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Evaluate the assertion that the arguments for the existence of God are like leaky buckets: and
so, they hold no water

The issue of the existence of God (or gods) is probably as old as religion or philosophy itself.
Denying that a higher power exists goes back to perhaps Diagoras of Melos' in the 5" century B.C. In
recent times, the popularity of agnosticism and atheism has gradually increased” alongside the spread?
of related philosophies such as rationalism, secularism, naturalism and scientism. In common for
these ‘isms’ is the claim that they claim to be based on facts, evidence, reason and logic — and hence
conversely, religion is not based on those tenets.

As far as Christians are concerned, the Bible exhorts us not only to have faith in God despite
not having ‘visual evidence’ (Hebrews 11:1); but also to be prepared with the reason we believe (1
Peter 3:15). We are to love God with our mind (Luke 10:27) — using our reasoning (Isaiah 1:18) to
recognize God through the evidence of His creation (Psalm 14:1-4; Romans 1:19-20 & 10:18).

Thinkers of Christendom expanded and refined their reasons for belief, solidifying them into
arguments that many Christians use today. And yet, critics and polemicists maintain that arguments
for the existence of God are flawed... Mistaken... Full of holes. Arguments for God, they say, are like
leaky buckets which hold no water.

However, if our God is a God of truth, then we would expect that His very existence must
make sense. Not only that, assuming the contrary — that God does not exist — would lead to
irrationality and impossibility.* It is in fact the rejection of the existence of God that holds no water —
as I shall demonstrate using two arguments as follows.

The Cosmological Argument

Variants of this argument date as far back as Plato’ in the 3"-century B.C. — namely, that the
universe must have been created by a supreme being. Christian versions were later developed, with an
important revival by Thomas Aquinas with his argument about efficient causes®.

More recently, renown’ ® Christian apologist William Lane Craig has popularized a variant
which he coined the Kalam Cosmological Argument (named after the medieval Islamic discipline
which first proposed this form®).
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The Kalam variant of the Cosmological Argument proceeds as follows:
1) Whatever begins to exist must have a cause.

2) The universe began to exist.

3) Therefore, the universe has a cause.

In order to refute the above syllogism, at least one of the premises must be disproven. The
first premise is self-evident from plain intuition, experience and causality (the basis of scientific
inquiry'?). It is our everyday experience that objects do not simply pop into existence for no preceding
reason! If the atheist objects to this first premise, they would be making baseless postulations that go
against their much-vaunted criteria of “Show me the evidence!”

The second premise has certainly been challenged in the past, with some models of the
universe proposing that it has simply always existed (e.g. Steady State Theory'!). However with the
discovery of several physical characteristics of the universe'?, in modern times the prevailing model is
the Big Bang Theory — which proposes that the universe indeed had a beginning. If the atheist objects
to this second premise, they are once again going against the accepted evidence.

Hence, the conclusion from the two premises stands — that the universe has a cause. It must be
noted that this conclusion does not directly conclude that ‘Therefore, God exists’. Rather, it infers the
existence of God as the best explanation as the cause of the universe. Since ‘the universe’ includes all
space, time, matter and energy... the cause cannot then be anything comprising or reliant upon space,
time, matter or energy. The cause would have to be spaceless, timeless, immaterial and immeasurably
powerful (in order to give rise to all the matter and energy in the universe).

Out of all the possible spaceless and timeless things such as numbers or laws of logic, only a
mind would have causal powers.!* Moreover, it would have its own volition: “...since this cause
exists outside of anything physical, temporal, or material, none of these things could logically cause
or force this ultimate cause to do anything. Therefore, this ultimate cause seems to have its own
volition or libertarian free will.”!4

Hence, the cause starts to sounds very much like the Christian concept of God — a being who
is immaterial spirit (John 4:24), timeless (Psalm 90:2, Isaiah 43:13), all powerful (Hebrews 1:3), a
personal mind (1 Corinthians 2:16) with volition (Isaiah 46:10), who created all the universe (Genesis
1:1, Jeremiah 32:17, Colossians 1:16). It is to be noted that God is not Himself subject to the
Cosmological Argument — as God never began to exist, but instead has always existed. Hence, God
does not need a cause — He is the Uncaused First Cause.

Now take the contrary position — that God does not exist. How then did the universe arise? If
the atheist adheres to both naturalism and also the Big Bang Theory, they have painted themselves
into an absurd corner. If the universe (by definition) is all that there is, then sans the universe there is
simply nothing. To put the atheist’s dilemma in the form of a satirical quip: “Much human ingenuity
has gone into finding he ultimate Before. The current state of knowledge can be summarized as thus:
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In the beginning was nothing, which exploded.”'® If that sounds ridiculous, that is because it is
ridiculous!

Atheists have resorted to various workarounds in an attempt to avoid the problem of the
universe’s origin. For example, Stephen Hawking postulates that “Because there is a law such as
gravity, the universe can and will create itself from nothing. Spontaneous creation is the reason there
is something rather than nothing, why the universe exists, why we exist.”!® But where did ‘a law such
as gravity’ itself come from, if nothing was in existence — which by definition, includes physical laws
such as gravity? In all honesty, this unironic quote sounds more ridiculous than the earlier non-serious
one!

The Freethinking Argument

I have just explained a rather pedigreed argument for God regarding the origin of the
universe. A quite natural follow up would be to transition to the Fine Tuning Argument, which deals
with the conditions of the universe. However, I would like instead to introduce the somewhat less
well-known Free Thinking Argument'’.

This argument purports that in order to have rational thoughts and beliefs, it is necessary for a
human to possess a soul — something that transcends the physical laws of biology and chemistry that
otherwise would fully dictate the functions and reactions of the brain. In recent times, apologist
Timothy Stratton has popularized this argument — however, it has been presented in varying forms by
C.S. Lewis and Thomas Aquinas'®.

In a distilled and simplified form, the Free Thinking Argument argument proceeds thusly:
1) If humans do not have immaterial souls, then rational thought is impossible.

2) Rational thought is possible.

3) Therefore, humans have immaterial souls.

Once again, in order to refute the above syllogism, at least one of the premises must be
disproven. If the atheist objects to the first premise, then they are saying that rational thought is
possible without a mechanism that is free from the bounds of the observable physical universe. This
goes against the assumptions of naturalistic science — since the brain is a physical organ that operates
on biochemistry, it must be governed by the laws of physics and chemistry. The physical brain is
supposedly all there is: “There is no place in the brain for a soul or an ego to be hiding.”"

To the atheist, the brain’s current condition must therefore be caused entirely by preceding
events, which in turn were caused by prior events — a nigh endless series of dominos toppling in turn.
“The contemporary scientific image of human behavior is one of neurons firing, causing other
neurons to fire, causing our thoughts and deeds, in an unbroken chain that stretches back to our birth
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and beyond.”” To propose that free will can exist without a corresponding mechanism is to reject the
law of causality.

If the atheist instead objects to the second premise, then on what basis can any rational
decisions be made? “...without freedom, rationality would have no room to operate. Arguments
would not matter, since no one would be able to base beliefs on adequate reasons. ... One would hold
beliefs only because he had been predetermined to do so.”?! Human existence thus becomes a farce, a
mockery.

That being said, there are atheists who do actually argue for this — boldly claiming that our
very lives are but an elaborate kabuki show: “Science shows that we don’t have what we would call
libertarian free will — but it’s a beautiful, useful illusion.”*? Nobody has rationality, and hence we hold
no responsibility for our decisions: “Free will is an illusion. Our wills are simply not of our own
making. Thoughts and intentions emerge from background causes of which we are unaware and over
which we exert no conscious control. ... Either our wills are determined by prior causes and we are
not responsible for them, or they are the product of chance and we are not responsible for them.”?

Fair enough, this stance is consistent with the atheist worldview — but if true, then why should
anyone agree that it is rational to affirm atheism (or any belief for that matter)? Why do atheists
attempt to persuade people that they cannot change their minds — a self-defeating, self-contradicting
endeavour? Such a worldview may be internally consistent, but it is not by any means rational.

Similar to the Cosmological Argument, the Freethinking Argument does not directly conclude
that ‘Therefore, God exists’. Rather, it infers the existence of God — an immaterial spirit with will, as
explained in the preceding section — as the best explanation for the existence of the immaterial human
soul which has will. God created humans in His likeness with rationality and individuality, by His
spirit making our spirits live (Genesis 1:26-27 & 2:7, Job 33:4 & 34:14-15, Psalm 104:30, Isaiah 42:5,
Revelation 11:11).

Conclusion

I have given two examples of arguments for the existence of God and demonstrated how they
are logical and coherent — they carry water just fine. Moreover, it is self-evident that rejecting those
arguments shows up the atheist as the one holding the philosophical leaky bucket, full of holes in their
reasoning.

It is thus with confidence that Christians can boldly declare: “The fear of the LORD is the
beginning of wisdom, and the knowledge of the Holy One is insight. — Psalm 9:10”
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