
Why Faith Class 2: Modern Physics and Creation 
 
I. Some Physicists on Creation 
 
A. Stephen Hawking and Leonard Mlodinow, The Grand Design  (New York: Bantam, 2010): 
 
“According to M-theory, ours is not the only universe. Instead, M-theory predicts that a great many 
universes were created out of nothing. Their creation does not require the intervention of some 
supernatural being or god. Rather, these multiple universes arise naturally from physical law. They 
are a prediction of science (8).” 
 
“Over the centuries many, including Aristotle, believed that the universe must have always existed 
in order to avoid the issue of how it was set up. Others believed the universe had a beginning, and 
used it as an argument for the existence of God. The realization that time behaves like space 
presents a new alternative. It removes the age-old objection to the universe having a beginning, but 
also means that the beginning of the universe was governed by the laws of science and doesn’t 
need to be set in motion by some god (135).” 
 
For a brief but excellent summary of the issues involved from a Thomist, see William Carroll’s “Stephen 
Hawking’s Creation Confusion”  
(http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2010/09/1571/) 
 
and “Modern Cosmology and Creation”  
(http://www.firstthings.com/web-exclusives/2014/06/modern-cosmology-and-creation) 
 
B. Lawrence Krauss, A Universe from Nothing  (New York: Simon and Schuster, 2012): 
 
“Defining away the question [of when the universe began] by arguing that the buck stops with God 
may seem to obviate the issue of infinite regression, but here I invoke my mantra: The universe is 
the way it is, whether we like it or not. The existence or nonexistence of a creator is independent 
of our desires. A world without God or purpose may seem harsh or pointless, but that alone 
doesn’t require God to actually exist.” 
 
 
For brief but, again, excellent discussions of the issues involved from a quantum physicist (Albert) and a 
Thomist (Carroll), see: 
David Albert, “On the Origin of Everything” 
(http://www.nytimes.com/2012/03/25/books/review/a-universe-from-nothing-by-lawrence-m-
krauss.html?_r=1&adxnnl=1&pagewanted=all&adxnnlx=1410959527-
vrGp6W3b2aEQIwBaTqwH7A) and 
 
 William Carroll, “Landscapes of Nothingness” 
(http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2012/02/4852/) 
 



II. St. Thomas on Creation 
 
A. Summa Theologiae  Ia, q. 45, a. 1: “Whether to create is to make something from nothing?” 
 
“I answer that,  As said above (q. 44, a. 2) we must consider not only the emanation of a 
particular being from a particular agent, but also the emanation of all being from the universal 
cause, which is God; and this emanation we designate by the name of creation. Now what 
proceeds by particular emanation, is not presupposed to that emanation; as when a man is 
generated, he was not before, but man is made from "not-man," and white from "not-white." Hence 
if the emanation of the whole universal being from the first principle be considered, it is 
impossible that any being should be presupposed before this emanation. For nothing is the same 
as no being. Therefore as the generation of a man is from the "not-being" which is "not-man," so 
creation, which is the emanation of all being, is from the "not-being" which is "nothing."” 
 
B. ST  Ia, q. 45, a. 5 “Whether it belongs to God alone to create?” 
 
“ I answer that,  It sufficiently appears at the first glance, according to what precedes (a. 1), that to 
create can be the action of God alone. For the more universal effects must be reduced to the more 
universal and prior causes. Now among all effects the most universal is being itself: and hence it 
must be the proper effect of the first and most universal cause, and that is God. Hence also it is 
said (De Causis prop., iii) that "neither intelligence nor the soul gives us being, except inasmuch as 
it works by divine operation." Now to produce being absolutely, not as this or that being, belongs 
to creation. Hence it is manifest that creation is the proper act of God alone. 
 
And above all it is absurd to suppose that a body can create, for no body acts except by touching or 
moving; and thus it requires in its action some pre-existing thing, which can be touched or moved, 
which is contrary to the very idea of creation.” 
 
C. ST  Ia, q. 46, a. 2 “Whether it is an article of faith that the world began?” 
 
“I answer that,  By faith alone do we hold, and by no demonstration can it be proved, that the 
world did not always exist, as was said above of the mystery of the Trinity (q. 32, a. 1). The reason 
of this is that the newness of the world cannot be demonstrated on the part of the world itself. For 
the principle of demonstration is the essence of a thing. Now everything according to its species is 
abstracted from "here" and "now"; whence it is said that universals are everywhere and always. 
Hence it cannot be demonstrated that man, or heaven, or a stone were not always. Likewise 
neither can it be demonstrated on the part of the efficient cause, which acts by will. For the will of 
God cannot be investigated by reason, except as regards those things which God must will of 
necessity; and what He wills about creatures is not among these, as was said above (q. 19, a. 3). But 
the divine will can be manifested by revelation, on which faith rests. Hence that the world began 
to exist is an object of faith, but not of demonstration or science. And it is useful to consider this, 
lest anyone, presuming to demonstrate what is of faith, should bring forward reasons that are not 
cogent, so as to give occasion to unbelievers to laugh, thinking that on such grounds we believe 
things that are of faith.” 


