
Cahn Believes That If We Grant Gods
Existence, Then We Must Also Grant That
Murder Is Immoral. F/T ?
Cahn Believes That If We Grant Gods Existence, Then We Must Also Grant That Murder Is
Immoral. F/T ?

The question of whether belief in God necessarily entails moral imperatives has long been a central
debate in philosophy and theology. Cahn’s provocative statement challenges us to consider the
logical consequences of accepting God's existence—specifically, whether such acceptance
automatically entails moral judgments like the immorality of murder. To fully understand this claim,
it’s essential to explore the philosophical background, the reasoning behind Cahn’s perspective, and
the broader implications for ethics and theology. This article delves into these aspects, examining
the logical connections between divine existence and moral values, and evaluating whether Cahn’s
assertion holds under scrutiny.

Understanding Cahn’s Assertion

Cahn’s statement suggests a causal or logical link between belief in God and the endorsement of
moral principles such as the immorality of murder. To unpack this, we need to analyze the core
components of his argument:

The Premise: Belief in God
- Believing that God exists involves accepting certain characteristics of the divine, often including
omnipotence, omniscience, and moral perfection.
- Many religious traditions posit that God's nature is inherently moral, serving as the ultimate moral
authority.

The Implication: Moral Standard Derivation
- If God is the source of morality, then moral laws are grounded in divine commandments.
- Consequently, moral judgments—like murder being wrong—are derived from what God commands
or, in many cases, from God's very nature.

The Conclusion: Morality and Divine Existence Are Intertwined
- Therefore, accepting God's existence implies accepting the moral framework associated with Him.
- The question then becomes: does this necessarily mean that murder is immoral if God exists?

Cahn’s assertion challenges the assumption that divine existence automatically entails moral facts,
especially those concerning acts like murder. To evaluate this, we need to explore different



philosophical perspectives on the relationship between God and morality.

The Divine Command Theory and Its Limitations

One of the most prominent philosophical views connecting God and morality is the Divine Command
Theory (DCT).

What is Divine Command Theory?
- DCT holds that moral rightness and wrongness are determined by God's commands.
- An act is morally right if God commands it, and morally wrong if God forbids it.

Implications of DCT
- Under DCT, morality is dependent on God's will.
- This positions God's nature as the ultimate moral authority.

Criticisms of Divine Command Theory
- Euthyphro Dilemma: Is an act morally good because God commands it, or does God command it
because it is morally good?
- If the former, morality seems arbitrary—God could command anything, including acts we consider
immoral.
- If the latter, morality exists independently of God, challenging the divine command perspective.
- Moral Autonomy: Some argue that morality should be independent of divine fiat, rooted instead in
human reason or innate moral principles.

Given these limitations, Cahn’s assertion may be questioned: does the existence of God truly
guarantee the immorality of murder, or does it depend on other factors such as God's specific
commands or nature?

Alternative Perspectives on Divine Morality

Beyond Divine Command Theory, various philosophical stances interpret the link between God and
morality differently.

The Moral Perfection of God
- Many theistic philosophies posit that God's nature is not just authoritative but also inherently moral
and perfect.
- According to this view, God’s nature is the standard of goodness, and moral laws reflect His perfect
character.



Implication for Murder
- If God's nature is morally perfect, then acts like murder would be inherently wrong because they
conflict with divine perfection.
- This supports Cahn's assertion: acceptance of God's existence, especially a morally perfect God,
would entail the immorality of murder.

Critiques and Challenges
- Critics argue that defining God as morally perfect introduces an additional premise: that God's
nature is necessarily moral.
- Others question whether morality can be grounded solely in divine nature without circular
reasoning.

Summary: If one accepts that God’s nature embodies moral perfection, then moral truths such as
"murder is immoral" logically follow from God's existence, lending support to Cahn's claim.

The Logical Connection: Does Belief in God Mandate
Moral Acceptance?

While the previous sections outline how divine attributes might underpin moral laws, the core
question remains: does belief in God necessarily lead to accepting that murder is immoral?

Factors Supporting the Connection
- Divine Moral Authority: Belief that God is the ultimate moral authority could lead to the acceptance
that His moral judgments are binding.
- Revelation and Scripture: Many religious traditions rely on sacred texts that explicitly condemn
murder, reinforcing the moral stance.

Factors Challenging the Connection
- Diverse Religious Interpretations: Different religions and denominations have varying views on
morality, sometimes leading to conflicting moral directives.
- Atheist and Agnostic Perspectives: Individuals who believe in God but do not accept divine morality
might reject the notion that God's existence guarantees moral facts.
- Secular Ethical Frameworks: Many moral systems, such as humanism or Kantian ethics, do not rely
on divine authority but still uphold the immorality of murder.

Conclusion: Is Cahn’s Statement True or False?

Cahn’s assertion that granting God's existence entails granting that murder is immoral hinges on
specific assumptions about the nature of God and morality. If one adopts the view that:



- God is morally perfect and the ultimate moral authority, and
- Moral laws are grounded in God's nature or commands,

then it follows that belief in God would indeed entail the immorality of murder. This aligns with
many traditional religious moral frameworks and supports the idea that divine existence is
intertwined with moral facts.

However, the argument falters if:

- One questions whether morality depends solely on divine commands or nature,
- One considers alternative moral foundations not rooted in divine authority,
- Or if one believes that belief in God does not necessarily entail acceptance of specific moral
propositions.

In conclusion, whether Cahn’s statement is true or false depends largely on one’s philosophical and
theological commitments. For theists who view divine morality as the foundation of all moral truths,
the statement holds strong. For skeptics or adherents of secular ethics, the connection is less
compelling, and the assertion becomes more contentious.

Ultimately, this discussion underscores the importance of clarifying the assumptions underlying
claims about divine morality and the logical relationships between belief in God and moral
principles. It invites ongoing debate about the foundations of ethics and the role of divine authority
in moral reasoning, making it a central issue in philosophy of religion and ethics.

Frequently Asked Questions

Is Cahn's claim that accepting God's existence implies
acknowledging murder as immoral widely accepted in
philosophy?
Cahn's argument is debated among philosophers; some see it as a compelling link between divine
existence and morality, while others challenge its assumptions about moral grounding.

Does Cahn argue that God's existence necessarily provides an
objective basis for morality, including the immorality of
murder?
Yes, Cahn suggests that if God exists and is the source of moral law, then moral truths like the
immorality of murder follow necessarily from God's nature.

Are there counterarguments that deny a connection between
God's existence and the immorality of murder?
Yes, some philosophers argue that morality can be independent of God's existence, proposing
secular moral frameworks that do not rely on divine authority.



Is Cahn's position an example of divine command theory?
Yes, Cahn's perspective aligns with divine command theory, which holds that moral right and wrong
are determined by God's commands.

Can Cahn's argument be applied to moral disagreements in
different religious traditions?
Potentially, but the argument presupposes belief in a particular conception of God; disagreements
about God's nature could complicate the moral implications.

Does accepting God's existence automatically resolve moral
questions like the morality of murder?
Not necessarily; some argue that even if God exists, understanding what constitutes God's will can
be complex, and moral questions may remain open to interpretation.

Are there secular ethical theories that reject the idea that
God's existence is necessary for morality?
Yes, secular ethical theories such as Kantian ethics and utilitarianism argue that morality can be
grounded in reason, human nature, or consequences, without invoking divine existence.
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---

Introduction

The assertion that belief in God necessarily entails the immorality of murder is a provocative stance
that has sparked extensive philosophical debate. At the core of this discussion lies a fundamental
question: does accepting the existence of a divine being inherently lead to moral conclusions about
human conduct? Philosopher Steven Cahn, among others, has engaged with this topic, exploring
whether the existence of God logically entails moral imperatives such as condemning murder. This
article aims to analyze Cahn’s position comprehensively, examining the philosophical underpinnings,
arguments for and against, and the broader implications of such a claim.

---

Understanding the Claim: The Core of Cahn’s Perspective

What Does the Statement Mean?

The statement, "Cahn believes that if we grant God's existence, then we must also grant that murder



is immoral," suggests a conditional link between the existence of God and moral judgments about
human actions. Specifically, it implies:

- Premise 1: God exists.
- Premise 2: From the existence of God, moral laws, including the prohibition of murder, logically
follow.
- Conclusion: Therefore, if God exists, murder is necessarily immoral.

This framing raises critical questions about the nature of divine command theory, moral
epistemology, and the logical connections between divine existence and moral imperatives.

---

The Foundations of Cahn’s Argument

Divine Command Theory and Moral Objectivity

At the heart of Cahn’s reasoning is likely an appeal to divine command theory (DCT), which asserts
that moral truths are rooted in God's will. According to DCT:

- Moral facts are based on God's commands.
- What is morally right or wrong is determined by God's directives.
- Without God's existence, moral standards lack objective grounding.

In this view, the existence of God is not just a metaphysical claim but also a moral necessity; God's
nature provides the standard against which actions are measured.

The Logical Connection

Cahn’s argument may be summarized as:

1. Existence of a morally perfect being (God): God is omnipotent, omniscient, and morally perfect.
2. God’s nature as the standard of morality: God's moral perfection means that His commands reflect
the ultimate moral truth.
3. Moral commands are necessary and absolute: Because God's nature is perfect, His commands are
inherently moral and must be obeyed.
4. Murder is condemned by God: Given His moral perfection, God commands the prohibition of
murder.
5. Implication: If we accept God’s existence, then we must accept that murder is immoral, as it
violates divine moral law.

This chain of reasoning suggests a strong link between divine existence and moral imperatives,
positioning God as the ultimate moral authority.

---

Critical Examination of the Argument

Strengths of the Position

- Provides an Objective Foundation for Morality: By grounding morality in God's nature, Cahn’s view



offers a clear, authoritative source of moral standards.
- Aligns with Theistic Ethical Traditions: Many religious traditions endorse the idea that divine will
dictates morality, reinforcing the internal consistency of this perspective.
- Addresses Moral Disagreement: If moral standards are rooted in an unchanging divine nature, then
moral disagreements among humans may be seen as misunderstandings rather than genuine
conflicts.

Challenges and Counterarguments

While compelling in its logical structure, Cahn’s position faces several philosophical challenges:

1. The Euthyphro Dilemma

The famous dilemma posed by Plato’s Euthyphro questions:

- Is an action morally good because God commands it? (Arbitrary morality)
- Or does God command it because it is morally good? (Morality independent of divine command)

Implications:

- If morality is arbitrary, then God's commands could, in theory, endorse acts we consider immoral,
undermining the claim that God’s existence guarantees morality.
- If morality is independent of God’s commands, then divine existence is not necessary for moral
truth.

This dilemma complicates the notion that divine command alone suffices to establish morality.

2. Moral Platonism and Secular Ethics

Secular philosophers argue that moral truths can exist independently of divine existence, based on
rationality, empathy, or social contracts. If morality can be justified without reference to God, then
the link that Cahn suggests becomes less compelling.

3. The Problem of Evil and Moral Paradoxes

If God exists and is morally perfect, why does evil—such as murder—persist? Some argue that divine
perfection does not necessarily entail the absence of evil or that moral commands are more complex
than simple prohibitions.

---

The Implication of Granting God's Existence

If We Accept God’s Existence, Do We Have to Accept That Murder Is Immoral?

Proponents’ Viewpoint:

- Because divine commands prohibit murder, accepting God's existence entails accepting that
murder is immoral.
- The moral law is rooted in divine nature; thus, the existence of God prescribes moral standards.



Counterarguments:

- One might accept God's existence but question whether divine commands are sufficient to establish
morality.
- Some argue that moral reasoning can be independent of divine commands, based on human rights,
empathy, or rational consensus.

The Ethical Implications

- If divine morality is the sole basis for morality, then moral authority rests solely on divine will.
- This raises questions about moral autonomy and whether humans can or should determine morality
independently of divine commands.

---

Broader Philosophical and Theological Context

The Role of Faith and Reason

The debate touches on the tension between faith-based morality and reason-based ethics. Cahn’s
position leans toward a theological foundation, emphasizing divine authority as the moral anchor.

The Diversity of Religious Perspectives

Different religions and denominations interpret divine commands variably, leading to divergent
moral views. For example:

- Some traditions may interpret divine commandments as more flexible.
- Others may see divine morality as absolute and unchangeable.

This diversity complicates the claim that God’s existence straightforwardly entails specific moral
laws like the prohibition of murder.

Secular Counterpoints

Philosophers like Immanuel Kant and John Rawls argue for moral systems grounded in rationality
and human dignity rather than divine command. Their views challenge the necessity of divine
existence for moral objectivity.

---

Conclusion

Cahn’s belief that the existence of God entails the immorality of murder is rooted in a particular
interpretation of divine command theory, emphasizing God's moral perfection as the ultimate
standard. While this position offers a compelling argument for objective morality grounded in divine
nature, it faces significant philosophical challenges, notably the Euthyphro dilemma and secular
ethical theories.

The debate ultimately hinges on foundational questions about the nature of morality, the role of
faith, and whether moral truths are inherently tied to divine existence or can be justified through



rational, human-centered frameworks.

Is the statement true or false? The answer depends on one's philosophical commitments:

- If one accepts divine command theory wholeheartedly, then Cahn’s claim could be seen as true.
- If one adopts secular moral reasoning, then the claim might be false, indicating that morality can
exist independently of God's existence.

In sum, the discussion remains a central and unresolved topic in philosophy of religion and ethics,
reflecting the complex intersection of faith, reason, and morality.
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