Scientific GOD Journal | August 2012 | Vol. 3 | Issue 8 | pp. 815-819 815
Pal, H. S., On Atheists’ Complaint of No Evidence for God

Essay
On Atheists’ Complaint of No Evidence for God

Himangsu S. Pal

ABSTRACT

Why atheists do think that there is no evidencedod. It may be the case that there is really no
evidence. Or, it may be that there is, but athelstsiot pay any heed to them. | will show here
that the second statement is true, not the first &or doing this | will follow the same path that
atheists have followed. From a simple statemenheists that God is good they have concluded
that God does not exist. Now we will find out wimdher statements have been made about this
God, and we will also see what conclusions can tavid about the universe from those
statements about God. Further, it is pointed thmat Buddhism is not an atheistic religion.
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Why do atheists complain that there is no evidender God?

The statements that we will choose here are thHuasteare made by mystics, and not by theists.
For this we will give two reasons. First of all, stigs claim that they have direct encounter with
God, whereas theists cannot make any such claioon8y, there is unanimity among mystics,
and this is even recognized by atheists also. Asoaf of this unanimity among mystics | will
quote here only one line from philosopher RichardGdle: “Mystical propositions claim that
space, time and multiplicity are unreal; whereagppsitions describing non-mystical experiences
deny this.”[1]. So from this it appears that thisrenanimity among mystics, because we see that
it is a general characteristic of all mystical pyepions that they claim the same thing about
space, time and multiplicity, the claim being ttiay are not real.

Another reason for not taking into consideratiogigtic statements about God is that in most of
the cases they are not true. | have already shbatrdod’s goodness conflicts with His freedom.
If God is good, then He is not fully free. Agaih,God is fully free, then He cannot be good.

Similarly it can be shown that various attributesigned to Him by theists do not go well with

His oneness. One example may be cited here. Leayishat God is love. But if He is one, then

before creation whom did He love? So if God is |aven that will imply that there is at least

one being co-eternal with God, and in that case’ssaaeness will be gone for ever. God is one
means there was no one else other than God aetering.

Some Christian theists claim that there will besnoh problem in their case, because their God is
Trinitarian. So before creation there will be tleeiprocal love of the Persons of the Trinity. So
Father loved Son, Son in turn loved Holy Ghost &ady Ghost in turn loved Father. But this
does not solve all the problems, because God ismlgtlove, He is merciful, just etc. If God is
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merciful, then before creation to whom was He nieleiPerhaps the reply will be that Father
was merciful to Son, Son in turn was merciful tolfH&host and Holy Ghost was in turn
merciful to Father. But the question is: why wilitRer have to be merciful to Son? Was there
any possibility for Son to commit any sin, and Bather would have a provision for mercy also
for his only begotten Son? Similarly it can be askehy will Holy Ghost have to be merciful to
Father? In this case, was there any possibilityHather to commit any sin? Thus we see that
even the idea of a Trinitarian God cannot solveralproblems.

So far we have come to know that mystics’ God &csfess, timeless and one. It has also been
said about this God that He is changeless, immaathpervading, eternal, unborn, uncreated,
etc. Now there are some attributes of God from tvhiothing can be predicted about the
universe, whereas there are some other attribtaes Wwhich some significant predictions can be
made. If we say that God is unborn and uncreabesh from these no prediction can be made, but
if we say that God is one, then at least one ptiedican be made, and it is this: everything in
this universe will be ultimately reducible to orfeng. This is because we say that God is the
source from which everything has originated, anetdfore whatever fundamental forces and
particles are there in the universe will be ultielatfound to have originated from one substance
only, whatever that substance may be. There deast four more attributes of God from which
such predictions can be made, and they are thewinly: His spacelessness, timelessness,
immortality and omnipresence. From these fourlaitas at least five more predictions can be
made. These are listed below [l have given theoreasbracket]:

1) Space and time will be found to be relativedtisibecause God is spaceless and timeless,
and because space and time are very much reasffor u

2) Time will be found to be unreal by some meanetber [this is because God is timeless];

3) Immortality will be found to be written somewkeiin some scientific theory or law or
equation [this is because God is immortal];

4) Volume of the entire universe will be found te bero [this is because God is spaceless
and all-pervading at the same time];

5) Distance from any point of space to each andyeother point of space will be found to
be zero [this is because God is all-pervading,grfesence is everywhere].

These points have already been discussed in ngfeatBome Reflections on God and Modern
Science”. It is only a repetition here. The onlyfetence is that in the earlier article the last
prediction was not mentioned. But recently | hawenid that God being present everywhere this
prediction can also be made.

So, in total six predictions can be made from Gggethesis, out of which four are already
found to be correct. Science has shown that spatéime are indeed relative; it has shown that
at light speed time becomes unreal; it has showahiths possible for a being having zero rest-
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mass to be immortal; phenomenon of quantum entaragie has shown that distance from any
point of space to each and every other point otsps indeed zero. | will now show that one
more prediction has also been found to be corteds that volume of the entire universe is
indeed zero.

In their book “The Grand Design” Hawking and Mlodw have written at one place (page 116)
that as per quantum physics nothing is ever locatea definite point because if it were, the
uncertainty in momentum would have to be infinlteey have also written that as per quantum
physics, each particle has some probability of gpdound anywhere in the universe. If each
particle has some probability of being found anysghe the universe, then we will say that this
is possible if, and only if, each particle is ewengre in the universe. This condition is binding,
and it cannot be changed by any means. If Godasyathere in the universe, then we can expect
to find Him anywhere in the universe. But if Heriswhere, then we cannot have any such
expectation. By applying the same logic to a pktiee can say that if the particle is everywhere
in the universe, then we can expect to find it dmgre in the universe. But if it is confined to a
particular region of the universe, then we can ekpe find it in that particular region only and
not in any place outside that region. But as quanpinysics says that each particle has some
probability of being found anywhere in the universe the natural conclusion of it is that each
particle is simultaneously present everywhere @tthiverse.

It may be asked that how it is possible for a ®ngérticle to be present everywhere in the
universe. Yes, it is possible if universe is spaselat its bottommost layer. In a spaceless
universe there will be no space at all betweentamypoints of space arbitrarily chosen, and thus
in such a universe being present at any point atespvill be equivalent to being present at each
and every point of space, that is, being preseatyshere. So if what Stephen Hawking and

Mlodinow have written in their book is scientifiacorrect, then from this we can conclude that

at its deepest layer universe is spaceless. Bylaeetess universe is a zero-volume universe.
Thus quantum physics shows that total volume otitiieerse is zero.

One point should be made very clear here. As tlese hused the language “anywhere in the
universe”, so we have also used the language “et@me in the universe”. But if they think that
the language used by them is inappropriate heik tleat some other appropriate language will
have to be used in its place, then we will alsoeh@avchange our language accordingly. In such a
case that the volume of the entire universe isaddeero cannot be shown in this way. That is all.

Now only one prediction still remains to be valieéit everything in this universe will be found to
be ultimately reducible to one thing. That is, gteing in this universe has originated from one
substance only, and not from two or more substamEiésough string theory is not a scientific
theory because it cannot make any prediction thaéstable, and thus there is no way to know
whether as a theory it is true or false, still @&shshown that all the fundamental forces and
particles of nature can be seen as different udmatof the same string. Thus we can say that it
has united all the fundamental forces and partiafegture. On the basis of this we can hope that
in future scientists will be able to develop a néory that will show the same thing, and that
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will also be testable. When that day will come,th# predictions of God-hypothesis will come
true.

Now let us admit that as a hypothesis God-hypashissh bogus one. Then the question that will
definitely arise is this: how can a bogus hypoth@sake so many accurate predictions about the
universe? What answer will the atheists and thesistib scientists give to this question?
According to them, what is the definition of a gdogpbothesis - its correct predictive power or,
something else?

Buddhism Is Not an Atheistic Religion
Here are two sayings of the Buddha:

“There is that dimension where there is neithetheamor water, nor fire, nor wind; neither
dimension of the infinitude of space, nor dimensmthe infinitude of consciousness, nor
dimension of nothingness, nor dimension of neit@nrception nor non-perception; neither this
world, nor the next world, nor sun, nor moon. Amere, | say, there is neither coming, nor
going, nor staying; neither passing away nor agisumestablished, unevolving, without support.
This, just this, is the end of stress.”

“There is, monks, an unborn, an unbecome, an unmadabricated. If there were not that

unborn, unbecome, unmade, unfabricated, there wmtlthe the case that emancipation from the
born, be-come, made, fabricated would be discerBat precisely because there is an unborn,
unbecome, unmade, unfabricated, emancipation fioenbiorn, become, made, fabricated is
discerned.”

On the basis of these two sayings it can be satiths a big lie that Buddhism is an atheistic
religion. When Buddha said that there is an unbambecome, unmade, unfabricated, he
betrayed himself. Atheists will even deny the esase of this unborn, unbecome, unmade,
unfabricated. The only difference between Buddh&rd other religions is that Buddha refused
to give this unborn, unbecome, unmade, unfabricatsdname. But it is the same Brahman of
the Hindu religion that has no qualifier, and ithe same God of the mystics who is a no-thing.
The first quote above is nothing but the descriptd a no-thing. Even an echo of some of the
terms here, e.g., unborn, unmade (uncreated), @rhdard in other religions also like

Christianity. Another difference of Buddhism frorther religions is that instead of praying to it

for our deliverance from sorrows and sufferingsgdéhe insisted on our striving to be it.

Unborn cannot reside in man who is born. Unbecoarmnat reside in man who has become.
Unmade cannot reside in man who is made. Unfaledceannot reside in man who is fabricated.
So it will be another big lie if we are told th&ig unborn, unbecome, unmade, unfabricated is
not in the outside world, and that it resides iergvhuman being, dormant. If unborn resides in
man only, then where was this unborn when man wabarn?
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Note 1: Many theists believe that God is good.hire is any evil on earth, then that is solely ttmenan’s

disobedience of God, and not due to any shortcasnifigdim. He is perfectly good. In the statemenbtiGs good”

atheists have found a ready weapon with which taeyeasily defeat their opponents. Actually whatpdure have
they followed here? It is this: first they have fiduout what predictions can be made about the tsgviEom the
above statement without violating any rule of lodgiben they have checked whether these predictimmsupported
by evidence or not. As they have found that thesenat supported by evidence, so they have condltite there is
no God. In a universe created by a perfectly good @ere cannot be so much evil and suffering weafind on

earth. So they cannot be fully blamed if they camsuch a conclusion that God does not exist.

Note 2: Although the following discussion is notessant to the main theme of this article, still illvhave to say
something about this problem of evil. In an earéidicle of mine | have shown that a good God isfatly free,
because He is always bound to create others irr ¢oddoing good to them. A God who cannot do angdyto
others cannot be called really good. Similarlyastbeen shown that neither an evil God is fullg fié God who is
fully free is neither good nor evil; He is beyonalogl and evil. | think there will be found not aglmtheist on earth
who will dare to say that his God is not fully frééherefore one day he will also have to admit thédlly free God
is neither good nor evil. A universe created by @ G®vho is neither good nor evil will also bear thaits of its
creator; it will also be neither good nor evilhlrtk this will solve the problem of evil on earthae for all. From this
we can make one more point: by simply showing thate is so much evil on earth, non-existence af Gannot be
so easily established.
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