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Many atheists will try to confuse the topic of the meaning of the word God and what this concept means. To avoid all of the confusion, I will give a specific definition of God here at the beginning of this book. God is eternal, powerful, wilful, intelligent, and one cause of the universe who created the universe and everything in it.

The existence of God or a creator has been accepted throughout history. Despite people having widely different beliefs regarding the attributes of God, the belief in a creator or higher power is pretty universal throughout history. Even in polytheistic cultures, there generally is a belief in a higher power or a supreme God in many cases. 

But this belief in God has been challenged in the past two centuries in the West. This skepticism is now seeping into the rest of the world. Atheism, namely the belief that God or gods do not exist, is rampant in the West and is presented as something rational. Moreover, the assumption is that the burden of proof should always be on the theist. The purpose of this book is to refute this misguided notion and prove that belief in God is the rational position and that atheism is irrational and indefensible.

In this book, I will discuss the most commonly used arguments for the existence of God. Moreover, I will discuss the concept of the burden of proof and how that applies in this debate. I will also take some time to deal with some common atheist arguments and compare their assumptions with these arguments. It is important because one of the things I want to demonstrate is that these arguments and the theist position, in general, are correct based on the criteria atheists themselves claim to hold and that atheist beliefs fail based on that very criteria.

Moreover, the problems with these fundamental criteria apply to Evolution. I will give some attention to that because, in the case of Evolution, we have a clear-cut example of what atheists accept and what atheists themselves consider to be sufficient evidence. By analyzing this topic, we can see whether the Kalam and Fine Tuning arguments meet these criteria and whether Theism is proven true. The reason this is important is because in my experience, most of the time, atheists try to or at least pretend they are not making any concrete claim. They try to use this to their advantage. When taking this approach, you can shift the entire burden of proof to the theists and then regard all arguments as insufficient evidence.

The reason this book is important and the reason this book will be so different from almost every other book on this topic is because this book will analyze these criteria and show the strength of these arguments based on these criteria. This has not happened in any book I have read on this topic. This lack of analysis is one of the biggest problems in the debate regarding the existence of God. This lack of analysis gives the atheists an unfair and undeserved advantage that leads to so much confusion on this topic. 

This book results from years of study and debate regarding this topic. Moreover, it seems to me that there is another important reason for focusing on the Kalam and Fine Tuning arguments. In 2022, multiple documentaries were released on both of these arguments that featured eminent atheist philosophers and scientists responding to these arguments. 

These were hour-long documentaries and were an attempt to undermine these arguments. The reason this is good for us is that we do not need to look very far for the contentions to these two arguments. We can analyze all the contentions made here and see whether these contentions made by such leading philosophers and scientists hold up or not. These documentaries were important as they led me to do a lot of research on these topics and made me realize how strong the theist position is and how the atheist position is based on nothing but desperation and dishonesty.

Lastly, although these topics involve science and philosophy, I will keep focusing on the philosophical side instead of the scientific side. The reason is that almost all the science here relies heavily on philosophical assumptions. If the atheist assumptions are proven faulty, the science will not help the atheist position.

In the first section of the book, I will focus on the burden of proof and the justifications for beliefs and arguments. This is, perhaps, the most important section in this book and will set an outline for arguments regarding the existence of God to be analyzed. In the next two sections, I will focus on applying these criteria to the arguments for God, and in the last section, I will apply these criteria to arguments against the existence of God. Insha Allah this book will expose the strength of the arguments for the existence of God and the desperation of the atheist claims against the existence of God.
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Section One: Burden of proof and justifications for beliefs
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In a legal dispute, one party has the burden of proof to show that they are correct, while the other party has no such burden and is presumed to be right. The burden of proof requires a party to produce evidence to establish the truth of facts needed to satisfy all the legal elements of the dispute. 

This is how the burden of proof applies in the debate regarding the existence of God. Atheists generally assume that they have no burden of proof and that the entire burden of proof is on the person arguing for the existence of God. This misguided notion will be challenged and debunked in this book.

This section will also deal with the justifications of beliefs and arguments that play an important role in deciding who bears the burden of proof. These justifications and their ramifications will be discussed in great detail. Lastly, I will deal with some common atheist arguments regarding the burden of proof.
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Intuitions as evidence
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The first justification of arguments and beliefs that we will be dealing with is intuition. An intuition is a natural belief or feeling that we have. This is a belief that we have without any conscious reasoning.

Two types of intuitions:

An example of intuition is the belief that killing someone without good reason is evil. We do not need evidence to believe this rather we just believe this instinctively. Another example of intuition is that parts of something cannot be greater than the whole. For instance if a pizza is cut into 4 slices, and later the pieces are joined together again the new pizza cannot have a greater amount of food than the original pizza unless something new is added to it. This is another example of intuition. Something we believe instinctively without requiring evidence. Here is the point to remember regarding intuitions. In many cases, there is no attempt made to justify an intuition by either side of this debate. 

The above-mentioned intuitions are pretty universal. I will be calling this type of intuition universal intuition. All intuitions are not like this. Most intuitions are pretty limited to a certain group of people raised in a particular time and place. An example of an intuition like this is that child marriage or slavery is morally wrong. Nowadays because of the spread of liberal morality, most people see these as evil but the vast majority of people throughout history have not seen these things as evil or morally wrong. 

Another example is the intuition regarding whether God can do things without time. There is no clear-cut uniform intuition among people throughout history regarding this. Some have thought that God can act without time and some have thought that He cannot. However, it might be the case that those who thought that God could not act without time were just using Occam’s razor instead of intuition. Either way for now we can assume that there is no clear-cut intuition. So these are a different type of intuition from the examples given earlier because these intuitions are limited to a certain group of people in a particular time and raised in a particular environment. I will be calling this type of intuition subjective intuition.

Intuitions and arguments for God:

One example of how intuitions are related to the debate regarding the existence of God is about Evolution and Intelligent Design. In regards to Evolution and Biology, almost everyone recognizes that life being designed is intuitive. Even atheist evolutionary biologists will recognize that the life being designed is intuitive even though they do not think it is true. 

Richard Dawkins, one of the leading new atheists once said: 

“Biology is the study of complicated things that give the appearance of having been designed for a purpose.”​[1] 

Francis Crick, one of the most important biologists of the 20th century states: 

Biologists must constantly keep in mind that what they see was not designed, but rather evolved. It might be thought, therefore, that evolutionary arguments would play a large part in guiding biological research, but this is far from the case. It is difficult enough to study what is happening now.​[2]

The reason Dawkins is saying that life has an appearance of design is that looking at living things the design seems obvious even though he does not believe life is designed. In other words, design is intuitive. The reason Crick is saying that biologists constantly need to remind themselves that life evolved is because the appearance of design is so striking. Again design is intuitive.

Another important factor to consider is that belief in God is intuitive. One proof of this is the fact that the belief in a God or creator is present pretty much everywhere throughout human history. This would be unlikely unless a belief in God was intuitive but we have another evidence of the belief in God being intuitive. 

There are many psychological studies done on children that show that the belief in God is present at a very early age among children. What is more interesting is the fact that this belief is present even in children raised in atheist households. Those children were not taught this belief yet still have it showing that this belief has to be intuitive. I will mention some such psychological studies.

In the article Are Children ‘Intuitive Theists’? Professor Deborah Kelemen states:

“A review of recent cognitive developmental research reveals that by around 5 years of age, children understand natural objects as not humanly caused, can reason about non-natural agents’ mental states, and demonstrate the capacity to view objects in terms of design. Finally, evidence from 6- to 10-year-olds suggests that children’s assignments of purpose to nature relate to their ideas concerning intentional nonhuman causation. Together, these research findings suggest that children’s explanatory approach may be accurately described as intuitive theism.”​[3]

Oxford University psychologist Justin Barrett writes in his book that: 

Scientific research on children’s developing minds and supernatural beliefs suggests that children normally and rapidly acquire minds that facilitate belief in supernatural agents. Particularly in the first year after birth, children distinguish between agents and non-agents, understanding agents as able to move themselves in purposeful ways to pursue goals. They are keen to find agency around them, even given scant evidence. Not long after their first birthday, babies appear to understand that agents, but not natural forces or ordinary objects, can create order out of disorder... This tendency to see function and purpose, plus an understanding that purpose and order come from minded beings, makes children likely to see natural phenomena as intentionally created. Who is the Creator? Children know people are not good candidates. It must have been a god... children are born believers of what I call natural religion....​[4]

Here is another reference which explicitly states that this is true for children born both in theist households and in households where particular theist beliefs are not taught. This reference is from the psychologist Oliveira Petrovich:

I tested both the Japanese and British children on the same tasks, showing them very accurate, detailed photographs of selected natural and man-made objects and then asking them questions about the causal origins of the various natural objects at both the scientific level (e.g. how did this particular dog become a dog?) and at the metaphysical level (e.g. how did the first ever dog come into being?). With the Japanese children, it was important to establish whether they even distinguished the two levels of explanation because, as a culture, Japan discourages speculation into the metaphysical, simply because it’s something we can never know, so we shouldn’t attempt it. But the Japanese children did speculate, quite willingly, and in the same way as British children. On forced choice questions, consisting of three possible explanations of primary origin, they would predominantly go for the word ‘God’, instead of either an agnostic response (e.g., ‘nobody knows’) or an incorrect response (e.g., ‘by people’). This is absolutely extraordinary when you think that Japanese religion — Shinto — doesn’t include creation as an aspect of God’s activity at all. So where do these children get the idea that creation is in God’s hands? It’s an example of a natural inference that they form on the basis of their own experience. My Japanese research assistants kept telling me, ‘We Japanese don’t think about God as creator — it’s just not part of Japanese philosophy.’ So it was wonderful when these children said, ‘Kamisama! God! God made it!’ That was probably the most significant finding.​[5]

Another way intuitions are involved in the debate regarding the existence of God is about the premise one of the Kalam namely that something cannot come from nothing. This is intuitive and no one in their right mind will deny that this is intuitive. Moreover the strong version of the Principle of Sufficient Reason, which states that all contingent things or propositions have an explanation is intuitive as well. The Principle of Sufficient Reason is the logic behind the contingency argument. If intuitions are evidence, then the people arguing against these points will have the burden of proof.

One last thing I will mention in this regard is that actual infinity and infinite regresses are counterintuitive as well. Even the scientists and philosophers brought by the atheists in the Kalam documentaries acknowledge this fact as well. I will just quote here Adrian Moore, who is the professor of philosophy at Oxford, acknowledges this when talking about actual infinity and intuitions:

So one of the first things that mathematicians come to appreciate is that infinite collections do have different properties from finite collections. Things that we absolutely take for granted in the finite case simply don't carry over to the infinite case. And if it's the finite case that is providing us with our basic intuitions then that means that some of the results about infinite sets are going to be counterintuitive. But that's just what you would expect. Why should the finite and the infinite be the same? As long as we're prepared for these differences, again the very worst that it will be is counterintuitive. It won't be contradictory. It won't be inconsistent.​[6]

So these are just some of the things that would be affected if intuitions are reliable and considered evidence and the burden of proof would be on the person arguing against these things. For these reasons, atheists will generally not acknowledge intuitions as evidence.

Intuitions and arguments against God:

In the previous section, we saw how intuitions relate to arguments for the existence of God and why atheists cannot acknowledge intuitions as evidence. If they did, they would have the burden of proof regarding the existence of God and they would have the burden of proof in regards to the major arguments for the existence of God. But there is a massive problem for the atheists in this. Almost every single atheist argument is based on intuitions. 

Let’s start with the problem of evil and suffering. The problem of evil and suffering is one of the most common atheist arguments in regard to the existence of God. Any atheist debating this topic will immediately try to bring this up. I will give a general formulation of this argument:


●  P1: If God exists, and He is All Powerful and All Good, then He would not create a world with unnecessary / purposeless suffering

●  P2: The world has unnecessary / purposeless suffering

●  Conclusion: Therefore an All Good and All Powerful God does not exist



So this is a general formulation of this argument. There are different versions of the Problem of Evil and generally the premise one of those arguments is different but the rest is the same. But the common thing in all those arguments is that all of these versions are based on intuition.

The premise that I mentioned is based on an intuition that is somewhat universal or at least close to it. Generally, many people will intuitively agree with this premise. Some atheists will try to assert that if God is All Good and All Powerful then there should be no suffering at all. This is different from the premise mentioned in the above argument. But that is not the intuition most people have and the evidence of this is very clear. Whenever most people are going through hardships, what is the question that they ask themselves? Why is God doing this to me? The intuition is not that God does not exist because there is suffering at all. The question is about what reason God has for doing that particular thing to us that causes suffering. The fact that we are asking the question that why did God do this to us shows that it is intuitive to think that there might be a reason for God doing this to us.

For this reason, premise one of the version of the Problem of Evil that I mentioned is based on a universal intuition while the other versions of the problem of evil are based on intuitions limited to a particular group of people. We can skip the discussion of premise two of Problem of Evil for later. The premise one is entirely based on intuitions. If intuitions are not evidence, then the most popular and common argument against the existence of God is dead. There is no way around this. There is no way to justify premise one of the Problem of Evil other than intuitions. 

The Problem of Evil is not the only place where this rejection of intuitions causes a massive headache for atheists. Let’s take another example, this time in regards to Evolution. Two of the most common arguments in favor of Evolution and against life having been designed are the Junk DNA and Vestigial Organs arguments. 

Brown University evolutionary biologist Kenneth Miller argues that: 

“The human genome is littered with pseudogenes, gene fragments, ‘orphaned’ genes, ‘junk’ DNA, and so many repeated copies of pointless DNA sequences that it cannot be attributed to anything that resembles intelligent design.”​[7]

Richard Dawkins likewise writes that:

“creationists might spend some earnest time speculating on why the Creator should bother to litter genomes with untranslated pseudogenes and junk tandem repeat DNA.”​[8]

Both the vestigial organs and Junk DNA arguments are based on the intuition that God would not create a useless organ or sequence of DNA. This is an intuition. It is just an instinctive feeling we have. If intuitions are reliable and can be considered evidence, then these arguments can potentially have some weight. Of course, these arguments have collapsed because of a massive amount of scientific evidence showing that Junk DNA and Vestigial organs have functions but at least the logic of the argument will carry weight if intuitions are evidence.

But if intuitions are not evidence, then these arguments are worthless in principle. These are some of the most common arguments made for Evolution in the past 150 years. This is something atheists have considered powerful evidence for a century and a half. Yet if intuitions are not evidence, as most atheists have to acknowledge, then this argument is dead.

Both the Junk DNA argument and the problem of evil are based on pretty universal intuitions. But many other atheist arguments are based on intuitions which are nowhere close to universal. The intuitions are quite subjective and in many cases are limited to a Liberal or a Christian understanding of God. I will discuss some examples of this.

Let’s stick with Biology for now. The Junk DNA argument is not the only argument arguing that there is bad design and hence it is unlikely that God designed life. There are numerous arguments made in this regard. I will give an example of a typical example in this regard here:

“One more example: why are our arms and our legs, which are used for such different functions, made of the same materials – the same bones, muscles, and nerves, all arranged in the same overall pattern? Evolution makes sense of the anomaly. Our remote ancestors’ forelimbs were legs. After our ancestors became bipedal and started using their forelimbs for functions other than walking, these were gradually modified, but they retained their original composition and arrangement. Engineers start with raw materials and a design suited for a particular purpose; evolution can modify only what is already there. An engineer who would design cars and airplanes, or wings and wheels, using the same materials arranged in a similar pattern, would surely be fired.”​[9]

Another very common argument that is made by atheists against life being designed is that the vast majority of species that have existed in history are extinct. The claim is that if God designed life this should not happen. The assumption here is that God or an Intelligent Designer would want to have all the species last forever similar to how a human architect would intend all his buildings to last a very long time or forever. But both of the intuitions mentioned above are nowhere close to being universal intuitions. 

The evidence for this particular intuition not being universal is that human architects can and in many cases do design their buildings to last for a limited time and for instance, other human designers and engineers would intend their buildings to last for a limited time as well. If software engineers are making software, they will intend that software to be viable for only a limited time so that they can sell new software afterward to give an example. Another example would be mobile phone manufacturers making newer versions of phones every so often. Those manufacturers would not intend their devices to last forever. So these intuitions are not universal at all.

There are many other arguments like this but almost all of them are based on subjective intuitions of how life should be and should not be designed. These arguments are not based on universal intuitions rather they are based on subjective intuitions which change from person to person or culture to culture.

Let’s take a look at another common atheist argument. There is a common atheist argument that states that if God exists why are there so many unbelievers and supposedly many of these unbelievers are sincere. This argument is based on the intuition that if God exists there would not be any sincere disbelievers and this intuition is not universal. This is another example of an intuition that is not universal rather it is a subjective intuition that relatively few people have.

In some cases certain intuitions can be supported by arguments or evidence but how are arguments or evidence going to support the intuitions mentioned in this section? How can arguments prove that if God existed there would not be any unbelievers or that if God designed life there would be no Junk DNA or the intuitions behind the problem of evil? These things cannot be proven by evidence or
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