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Why should you believe that God exists?  Is there a way to know He exists without taking a blind leap of faith?  And if we can conclude that He does exist, how is it done?  An effective way of proving God’s existence is thru answering the question, “How did the universe come to exist?”  There are many different answers to this question ranging from creation by chance, to creation by a divine being, to no creation at all – that the universe was just always there.  I will attempt to show, however, that out of all these possibilities, only one is rationally possible.

All theories on the origins of the universe fall under four categories.  The first theory takes a round about way of answering the question.  It states that all of reality is just an illusion, that nothing is actually real.  The second view describes the universe as being self-created.  Number three of our four possibilities is that a self-existent being, someone who had no beginning, such as God, created the universe.  Our last theory describes the universe as being self-existent, that it itself has been around forever.

The universe is just an illusion.  I doubt the existence of everything; nothing is real.  I don’t know if I even exist.  In response you might ask, “Whom shall I say is making that statement?”  Fortunately, one cannot logically doubt their existence without proving it at the same time.  For if doubt is to exist, there must be a doubter to create that doubt.  “I think, therefore I am,” as Descartes proclaimed.

Since we have proven that something must exist, even if it is just our own consciousness, how did it come into being?  Perhaps the universe created itself.  Self-creation is quickly recognized as completely irrational, however.  If the universe were to create itself, it would have to exist before it existed, which, of course, is absurd.  A variation of this idea is that the universe was created by chance.  However, when analyzed, we realize that chance holds no power to create.  It is merely a description of the factors involved in determining the outcome of a situation.  The chances of the sun coming up tomorrow are very high, but chance itself does not determine whether the sun comes up or not.  Indeed, the chance that the universe was self-creating is zero.

Now what about the idea of something being self-existent?  What does self-existent mean, and is it even possible?  Something that is self-existent has no beginning and no end.  It has the power of being within itself.  It is not caused by anything; therefore it is not an effect.  Only effects need causes.  In fact, not only is self-existence possible, but it is necessary for anything to exist.  Suppose there was a time when absolutely nothing existed.  How could anything exist now?  Out of nothing, nothing comes.  Remember, self-creation is not possible.

Where does that leave us?  So far, we have determined that something exists and that it did not create itself.  We’ve also seen that since something exists now, it is necessary that something always existed.  This could mean two things… that the universe was created by something self-existent, or that the universe itself is self-existent.

If the universe is self-existent, what exactly is the self-existent part of it?  The most basic of particles such as electrons and protons is the most probable answer.  This matter, as we know, is constantly changing position and changing forms.  Molecules form, move around, and break up.  The universe is a stupendous series of events.  Every one of these events is an effect of previous events.  This is what we call a dependant series of events.  Every event is dependant on previous ones to start them.  Dependant series always demand a cause outside of the series to start them.  Sticking the word infinity before dependant series does not invalidate this fact.  An outside cause is still required.
Since something that is self-existent and changes is rationally impossible, the only possibility left for explaining the universe is by creation by a self-existent something that does not change.  Obviously, this cannot be the universe for the universe is always changing and cannot create itself.  There must be a self-existent being that created the universe and caused it to start moving.  It would have to be five things: 1) omnipotent, or all-powerful 2) omniscient, or all-knowing 3) immutable, or unchangeable 4) transcendent from the universe in that it is distinctly separate from it, and, due to its transcendence from space and time, 5) timeless.
The existence of this being, Whom we most often refer to as God, is the only rational explanation for the existence of anything.
My objective today was not to give you a comprehensive defense of the existence of God or to rebuke all points opposing His existence.  I merely wanted to present a different view on faith.  Blind faith or reasonless faith is not required to believe in God nor must you turn a blind eye to science and logic.  Rather, science and logic demand that God exists.  However, my speech did not attempt to prove whether or not this God should be worshiped.  With that said, I would like to clarify anything I have talked about by opening the floor to questions.
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