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Abstract: The cognitive science of religion (CSR) seeks to find

causal explanations for the origin, dissemination and transmission of
theistic beliefs. One of the beliefs related to the field of religion is
counterintuitive concepts: ideas and concepts that violate the
automatic and non-reflective expectations of our mental tools.
According to the researchers of CSR, counterintuitive concepts, if
they are used in their minimal sense and do not weaken the
conceptual coherence, cause the permanence and transmission of
religious beliefs in comparison with other beliefs. Therefore,
counterintuitiveness plays an important role in understanding
religion. Despite the positive points of counterintuitive concepts, we
believe that these concepts have ambiguities and problems that, if
not properly explained and corrected, will cause problems in the
acceptance and fixation of theistic beliefs: First, meta-
representation’s inability to solve the problem of distinguishing
between counterintuitive religious beliefs and other counterintuitive
concepts. Second, ambiguity in the explanatory role of
counterintuitive concepts. Third, emphasis on cognitive architecture
and not paying attention to the role of upbringing and culture in
identifying counterintuitive concepts. Fourth, the inconsistency in
the analysis of some counterintuitive concepts such as God with the
official doctrine of religions. Fifth, not paying attention to conscious
intuitions. Sixth, it seems that with the naturalization of beliefs in the
cognitive system, human agents will take the place of supernatural
agents, but the statistics show something else.
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Introduction: This article

examines the cognitive science of
religion (CSR), a prominent
approach in the study of religion
that draws on experimental
research from neurology, cognitive
psychology, evolutionary fields,
and cognitive science in general.
CSR aims to provide causal
explanations for the origin,
representation, and transmission
of religious beliefs, based on the
cognitive structures of the human
mind. CSR claims to be scientific,
especially in contrast to traditional
hermeneutic and
phenomenological  studies  of
religion, which do not seek natural
answers to religious questions.
According to some CSR theories,
many theistic or religious ideas can
spread and prevail across cultures,
because they are compatible with
the architecture of human
cognition. One of the features of
religious concepts that makes
them more memorable is that they
are counter-intuitive concepts,
which attract more attention, are
more inferential, and have higher
chances of persistence and
transmission than other concepts.

Methodology: This article applies

a critical and constructive method
to examine the views. It begins
with an overview of the debate.
Then, it evaluates and challenges
each position. Finally, it offers
recommendations to improve and
refine the views.

Findings: This paper evaluates the

role of counterintuitive concepts
in CSR, which claim that
counterintuitive concepts if they
are minimally used and do not
impair conceptual coherence,
enhance the persistence and
transmission of religious beliefs
compared to other beliefs.
Therefore, counter-intuitiveness is
essential  for  understanding
religion. However, we argue that
these concepts have ambiguities
and problems that, if not properly
addressed and resolved, will create
difficulties in the acceptance and

:stability of theistic beliefs
The meta-representation’s .1
failure to solve the problem of

differentiating between
counterintuitive religious beliefs
and  other  counterintuitive

.notions

Ambiguity in the explanatory .2
.role of counterintuitive concepts
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Emphasis on  cognitive .3
architecture and neglect of the role
of education and culture in
identifying counterintuitive

.concepts
The inconsistency in the .4
analysis of some counterintuitive
concepts such as God with the

.official doctrine of religions
5. Disregard of conscious
intuitions. Sixth, it seems that with
the naturalization of beliefs in the
cognitive system, human agents
will replace supernatural agents,

but the statistics show otherwise.

Discussion and Conclusion: In

this paper, we discuss the
distinction between reflective
and intuitive beliefs in the CSR,
based on dual-process theories
of cognition. Intuitive beliefs
are congruent with our natural
and automatic ~ cognitive
processes, and are expressed in
an intuitive mental lexicon.
They are often affected by
perception, communication, and
emotions. Reflective beliefs are
outcomes of conscious and
deliberate reasoning, and are
expressed in a reflective mental
lexicon that comprises both
intuitive and reflective
concepts. They are often

affected by logic, evidence, and
arguments. Intuitive  and
reflective beliefs can interact in
various ways, depending on the
context and the task. Cognitive
scientists of religion argue that
intuitive  beliefs are more
dominant and stable than
reflective beliefs in religious
cognition, and that they account

for the emergence and
transmission ~ of  religious
concepts and practices.

However, they also encounter
some difficulties and questions
about how to differentiate
between intuitive religious
beliefs and other intuitive
notions, such as fiction or
fantasy, and how to explain the
role of reflective beliefs in
forming religious doctrines and

traditions
The role of counterintuitive
concepts is examined in CSR,
which aims to account for how
and why people believe in God
and other supernatural beings.
Counterintuitive concepts in
CSR are notions that violate our
common sense and
expectations, such as miracles,
resurrection, or mind-reading.
These notions are opposed to
intuitive concepts, which are
congruent with our natural and
automatic cognitive processes.
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Cognitive scientists of religion
argue that counterintuitive
concepts make religious beliefs
more memorable and
transmissible than other beliefs,
and that they are crucial for
understanding religion.
However, they also encounter
some difficulties and questions
about how counterintuitive
concepts generate or justify
religious beliefs, and what the
ontological implications of their
theory are. Moreover, this paper
also presents some criticisms
and challenges for the theory of

.counterintuitive concepts
The author's point is that
counter-intuitive concepts used
by CSR researchers have
unclear  and problematic
implications, which may affect
the credibility and persistence
of theistic beliefs. That is, the
lack of clarity in counter-

intuitive concepts may
discourage people from
embracing religious beliefs.
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