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If an atheist reasons from the assumptions that “There is no God,” and “There is no immortal soul or spirit, or any kind of non-material essence that abides after physical death,” he is reasoning from assumptions that have never been empirically demonstrated in the laboratory or independently confirmed in various places by repeated and controlled experiments. That is, his scientific reasoning has an unscientific starting point.  

Conversely, if a theist reasons from the assumptions that “God exists,” and “Our immortal souls will appear before him after death to be judged,” the non-scientific nature of his assumptions does not mean that he is totally irrational. To think, “I am going to be judged by God so I should do this, but I should not do that” is rational, and logical, if God exists. To think that “God created us, and therefore we find our highest fulfilment by living in harmony with God’s laws” is not at all irrational, if God exists.

Thus we can say these two different rationalities, which we may call “secular” and “faith-based,” are not separated by a sort of metaphysical Berlin Wall, an impassible barrier defended by barbed wire, minefields, guard dogs and machine guns. People can use reason in religious or non-religious contexts, with often conflicting results even when operating from shared beliefs or assumptions. Parenthetically, rather than trying to take all of the many different varieties of theism into account, I have tried to discuss this issue from the standpoint of belief in the 66 books of the Old and New Testaments, in a generally Protestant context (though the Reformation was centuries ago, and I am not currently protesting anything).

This does not mean there are different rationalities when it comes to physics, chemistry, engineering, and so on. On the material plane, facts are facts. It is on the higher and remoter levels of cosmic origins, meaning, purpose and ethics that different yet plausible approaches to reality enter in. This problem is compounded by the fact that “rationality” and “reason” are both often slippery and highly subjective terms. If a criminal wants to avoid detection, concealing the evidence is a rational thing to do. If a dictator wants to invade a neighboring country, building up his military while lulling the neighbor into a false sense of security is a rational thing to do.

Given the complexity of the debate between two conflicting views of the world – spiritual and theistic, vs. materialistic and atheistic – it seems worthwhile to try and clarify the boundaries between them. Particularly important in this regard are the social consequences. If there is or is not a God, if there are or are not higher principles or even divinely instituted laws we need to follow to maximize human flourishing - these are not merely abstract topics for philosophical hobbyists. They affect us directly in every aspect of life.

Particular attention has been given in some parts of this essay to the issue or question of Protestant theological liberalism. The phenomenon of a secular mindset seeking comfort in a security blanket of religious language (which originated primarily in 19th-century Germany) has caused a great deal of confusion. When words like “salvation . . . sin . . . God . . . God’s word . . . heaven” and so on appear, one can hardly be blamed for assuming that this is religious. However, when the basic truth and particular truths of the Bible are denied; when the deity of Christ, the virgin birth, the reality of a day of judgment followed by heaven or hell are denied, and the aforementioned words are defined according to human reason alone – then what we have is in effect a sort of religious humanism, a spirit of independence from God’s laws dressed up in religious clothing.

Underneath all of this is the essential, primary, basic and fundamental question: “Does God exist?” If God does not exist, then the theists are deceived (though many of their ideas an attitudes on specific questions may still be right, because of our shared human nature and common reason). If, on the other hand, God does exist, then it is the theists who are deceived (though many of their ideas an attitudes on specific questions may still be right, because of our shared human nature and common reason).

This all-important question is not answered on the basis of laboratory experiments, microscopic or telescopic observations and/or mathematical calculations. It is answered on the basis of highly personal and subjective factors, usually not clearly known by the individual subjects themselves. In facing these two alternative answers we have need of reason, logic, evidence and facts, but we also need something more than merely detached objectivity. 

Intelligence alone is inadequate here. We need a spirit of humility, a consciousness that our minds are weak and feeble relative to the great mysteries of life and the cosmos. We need a spirit of detachment and self-denial, since the underlying ground of all reality is most certainly not something that conforms to all of our expectations and desires. We need a certain human transcendence of the pains and pleasures of the world, even as we remain in the world. 

We need to be prepared to change our ways if need be, to admit we are wrong if need be, if we want to escape from the self-imposed tyranny that limits our thoughts and conclusions to mere personal preference. This requires a certain dying to self, which is never easy or pleasant. For this reason Jesus Christ said, “For whosoever will save his life shall lose it.” He also said, “Ask, and it shall be given you; seek, and ye shall find; knock, and it shall be opened unto you: For every one that asketh receiveth; and he that seeketh findeth; and to him that knocketh it shall be opened.” 
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Given the vast amounts of anti-religious arguments, propaganda and sometimes even ridicule that have been directed against religious belief in general and the Christian religion in particular, it seemed worthwhile, and in the interest of truth, to present some alternative arguments. “Come now, and let us reason together,”  said the prophet Isaiah in the 8th  century BC, though the words immediately following after "reason together" are "says the Lord." This means it was God himself inviting to us to reason with Him. But here, we humans can reason among ourselves, for which purpose I offer up the following thoughts.

1. When scientists say “God does not exist,” they are speaking outside of their fields of expertise. Hence, it should be recognized that their opinions or beliefs on the subject are no more valid or authoritative than anyone else’s. This is true regardless of whatever prestige they might have acquired through scientific endeavor.

2. Those who deny the existence of God are not expressing scientific fact that is necessarily derived from a detached consideration of empirical evidence. They are merely expressing their own understanding based on personal and emotional as well as on intellectual factors.

3. To deny the existence of God and assert that the universe and our world all came into being by blind chance is not automatically rational. It is only rational if there is no God. If there is a God, it is highly and deeply irrational, and contrary to human flourishing on the highest levels.

4. Many people have idiosyncratic definitions of “rationality.” They arbitrarily draw the boundaries of what is “rational” and “irrational” to fit their own personal preferences.

5. Scientists do not automatically have special insight or wisdom in areas that fall outside of the precise confines of the scientific method. This includes such topics as:


~ the reality of life after death

~ the first emergence of the world and of the cosmos

~ the origin of human and animal life

~ the nature and origin of human ethics

~ the existence or the non-existence of God

~ the reality of biblical miracles

~ the virgin birth of Christ

~ the sacrificial death and resurrection of Christ

~ the resurrection of the dead

~ art, music, philosophy, economics, politics, literature, sports and entertainment

~ ordinary and basic human emotions such as love, hate, happiness, or unhappiness



6. The scientific method is limited to the material world, to matter and to objects subject to human control, manipulation and study. Questions outside of naturalistic boundaries are permanently beyond the reach of meaningful scientific theorizing, hypothesizing, analyzing and predicting. 

7. People need to be more skeptical of scientists who seek to enter the public arena and interfere in social, political, philosophical, religious and moral subjects very far removed from their areas of specialty.  

8. Are we basically good people in a fundamentally irrational universe, or are we basically flawed people in a fundamentally rational one? 

9. The successes of the scientific method are undeniable. However, it should not be forgotten that the results of applied science have not always been beneficial.

10. Science, through the development of weapons of mass destruction, has confronted planet earth with one of the greatest threats to human flourishing in all of recorded history.

11. Scientists, many of them diligently toiling in obedience to the state, have provided us with many lesser weapons such as napalm, military airplanes, machine guns, rockets, biological weapons, poison gas, and innumerable explosives. Science has helped to make warfare far more destructive than it ever was in the past.

12. Current experiments that consist of creating new and dangerous viruses solely for the sake of some hypothetical knowledge reveal some medical scientists as great sources of danger to the well-being of us all. But, our well-being and flourishing is not their concern.

13. What if there should be a terrorist attack, or an earthquake, fire, or structural defect that should release deadly new viruses on an unsuspecting world? This is much more of a real and present danger than any presented by biblical Christianity – which in fact poses no dangers at all. 

14. Advances in medical science have also made possible current abortion practices. It is a profound irony, that one of the greatest areas of scientific benefit – modern medicine – has led to massive social self-destruction, and millions upon millions of unnecessary deaths.

15. If the ages of aborted infants were to be figured into calculations of longevity, average life expectancy might be found to be no more advanced that it was 300 years ago. 

16. The social cost of those missing millions who will never grow up to marry, go to school, build, invent, work, and create can never be calculated.

17. We do not have the right to do whatever we want with our own bodies independently of any higher law. “For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ; that every one may receive the things done in his body, according to that he hath done, whether it be good or bad.”

18. Applied science, in spite of its many benefits, has also been greatly detrimental to human well-being through the proliferation of modern entertainments (junk food for the soul) and modern convenient and fun foods (junk food for the body).

19. The statement “Only that which is verifiable by the scientific method can properly be called knowledge” cannot itself be verified by the scientific method. Therefore, it is not real knowledge, but merely a statement of personal belief.

20. David Hume claimed “If we take in our hand any volume; of divinity or school metaphysics, for instance; let us ask, Does it contain any abstract reasoning concerning quantity or number? No. Does it contain any experimental reasoning concerning matter of fact and existence? No. Commit it then to the flames: for it can contain nothing but sophistry and illusion.” Whence did he derive this insight?

21. There are problems with applying the Euthyphro dilemma to God, because God so far transcends us, but when applied to human beings such as Hume, the dilemma is impossible to escape. Where did Hume get the aforementioned insight? Was it solely from within himself? Then it
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