles. That distance is needed for earth
to exist in its present life-supporting position.

2. Rate of expansion of the universe

If the universe were expanding at a rate 1
millionth more slowly than it is now earth
would not exist.
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3. Gravitational forces in our solar system

If the gravitational force were altered more than
1 part in 1040, the sun would not exist and the
moon would crash into the earth or sheer off into
space.

4. Oxygen level in the atmosphere

Oxygen comprises 21% of the atmosphere.

If it were 25% fires would erupt and if it were
15% humans would suffocate.
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5. Atmospheric Transparency

If the atmosphere were less transparent not
enough solar radiation would reach the earth; if
more too much. Either a frozen wasteland or a

fiery wasteland.

More than122 constants are injplace to make
human life possible oniearth. The odds of
this happening hy'chanceare 10139



George GreensteinzO! O x A OOO(
evidence, the thought instantly arises that
some supernatural agency? or rather,
Agency? must be involved. Is it possible

that suddenly, without intending to, we

have stumbled upon scientific proof of the
existence of a Supreme Being? Was it God
who stepped in and so providentially

crafted the cosmosforour AAT A/EE Oe

(The Symbiotic Universe, p. 27)



Arno PenziaszO! OOOT T T 1T U 1T A
unigue event, a universe which was
created out of nothing and delicately
balanced to provide exactly the conditions
required to support life. In the absence of
an absurdly improbable accident, the
observations of modern science seems to
suggest an underlying, one might say,
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(' he heavens declare the glory of
God; the skies proclaim the work of
EEO E R4alfkdB16
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God's invisible qualities ? his eternal

power and divine nature ? have been
clearly seen, being understood from

what has been made, so that men
AOA xEOEI OomAgAROOA 8



Every design has a Designer.

As verified by the Anthropic Principle,
we know beyond a reasonable doubt
that the universe was designed.

Therefore, the universe has a
Designer.
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Aife does not merely consist of chemicals.

Al' here are no known laws that can create specified
complexity (information)

Al'he simplest life is amazingly complex.

/55cience and philosophy are intertwined. (eg.
Spontaneous generation of life has never been
observed, it is taken by faith.)
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ﬁscience cannot be done without
philosophy.

A’hilosophical assumptions can
dramatically impact scientific
conclusions.
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ADNA of one human cell = 5 million pages of
information (25,000 two hundred page books)

AAII of that is crammed into the nucleus of a cell
which is about 1/100th the width of a human hair!

A(ou have about 100 TRILLION cells!



Fife TooKs !gygfﬁ ed
Richard DawkinszO" ET I 1 CU EO
complicated things that g\iv,e the appearance
| £/ AAET ¢ AAOECI AA A& C
Francis CrickzO" ET 1 T CEOOO 1 O
keep In mind that what they see isnot
AAOECI AAh AOO AOI Il OAZ
Francis CrickzO4 EA | OECEIT | A
be almost a miracle, so many are the
conditions which would have had to be
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considers, life cannot have had a random
AACEIT T El CBOEAOA AOA AA
the chance of obtaining them all in a random

trial is only one partin 104999 "an outrageously
small probability that could not be faced even if

the whole universe consisted of organic soup. If
one is not prejudiced either by social beliefs or by

a scientific training into the conviction that life
originated on the earth, this simple calculation
wipes the idea entirely out of court 8 6
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content of even the simplest
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view be generated by what are
AAI 1T AA Ol ACOOAD

(Hoyle and Wickramasinghe)
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facts suggests that a super intellect

has monkeyed with physics, as well as
chemistry and biology, and that there

are no blind forces worth speaking

AAT OO EIT 1T AOOOAS8O

Eminent Astronomer
Fred Hoyle



BEGINNING:

DESIGN:

MORALITY:

Cosmological
Argument

Teleological
Argument

Moral
Argument
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http://www.time.com/time/photoessays/wtc/2.html
http://www.time.com/time/photoessays/wtc/7.html

1. Every law has a lawgiver.

2. There is an objective Moral law.

3. Therefore, there is an objective
Moral Lawgiver.



1. Moral Principles are undeniable.

2.7A AAT 0 Ojudkicel x EI
unless we know justice.

We know right from wrong best
by our reactions, not our actions.



nN{ As an atheil st} my
God was that the universe seemed so
cruel and unjust. But how had | got this
iIdea of just and unjust? A man does not
call a line crooked unless he has some
iIdea of a straight line. What was |
comparing this universe with when |
call ed 1t unj ust ?o0

C.S. Lewis, Mere Christianity, p 45.

Straight Line = Standard
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1. Moral Principles are undeniable.
2.7A AAT 0 Ojushde iinless tvé
know justice.

3. Real moral disagreements imply an
objective standard.
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1. Moral Principles are undeniable.

2.7A AAT 6 Ojudfide imtessE |
we know justice.

3. Real moral disagreements
imply an objective standard.

4.7A x1 Ol AT60O | AEA
doing wrong if there was no
Moral Law.



O) O OAAI O OEAT xA AOA
real Right and Wrong. First, human beings
all over the earth have this curious idea
that they ought to behave in a certain way.
Second, they do not in fact behave in that
way. The truth is, we believe in decency so
much that we cannot bear to face the fact
that we are breaking it, and consequently
x A OOU Ol OEEZO OEA O
C.S. Lewis, Mere Christianityp 21.
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about how we know murder is wrong, but
atheism provides no immaterial objective
standard that establishes why murder is wrong.

(DAN immaterial objective standard of justice
requires a theistic God.
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()Some atheists live better moral lives
than some Christians.

o 2YS 6K al U0KSeéC
have pmsoned the teachmgs of Christ C
d/ KdzZNDKE¢ KA au2NE K

immoral, unjust and even overtly evil.

(JThere is no moral or immoral, jUSt or
unjust, or good or evil unless God exists.
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fromihese 3 arguments we know
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Could Be True:

1. Judaism
2. Christianity
3. Islam

Cannot Be True:

. Hinduism

. Buddhism

. New Age

Secular Humanism
Mormonism

. Polytheism

. Wicca

. Confucianism

. Taoism
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Which Is True:
Judaism
Christianity
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