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Foreword 


God: to believe or not to believe?

Is this really the dilemma?

Isn't the real question rather "Does God exist?", or more precisely "Does an entity called God exist?"

The issue is therefore existential.

However, existence is either factual or hypothetical. But all hypotheses inevitably refer to facts.

This is why the philosophers of monotheistic religions, who were often more theologians than philosophers, have always sought arguments in reason in favor of a single god, if not proof of his existence.

The method was nevertheless always philosophical, or more precisely theological. Theology starts from the existence of God as a prerequisite for any intellectual endeavor, whether philosophical or scientific.

Science, the domain of facts, remained subject to theology, the guardian of knowledge, for a long time. Over the centuries, it finally broke free, to the point of gaining a virtual monopoly on knowledge and therefore on facts.

It was then that certain contemporary authors, convinced of the existence of God, began to question science in the hope of finding confirmation, or even proof.

However, this approach misses the fundamental and therefore primary question: What is God?

Is there a coherent answer to this question?

This is what we need to determine by examining the conceptions of God given by monotheistic religions, but also by reading the efforts of certain theologians to resolve the inconsistencies that inevitably arise upon initial analysis. Can they convince us?


In the last century, Daniel Massé said that theology was « l’art de prendre et de faire prendre des vessies pour des lanternes » (the art of taking a pig in a poke.) Was he entirely wrong?


It’s up to everyone to judge.

Opposite belief in God are a number of philosophical positions, or considered as such, the most categorical of which is atheism.

What is atheism? And what is it not?

By seeing atheism as merely a philosophical trend or a social project, as some authors suggest, are we not overlooking a new form of atheism that is more common, more widespread, and perhaps unshakable, and which continues to grow?

Should we oppose it with Paule Levers' assertion that God is "the fundamental desire of all consciousness"?

This short book attempts to answer all these questions in a simple way, appealing to the common sense that everyone possesses. There is no need to get lost in a display of knowledge, as in those endless books. A few quotes from the most influential authors will suffice. They will give an idea of what has been said and what is being said.

Anyway, what matters here is to get to the heart of the matter.


Does God exist? 


Does God exist?

Is this really a question we ask ourselves?

In general, it is more like, "Do you believe in God?" or "Do I believe in God?"

One might legitimately think that the answers to these two questions also answer the first. However, they only answer the question "Do you believe that God exists?" or "Do I believe that God exists?" We are therefore still in the realm of belief, i.e., in a priori acceptance or rejection. However, here, it is not so much a question of belief as of existence.

And why God with a capital letter? Shouldn't we ask a more neutral question: "Is there a god?" or "Do you believe in a god?"

This is because, in general, the question asked concerns the God of monotheism, who is well defined and whom everyone has heard of to some extent or another or has been raised within one of the three monotheistic religions.

The question "Does God exist?" therefore seems legitimate and should it not be the only possible question? Similarly, it is not a question of whether or not we believe in extraterrestrials, but whether extraterrestrials exist, or, more precisely, whether it is possible that extraterrestrial beings exist.

Most of the time, to answer this question, we look for answers or arguments in philosophy or science.

But what person, believer or non-believer, even slightly educated, even in possession of all the qualifications necessary to form a clear judgment, is capable of ingesting and digesting the imposing body of often indigestible texts that few have read, apart from doctoral students and professional philosophers? Plato, Aristotle, Augustine of Hippo, Thomas Aquinas, Descartes, Spinoza, Kant, Hegel, Schopenhauer, Nietzsche ; to name but a few of the authors, the least recent ones, who populate the pantheon of philosophers, who are called upon to answer questions about the existence of God.. Not to mention references to the most recent scientific discoveries and hypotheses, which are more or less well understood and sometimes completely outdated by the time they are referred to.

Most contemporary authors who address the problem of God's existence get lost in quotations and analyses that overwhelm the average reader, who, often unable to judge the validity of these analyses, either gives up reading halfway through, skims through and accepts the conclusions that confirm their beliefs, or, unconvinced, rejects them outright.

Nevertheless, once the question has been asked, we cannot avoid examining the concept, the very idea, of this God of monotheism. Is not the first question we must ask, if not answer, at least attempt to answer, "What exactly is God?"


According to the philosopher Michel Meyer, "What could be more natural, at the outset, than to question the starting point? Isn't this question, by definition, the first of all? But who begins anything by asking it? Isn't the answer considered obvious? [...] The case of the axiom seems exemplary: what could be more indisputably first than it? That would be to forget that it is only there to justify. It only becomes apparent in retrospect. If it is first, it is only in relation to what follows, but it is what follows that allows us to discover it. This amounts to concluding that, in order to know a starting point, even one as certain as an axiom, we must first discover what it is, which is paradoxical if it is supposed to be the thing that, in good logic, gives access to everything else and precedes it.[1]


Replace the word "axiom" with "God" and we are faced with a problem that bears great similarities.

Is not God, for all theistic religions, whether polytheistic or monotheistic, the first axiom?


However, God, to consider only the monotheistic God[2] , is, at first glance, only conceivable through the attributes we give him and the actions we attribute to him.


Consequently, while there are different ways of approaching the problem of God's existence, one approach seems particularly legitimate, and that is to question the very concept of God.

But how can we question such a being about which we have no direct knowledge and which is the subject of a belief in which reason often has little place and which is not, strictly speaking, a hypothesis? Black holes are a hypothesis, or at least they were until recently, in the field of astrophysics, which requires special knowledge and skills. Nothing of the sort applies to God, who only becomes a hypothesis when the concept, and therefore the attributes that define it, are put to the test of logic. This is a very simple logic that does not require scientific theories or abstruse philosophical or theological reflections. It is a logic that is accessible to everyone and, it should be emphasized, was not foreign to the meditations of medieval thinkers.

The most direct way to question the existence of this God, this being whom we worship, whom we cannot explain, but who is at the center and origin of monotheistic religions, is therefore to question his attributes.

But, posing the problem of his existence is also, through the examination of his attributes, questioning his credibility: is he plausible? And beyond that, it is the degree of acceptability of this concept of a single god that is called into question.

First of all, what kind of being are we talking about? What are its attributes? In short, when we say "God," what are we talking about?


The god of monotheism: what is it all about? 


This god, who is said to be indefinable and neither provable nor disprovable, is nevertheless traditionally thought of as a personal, immaterial, unique, eternal, all-powerful being and creator of all things.

What is the precise meaning of each of these attributes, and what do they imply?

The uniqueness of God means that he is alone in his state, the only one to possess his attributes.


To say that God is a personal being is to affirm that he is not a celestial body, like the sun, that he cannot be equated with nature, that he is a being endowed with consciousness and will. The notion of being personal, associated with that of immateriality, refers to the notion of pure spirit and therefore to that of a purely "mental" entity[3] . One could also say that he is pure thought, even if this expression is a little awkward.


Eternity means the absence of beginning and end, and therefore the absence of temporality.

The term creator implies that it pre-exists its creation, omnipotence indicates that it is the cause of all things, and, when combined with its uniqueness, this means that it is the All, that nothing exists outside of it "before" creation.

Let us also specify that by "everything" we mean not only everything that constitutes the universe we know with its space-time, but also what makes this universe exist and, by extrapolation, the fact that there is being, independently of our universe (if there can be anything else) and independently of the divine being itself.

Isn't creation the first act that defines the god of monotheism? Isn't the attribute of creator at the root of our idea of god, giving him or her omnipotence?

The text of Genesis, which opens the Bible, the sacred book from which monotheistic religions developed and which is still considered by many to be a fundamental text, clearly shows that the concept of creation is essential to the idea of God and that, without this concept, God would have no substance or even any reason to exist.

The first sentence of the Christian creed affirms this:


"I believe in God, the Father almighty, creator of heaven and earth."



Emil Brunner, Swiss pastor and theologian (1889-1966), confirms this: "To say that God brought the world out of nothing is to assert first of all that God is God. [...] It is only because and to the extent that he creates out of nothing that the creator God is sovereign."[4]


Has this concept become outdated? For some contemporary Christian thinkers and theologians, this seems to be the case, because if we examine it more closely, is the idea of creation compatible with the other attributes of this unique, personal, eternal, timeless, immaterial, and almighty god?

To get a better idea, let's examine each of these attributes in relation to the others.

First, we are faced with the assertion of creation by a personal, immaterial being out of nothing. This is what the expression "ex nihilo" emphasizes: out of nothing. Nothing is also what we call nothingness.

But what is nothingness?

Far from being an empty space, as a simplistic imagination would have it, because space is still something, nothingness implies a total absence of being. This is difficult to imagine since, by definition, we cannot have a representation of non-being.
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