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Is God’s Existence Logical?

Scientific Truths vs. Myths Called Science

“Test all things; hold fast that which is good” 
(1 Thessalonians 5:21, NKJV)
Is there a God?

Is the belief in God scientific?

Do multiple scientific truths and facts support the biblical record?

Do many scientists rely on impossible myths when they discount the idea that the universe had a Divine Creator?

Can you prove that there is a God?

Does the physical world support its chance arrival or an intelligent design?

Where did life come from?

Learn the truth!

Prove all things and hold fast to that which is good (KJV).
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1. Is It Logical to Believe in God?

Is there a God?

Is it logical to believe in God? 

Does it make scientific sense to believe in God in the 21st century?

This book will earnestly strive to provide information to help answer those questions. Although this book will not convince those who have already made up their minds to the contrary, it is hoped that those who are more open-minded will realize that it is logical to believe in the existence of God. 

Two Choices

First of all, we need to realize that there are only two choices: there either was, at the earliest juncture, a Creator God (or similar power, the term “God” will be used throughout this book) which started the universe or there was not. 

If there was not, then the universe is completely random like many believe, and life has no purpose. 

If there was a God, does this God still exist? If so does this existence affect our lives?

Because there now is existence (and we do not intend to debate this point), then something has always existed. 

Either God always existed or physical things like energy and matter have always existed. 

If there was no God, then, somehow, the physical has always existed. 

Truth and Logic

Many who believe in God have merely assumed the existence of God. 

Why? 

Usually because they were taught it from childhood. It has been believed in the circles in which they have lived or associated.

The Apostle Paul was inspired to write:


21 Prove all things; hold fast that which is good. (1 Thessalonians 5:21, KJV)


If you believe in God, have you proved it?

What about secular scientists? 

Well, they should prove their beliefs as well.

Yet the vast majority of people who accept evolution, whether they think they are scientists or not, at least passively, have accepted it because of their environment as well as exposure to it in school. Long ago, evolution became the scholarly “IN” thing. 

The opposite belief, special creation, is not widely taught as many governments and academics oppose it. Sadly, many who actually do teach a divine creation do not always teach a view that is consistent with scripture and truth.

The reality is that most people have not truly objectively examined evolution. Furthermore, proponents often utilize the psychological ploy that it is a badge of scholarly status to accept evolution, and a stamp of ignorance or intellectual inferiority to doubt the theory/evolutionary model.

Consider that this basically means that people tend to believe what they do simply because they have been taught it, or because it has been accepted in their particular social and/or professional environment. 

In general, most people’s beliefs—religious or otherwise—are formed without examination or proof!

Christians are supposed to believe in truth (John 8:31-32, 45-46, 14:6), use reason/logic (cf. Isaiah 1:18; Job 36:3, ISV; 1 Peter 3:15; Acts 19:8-9), and “prove all things” (1 Thessalonians 5:21, LSV).

Now, what is science? Merriam-Webster defines science as follows:


1 : the state of knowing : knowledge as distinguished from ignorance or misunderstanding 

2 a : a department of systematized knowledge ...

3 a : knowledge or a system of knowledge covering general truths or the operation of general laws especially as obtained and tested through scientific method 


Therefore, real scientists should believe in truth and reason.

Yet:


16 The lazy man is wiser in his own eyes Than seven men who can answer sensibly. (Proverbs 26:16)


Sadly, most who consider themselves scientists throw aspects of truth and reason out when they are discussing the origin of the universe or the origin of life. They take an illogical non-scientific approach that they like to portray as wise. They tend to be very dismissive of biblical truth, without having solid reasons. 

In this book, we will examine various opinions of some scientists and call attention to fallacies that some have concluded.

Matter and Entrophy

Matter, as much as is scientifically known (this author has a Ph.D. in one of the sciences), is essentially composed of atoms which are composed of subatomic particles such as protons, neutrons, and electrons (no one really knows what protons, neutrons, or electrons are composed of—though some type of energy appears probable—there are also quarks and other items that seem to be involved).

The Bible teaches:


18 Let’s reason together (Isaiah 1:18, ISV).


Scientists, publicly, support the idea of logic and reason.

Yet, even though it is UNreasonable, the laws of physics and biology are bypassed by those who prefer a non-deity view of the universe.

For example, Newton’s first law of motion says that an object at rest stays at rest and an object in motion stays in motion with the same speed and in the same direction unless acted upon by an unbalanced force.

So, consider that electrons “orbit” the nucleus of atoms (the nuclei normally consist of protons and neutrons) at incredible speeds. They are always orbiting in a diffuse (disorderly) cloud-like motion. 

As much as we humans know motion, it is not possible for something to start moving without being affected by something else; thus it would not seem to be logical that electrons would be in motion unless something started them to be in motion.

Science supports the belief that the physical universe could not have existed eternally. If it was infinitely old, it would have entered into a state of entropy long ago. Entropy is the second law of thermodynamics which states that all things are moving toward chaos and non-usable energy.  

Here is how Merriam-Webster defines entropy:


1 thermodynamics : a measure of the unavailable energy in a closed thermodynamic system that is also usually considered to be a measure of the system’s disorder, that is a property of the system’s state, and that varies directly with any reversible change in heat in the system and inversely with the temperature of the system; broadly : the degree of disorder or uncertainty in a system

2 a : the degradation of the matter and energy in the universe to an ultimate state of inert uniformity

Entropy is the general trend of the universe toward death and disorder. —James R. Newman 

b : a process of degradation or running down or a trend to disorder


In other words, everything is running down.

So, as the universe exists, somehow it must have started.

Oscillating Universe or the Big Bang?

The fact of radioactivity also suggests that matter has not always existed. Radioactive substances are in a state of constant disintegration, thus if they would have been disintegrating forever, there would be no radioactive matter left. And science has proved that radioactive matter still exists.

To get around this point, some scientists have suggested that the atomic structure of matter is reconfigured every several billion/trillion years through a hypothesis known as the oscillating universe theory: it is an interesting idea, but one that there is absolutely no proof for—as well as one that violates the known laws of physics as well as the known pattern of the universe. 

One of its major tenets is that as energy is exhausted from our expanding universe (hence they accept the earlier point that motion cannot continue without an external source), the gravity of the universe finally brings all matter together for a later reconfiguration (and explosion). This concept is absurd: it is like saying that after all material in an explosion stops moving that the attraction of all the material will bring it back together. I used to use firecrackers as a child and can tell you this does not happen. I understand about the effects of gravity and friction, but there is no friction in outer space, thus there is nothing to slow the expansion down. 

Furthermore, the Hubble telescope has proved that the rate of expansion of the universe is increasing, rather than decreasing, thus totally disproving the oscillating universe theory. Many scientists now have concluded that, without some change, the universe will expand forever. An expanding universe is consistent with what the Bible teaches (Isaiah 9:7). I always felt that the oscillating universe theory violated the known laws of physics and was an attempt by some scientists to try to persuade themselves that the universe had no beginning and that there was no God.

But that is not true and nor is it logical.

Instead of the oscillating universe theory, more now considered scientists refer to the beginning of the universe as the “Big Bang.”

Essentially, the Big Bang is explained as an explosion that resulted in the random development of matter and the rest of the universe.

Now, the fact that it appears that there seems to be substantially more matter than antimatter (which in theory would be 50-50 if a non-Divine ‘Big Bang’ produced the universe) also suggests that the universe was designed (some say that perhaps there is a huge amount of antimatter). If matter/antimatter is not 50-50, then that violates a law of parity/balance in physics. 

Scientists know this is a problem, but do not wish to acknowledge a Creator as the solution. Consider the following:


The Big Bang should have created equal amounts of matter and antimatter in the early universe. But today, everything we see from the smallest life forms on Earth to the largest stellar objects is made almost entirely of matter. Comparatively, there is not much antimatter to be found. Something must have happened to tip the balance. ...

Matter and antimatter particles are always produced as a pair and, if they come in contact, annihilate one another, leaving behind pure energy. During the first fractions of a second of the Big Bang, the hot and dense universe was buzzing with particle-antiparticle pairs popping in and out of existence. If matter and antimatter are created and destroyed together, it seems the universe should contain nothing but leftover energy. (The matter-antimatter asymmetry problem. CERN.org, accessed 10/28/25)


But since we have a physical universe with more than leftover energy, there must have been a reason. 

The abundance of matter over antimatter is a reason that physicists should consider the possibility of a Divine Creator. 

Mathematicians Support the Idea that the Physical Universe Had a Beginning

Mathematicians at Tufts University have concluded that the physical universe must have had a beginning and that the ideas that it did not are mathematically flawed:


For instance, one idea is that the universe is cyclical with big bangs followed by big crunches followed by big bangs in an infinite cycle.

Another is the notion of eternal inflation in which different parts of the universe expand and contract at different rates. These regions can be thought of as different universes in a giant multiverse.

So although we seem to live in an inflating cosmos, other universes may be very different. And while our universe may look as if it has a beginning, the multiverse need not have a beginning...

Audrey Mithani and Alexander Vilenkin at Tufts University in Massachusetts say that these models are mathematically incompatible with an eternal past. Indeed, their analysis suggests that these three models of the universe must have had a beginning too.

Their argument focuses on the mathematical properties of eternity–a universe with no beginning and no end. Such a universe must contain trajectories that stretch infinitely into the past.

However, Mithani and Vilenkin point to a proof dating from 2003 that these kind of past trajectories cannot be infinite if they are part of a universe that expands in a specific way.

They go on to show that cyclical universes and universes of eternal inflation both expand in this way. So they cannot be eternal in the past and must therefore have had a beginning. “Although inflation may be eternal in the future, it cannot be extended indefinitely to the past,” they say.

They treat the emergent model of the universe differently, showing that although it may seem





	All that begins to exist has a cause.

	The universe had a beginning to exist.

	Therefore, the universe had a cause.












































































































	“God of the Old Testament is arguably the most unpleasant character in all fiction ... Yahweh” (p. 31)

	Considers aspects of biblical morality hateful (p.31).

	Discounts prayer claiming studies disprove it (pp. 61-64).

	Disputes Thomas Aquinas’ claimed proofs of God, but without disproving them—but mainly poking fun at them (pp 77-79).

	Claims that philosophical arguments to prove God exists rely on regression, and that those who use them improperly claim proof of God (p. 78).

	“I think that the oddest case I have seen attempted for the existence of God is the Bayesian argument recently put forth by Stephen Unwin” (p.105). He then claims that Bayesian calculation involves personal opinions, and thus he would change some of the numbers if he were to do it, to arrive at a different conclusion (pp. 107-109).

	“The origin of life was the chemical event, or series of events, whereby the vital conditions of natural selection took place” (p. 137). He indicates that DNA or RNA is also needed (p. 137).

	“our time and space did indeed start with the big bang, but this was just the latest in a long series of big bangs” (p.145). 

	The reasoning that ‘intelligent design’ theory is lazy and defeatist—classic ‘God of the Gaps’ reasoning” (p. 155)

	Discounts miracles (pp. 178-179).

	Seemingly calling religion a “virus” that was probably developed to better control children (pp. 174-179).

	There are a lot of religious hypocrites (pp. 211-213).

	Claims morality derives from Darwinism survival (pp. 214-220).

	Biblical characters are often shown as sinners and the Bible should not be respected, etc. (pp. 237-259).

	Religion is anti-homosexual (pp. 289-291).

	Religion is anti-abortion (pp. 291-298).

	Roman Catholic Church has been a problem in many ways including hypocrisy and pedophilia (pp. 315-321; there were also comments about Protestants and Muslims throughout the book).

































































































4. Evolution: Improbable or Impossible? 
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