
1.Experience cannot be taken as reasonable grounds for belief in God, since the existence of God is impossible. Any supposed experience of God must therefore be mistaken.





2. Seeing is not always believing – experiences can be deceptive. For example: mistaken identity; misinterpretation of evidence; hallucination.





3. The people who claim an experience of God may be susceptible – they might be insane, drunk or they may have been influenced by psychological or social pressure to interpret experiences in particular ways. In fact, historically speaking it seems that often the people who have these experiences are at least slightly psychologically imbalanced.





Just as it is impossible to prove God’s existence, it is equally impossible to disprove God’s existence, since the very thing we are seeking to prove/disprove is beyond ordinary scientific tests. So it is just as reasonable to believe in God as not to.





Unless there are reasons to prove otherwise, most knowledge based on experienced is accepted as being reliable – otherwise all history and science as well as theology would have to be called into question. Also, if it is possible that experience is sometimes deceptive, it must equally be admitted that it can also be reliable. Otherwise how could we correct mistaken beliefs based upon experience except by checking again and having a reliable experience that contradicts the first?





There are a couple of replies to make to this: (i) no-one is entirely free form social and psychological influences. Could we not equally say that the atheist’s scepticism is a product of his scientific materialist upbringing that closes his mind off from the existence of the supernatural? (ii) perhaps certain psychological states are necessary for a true religious experience anyway. Besides just because some people who have had experiences of God are nutters does not discount them all.








4. There are no agreed tests for verifying whether there has in fact been an experience of God.





There are a couple of replies to this: (i) the truth of a claim that something is the case is independent of any agreed tests  used to corroborate it; (ii)  there are, in fact, some suggested tests of whether an experience has genuinely been of God. It is said that a person will have a resulting sense of humility,dependence and passivity. They would also have to experience some sort of change. The person themselves would have to be loving, holy and  awe-inspiring.





5. Some people have a positive experience of the absence of God.





It is not possible to have an experience of absence. You may never have had an experience of God but that is no argument against those who have. Some people have seen badgers. I never have. My lack of experience is no argument against the positive experience of theirs.





Is it reasonable to believe in God on the basis of Experience?








