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The Cosmological Argument and the Principle of Sufficient Reason

DING Lu
(Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract ; Hume and Kant both criticize the cosmological argument. Rowe deduces the cosmological argument by he Prin-
ciple of Sufficient Reason while after the exact analysis of the conception of cause we will find that when we construct the cos-
mological argument by the Principle of Sufficient Reason we need some presuppositions at the same time. Therefore the cosmol-
ogical argument is mostly epistemological than ontological.
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