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I-Introduction
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Wafa: As you know, I come from a religious family. My parents weren’t scholars. They simply believed in God. I suspect they never really questioned that belief. Or maybe they did, but chose not to pursue those questions, knowing how poorly such doubts were received in our community.

Unlike them, I don’t have that kind of blind faith. It’s not that I don’t want to believe. I do, but I struggle with serious doubts about many religious claims.

Safa: Have you tried speaking with a religious scholar?

Wafa: I’ve talked to several. But the answers I got were vague, evasive, and ultimately unconvincing.

Safa: So... does that mean you don’t believe in God?

Wafa: I wish it were that simple.

Safa: What makes it so complicated?

Wafa: I started asking questions and searching for answers when I was a teenager. By the time I reached my twenties, I was convinced that God didn’t exist, and religion was nothing more than a system designed to trap the ignorant and the gullible. I felt liberated by that conclusion. I thought I’d live my life as an atheist, guided by a strong ethical code, free from the strange and illogical rules created by people centuries ago in societies vastly different from ours.

Safa: So, for you, the topic of religion and God was settled.

Wafa: That’s what I believed. But for some reason, my mind never fully accepted that conclusion.

Safa: Sounds like your mind is just trying to torment you. It rejects religion and God, but it also rejects atheism. Maybe you should consider being agnostic.

Wafa: The reason I couldn’t embrace either theism or atheism is that I never found convincing answers to my questions. And to be agnostic, you have to accept that you’ll never have answers, and that you can just set the whole subject aside and move on with life. I wish I could do that. But for me, that doesn’t seem possible.

Safa: So after deciding you were an atheist, what changed? What made you question that belief?

Wafa: I wouldn’t say I reject atheism. I just feel I don’t have enough solid arguments to completely dismiss the idea of God or religion.

Safa: What makes you feel that way?

Wafa: When I read mystical literature, or when I see people like you, who seem to have found peace with God and religion, I start to wonder if I’ve misunderstood something fundamental.

Safa: That’s natural. When you have an inquisitive mind, as you clearly do, making peace with such profound questions takes time. It’s a long process, one that requires patience and dedication. You’ve probably seen that in the lives of mystics. Their answers didn’t come overnight. They emerged gradually, through reflection and experience.

It’s a bit like studying science. If you want to become a doctor or an engineer, you don’t get all the answers in your first year. You study for years, and slowly, your understanding deepens. The same applies here. You need to trust the process and give yourself time. Eventually, the knowledge you gain will begin to answer some of your questions.

Wafa: I know you have an inquisitive mind too. I imagine you’ve gone through that long journey yourself to reach the clarity you now have.

Safa: I wish I could say yes, but that’s not the case. I still have unanswered questions. Over time, though, I’ve come to accept that questions are part of life. They guide our search and fuel our growth. With enough reading, dedication, and patience, I’ve found answers to some of mine. But each answer brought new questions with it.

Wafa: Would you be willing to share the questions and answers you’ve found?

Safa: I don’t think that would help. My questions are different from yours, and sharing them might only confuse you. But if you’d like, you can tell me what’s been troubling you. I’ll do my best to respond. Just keep in mind, this will be my interpretation. What makes sense to me might not resonate with you.

Wafa: That sounds fair.

Safa: Great. Let’s hear your questions.

Wafa: Would you prefer I share them one at a time?

Safa: No, I’d rather hear them all upfront. That way, I can see which ones I might be able to address.

Wafa: I don’t remember every single one, but I’ll try to explain the main concerns that keep coming back.

Safa: That’s perfectly normal. I expect you’ll start recalling more questions, or even forming new ones, as we begin exploring your concerns.

Wafa: All right then, here’s one of my biggest doubts about religion and the concept of God.

Most religions encourage believers to pray and ask for divine help. At the same time, they claim that God is unchanging, beyond time, and completely independent from creation. But to me, that sounds contradictory. If God answers prayers, performs miracles, or rewards good deeds, events that happen in time, it implies that God is interacting with creation and responding to human behavior. That suggests change, and change implies being affected by something external.

Maybe God was beyond time before creation, but once the universe came into being, and if God is said to be actively involved in it, then how can we still claim that God remains unaffected? If human actions can make God pleased, angry, or sorrowful, then clearly, creation is influencing God. And even before all that, the very act of creation itself implies change. At some point, a decision had to be made to create the world, followed by the act of creation. These are events and new realities, that didn’t exist in the pre-creation state. So how can we say God is unchanging?

The only way out of this paradox would be to assume that something external caused this change in God. But religions also insist that nothing existed outside of God before creation. So how do we resolve that?

Safa: I see. So your first question revolves around the tension between God’s immanence, transcendence, and supposed independence from creation. What’s the next one?

Wafa: My second question concerns the attributes of God, and specifically omniscience, benevolence, and omnipotence. If God is all-knowing, all-powerful, and ultimately good, how can the existence of evil be justified? More precisely, how could such a God allow the suffering of animals, children, and innocent people?

Safa: That’s a profound question. Do you have others?

Wafa: Yes, the next one is about divine justice. This concept seems incompatible with the idea of fate. If fate exists, and every person is set on a predetermined path, how can God judge us for actions we had no control over? To me, justice requires free will. But if our choices are already decided by God, as many religions claim, how can we be held accountable for what was never truly ours to choose?

Safa: That’s a fair concern. What’s the next one?

Wafa: The necessity of faith. I’ve always struggled to understand why faith is required at all. If God is truly all-powerful, why not reveal Himself clearly and remove all doubt? Faith isn’t something you can will into existence. You either have it or you don’t. Personally, I’m wary of any system built on faith rather than evidence. It feels like a structure resting on shaky ground, as if faith is being used to cover up a deeper flaw.

Safa: I was expecting that question. Do you have any others?

Wafa: I still have a couple more questions.

The first is about the idea of eternal punishment in the afterlife. I struggle to understand how a compassionate God could create human beings, place them in a world filled with temptation, suffering, disease, and loss, and then condemn them for failing to live a sanctified life devoted to an invisible deity. Most religions demand faith in a hidden entity and threaten hell for those who don’t believe or follow divine commands, even if they haven’t committed any major wrongdoing.

Given the sheer number of religions, most people simply follow the beliefs they were born into. Not everyone has the time, interest, or intellectual capacity to explore all faiths and make a conscious decision about which God to worship. Even those who do try often find themselves lost in contradictions and ambiguity. It’s hard to discern truth from falsehood. Many believers cling to their chosen religion, suppressing any doubts that arise. But if they’ve chosen incorrectly, they face eternal damnation. The same goes for atheists and agnostics. Many are sincere in their disbelief, simply unconvinced by any religious doctrine. And yet, this alone supposedly makes them candidates for hell. That doesn’t align with the idea of a merciful, just, and compassionate God.

My final question is about worship. I don’t understand why God would require our allegiance and devotion. If God is truly independent and merciful, why not grant blessings freely, without demanding anything in return? And if worship is the purpose of our creation, why isn’t it instinctive and effortless for us to submit to any higher being, including God?

Safa: These are classic arguments often raised against the existence of God.

Wafa: I know. My questions aren’t new. But the fact that they’ve persisted for so long without convincing answers makes them no less valid.

Safa: I think the best way to begin addressing them is by sharing my perspective on how and why the world was created.

Wafa: That sounds like a good place to start.

II-God and the First Being Brought into Existence

[image: ]

Safa: In the beginning, there was only God.

Wafa: What do you mean by “God”?

Safa: I see God as an infinite being, always existing, and beyond time.

Wafa: If God exists, does that mean He takes up space?

Safa: You’ve used “He”, that’s fine for simplicity, but let’s remember God isn’t male or female.

Wafa: Got it.

Safa: Now, about space, it’s a concept meant for finite things, a way to contain and measure. God, being infinite, isn’t confined by space.

Wafa: Makes sense.

Safa: God has always existed, alone. Let’s call that the “existence state.”

Wafa: Okay.

Safa: If we can grasp the idea of existence, then imagining its opposite, non-existence, shouldn’t be too hard.

Wafa: I agree.

Safa: The non-existence state can be split into two groups. One includes entities that could potentially exist, and the other includes those that can never exist.

Wafa: I guess we’re only concerned with the first group, since we can’t really know anything about the second.

Safa: Exactly. Let’s focus on the group where existence is possible and try to describe its members.

Wafa: That’s tricky. We’re trying to talk about things that don’t exist, and our language relies on the verb “to be,” which implies existence.

Safa: I’m glad you noticed that. I hope you’ll allow me to use “to be” just for the sake of explanation.

Wafa: I don’t see any other way to move forward with this conversation.

Safa: Great. With that settled, I can speak freely without worrying too much about the wording.

Now, when we say an entity is non-existent, we’re saying it’s neutral.

Wafa: Hmm, I’m not sure I understand what you mean by “neutral.”

Safa: Think of it like zero. Sometimes, zero means nothing. Other times, it’s the result of a positive and a negative canceling each other out. The first kind of zero represents what can never exist. The second kind points to something that could exist if something draws it out.

Wafa: So by “neutral,” you mean a mix of opposites?

Safa: Not exactly. It could be an active side and a passive side, or any two poles drawn together by a certain bond. When they meet, they cancel each other out.

Wafa: I see.

Safa: This non-existent entity, made of complementary parts, has another quality. It is God’s slave.

Wafa: But if it doesn’t exist, how can it serve God?

Safa: The entities belonging to this realm cancel each other out and thus don’t have the power to bring themselves into existence. They need an external agent to activate them. Without that, they stay in a state of non-existence.

Take you, for example. You have the ability to see, hear, smell, taste, and touch. But you only know you have these abilities because something outside of you, like light, sound, or objects, has triggered them. Without those outside things, your senses wouldn’t be active. They would still be there, but not doing anything. In a way, they would be as good as not existing.

So, just like your senses need something else to come alive, these entities also need something greater to bring them into being. They can’t act on their own. They are completely dependent, like a servant waiting for the command of a master. That’s why I say these non-existent entities are the slaves of God.

Wafa: How does God bring a non-existent entity into being?

Safa: Through his word.

Wafa:  Does that mean God speaks?

Safa: Not in the way we do. When something limited comes into contact with something unlimited, it can only understand what its own limits allow. So, we say that God gave an order because that’s how the entity experienced it. But we can’t say it’s the same as how we speak.

Think of it like this: if you speak in front of a tape recorder, a camera with no sound, a vibration sensor, and a lamp, each one reacts differently. The recorder picks up sound, the camera sees lip movement, the sensor detects vibrations, and the lamp doesn’t react at all. Each device understands the event in its own way. It’s the same with how a limited being perceives God’s action.

Wafa: Is God’s word something that changes, or is it always the same?

Safa: It’s always the same. It doesn’t change. What changes is the state of the slave, who perceives the word differently depending on their own condition.

Wafa: But you said, “At the beginning there was only God.” That sounds like God changed. He was alone and silent before, and then He spoke and created the first being.

Safa: That’s because you’re thinking of “beginning” as a moment in time. But here, “beginning” means rank or position, and not time.

Wafa: I’m not sure I understand what you mean by rank.

Safa: God’s word has always existed. It doesn’t come and go. Beginning means God is the first cause, the source of everything, not that He changed or started speaking at a certain moment.

Wafa: So, in this case, the slave has always existed?

Safa: Yes, but only because God caused it to exist and continues to sustain it.

Wafa: Does this also imply that the created world is eternal?

Safa: Eternity is related to time, and change. I believe, it is too early to talk about the created world and its fate. We will come back to that question later.

Wafa: Alright. So what happened when this non-existent being heard God’s word?

Safa: This command caused a strong shock in the entity and led to the separation of its complementary parts, which had previously been joined together in a neutral state.

Wafa:  So now, we have three existing entities: the one you call God, the infinite and ever-existing, and the two slave lovers.

Safa: We could call them lovers for now, if you wish, but we should keep in mind that they are merely attracted to each other. They are not necessarily bound by love.

Wafa: From my point of view, attraction is love. So let’s call them lovers, unless we later discover that they are connected by a different kind of relationship.

Safa: Alright, let’s go with that. Just remember, it was your suggestion.

Wafa: Sure.

Safa: The two lovers were content with each other and found exactly what they were looking for in one another. In their union, they reached a state of balance so complete that they neutralized each other and were annihilated. But when the slave entity heard the word of God, this equilibrium was disturbed. One of the lovers immediately turned its attention toward that word and was drawn away. 

To help you visualize this, think of atoms. If you apply a certain tension, you can separate an electron from its atom. This happens when the electron is attracted by a stronger positive charge elsewhere. In that case, the electron moves toward the new charge, and the atom, now missing its electron, becomes charged and begins searching for it to restore its balance.

Wafa: How was the lover attracted to God?

Safa: The slave’s primary role was to respond to the word of God. In doing so, it became separated from its counterpart. That separation created a sudden void, and a deep absence that stirred a longing to be whole again.

Though the slave wasn’t consciously searching for its other half, its obedience led it to something unexpected: a growing, irresistible image of what had been lost. 

Wafa: Why is that?

Safa:  God is complete and overflowing. When something that feels empty comes close to Him, it is filled. The lover, sensing a deep emptiness, sees in God the perfect match for that longing. 

Once awakened by God's presence, the lover remains in that state, held by His never-ending word. The voice of God keeps calling, and the lover never returns to its former stillness. This powerful vision draws the slave toward God, causing it to let go of everything else. What began as duty becomes a longing to be united with the missing part of itself, now found in the endless presence of God.

Wafa: From what you're saying, it sounds like God is the absolute.

Safa: Yes, God is the absolute. That means He’s never in a neutral state. But the slave’s original state is neutral.

Wafa: So, if I get it right, since God is one of a kind, He’s always active?

Safa: I wouldn’t call God active or passive. Those are states that belong to the lovers. What we can say is that God is one, without a counterpart, so He can’t be balanced or neutralized. You can call Him active, as long as you understand there’s no opposite passive side to compare Him to.

Wafa: In your atom example, you said the electron is drawn to a strong positive charge, which should represent God.

But I’m wondering, why did you choose to make God the positive charge? Couldn’t He just as well be the negative one?

Safa: In our story, there aren’t really positive or negative sides. The example is just a way to show how something is drawn to its counterpart, and how the lover is pulled toward God.

Wafa: So, if I follow your electron example, does that mean the abandoned lover would be repelled by God?

Safa: No, not at all. Any being that is sensitive to God will naturally perceive in Him its complement, because God is fullness.

Wafa: Ok. What happened to the abandoned lover?

Safa: When they first heard the word of God, one of them turned toward God, while the other was left alone. That separation awakened a deep nostalgia in the abandoned lover, and it began searching for its former partner.

Wafa: But both lovers should have fallen madly in love with God. Why did only one do so?

Safa: Actually, both did.

Wafa: Then why is the second one still looking for its old partner instead of being fulfilled by God?

Safa: The world of the abandoned lover is shaped by two main forces, the master power that called it into existence, and the pull of its original nature, a deep nostalgia for its former neutral state, which tries to hold it there or draw it back toward non-existence.

Wafa: Shouldn’t the first lover also feel that nostalgia?

Safa: Remember, they are complementary. That means they can hold opposite traits. In this case, the first lover forgot its original partner and turned fully toward God, while the second remembered everything, and felt the weight of that memory.

Wafa: Since God’s word brings life, growth, and movement, and the slave’s original state is non-existence, does that mean the lover’s nature is trying to bring it back to death?

Safa: You could call it death, but really, nature is just trying to preserve its original state.
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