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Prove for the Existence of God

Historically, the verity as to whether God exists or not has been surrounded by numerous controversies among scholars in varied professions. Frequently, such differences narrow down to a contestation between science and religion. According to Nagasawa (2012), the controversy between scientific approaches and religious advances in unraveling the mystery of God’s existence has persisted for centuries. He indicated that the scientific world is full of publications simulating fights between God and science. Scientists present scientific triumph and attempt to explain everything proposed to be Godly by religion. In opposition, a contrary stance by religious authors continues to establish numerous mysteries and inexplicable gaps in scientific theories. Despite the evidence given by science, Mccaughan (2011) pointed out that scientific theories are numerous and varied. Thus, singling one out and claim it is the most dependable is not possible. Furthermore, some of them are self-contradictory and do not provide satisfactory proofs of their claims. Conversely, despite variety in religious communities, they adopt an almost unified concept of God’s existence. Additionally, all phenomenological states point to the fact that a supernatural being exists.

One of the most outstanding publications downplaying the existence of God is ‘The God Delusion’ of 2006 by biologist Richard Dawkins (Nagasawa, 2012). In claiming God’s nonexistence, Dawkins purported that the religious ‘God’ is merely a pertinacious fallacy that has been upheld because of unrelenting repetition of an idea with no evidential backup. He explained that verifying God’s presence is almost impossible and qualified this act as a delusion. Additionally, he presented what he referred to as the ‘Theory of Religion’ claiming that it all amounts to an adapted incidental attempt to explain a mystery. However, Mccaughan (2011) responded to these claims by outlining various contradictions in their logic. One of them is the fact that Dawkins believes God ‘almost’ never existed. This means that the author appreciates some probability of a contrary existence. Citing Isaac Newton's laws of fundamentalism, Nagasawa (2012) also proceeded to explain that all phenomena in the world can neither create nor move themselves. This leaves God as the sole creator and mover.

Another attempt to dismiss the presence of God emanated from a scientific analysis by Stenger (2010). The publication reviewed elements of cosmos in search of evidence indicating God’s existence. Acknowledging that the origin of the universe would not have been an evolutionary or natural feature, he still ruled out the role of God in the same. This is because of the belief that all that takes place in the universe remains scientifically explicable. Again, the argument that God would have disclosed himself more univocally if he existed takes center stage. The overall argument indicated that God had failed the test of evidence and revelation.

However, a close review of Rene Descartes’ six meditations on the existence of God provides a logic indicating that God inevitably exists (Descartes & Cottingham, 1996). The reflections begin by subjecting all existence to logical doubt, and then introduce the doubting human mind in relation to another mind that solves doubts. Separating understanding from imagination, the third and fifth meditations affirm God’s presence in the logical and incomprehensible occurrences. According to Descartes, God controls all operational forces that govern universal phenomena.

In as much as scientists and religious believers differ substantially on the existence of God, they both embrace the fact that living and non-living things have some genesis. This leaves room for the presence of a force behind universal existence. A number of publications attempt to dismiss the presence of God. However, many are self-contradictory while others fail to establish why objects or beings cannot create themselves. Perhaps, this explains why all scientific attempts to create functional beings have failed. All these support the existence of a supernatural being who can only be God.
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