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Objective Morality proves the existence of God 
Introduction: 

1. Jeffery Dahmer in his interview with Dateline NBC said this, “If you don’t think there is a God to be 

accountable to what’s the point of trying to modify your behavior to keep it within acceptable ranges? 

2. Can a person be good without belief in God? Yes. Can a Person be good without God? No. We live in a 

moral sphere, where men can be honest, charitable, merciful, truthful, or they can fail at these. God has created 

us in His image (therefore we can be like Him) but he also gave us free will to choose whether to comply or not. 

4. Without God (the standard of goodness) there could be no right or wrong objectively, but it would be merely 

subjective. 

5. Fydor Dostoyevsky is said to have stated, “If God did not exist, everything would be permitted” in His book 

The Brothers Karamazov, he merely worked out the implications of a world without God and he correctly 

observed that there are no real moral restraints (such as virtue) if there is no God, since ethics must then, of 

necessity, be man-made. Given this view, ethical values could not have existed prior to man. 

 

Discussion: 

- in a 2006 conference called “Beyond Belief” where the leading atheist came together to say that, “science can 

do away with religion.” They also stated that it would be their greatest contribution to mankind that they could 

give. 

- in 2007 the same conference, Edward Slingerland (an evolutionists), said this, religion is not going away, even 

us who fancy ourselves as rationalists and scientist, we rely on moral values a set of distinctly unscientific 

beliefs.” “Where does our conviction that human rights are universal, come from? He goes ont o say that 

human’s rights are as mysterious as the holy trinity.” It is purely metaphysical” 

-There is little question that those who deny the existence of God are committed to a denial of absolutes in 

ethics. Meaning this, that there cannot be, not even one, absolute standard for ethical behavior that binds a 

person in all places at all times. 

-Anthony Flew, at one time was the world’s atheistic philosopher, was asked by Thomans Warren in their 

debate, “Was the killing of over 6 million Jews in Nazi Germany Wrong” He answered that it was wrong. He 

later became a believer in a designer near the end of his life and wrote about it. 

Thomas Warren had another debate two years later, with Wallace Matson before the debate, he asked the same 

question. He also answered true, it was wrong. 

A. Ethical Relativism (situation ethics) 

 -The best thing they have is called relative subjectivism, which comes from “Secular- Humanists” 

 (Which believe in happiness in the here and now). They say God is dead in ethics and there is no 

 absolute in ethical obligation. 

 -There are many ethical laws, codes standards to the ethical relativism. One thing may be wrong in 

 America but right in Italy (we are not talking about Governmental laws but moral laws) it cannot be 

 okay to murder innocent lives in one country and right in another.  

 Variations: ethical relativism (depending on the time, place, and person) can be maintained either 

 subjectively or objectively  

Define some terms: 

 Subjectivism in ethics- The doctrine that all moral…values represent the subjective feelings and 

 reactions of individual minds and have no status independent of such reactions. 

 Objectivism in ethics- that moral values do not merely represent the feelings and reactions of individual 

 minds and, therefore, moral values really have a status that is independent of the individual’s beliefs, 

 desires, or feelings. So this objectivism may come from the law of the land or one’s own community. 

 

So let’s start putting an argument together. 

- If God does not exist than moral objectivism has to be false as well. There is no standard. 

- If there is even one moral objective truth than there has to be a God (murder, rape, torture). The standard had 

to come from somewhere. 

- We can know what is really right and really wrong (Good and evil).  
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- If there is any moral criticism that can be made to any culture or time, then there has to be a moral standard 

and that moral standard has to come from God (Nuremberg trials). They were tried by a higher law. 

-Thomas Warren asked both Flew which law did the Nazi’s break, the law of America, Germany, England, the 

Law of God or no law at all? He marked: they were not guilty of any law at all. Even though he already said 

that they were wrong in what they did. Flew even said that values (morals) arise only in man. And since we 

came from animals how could this be? 

-The Moral code of any society can be criticized because of moral objective truths; therefore there must be a 

moral standard.  

-Therefore, since there is a moral code, there is a moral code giver, and if we are under obligation to the moral 

code than we are also under obligation to the moral code giver. 

Let’s follow atheism to its logical conclusion and some statements made 
- If we are the proponents of evolution alone and the big bang, then why do we not put animals under the same 

moral laws that we are under? We realize we are different than animals.  

Atheism cannot answer or explain morals or where they came from. This does not make sense and has no 

logical support.  

David Suzuki says, we should act like the animals we are, we must acknowledge that we are animals, we like to 

think of ourselves as higher beings but we evolved from animals.  

If this is our heritage, then why is there good and evil?  

If atheism is true, then anything goes.  

Barbra Broke said in the science magazine in 1974, “Some animals kill their own offspring, could it be natural 

for humans too? Darwin said, “They said it has to be one of the most important population check in all history.” 

Natural History of Rape: Randy Thornhill and Craig T. Palmer characterized rape as an adaptive, productive, 

reproductive strategy. Basically our ancestors became our ancestors because they raped each other. They would 

say it was good but using their own theory it is evolutionary.  

Randy Thronhill also gave a speech several years ago, in which he stated, rape is evolutionary, biological, and 

natural and our ancestors became male ancestors impart because they conditionally used rape.  

Dane Barker said that all actions are situational. He said there is not an action that is right or wrong, I can think 

of an exception in any case. Kyle Butt asked him this in their debate, “When would it be right to rape a woman” 

He said if there was an alien civilization, who came to earth and said you have to rape a woman or we are going 

to destroy earth. He said, yeah I would rape a woman, I wouldn’t want to but I would.” The Kyle asks, would 

you rape two, he said yeah, what about 2,000, then joked about it. He said it would be his obligation. 

These are the conclusions one must come to if there is no moral objectivity.  

Conclusion: 

If there is a moral objectivity, then an atheist has to believe in God. If they reject this then they are just 

contradicting themselves. 

Then there are some atheist because they realize what moral objectivity means, there is a God, they will go sar 

as to say that there are times when rape and things a like is okay, They just go to prove how wocked atheism is 

and that we need to get rid of that thinking over religion. 

There is never a reason it is okay to do evil: 

 

Psalm 1:1-6: “The fool has said in his heart, "There is no God (literally no to God)." They are corrupt, they have 

committed abominable deeds; There is no one who does good. The LORD has looked down from heaven upon 

the sons of men To see if there are any who understand, Who seek after God. They have all turned aside, 

together they have become corrupt; There is no one who does good, not even one. Do all the workers of 

wickedness not know, Who eat up my people as they eat bread, And do not call upon the Lord? There they are 

in great dread, For God is with the righteous generation.” 

 

If objective morality exist, then God exist. If God does not exist, then there cannot be an objective morality and 

that would be an evil and corrupt world to live in. 


