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1. Craig, William Lane. “The Kalam Cosmological Argument.” In Two Dozen (or

so) Arguments for God: The Plantinga Project, edited by Jerry L. Walls and Trent

Dougherty. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2018.
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3. kalam cosmological argument

4. Plantinga, “Two Dozen (or so) Theistic Arguments”.
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1. Hackett, The Resurrection of Theism.

2. Smith, “Kalam Cosmological Arguments for Atheism”, 183.
3. Puryear, “Finitism and the Beginning of the Universe”.

4. Al-Ghazali, Kitab al-Iqtisad fT al-i‘tiqad, 15-16.

5. deductive formulation
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1. Griinbaum, “A New Critique of Theological Interpretations of Physical
Cosmology”, 16.

2. tensed

3. tenseless

4. Craig, The Tensed Theory of Time; Craig, The Tenseless Theory of Time.
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1. Sobel, Logic and Theism, 198-199; Oppy, Philosophical Perspectives on Infinity,
291-293.

. anti-realists

. intuitionistic extreme

. mathematical legitimacy

. nominalist

2

3

4

5

6. anti-realist
7. neutralism

8. fictionalism

9. constructiblism

10. figuralism

11. modal structuralism
12. pretense theory

13. Craig, God over All: Divine Aseity and the Challenge of Platonism.
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1. Stanford University

2. Feferman, In Light of Logic, 19, 30.
3. Hilbert’s Hotel

4. Benardete, Infinity, 238.

5. serrated continuum
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1. Ibid, 326-27.

2. reductio ad absurdum argument
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1. physical eschatology

2. terminal cosmological singularity
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3. axiom of infinity

4. Hedrick, “Heartbreak”, 42-43.
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2. Plantinga, Warranted Christian Belief, 24- 25.
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