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1. Whatever begins to exist has a
cause of its existence.

2. The Universe began to exist.

. Therefore, the universe has a
cause of its existence.

|

forth Beginning
of the\,.;U_lerse

S\cintlflél/Ewdence




v'Big Bang Theory

v Expandingitniverse

v Second Lawior:
Thermodynamics




The Scientific Evidence
for the Design in the
Universe

Extrinsic Design of the Universe as a Whole
s Design as fine tuning for life
s Design as the origin of life

Intrinsic Design of Living Systems
s Design as information
s Design as irreducible complexity
s Design as knowledge of reality




< y \ / \ _/: ’
. £ : S1
', T g
’ e > .
P 4
¥ d . -' Y — < - A . »
= ety i ML Y — O
» - g . oy \ e 5 "( .._
; i’ / A A ‘?“- . ;
: | -' .; ; .. & ‘ ‘
£ » ™ W .
‘ ; ‘-*.\'." .
= [ o - - - -
- S ] .‘ l e a ess es . v
By [ \
' \ A N 1 :
- - N R y
o [ A S TN i {

: '/‘ y

These arguments
eppeeél to the common
sense notion thet
something can only
< begin to exist by being
, ‘ caused (o exist.
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& SUTEMEIINS &

‘“ These arguments
P eppeéal to the common
”‘ sense notion thet
anything thet exhibits
- suiiicient evidence of
Yy design is likelly caused
by an intelligence.

RC=Sitenethcecy
y They often eppeel to
deta from
contemyporary science
(wiith ell of science's
- soclel, ete., clout).
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academic philosoplhy
which are less familiar
ﬁ then the general
" 4 cafegories of the
o N sclences.

=2 &
Without further
arguments, they do not
demonstrate thet the

cause of the universe still
exists.
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Without further
arguments, they do not
demonstrate that the
cause of the universe is
God (i.e., that the cause
has the efttributes of
classicel theism).

| @ &

- J Without further
arguments, they do not
demonstrate thet the

cause of the universe is
(even epart from the
other ettributes of
classicel theism).
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Certain espects of the
science are disputed.

Such disputes can
invariably get technical and,
thus, ere beyond the
knowledge of the non-
sclentist like me.

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

"Other arguments may
vividly suggest the
existence of God, press it
home eloquently to
human consideration, and

for most people provide
much greater spiritual
and religious aid than
difficult metaphysical
demonstrations.
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"But on the philosophical
level these arguments are
open to rebuttal and
refutation, for they are not
philosophically cogent.*

[Joseph Owens, "Aquinas and the Five Ways," Monist 58 (Jan.
1974): 16-35. (p. 33)]

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

Gilson was concerned about
"the liberty which [physicists
and biologists] grant
themselves of philosophizing

... and presenting their |
philosophy as if it were'a
matter of their science: -

»
® &=, Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"It does not bother them}if
the philosophy thus bandied
about under the name of
science often consists'inia
denial of the validity of:
philosophical positionias
accepted by those whose
metier [profession]'is
philosophy. ...

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

"Holding reasonably thatiis
necessary to have learneda
science in order to be
authorized to speak about it;lhe
does not for an instant doubt
that it is a matter of
indifference who may be
authorized to speak of:
philosophy, provided only: that
he knows some other:

discipline.* .

[Etienne Gilson, Linguistics and Philosophy: An Essay.on the d ~ /
Philosophical Constants of Language (Notre Dame: University.ofiNotre
Dame Press, 1988), xvii]

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

12



Philosophical
Background to the
Classical Theistic

Arguments
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There are two great
philosophical traditions
in Western thought that
have endured since the

ancient Greeks.

w Arlstotle

(384-322 BC)
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h,

pimany questlons and

concerns we have as Christians.

René Descartes
(1596-1650)
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ContinentallRationalistiliradition

René Descartes Baruch Spinoza Gottfried-Wilhelm: Leibniz
(1596-1650) (1632-1677) (1646-1716)

British Empiricist Tradition

John Locke George Berkeley Dﬁ\;:i”j#??e

(1632-1704) (1685-1753)

Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

18



Thomas Aquinas was a
13th Century
Dominican theologian.

- ~

Thomas %\qmnas
(1225~1274) ;

He was born 1224/5 in
Roccasecca, Italy, near
the city of Aquino (from
which his family name £ 5

was derived). Wg

?‘“ Thomas @umas
(1225:1274)
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Dispensational Theology
Classical Apologetics
Classical Philosophy
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Avicenna
(980-1037)
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John Calvin  Jacobus Arminius #88fehn Owen  {Erancis Turretin Stephen Charnock NG Charles Hodge
(1509-1564), (1560-1609) (1616-1683) ({623:1687T)u % (1628-1680) (1'797;,“878))
il i

William' G. T. Shedd i y?‘ Herman Bavinck | Louis Sperry Chaffer [ Louis Betkhof Normairi L. Geisler
(1820-1894) «ﬂ=ﬂ (1854-1921) L (1871-1952) (1873=1957) (1932-2019)
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Thomas Aquinas
On being and
essence

Translated by
Armand Maurer

SAINT SUMMA
THOMAS |CONTRA
AQUINAS |GENTILES

BOOK
ONE:
GOD

Translated,

with an Introduction
and Notes,

by

ANTON C. PEGIS,
FRS.C.

i} 4 E ‘;"S;' ¥
~Thomas Aquinas

(1225:1274)

P __ ” ‘1"; &2 1 _. .
~Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274) |
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Complete English
Edition in 5 Volumes

ST. THOMAS
AQUINAS
SUMMA THEOLOGICA

Translated by the Fathers of the English Dominican Prov

m Chur
e doctri
A. G. Sertillanges, O.P., The Intellectual Uﬂ"

One of the world’s oldest and greatest masterpieces

Thomas Aquinas's
"Five Ways"

Argument from motion

Argument from efficient
causality

Argument from
necessary being
Argument from degrees
of perfection

Argument from final
causality

S

A

S

f!

> Thomas Aqumas
(1225 1274)

\S ThoﬁéAqumas
(1225-1274)
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Complete English

Aquinas began writing his | e
ST.THOMAS

Summa Theologiae in AQUINAS
1266 SUMMA THEOLOGICA

Aquinas's Summa
Theologiae is his most '
extensive work.

It was, however,
unfinished.

It was written as a
Teacher's Guide

1
1
L]

Complete English
dition in 5 Volumes

It was written as an attempt | e

to "set forth whatever is AQUINAS
included in this Sacred e
Science as briefly and
clearly as the matter itself
may allow ... in such a way
as may tend to the
instruction of beginners."

[Summa Theologiae, from the Prologue. St. Thomas Aquinas Summa Theologica: |
Complete English Edition in Five Volumes, translated by Fathers of the English
Dominican Province (Westminster, MD: Christian Classics, 1981]

One of the world’s reatest masterpieces




Works Antecedent to
the Summa Theologiae

L/
000

On Being and Essence

)
0’0

Writings on the Sentences of Peter Lombard

)
000

Commentary on the De Trinitate of Boethius

)
0’0

Exposition on the 'On the Hebdomads' of Boethius

L/
0‘0

On the Principles of Nature
Truth

Summa Contra Gentiles
On the Power of God

) @,
0’0 0’0

L/
0’0




“Compendum ol
— Theology
An Expositon on the —
Hebdomads of Boethius Treatise on
Separate Subsiances

Other ©On Being

E: On the Efernity
- ol Essen
Expositions nafssnes

of the World

Onthe On the Unily of the Infellect
Principles of Nature against the Averroists

Commentary on the. Commentary on the.
De Tinifate of Boethius Book of Causss

Commentary on Arstofi's
Nicomachean Efhics
Confmentary on
Alisoftes De ANITG
Sentenfia super fibros
De generatione
of corptione

Expositions Commentary on the
. Mefphysics of Arsiofle
on Aristotle —
Serenta do
—  cosbetmundo
Commentary on
Astote’s Frysics
Commentary on the
Posterior Anaiyics of Arisitie:
vistofte On Inferpretation:
A tary by
Sreress R, L

Questiones e
. sodiibeh 1XI
quodibeth Xl he fa—
De unione verbi
. On Spiritual Incarnil
Academic Croaiure;s  mmm—
N " On the Virtues
Disputations o In General:
onCrarty
the

Power The soul
God

— ont

Tuh of

Theological

Syntheses Witings on the Summa Confra Gentlles Summa Theologica
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>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Eirst Part: God
Second Part: Man

Third Part: Christ




>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

First Part
Prima Pars; |; la
119 questions consisting of 584 articles
ssexistence and nature of God
sscreation
seman
ssdivine government

>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

First Part of the Second Part
Prima Secundae; I-Il; l1a-lae
114 questions consisting of 619 articles
ssmorality
ssthe habits
selaw,




>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Second Part of the Second Part
Secunda Secundae; IlI-ll; lia-liae
189 questions consisting of 917 articles
ssfaith
ssprudence and justice
ssfortitude and temperance

ssacts of certain men (prophecy; tongues;
contemplative life, ete.)

>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Third Part
Tertia Pars; llI; Illa
90 questions consisting of 549 articles
s> Christ
sssacraments (section on penance was
unfinished)




>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Supplement (written by Rainaldo da Piperno)

Suppl.; Suppl. lllae

99 questions consisting ofi 446 articles
sscompletion of section on penance
ssconfession
ssindulgences
ssmarriage
sseschatology.

>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Appendices 1 and 2 (complied by Nicolai from
Aquinas's Commentary: on the Sentences of Peter
Lombard)

sspurgatory




> The Format of the Summa Theologiae <

Question (e.g., The Existence of Gad)
First Article of the Question (e.g., Whether the Existence of God is Self-Evident)
Objections
first objection
second objection

"On the contrary" (usually a quote from an authority)
"l answer that" (unpacking of his own arguments pertainingito the article)
Replies to each of the objections

Next Article of the Question

[repeat until all the articles for this question are exhausted]
Next Question

[repeat until all 614 questions consisting of 3,125 articles questions are exhausted]

DERSTAGA I iy
TVA ey w.nxm."
PROVERGGS [ Cac:
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'[H}ﬂ@ W\,,_rld ofi'sense we find there is
anlonderof efficient causes. There
istaoleaselknown (neither is it, g4
indeedipossible) in which a thing # &
isifound to'be the efficient cause = ® >
offitselffforsolit would be prior to ,.;i ¥ 4

itSelfwhich is impossible. N ?@Eas ,&q;.nas

(1225:1274)

eNowdintefficient causes it is not
pesSiblestorgo on to infinity,
pecauselin all efficient causes
fellowing in order, the first is the
causelofithelintermediate cause, g
thelintermediate is the cause © §
efithelultimate cause, whether the = #

ntermediate cause be several, or ,\& ,‘M &iﬁ} {
t e L
one only. Thomas Aguinas

(12251274)
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itoltakeraway the cause is to
away. the effect. Therefore, if
herelbenoifirst cause among
efficienticauses, there will be no
Ultinpate  nor any intermediate

£\

¢ S

) B e

El\t mﬁ”&-’:;;}; «

' ThomasAqumas
(1225:1274)

EBUtifinefficient causes it is
possibleitoigo on to infinity, there
willbelnofirst efficient cause,
neitherwill there be an ultimate
effectinor any intermediate y.
efficienticauses; all of which is  # ¥
plainly false. &

-

;\QM‘* ‘*.‘. ";

Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)
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gliierefornelitis necessary to admit
akfirstiefficient cause, to which
nelgives the name of God.'

Mm‘%

' \~Thomas Aguinas

(1225:1274)

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

AQUINAS AND THE FIVE WAYS

I

Do the wellknown “five ways” in the Swmma of Theology
represent satisfactorily the attitude of Thomas Aquinas towards the
demonstration of God's existence? * There are reasons for doubt. In
their mode of expression, the “five ways” are puzzling. They are of
conflicting historical provenance. They do not make clear whether
they are more than one or just one proof, whether they are entirely
metaphysical in character, or whether they need to be prolonged or
completed 1o reach the Christian God.? Nowhere clse in Aquinas is

L ST, 1, 2, 3, ¢ The impression that the five ways are the only anes
tecognized by Aquinas, and that all other variatioas have to be reduced
in one way or another to their forms, siems from the Netscholastic manuals.
Moze than twenty-five years ago this attitede was characterized as “la
Bdélisé opiniitee des milicux thomistes i la formule des guingse viae™ by
Fernand Van Steenberghen, "Le probléme philosophique de Fexistence de
Diew,” Revae philosophigue de Lowvain, 45 (1947), 5. It was accentusted
when # writer who had 3 new proof of his own to sdvance felt compelled
10 designaie it a5 a “sicth way,” eg. Josef Gredt, Elementa philosophise
aristoielisaibor Tth ed. (Freiburg i Breisgau: Herder, 1937), Vol.
I, pp. 199.201 (aos. 790-92); and Jacques Maritain, Approcches to God,
teans. Peter O'Reilly (New York: Harper & Row, 1954), pp. 72-83. How.
ever. a comprehensive investigation of Aquinas's writings brings to light a
number of other “ways™ of arguments. These sre grouped under eleven
headings by Jules A. Baisade, "St. Thomss Aquinas’s Peoofs of the Existence
of Gad Presented in their Chronological Oeder.” in Philosopbical Seudies in
Heonar of the Very Reverend Ignatins Smith, 0. P., ed. John K. Ryan (West-
minster, Md.: Newman Press, 1952), pp. 6361, liting frequency of accur-
rence. Accordingly “other independent proofs which he offers elsewhere” are
recognized in Aquinas by Anthony Keany, The Five Ways (Loadon: Routs
ledge & Kegan Paul, 1969), p. 1. and other recent writers. Thirteen “proofs™
expressly rejected by Aquinas are listed by Robert Leet Panerson, The Con-
ception of Gad in the Philosophy of Aguines (Loodon: George Allea &
Unwia. 1933). pp. 21-39,

2. See discussion on “The Enigmy of the Five Ways,” in Edward A.
Sillem, Ways of Thinking abost God: Thomas Aguinas and Some Recent
Prabieess (London: Datton, Losgman & Todd, 1961), pp. 33-78. On the
notion of one proof though expressed in five diffeceat ways, see Michel
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Aquinas'sirargument
demonstrates, not that there
is a cause of the universe's
beginning to exist, but that
there is a cause of the
universe's current existing.

Though Aquinas certainly believed
that the world was created a finite
time ago, his cosmological argument
is indifferent as to whether the
universe began to exist a finite time
ago or has existed from all eternity.

38
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Actiand potency arelsometimes
referred torasfactuality,
and potentiality.

This'is how Aristotle. and Aquinas
account for change.




Rotency=<

=the power or capacity or
possibility to be actual or
real

There arerbothilogical:and
metaphysical senses‘of
the terms "potency™ or

"possible.”

41



Logically;somethingimay,
be'possible (or potential)
in‘as much as it is not a
contradiction.

“The possible;
then, in one sense;
as has been said:
means that which
is not of necessity:

g - ey
T - pe e
R f I n”,
‘ ' alSe:
[Metaphysic. D (M), 12, 1019230, trans: \W. D RossiniRi h rdiVicKeo
n AFIStOtle ed. The Basic Works offAristotlel(NewaYorkiRandomilHousesl94i)? 765]
A

S - 384“322 BC
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1A K

Metaphysicallysaspotency:
Is a real capacity intarreal

(®
B

51 322 BC)

5 ‘hstotle

=

"‘r

thing.

“Potency: then'meansithe
source, in general;yofichange
or movement in'anotherithing

or in the sameithingiqua
other; e.g: the artiofibuilding,
is a potencywhichlistnotiin
the thing built;whileltherart
of healing, whichlista
potency, may:belinithelman
\ healed, but'notiinthimiqua
A% ) healed:*
o .‘5_-" [Metaphysics, D.(V), 12, 10192151= 101192205 trans WA SR oSS!

*  in Richard McKeon, ed. ThelBasicilWorksloffAristet/el(NewhYorks
% Random House, 1941), 765]
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ACt=

(or Actuality)

= to be real

A potency Is actualized
by a cause.

Z@bserve that some things
caniexistithough they do not
existywhile other things do
existyThat which can be is
saiditolexist in potency; that £ ¢
which:already exists is said ﬁ

to be in act."” = A

A
thePrmmples ofiNaturetranstVernon J. Bourke in The Pocket Aquinas (New York: ‘ <

Washlngton SquarelRressii1960); 6] £ Thomas AqU|naS
(1225=1274)
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"Howsoever anything
acts, it does so
inasmuch as itis in act;
howsoever anything
receives, it does so
inasmuch as itis in
potency.”

Bernard J. Wuellner, Su y of Si iples (Chicago: Loyola
sit s, 1956), 5]

ARISEO ]
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AccordingitorAristotieythererare
four'principles or'causestwhich
are'necessarily involved in the

explanation of a sensible object.

“‘Cause’ means;(d)ithat
from which;, as
immanent materialya
thing comes;intorbeing;
e.g., the bronzelisithe
cause of thelstatuer

: A X . n _' A
Jt ) - . ‘.' 4
1% NAvistof| s | S
15 I A\E

A DR ENE # £% <
e (BEA22BC) S S

ey
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“(2) The formior
pattern; i-e’; the
definition ofithe
essence, andthe
classes whichlinclude
this ..., and the parts
included.inithe

‘ it definition:
Anstotle‘ AR

S - 384"”322 BC

“(3) That fromwhich
the change orithe
resting from,change
first begins;ie:g:, == the
advisor is the causelof;
the action, and the
father a cause ofithe
child:::::

S - 384"”322 BC

Ar.is.L(I[leJ
( el )\
= ‘




e .

e .

384""322 BC

mlstotlej N

384"”322 BC

Arnsjggj;l,e‘ o\ .
( e (3
i

(4) The end, i.e%; thatifor
the sakel ofiwhichia
thing is; e.g:, healthhis
the causelof walking:

For ‘Why.doesione
walk?* wei say; ithat
one may. berhealthyg:
and in speakingithus
we think we havelgiven
the cause. These; then;
are practically:allithe
senses in'which
causes are spokenlofis

[Metaphysics, D (5), 2, 1013224-1011323  trans® RessHiniMcKeonsed™

& 752-753]
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Formal Cause

that which
an effectiis

= form, structure;, o
nature of the chair:
chair-ness

Material Cause

that out of which
an effect is

= what the chair is made
of: wood

49



Final Cause

that for which
an effectiis

= why the chairwastbuiltss
to sit on

Efficient Cause

that by which
an effect is

= who produced the
chair: the builder

50



FORMAL CAUSE

MATERIAL CAUSE

EFFICIENT CAUSE

natural kind

the form (which is intrinsic to the
natural kind)

directs

'“"A"’ *W?‘??" (o the
N natural

kind

to its proper end or telos




natural kind

the form (which!islintrinsicitojthe]
natural'kind)

to its' proper end ortelos

There is something intrinsic to the
acorn that causes it to become
an oak tree.

The form is intrinsic to the acorn.

However, for the Christian, God
accounts for the existence of the
form (extrinsically).

SNQIUIINASS

""-l"'!‘

—
Nmf

Ny
b
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!

If you saw a giant glass ball;
you might ask how did it
come to be. ||




But if you were hearing music,

But if you were hearing music,
you would-not ask how it came to be.

54



Rather, you would ask what is causing
the music to,be right now.

ENowisince God is very being
bylHis'own essence, created
beinglmust be His proper
effecti: Now/ God causes this
effectiin'things not only when
theyifirstibegin to be, but as
asithey are preserved in

4 — e
el @ 46 ina ] -’w ﬁ-‘ Tl
[StmmaNliheologiaek i@ 46 i adi7 | %> Tho ‘ as’ qU|naS

(1225:1274)
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FAskthelproduction of a thing
intolexistence depends on the
willlof!God, so likewise it
dependsion His will that things
S‘hl}j_ld be preserved; for He
does not preserve them
othenwisethan by ever giving
themlexistence: hence if He took
away/Histaction from them, all
thingsiwould'be reduced to

IStmakineologiaekii@ {9 tii]

eNowithere is a being that
istitsiown being: and this
follows from the fact that
there:must needs be a
beingithatis pure act and
wherein there is no
composition.

R\ Thomas Aqumas

(1225:1274)

Thomas Aqumas
(1225:1274)
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gFHencelfrom that one being
alllother beings that are not
theikown being, but have
being by participation,
mustineeds proceed."”

[@nkthelPowerofiGod|quzestiones|disputat de potential dei, Bk. I, Q. 3, art. 5,
[eXtransYEnglishiPominican|Fathers| (Eugene: Wipf & Stock2004), 110.]
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was not.existingiby. vittue of
its e ""i ce /ﬁwould need

to be cont/nuously caLflse

s Tiheremust be a reality that
isithelcause of being for all
otherthings, because it is pure
being.lif'this were not so, we
would go on to infinity in
causes;for.everything that is
notipure being has a cause of

itsibeing, as has been said." ,‘%Q

| —
R\ Thomas Aqumas
(1225 1274)

ssence; 0V Sit;strans: Maurer, 56-57.
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Can thi's go on to fninity?
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non-Theists

non-Theists

Irrelevant

non-itheists}/ Bheists /.
Irreleviant Irrelevant

non-mheists!/ Thelsts /
Relevant ReleVam

Releant

Irrelevant
IOGICABIPOSITIVISTSH '

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallylorn
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: At - Ayer: KailNielsen)

Relevant
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LUBWIG
WITTGENSTEIN

TRAGTATUS
LOGIGO-
PHILOSOPHICUS

Philosophical
Investugations
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Ludwig Wittgenstein
The Blue and Brown Books

Preliminary Studees for the ‘Fhilosophical investigations’

Ludwig Wittgenstein
ON CERTAINTY

Edited by G.E.M. Anscombe
& G.H.von Wright

7 3.;
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Kai Nielsen

ATHEISM
&
PHILOSOPHY

With a« New Preface by the Author

\gi"-ﬁﬁemen

FANGUAGE
IRUTHE
LOGIE
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Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS
Argumentslarelmetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaningless:

(Eudwig Wittgenstein: AT J. Ayer: KaiNielsen)
| SKEPTICST _
Arguments'arelepistemologicallyimpossiblelImportant
philosophicalldoctrinesiarelonly/psychologicallyicalsed:

(David Hume)

non-Theists

Relevant

DAVID HUME

ENQUIRIES

CONCERNING
HUMAN UNDERSTANDING
AND CONCERNING THE
PRINCIPLES OF MORALS

Reprinted from the
1777 edition
with Introduction and
Analytical Index by
L. A, Selby-Bigge

THIRD EDITION
woith text revised
and motes by
P. H. Nidditch

®)

OPEN UNIVERSITY SET BOOK




CRITIQUE
OF PURE
REASON

NORMAN KEMP SMITH Imm, nuel Kant
(1724-1804)

Irrelevant

linguistically/meaningless:

(Eudwig Wittgenstein: AT J. Ayer; KaiNielsen)

_ ) _ lefImportant
philosophicalldoctrinesiarelonly/psychologicallyicaused:
(David Hume)
VIRENUTALISIS

ot sty proets but fauflel
falclimulativelcaselfoltheism?

(Wil [Lene Cleles Richere SWihburme)

non-Theists

Relevant
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Cosmological

Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG }

l

RICHARD SWINBURNE

THE EXISTENCE
OF GOD

e
CLARENDON {8 PAPERBACKS
i

@()

f\l.:

|II|am Lane Craig
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Irrelevant

linguistically, meanlngless

(Eudwig Wittgenstein: AT J. Ayer: KaiNielsen)

phllosophlcal doctrlnes are only psychologlcally causedl

(David Hume)

VIRENTTALSTS
IAigumentsiarelneffstiictiviprocfsiplibuild
& cumuElive cese fer ihehsm.

(Wiiliem Lene Clefes Richer Sibume)

THEMISTS
IAigumentsfareldemonstrationsaiheismiistestablisheds

(Uivemes Acuines; Elisnne Eliken; Josesh Owems;
Nermen CeiEr [Eewere) [Feser)

non-Theists

Relevant

Complete English
Edition in 5 Volumes

ST. THOMAS
AQUINAS
SUMMA THEOLOGICA

Translated by the Fathers of the English Dominican Province
“The Church believes today, as she believed from the first, that Thomism is an
ark of salvation, capable of keeping minds afloat in the deluge of doctrine.”
A. G. Sertillanges, O.P., The Intellectual Life.

One of the world’s oldest and greatest masterpieces

A Thomag,g;gumés

|

(1225:1274) |




Thomas
Aquinas's
"Five Ways™

Argument from motion

Argument from
efficient causality
Argument from
necessary being
Argument from
degrees of perfection

Argument from final
causality

Thomas Aguinas
On being and
essence

Translated by gt
Armand Maurer

¥ - ‘f"i‘w < =
-~ Thomas Aguinas
(1225-1274)

$

i

& ;-',!E:'

" L

. —_—— . .“‘ ’

¥ _ T, N -
-~ Thomas Aguinas
(1225-1274)
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Gaven Kerr

Being and Some
Philosophers

ETIENNE GILSON

PIMS

(W
FONTIFITAL
INSTITUTE OF
MEDIAEV AL
BSTUDIESe:

GAVEN KERR, OP

Aquinas’s Way to God

I'he Proofin De Ente ¢t Essentia

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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Norman L. Geisler

""\.
&%gwa rd Feser
.f"q_'ﬂ

BAKER st
REFERENCE|LIBRARY

'BAKER
ENCYCLOPEDIA

2/ CHRISTIAN
APOLOGETICS

i &{ i, Vs (L u

L R R D Bk S E R
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Irrelevant

linguistically, meanlngless

(Eudwig Wittgenstein: AT J. Ayer: KaiNielsen)

(David Hume)

tolnothing/to
primarilylexperientialland non- proposn nal.
(SIENEICEEE]C))

VIRENTTALSTS
IAigumentsiarelneffstiictiviprocfsiplibuild
& cumuElive cese fer ihehsm.

(Wiiliem Lene Clefes Richer Sibume)

THEMISTS
IAigumentsfareldemonstrationsaiheismiistestablisheds

(Uivemes Acuines; Elisnne Eliken; Josesh Owems;
Nermen CeiEr [Eewere) [Feser)

Relevant

Sgren Klerkegaard

1813‘ 1‘6@\

CONCLUDING
UNSCIENTIFIC
POSTSCRIPT TO
PHILOSOPHICAL
FRAGMENTS

Seren Kierkegaard
VOLUME I

Edited and
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non-Theists

Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsfarelmetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaningless:

(EudwigiWittgensteini At - Ayer: KailNielsen)
SKEPRTICS

Arguments'arelepistemologicallyiimpossibletImportant

philosophicalldoctrinesiarelonly/psychologicallyicalsed:

(DavidiHume)

ArgumentsiareirelativelylorentirelylinnecessaryAlliheyihave
littleitolnothingitoldeiwithireligion® Religionlis
primarily.experientialland'non-propesitional:

(SIENEICEEE]C))

EIDE
ArgumentsicannotiestablishireligioustfirstiprinciplestReligion
isinotipropesitionali(Yohnikick); orreligionlisipropesitional but

faithlis primarny/(Blaise'Rascal); orlGodiis transcendentally;
‘angued™ (CornneliusiVan il Greg L Bahnsen):

VIRIENTIALSTS

nedstictiipioefsioliblild
alcimulatiVelcaseliontheism®

(Williem [ene Crefes Richers Swinlsurme)

THEWISTS
ASIERS £ CemensiEionss, Tk fs ceEbiieel.

(uivemes Acuiines; Sienne Eisen; Joseph Cwens;
Normen CelEr Eeter! [Reser)

Relevant

Phi losophl/
of
Religion

T
oy

John H. Hick

INS OF PHILOSOPHY
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G 1.0 Enui fusd
PENSEES

M.PASCAL
SUR LA RELIGION
ET SUR QUELQUES
AUTRES SUJETS,

LQui ons efid trowviées apres fumers
parmy [es papiers.

A PARIS,

Chez Guirtraums Dasrraz,

ruE Saint Jacques , & Saint Profper,

M. DC. LXX.
Avee Privilige & Approbation.

THE DEFENSE OF
THE FAITH

CORNELIUS VAN TIL
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Tue DEFENSE OF

THE FAaIiTH

CORNELIUS

VA N Tl | nelius Vandi

Qossios

EniTen sy K. Scort QLIFHINT

Irrelevant
LOGICAL POSITIVISTS EX S

Argumentsiarelmetaphysicallyion Arguments arelrelativelylorentirelylunnecessanysheylhave
linguisticallyymeaningless® littleltolnothing toldolwithireligions Religionlis
primarily.experientialland'nen-propesitional:
(LudwigiWittgenstein: At - Ayer: KailNielsen) (Seren Kierkegaard)

"SK_EPTIC_S" E | PRESUPRPOSIiTIO SIS
Argumentsiarelepistemologicallyiimpossibledimpoitant ArgumentsicannotiestablishireligiousifirstiprinciplestReligion
philesophicalidoctiinestarelonly/psychologicallyicaused: is'notipropositional (JohniHick)yorreligionlis propesitionallbut
faithlis primarny/(Blaise'Rascal); orlGodiis transcendentally;

‘argued (CornneliusiVan il Greg L Bahnsen):

AGNOSTICS! VIDENA/ALSTS
Notialllofitne’evidencelisliniheismimayibe INigimentsiarelnofistiictiyipiecfsiolibuild
established\with'further proof: [alcimulatiVelcaselfortheis mA

(Robert Jastrow; Anthony.Kenny) (Willierm [Lene Richele Swilbume)

THEWMSTS
IAigumentsfareldemonstiationsHneismlistestablisheds

([omasIAqUinaSIELENNELGiSONFOSEPIOWENSS
INoimanlGeisler|EdwardiFeser)

(DavidiHume)

(2}
-
R

o
-
K

-

@)

C

Releant
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non-Theists

A’
Robert Jastriow,
(1925-2008)

Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS

Argumentsiarelmetaphysicallyion
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: At - Ayer: KailNielsen)
SKEPRTICS

Argumentsiarelepistemologicallylimpossiblefimportant:

philosophicalldoctrinesiarelonly/psychologicallyicaused:

(DavidiHume)

AGNOSITICS

Notialllofithelevidencelislinilheismimayibe
establishediwithifurther proof:

(RoebertiJastrow; Anthony: Kenny)

ATHEISITIS
Argumentsisurfacelimportantphilosophicallissues®
helevidence provesiatheism:

(52 Mackies early’Antony: Elew: Michael'Scriven)
Theodore Drange; Michael Martin)

DS ENAE SIS
ArgumentsiareirelativelylorentirelylinnecessanyAlliheyihave
littleitolnothingitoldeiwithireligion® Religionlis
primarily'experientialland nen-propoesitional:
(SIENEIGCEE]C)

FIDEISTTS /PRESUPPOSITIONALISTS

ArgumentsicannoiestablishireligioustfirstiprinciplestReligion
isinotipropesitionali(Yohnikick); orreligionlisipropesitional but
faithlis primarny/(Blaise'Rascal); orlGodiis transcendentally;
‘argued (CornneliusiVan il Greg L Bahnsen):

EVIRENTIALISTS

nettstiictlyipioefsibtibuild
afclimulativelcaselfortheisms

(WilliamlFanelCraigiRichatdiSwinbUine)

THEVISTS
IAtgumentsfareldemonstiationsHneismlistestablisheds

([ihomasIAqUinasHEtiennelGilSonRUosephiOwens
INoimanlGeislerlEdwardifeser)]

Relevant
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J.L.Mackie

THE
MIRACLE
OF
THEISM

Arguments for
and against the
Existence of

God

INIM\VIackie

(1917e51) o

INVENTING
RIGHT AND WRONG

J.L. MACKIE @




ANTONY FLEW

A CRITICAL
ENQUIRY

7

THERE IS #p oD

How the world’s
most notorious atheist

changed his mingd

ANTONY FLEW

Antony Flew
(1923-2010)

Antony Flew
(1923-2010)
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two arguments
for the
nonexistence
of Cod

| J\fonbe liej
~EVIL

InE
LR

‘THEODORE M. DRANGE

AT-HEISM

A Philosophical Justification

. ——

MICHAEIL MARTIN

Theodor{eﬁ M. Drange

-

- .

Py
MIC* ael Martin
(1932-2015)
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GOD
AND
OTHER
MINDS

A Study of the
Rational Justification
of Belief'in God

With a new Preface by the author i} it i ‘ | a r{ﬂ :‘g a\ ‘
ALVIN PLANTINGA R 7 //
it HECEEEE R EbE %
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ALVIN PLANTINGA
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non-Theists

non-Theists

Irrelevant

non-itheists}/ Bheists /.
Irreleviant Irrelevant

non-mheists!/ Thelsts /
Relevant ReleVam

Relevant

Irrelevant
IOGICABIPOSITIVISTSH '

Argumentsiareimetaphysicallylorn
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: At - Ayer: KailNielsen)

Relevant
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Some voices in Contemporary
Empiricism attempted to confine
philosophy's scope by insisting

that it is only a second-order
discipline which should be
concerned only with aiding the
endeavors of the natural sciences.

N VH’EUAGE
TRUTHE
LDGIC

83



1910:4989)

"We mean also to
rule out the
supposition that
philosophy can be
ranged alongside the
existing sciences, as
a special department
of speculative
knowledge."

[A. J. Ayer, Language, Truth and Logici(New: York: Dover
Publications, 1952), p. 48]

“"There is no field of
experience which
cannot, in principle,
be brought under
some form of
scientific law, and no
type of speculative
knowledge about the
world which it is, in
principle, beyond the
power of science
to give.”

[Ayer, Language, p. 48]
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b

"But, actually, the validity of
the analytic method is not
dependent on any empirical,
much less any metaphysical,
presupposition about the
nature of things. For the
philosopher, as an analyst,
is not directly concerned
with the physical properties
of things. He is concerned
only with the way in which
we speak about them. In
other words, the
propositions of philosophy
are not factual, but linguistic
in character."

[Ayer, Language, p. 57]

According to Ayer

(A fA i = i
(Cale Y OlECSRO

logie @ 1o

glossary of ...

scope of ...

s [ 4 e b TS oy 10,
relation to other dis

PHYSICS
CHEMISTRY
BIOLOGY
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According to Ayer
NATURAL SCIENCES

e T P e r
\(/‘f;l'f,",-]"‘(.]’(of'l’“)-) @ qaa

SeicoT PHYSICS
glossary of ... CHEMISTRY
5503 01 . BIOLOGY

relation to other disciplines

SECOND-ORDER RISCIRPLINE FIRST-ORDER DISCIPLINES

According to the Classical Tradition

NATURAL SCIENCES

N
t/potency, Categolies of ..
ltexelie; 0:) , P H Y S I C S
ey CHEMISTRY
Isubstanceljiaccident PROPIS Olf s

‘elation to othel:
mea/atetes | (IR BIOLOGY

FIRST-CRDER SECOND-ORDER

DISCIPLINE DISCIPLINE FIRST-ORDER RISCIPLINES
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~ Genus =
animal

& Specificidifferencel=
rationality.

& Speciesi<
human

& Properaccidenti=
five'fingers

& Accidenti=

s oy blackihair;
BN (384 322‘50)”_ /3.

"

Anstotle‘

L . (384 322 BE

L I
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non-Theists

Irrelevant

philosophicalldoctrinestarelonly/psychologically/car

(David Hume)

Relevant
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Causality Is
Unknowable:
BPavid Hume

David Hume

== —

A TREATISE

N \'I I’\I

David Hume
(1711-1776)

1DV:\"A10 0 518)\%1D

ENQUIRIES

PRINCIPLES OF MORALS

Sig(mi icant Phlj@@?@{pﬁhdlcal

Second Edition
with text revised and notes by

P. H. NIDDITCH

l/: H.’
Il\.’! -Big,

THIRD EDITION

with text revised
and notes by
P. H. Nidditch




DIALOGUES
CONCERNING
NATURAL
RELIGION

GREAT BOOKS IN PHILOSOPHY

Several of the most

important apologetic
/ philosophical

issues argued today
are framed and

discussed the way

they are because of .

the influence of R
David Hume. (1711-17?5

<«




s the reality or
knowability of causality

s miracles

s the design argument
for the existence
of God

s the problem of evil

i
David Hume
(1711-1776)
2 ¥

ms

(phenomena)
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eudknowledgelof

extennal m *'

CEUSES? (phenomena)

ourknowledgelofi

sensauons
\ U@w (phenomena)

How could we ever know
whether our sensations
accurately represent
external reality?

92



\ Causality,

"0ld MacbDonald,"
and "Knochk, knock"

Some 20" Century Thsz
JOHN F. X. KNASAS ) 3
John LESES
. - . v
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“The undeniable character of the
folling indicates that it is at least
dependent upon the chalk [or cue
pallfinimyaillustration] as something
telverin and of.

94



"Reflection upon experience
definitely leads us to an
acknowledgement of
‘material’ causality.”

[John Knasas, Beingland:Somer20LiCentlnyilhomistsi(NewAYork: Fordham University Press, 2003), 220]

“The rolling cannot be totally
depend upon the chalk, since as
having.the motion in and of it, the
chalkdistin petency to the motion

and sercanmnot completely
explain it.




"A complete explanation demands
something else, and this is the
cause. [he cause is responsible for
tneraceident being in and
effseme thing."

[John Knasas, Being and Some: 201 Centuny: Thomistsi(NewAYork: Fordham University Press, 2003), 220]

“But allow me to tell you that
I'never asserted so absurd a
proposition as that anything
might arise without a cause: |
only:maintained that our
certainty of the falsehood of
that proposition proceeded
neither from intuition nor
demonstration; but from
another source."”

¥
[DavidiHume tolJohni Stewart, Feb. 1754, in The Letters of David Hume, DaVId H u me

2\vols:, ed. by J. Y. T. Greig (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1932), |: 187]

(1711-1776)

>
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“Butallow me to tell you that
I'never asserted so absurd a
proposition as that anything
might arise without a cause: |
only maintained that our
certainty of the falsehood of
that' proposition proceeded
neither from intuition nor
demonstration; but from
another source.”

¥
[DavidiHumeitolJohn Stewart, Feb. 1754, in The Letters of David Hume, David H u me
2vels' ed by J.- Y. T. Greig (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1932), I: 187] £
(1711-1776)
™.

>

Note that Hume is saying
that the way we know that
the proposition

“Something might arise
without a cause”

is'false'is not by intuition
(Rationalists) nor
demonstration
(Empiricists) but from
another source.

David Huime
Thisiother source is habit. (1711-1776)

>




‘Even though we examine
all'the sources of our
knowledge, and conclude
them unfit for such a
subject, there may still
remain a suspicion, that the
enumeration is not
complete, or the
examination not accurate.” i

[RavidlHume; Enquiries Concerning Human Understanding and D aVl d H u m
Concerning the Rrinciples of Morals, ed. L. A. Selby Bigge, 3rd ed.

revised! by/P H Nidditch, Oxford, 1975, § IV, pt. Il, pp. 38-39] (1 711-1 776)
E:{’rf‘. ! -

.

Ceusellity
Canmnort Applly
to Goa;
Immenuel Kamnt

i

{mmanuel Kant
54%724-1 804)
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"The concept of cause
accordingly is a pure concept of
the understanding, which is
totally disparate from all
possible perception and only
serves to determine the
representation subsumed under
it, with respect to judging in
general, and so to make a
universally valid judgment
possible."

[Immanuel Kant, Prolegomena to Any Future Metaphysics, revision of
the Mahaffy-Carus translation (Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1950), 48]

<l
;J'mrﬁanuel Kant!
lw‘?24-1804)
.

Irrelevant

LOGICAL POSITIVISTS
Argumentsiareimetaphysicallylorn
linguistically/meaningless:

(LudwigiWittgenstein: At - Ayer: KailNielsen)
SKEPTICSI
Argumentsiarelepistemologicallylimpossibletlmportant
philosophicalldoctrinesiarelonly/psychologicallyicaused:

(DavidiHume)

non-Theists

‘Arglimentsiarelrelativelylonentirely essanyliheylhave
littleltolnothingitoldeiwithirel JReligiontis
primarilylexperientialland'nen-propesitional:

(Seren Kierkegaard)

Relevant
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Irrelevant
LOGICALL POSITIVISTES

Argumentsfarelmetaphysicallyion ArgumentsiarelrelativelylogentirelylunnecessanyAliheylhave
linguisticallyymeaningless® littlelitolnothingitoldoiwithireligion Religionlis
primarily.experientialland'non-propesitional:
(EudwigiWittgensteini At - Ayer: KailNielsen) (Seren Kierkegaard)

SIERIEGS ]
Argumentsiarelepistemologicallylimpossiblesimportant ArgumentsicannotiestablishireligiousifirstiprinciplesiReligion
philesophicalidoctiinestareionly/psychologicallyicaused: is'notipropositional (John!Hick)yorreligionlis propesitionalbut

: faithiisiprimarny/(Blaise'Rascal); orGodiisitranscendentally;
Davidik
(Baviditlume) fargued (CornneliusiVan Tili Greg L Bahnsen):

non-Theists

Relevant

coQur natural knowledge begins from
'sense: Hence our natural knowledge
canigoas far as it can be led by
eithings. Hence from the
lgelofisensible things the whole
f
therefore can His essence be seen. But
ise they are His effects and

them'so far as to know of God
whetherHe exists, and to know of Him
whatmust necessarily belong to Him,
asithefirst cause of all things,
exceedingall things caused by Him."

[Termes ACURES, na\lheologiae, I, Q. 12, art. 11, trans. Father of

v
e
. Thomas Aqumas
thelEnglisniDomi Province (Westminster: Christian Classics), p. 57] (1 225 1274)
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N,

wAlthoughiby.the revelation of grace in

ited to us, and according as
teito Him some things know

iemastAquinas makTheologiae, I Q. 12, art. 13, p. 59] ” ; - );( r
v

e Lo ey
~Thomas Aguinas
(1225:1274)
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WhyA@anNihere
anlmfiglite
Reqgressi?
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S ESVACIRESS
Proofs: The Uncaused
Cause. Nothing is
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]

"All'three of these

arguments [by.
Aquinas] rely upon the
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]
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[t [s true What Acuings uSeEs Uhe
explessionmthisfcannoifceIonkte
infinitystinghiskianmeliskalguimentsyiols
Godisiexistencer

& Eirst Way =

glfithatiby/which it is put in
ionlbe itself put in motion,
thenlthis alsomust needs be
putlinimotion by another, and
thatiby’another again. But this
cannot go on to infinity,
becauselthen there would be ﬁt

noifirst mover ..." ' homas'Aqumas
(1225= 1274)
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>Second Way <

ENowlin efficient causes, it is
not possible to go on to
itysbecause in all efficient
causesifollowing in order, the
firstlisithe cause of the
intermediate cause."

& Third Way =

iButfevery necessary thing
itherlhas'its' necessity caused
byfanother, or not. Now it is
impossible to go on to infinity
infnecessary things which
hayeltheir'necessity caused by
another; as has been already
proved inlregard to efficient
causes."

! " '.
¥
A —
\ ThomasAqumas
(1225=1274)

U

,;t Ui
- -ﬁ»..-J .

\ Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)

U
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Flowevembawkinslisimistalkenkin
assuminektha@Aquinastisinakinagan
infiniteliegiiessraigiinmentlikelthe
KalamiCeosmelogicalfAigumentt

Cosmological
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG

Williamyl.ane Craig
-
B N

106



The Universe beganito
exist.
Cosmological | Whatever begins tolexi
Argument has a causelofiits
existence.
Therefore, the universe
has a cause ofiits
WILLIAM LANE CRAIG existence.

Note carefully the logic of the argument?
Aquinas is not arguing:

"Since there cannot be a infinite regress;
there must be a first cause.”

Rather, he is arguing:

Sinceltheiielmuisybelfirsticaluse’
theielcannedbefanlinfiniteliegress:*
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Not: If (since) there cannot be an Rather: If (since) there is'a first.causes
infinite regress, there must be a there cannot be an infinite
first cause. There cannot be an regress. There is a first.cause
infinite regress. Therefore, there is Therefore, there cannot be'an:
a first cause. infinite regress.

1.~IRoF
2.~IR/ -.F 20 SN/

Contingencyi(iihomistic)

KalamiCe'Smelogicall ; }
CosmologicalfArgument

Dawkinslisinogaloneliinihisimistakein
asslimpticnktha@Acuinasiisiaiguiing
fogthelimpessibilityXoffanlinfinite
iegiesslinkthelalamisense”
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The Philovopbical Journey

AN Ivresacve Avrgoactt William F Lawhead

—
= P i

“Critics haverhad the
most problems with'the
third premise of
Aquinas’s [second way]
argument. Why canjt
there be'an'infinite
seriesioficausesi2 Isnit
the'series ofiwhole
numbers an infinite
series?*

[William E: Lawhead, The Philosophical Journey: An‘interactive
Approach; 2 ed. (New York: McGraw-Hill, 2003): 321.]
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The Medieval Mind

W.T. JONES

“The question,
however, is whether
such an infinite series
of motions (or causes)
is conceivable.
Thomas, of course,
denied thatitis. In
reply, the series of
positive integers—1, 2,
3,4, 5, and so on—
could be cited. Itis
clear that this series
does not have a last
term ...

WeT=Jenes
&’ﬂ 0-1886)

WMT‘.'J@F]ES
‘ EeE10-1996)
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“Similarly, it could be
said that before any
time t, however remote
in the past, there was
an earlier time t— 1, in
which.motion was
occurring. If there is
no greatest positive
integer, why need
there be any first
motion?*

[WZT Jones, A History: of Western Philosophy: The
Medieval Mind (Fort Worth: Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich College Rublishers, 1969): 219]
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"Philosophers have raised
‘two key objections to this
[Thomistic] cosmological
argument. lihe first
concerns its contention
that there can be no
infinite regress in the
causal sequences of the
universe. But why not?
Isn’t it possible that the
universe hasisimplysh
existed forever and that
things in'it have simply
been moving forever?"

" anueVelasquiez ///

[Manuel Velasquez, Philosophy: A‘Textiwith Readings, 8 ed.
(Belmont, CA: Wadsworth, 2002): 286, emphasis added]

What Is

ATHEISM?

A
Short
Introduction

| DOUGLAS
Dolglas E. Kiiegec E. KRUEGER
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"In order to establish the
conclqs:on of.the
argument (lf'the argument
were valid) 2, e"thels')
would haye toL, pp,ort the
premise which asserts
that the chain cannot go
back infinitely far.
Philosophers such as
Aquinas have simply
assumed that everyone
would agree that such a
regressiisiimpossible.”

[Douglas E. Krueger What lsoAthe/sm'? A Short
Introduction (Amherst NY:¥Prometheus Books,
1998): 149]
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"Aquinas believed that one
could argue back from the
things thatiwe observe in the
world to a prime mover, a first
cause or a great designer
behind it. In each case the
drift of the argument follows
the same basic pattern. Every
event must have a cause.
Nothing causes (or, for that
matter, moves or designs)
itself. If we press fg_r’é'@gh
back, we must ackngﬁ/led'ge
some first cause, prir;y
mover or greatidesigner of all
things=*

[Colin Brown, Philosophy‘and. @Qhristian Faith
(Downers Grove;lIlESlinterVarsityiRress, 1968): 26-

27, emphasis added]

Atheism Non-Human Creation
Humanity e of God Desire
Alienation J; hrist Mediator

ent Christology Holy Spirit
Mini Sacraments
]

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

Anthony C. Thiselton

114



"Other thinkers in theistic
religions have held this
position. The Islamic
philosophers al-Kindi (c.
813-c. 871) and al-Ghazali
(c. 1058-1111) believed
that the infinite chain of
caused causes is
impossible, as Aristotle
and’Aquinas did. This'is
sometimes called the

WKalam| traditioniof Islam’

[Anthony C. Thiselton, Systematic Theology (Grand
Rapids: William B. Eerdmans, 1985), 64-65,
emphasis in original]

RonaldiB¥Mayers

Foreword by Kenneth Kantzer
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“The denial'of'the
possibility. of an
unendingfsequence
of causes and
effects'wouldfseem
to be an

assumption
'smuggled’ into, and
not logically
demonstrated.by;

| - the argument:*
RonaldiB¥Mayers FeA g
[R’onald BMVayers¥Both/AndFAlBalanced

(194@ 2‘020) Apelogeticl(€hicagodViocdylRiesSH99]

b/l

JOHN HICK

Philosophy
of
Religion

Y\\\\) .
7

N/

S SN =

7 777 N\
08777228\

i Lt

John Hick
(@922:2012)

FOUNDATIONS OF PHILOSOPHY SERIES
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g[Aquinas-Jisecondiproof:
known asthe firsticause
argument isipresentedias
follows3 evenythingithat
happens hastaleause;yandithis
cause in turnthasiaicauseand,
solon in aiseriesi\which'must
ejther be'infinitelorlhavelits
startingipoint in a‘firsticause.
Aquinas excludes the
possibility of an infinite
regress oficauses;fand'so
concludesithat therelmustibe a
first causefwhich \welcall God.

[Nohai:lick¥Philosophydof Religion, |Rrenticesklall
Eolndations ofiPhilosophyiSeries; eds. Elizabeth
andiVonree BeardsleyA(Englewood €liffS§ NU3
Rrenticezhalli963)%20]

&Tlhe weaknesslofithelSecond.
Way] argument as’Aquinas
stateslit lieslintthexdiffictlty,
(which'helhim'selfielsewhere
acknowledgesiiofiexcludingtas
impossible an'endlessiregress
of events requiring'no
beginning- %

[Rick¥Rhilosophy: of Religion, 2]

John Hick
(@922:2012)

John Hick
(@922:2012)
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Bertrand
Russell

Why | Am Not
a Christian

and other essays on religion and related subjects

The Argument of
the First Cause .%
depends upon the
impossibility of an
infinite regress.”

[Beitiand Russell, A History of Western Philosophy.
York: Simon and Schuster, 1972): 455. See
his Why | Am Not a Christian and Other
Essaysion Religion.and Related Subjects (New
Sehuster, 1957): 6-7.]

- :
Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

- :
Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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“’l_@&?@ the argum arguments

ﬁ[rD Lﬂ?@[@@@
lmpOSSIblIlty ofia @@m‘?@@
having no first term-"Eveny,
mathematician know that
there is no such
impossibility; the series'of:
negative integers ending
with minus one is an
imstance to the contrary.”

[Beitiand Russell, A History of Western Philosophy:
(NewAYork: Simon.and Schuster, 1972): 462]

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

It is my contention that all of these

are misunderstanding Aquinas and

that Aquinas is not making a Kalam
type-of argument.
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To understand Aquinas’s argument
here, it is necessary to understand

the distinction between two types of
infinite series.

i it v,
(accidental infniiea)

o Lnfm:tum per Seh

Sz 4 )A(petse |nf|n|t\_)._"-~.-,‘
o~ _._-.-'_".' Y AN Y AN N
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Christian Apologetics Journal, 8:1 (Spring 2009)
©2009 Southern Evangelical Seminary

TWO NOTIONS OF THE INFINITE IN
THOMAS AQUINAS’ SUMMA THEOLOGIAE
1, QUESTIONS 2 AND 46

Richard G. Howe, Ph.D.

Near the beginning of his Summa Theologiae, the thirteenth cen-
tury Dominican monk, Thomas Aquinas, claims that “the existence of
God can be proved in five ways.™ These arguments are regularly re-
ferred to as his Five Ways and are for many perhaps the most familiar
reading from Thomas. OF particular interest for my purposes are the
first three of thesc Five Ways in which Thomas clearly denies the pos-
sibility of “going on to infinity.” I have discovered that a number of

1. Deum esse quingue viis probari potest. Thomas Aquinas. Summa Theologiae 1, 2.
3. Al English translations are from Summa Theologica of St. Thomas Aqui
by Father of the English Dominican Province (Wes r. MD: Christian Classics.
1981). Thomas acknowledges that certain of these arguments are not completely original

translated

with him. They are found for example in Aristotle’s Physics VI, 1 241°24 and Metaphysics
NIl 7 1072'23. Though the Five Ways are Thomas® most famous arguments for God’s
existence. certain ones of them are expounded with greater detail in other of his works,

Summa Contra CGentiles 1. 13
> proceders for procedatur] w mfintun

Richard G Howe s Professor of Apologetios af Southern Evangelical
Nemnv i Cho lotte N

lnlefficient causes it is

impossible to proceed to
infinity,per se — thus, there
cannotiberaniinfinite number

egardsiefficient causes ..." ' ™y, (5

-
[Stmmakineologiae @, 46\ it ad 7] R\ Thomasze\_QUinaS
B 1225:1274)

121



i it v,
(accicental Iminiie)
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zltlistfaccidental to this
particular man as
S generator to be
generated by another
mansifor he generates as £
@alman; and not as the ﬁ

- “ -——)’
isonlof'another man." ﬁl-j% ..
ré*Theologlae1 @ 464l ad 7] Thomas Aqumas

(1225=1274)

4

dinfinitum per S
(per se |nf|n|te) 2

A\ \
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infinitum per se
(per se infinite)
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"The proof in no'way,
considers movement
as a present reality the
existence of which
requires an efficient
cause in the past,;
which is God.

(1884-1978)

"It aims simply at
establishing that in the
universe as actually,
given, movement; as
actually given, would
be unintelligible
without a first Mover:
communicating it toralls o
things. » Ay

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

127



"In other words the
impossibility of an
infinite regress must
not be taken as' an
infinite regress in time;
but as applying to'the)
present consideration

of the universe."

ilosophy of St. Thomas Aquinas, trans. Edward Bullough'(New: E c} Etle n ne G I Ison
t Press, n.d.), p. 76] (1 884'1 978)

AQUINASS NOTION
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the Way
CompitttherBallacyion
Composition?

- .

o e el i
B e oy
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Fallacy of
Composition /

Fallacy of

Division

You commit the fallacy
of composition when

you illicitly apply the =~

characteristics of the
parts to the whole.
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v+ Each tilelonl the floor'is square) ' ®
y therefore the'floorisisquare’

.

- .-*g;s_;

N

/ ///// /

LLLLLII T
4/ /// ;

\ | Gprersssnans

|

&

You commit the fallacy
of division when you™
illicitly apply the -~
characteristics of the
whole to the parts.

-4
il T
a el g
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The most common
first name in the world is

132



- = - = . J— "
A o _.af'f—/ 2 f:, g =

The most common
first name in the world is
Muhammad.

The most common
surname in the world is
Chang.

e =

S N e
> / g = e g e
et 5 O P o O g
B il ¢ S i e .
= i s -

Does it follow that the-
most common full name.
is the world is |
Muhammad Chang?
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Fifty-five percent of Ole
Miss graduates are female:

Richard is an Ole Miss
graduate.

Therefore, Richard is fifty-
five percent female.
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Each tile’on'the floorisswhite,

therefore the'floorisiwhite:

r— = L
R

Eachitile’on'the floorisswooden;
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IS th IS a fa I I acy ? ;
EVeryth,ng 'n the uane .

.caused, th ereforeﬁ__f
unlverse Is causec

therSecond\ay.
Committher@uantifier
Shift*Eallacy?
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God:’

[Anteny: Flew; A Dictionary of Philosophy: &
York: St. Martin's' Press1979), s.v:, ¥ Quant
296-2917]

Everyone has a mother.

For every person, there is a woman who is the mother of that person.

Vx 3y (Px o (Wy ° M(yx))

There is a mother that everyone has.

There is a woman who is the mother of every person.

Jy Vx (Px o (Wy ° M(yx))
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Every physical thing in the universe has a cause.
For every physical thing in the universe, there is an object that is the
cause of that physical thing.

vx 3y (Px > (Oy  C(yx))

There is cause for every physical thing in the universe.
There is an object that is the cause of every
physical thing in the universe.

Jy ¥x (Px o (Oy ° C(yx))

AlRVIEnEall
thistGod?
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ch]-:arcl (G. Howe, FPh.[D.

Emcrli’ua FroFes-aol'
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WihyalsSIherer@nlly,
—— Godz

EHowiDelVErKnow:
sthats SHEISISZ
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ISSGeeRGoed?

New Scholasticism 59 (1985): 449-470

The Convertibility of Being and Good
in St. Thomas Aquinas

by Jan A. Aertsen

N MANY medieval thi e.g. Al der of Hales,

Bonaventure, Albert the Great, Thomas Aquinas, the state-
ment can be found: “ being and good are convertible " (ens f
bo-u-n convertuniur)® That is to ny, “being * and “ good
are h, ble terms in di ( il enim est
conversim proedicari).” Whmver “being " is predicated of
something, the predicate “ good ” is involved as well.

That must imply that “good ” is here not a concept that
adds a real content or a new quality to “being”, as a result
of which “being ™ is restricted. For in that case there would
bo no question of convertibility.® “Good” is an attribute
which pertains to every being, it is a property of being as such,
a “mode that is common, and consequent upon every being.” *
In other words, “ good ™ is coextensive with “ being ”, it is one
of the so-called iranscendentia ® which, since Suarez, are usually
referred to as “ transcendentals ”.

1 Alexander of Hales, Summa 1, Ing. 1, Tract. 3, q. 3, membram 1, o
1, 8 1, “As idem wit bosum et ens™; Bomavesture, [n II Hemt, d. 1,
p-hoal,q ) fundam. 5, “Eeos st bonum eonvertustur, sieut velt
Diouystus ™, d. 34, = 2, q. 3, fundam. 4; Albert the Great, De Bowo q.
), a. 8; Bumma Theol. tract. 6, q. 28; Thomas Aquines, In I Sent. 8, 1,
3; De Ver. XXI, 2; In Do Hebdomadibus, leck. 3; Summa Theol. I, )

1 Thomas Aquinas, De Ver. I, 2 obj. 2.

D¢ Pot. 1X, 7 ad 51 Bowum quod est in gewere qualilatis, vom est
bonum quod eonvertitur cum ente, quod wullam rem suprs ens addit.

4 De Fer. T, 11 modus genaraliter consequens omne ens.

0 Comp. Albert the Great, Summa Theologiae tract. ﬂ. q 27, e 3:
Dosum dieit et et de ibus omne
genus sicut of ens,

440
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New Scholasticism 59 (1985): 449-470

The Convertibility of Being and Good
in St. Thomas Aquinas

by Jan A. Aertsen

N MANY medieval thinkers, e.g. Alexander of Hales,
Bonaventure, Albert the Great, Thomas Aquinas, the state-
ment can be found: “ being and good are convertible ” (ens ef
bonum converfunfur).' That is to say, “ being ” and “ good ”
are interchangeable terms in predication (converfi enim esf

Medieval Philosophy

as Transcendental Thought Medieval Philosophy and
the Transcendentals

AEX
The Case of Thomas Aquinas

By
Jan A. Aertsen
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|Bemng and |
1 Goodness|

S ol .
8l THE CONCEPT OF THE GOOD ‘
8 IN METAPHYSICS AND

PHILOSOPHICAL THEOLOGY |

I EDITED BY

ScorT MAcDONALD
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YTEBSE

A BELIEVER AND AN ATHEIST DEBATE

Antony Flew
1923 - 2010
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The Debate between Theists & Atheists

JP MORELAND AND
KAI NIELSEN
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Christianit N
: lty J. P". Moreland

J.B Moreland ?‘
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Aquina

o

y ¢ ’I. 2 i ..
GUIDES °
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“A thoughtful and theologically sophisticated sally into the
ranks of the New Athel Feser hus written a lively and
well informed polemic agaiost the latest crop of Village
Atheists — Richard Dawkins, Danicl Deanett, & Co. — who
have provided the public with tuch entertaninment and
s0 little entightenment these past few vears, This Is a seri-

o s Iy engaded challenge to the latest effont w
impose a dehumanizing orthodoxy by religions illiteranes.”

~ Roger Kimball, co-cditor and publisher, The New Criterion

Ebpwarnp FESE
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STEALING

from
GE&D

coauthor of I Don't Have Enough Faith to Be an Atheist

J. WARNER [
WALLACE i i J. Warner Wallace

AUTHOR OF H 3
COLO-CASE CHRISTIANITY o
1 - o va J 7 . \
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" MICHAEL AUGROS

v\r/Hé .
DESIGNED
THE DESIGNER?

A Rediscovered Path
to God’s Existence

|
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Michagl Augros
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Cosmological
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG |} "

~
Y

WilliamylLane Craig
5 A
A, »

LAV LANE PETYIE

The

Cosmological

N
N\
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GAVEN KERR, OP
Aquinas’s Way to God

I'he Proofin De Ente ¢t Essentia
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IS IN GOD

the collecteo papers
OF Joseph owens

(1908-2005) John r. catan
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An Introduction to
Natural Theology

MAURICE R. HOLLOWAY

(1920-2008)
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