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Preserving Religious Diversity.
Introduction.
The importance of diversity of religion cannot be overlooked. According to Terence Penelhum, two approaches explain how beliefs in individuals originate: in-voluntarism and voluntarism (Tanaka 91). Voluntarism perspective asserts that belief is a matter of will. On the other hand, in-voluntarism perspective asserts that we cannot afford to believe everything (Tanaka 92). In my opinion, in the modern democratic world, every individual should be allowed to choose his/her religion. In this paper, I will use John Hick's pluralistic hypothesis, and Dalai Lama views on, Buddhism, Christianity, and prospect World Religion to argue on the independence and integration of religions.
Thesis.
Religious traditions should remain independent of embracing the available diversity because integrating them will result in conflicting truth-claims.
Arguments
In his hypothesis, Hick proposes four main aspects. First, he claims that people are inherently religious. Secondly, he argues that there is considerable diversity in the content of religious belief. Third, he proposes that religious belief is not delusional. Finally, he claims that every religious belief positively impacts on the followers' lives (Pojman, Solomon, & Rea 110).
According to him, the first and the second claims are comprehensible and self-evident to most people. Thus, he starts on the third claim that religious belief is not an assumption. To understand religious trends, Hick analyzed two approaches that he believes are unacceptable. First, he examines the Naturalism approach which states that all religious claims regarding an ultimate reality are false. Despite his acceptance that the world can still be interpreted in a naturalistic perspective, Hick does not acknowledge the proposition that all religious beliefs are illusions (Pojman, Solomon, & Rea 112). 
Naturalism perspective is almost similar to the non-realism approach of religion. Non-realism asserts that despite the fact that religious beliefs can be useful, they do not reflect objects which exist autonomously on an individual's perception. On the contrary, realism asserts that material objects exist outside people regardless of their opinion on them (Tanaka 91). Hick's position is a critical realist view in relation to religious phenomena. According to him, objects of religious belief exist autonomous of individual opinion. 
The second approach is absolutism. Contrary to the naturalistic perspective, absolutism supports a realistic outlook of religious phenomena. Absolutism asserts that only one system of religious belief is true and the opposing religions are false. Initially, Hick held absolutism approach but later disagreed with it. He argued that absolutism seems realistic when an individual focuses on his own religious belief, but in contrast, the real world renders absolutism very unrealistic. To defend his claim, Hick argued that if absolutism were plausible, a true religion would be focusing on producing saints, which is not the case in the modern world; instead, various religions focus on shaping the morals in the lives of its followers (Pojman, Solomon, & Rea 114). Thus, instead of absolutism and naturalism, Hick offered his proposition on the best approach of understanding religious phenomena. Hick believes on an ultimate reality, which he refers to as "The Real" which serves as the guide of all religious traditions. However, in embracing inclusivism in regard to religious tradition, a critical question arises from Hick's assumption on the religious approach. How can all religions be guided by the same "Real" when their ideas on the Real are contradictory? 
To solve the dilemma, Hick applies Immanuel Kant's distinction of religious beliefs. Immanuel Kant believed that the reason why different religious beliefs have diverse conceptions of the Real is that no religious tradition has direct access to it (Pojman, Solomon, & Rea 116). In my view, the dilemma still remains because it is hard to change peoples' conception of God. Thus, according to Hick, the Real is mediated through an exceptional religious belief which serves as a conceptual lens. In general, he argued that religious beliefs are partially from an individual perception and partially from the real.
Hick proposed that different perceptions of the Real (God), either personal or impersonal are equivalent "to the two ways of conceiving and registering light, as waves and particles" (Pojman, Solomon, & Rea 116). Hick argued that initially there were two arguments in relation to the nature of light, where some argued that light had the property of waves while others argued that light had some particles. While the two claims appeared to disagree with each other, research proved that light has the properties of both particles and waves. In comparison of the argument of the nature of the light and the real, Hick argued that real could be conceived as both impersonal and personal.
Objections
Different from Hick's pluralistic perspective, Dalai Lama believes the integration of religious beliefs; in particular, Buddhism and Christianity are not plausible (Lama 1). This is contrary to Hick's hypothesis on the realism approach where he conceived of a composite religious system which is neither pure Christianity nor pure Buddhism. Lama's objections are based on the differences between Christianity and Buddhism. He provided two fundamental contradictions between the two religions. First, while in Christianity God is viewed as the permanent, creator and almighty, in Buddhism, the World has no first cause, has no creator, and there is no such a thing as stable primal, pure being. 
Secondly, while the primary goal in Christianity tradition is to unite with another supreme being (God), in Buddhism, the ultimate goal is Buddahood, which is the state of an individual mind (Lama 2). However, the purpose of the two religious traditions is salvation. Therefore, considering the diverse beliefs, Dalai Lama noted that inclusivism of religious traditions would contradict truth claims made by various religions. 
Personally, I am a supporter of Dalai Lama's viewpoint. For instance, according to Islam, there is only one God who is Allah. If Islam's claim is correct, then it will contradict the Hindus belief that there are many supreme beings (Gods) (Lama 3). To expatiate on this, Assume a claim (C) is true, automatically, its opposite is, and not (C) cannot be true at the same time. For instance, consider the following two claims. First, in 2018, France won the World Cup. Second, in 2018, France did not win the World Cup. The first claim is true while the second is contradictory and untrue. Based on this analogy, if one religious tradition is true then forming one composite religion will contradict the beliefs of others and thus rendering Hick's hypothesis implausible.
Responses
In John Hick's response to criticism in relation to conflicting of truth claims, he argues that there is lack of substantial historical evidence to support the truth claims (Pojman, Solomon, & Rea 119). Thus, he believes that because of the lack of evidence then the issue of conflicting truth-claims from various religious traditions does not invalidate his hypothesis. According to him, contradictory trans-historical truth-claims are the "unanswered questions" with a true answer but cannot be proven both empirically or historically. 
According to what I understand, Hick assumes that if the conflict cannot be resolved, then the conflict is not a problem. I completely disagree with this proposition as it would be foolish to integrate religious traditions knowing the repercussions. Most religious traditions have been in constant argument to prove their "God" is supreme. Assuming all religious traditions are formed into a composite religion, which tradition's tent will define the integrated belief system? (Tanaka 96). My position is that religious diversity should be embraced and let everyone decide his religion of preference. Also, every belief system has an essential history of believers and serves as part of their culture.
Conclusion.
In considering of Hick's hypothesis, it is evident integration of religious beliefs will result in conflicting truth-claims and also diminish religion diversity. Hick's responses to Lama's objections are weak and unconvincing. Taking into consideration that a proposition can either be true or false implies that the hypothesis of Hick will be rendered implausible if there is historical evidence to prove any of religious tradition claims in relation to God. Moreover, the diversity of religions in the world provides people with their suitable belief system and integrating them will diminish the option of peoples' preferences. Therefore, religious traditions should remain independent of embracing religious diversity because integrating them will result in conflicting truth-claims.
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