Critically assess the role that God plays in Berkeley’s philosophy
This essay will aim to consider what the role of God is in the Anglican clergy member George Berkeley’s Idealism philosophy. It will also discuss how Berkeley’s philosophy could be understood as an argument for the existence of God, particularly the traditional Christian God, and how there is a problem with Berkeley’s Idealism that may stop it from being possible that this God could be the traditional Christian God. In this essay it will be argued that it is not possible for the God in Berkeley Idealism to be the traditional Christian God. It is important to establish what is meant by the term the traditional Christian God. While there are many characteristics that contribute to the traditional Christian understanding of God the two aspects that this essay will be referring to when using terms like the traditional Christian God are primarily God as omnipotent, omnibenevolent or alternatively goodness, and honest.[footnoteRef:19303] [19303:  Charnock, Stephen, The Existence and Attributes of God, Volumes 2, Discourse 10, On The Power of God And Discourse 12, On The Goodness Of God] 

Berkeley criticised previous philosophers such as John Locke. Locke argues that there are primary and secondary qualities in the world. For example, a table has a material primary quality as well as a secondary immaterial quality.[footnoteRef:11874] For Locke this means that the world is not as we perceived it, as humans can only perceive the secondary qualities thus veiling people from understanding the primary qualities in the world.[footnoteRef:26034] The reason Berkeley criticised Locke’s Dualism Philosophy is because people have a desire to understand and perceive the world as it is, yet under Locke’s Dualism people would not be able to fulfil this desire.[footnoteRef:2964] Moreover, Berkeley argues that God would not give people this desire just to put a veil in front of them which stops them from fulfilling this desire.[footnoteRef:18011] [11874:  Locke, John, An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, Book 2, Chapter 8, Some Further Considerations Concerning Our Simple Ideas Of Sensation ]  [26034:  Locke, John, An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, Book 2, Chapter 8, Some Further Considerations Concerning Our Simple Ideas Of Sensation
]  [2964:  Berkeley, George, Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous in Opposition to Sceptics and Atheists, First Dialogue

Berkeley, George, A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knowledge, Of The Principles Of Human Knowledge ]  [18011:  Berkeley, George, Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous in Opposition to Sceptics and Atheists, First Dialogue

Berkeley, George, A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knowledge, Of The Principles Of Human Knowledge
] 

[bookmark: _Int_AmgRdrAh]Berkeley thought that the world is made up of ideas and minds that have these ideas.[footnoteRef:26057] This, if true, would mean that the world is really as it is perceived, as it is made up of ideas that are in the mind. Furthermore, the nature of existence is for something to be perceived, thus when a person sees a table and from this comes the idea of the table, it is being perceived, which means that the table exists.[footnoteRef:19076] However, one criticism that naturally arises from this is that if an individual is in a room, thus they are perceiving it, and this perception makes it exist, does the room stop existing when the individual leaves the room? As the individual has stop perceiving it. Without any mind for the room to be perceived, it cannot exist if existence is to be perceived. In contrast, Berkeley would argue that this room does still exist even if no human mind is there to perceive it, because the world is made up of ideas in the mind of God, thus the room still exists as it is an idea in the mind of God that is always being perceived by God.[footnoteRef:7984] [26057:  Berkeley, George, Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous in Opposition to Sceptics and Atheists, First Dialogue

Berkeley, George, A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knowledge, Of The Principles Of Human Knowledge

]  [19076:  Berkeley, George, Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous in Opposition to Sceptics and Atheists, First Dialogue

Berkeley, George, A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knowledge, Of The Principles Of Human Knowledge
]  [7984: Berkeley, George, Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous in Opposition to Sceptics and Atheists, Second Dialogue

Berkeley, George, A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knowledge, Of The Principles Of Human Knowledge

 ] 

Thus, it can be noted that Berkely’s Idealism could be understood as an argument for the existence of God as Berkeley argues that for everything to exist at all times it is necessary for the mind of a higher being to perceive the ideas of everything in the world.[footnoteRef:28687] However, there some problems with this argument that prompts the question, is it possible for the higher being in Berkeley’s Philosophy to be the traditional Christian God?’  One problem is that everything in the world existing as ideas in the mind of God might make God a deceiver, which would go against the traditional Christian notion of God as honest. The reason for this is that optical illusions exist in the world, such as when an individual puts a stick into water making it look like it is bent even though it is not bent, thus there would be ideas in the mind of God that are tricking people. Therefore, Berkeley's Idealism might work as an argument for the existence of God, but does not work as an argument for the existence of the traditional Christian God.   [28687:  Berkeley, George, Three Dialogues between Hylas and Philonous in Opposition to Sceptics and Atheists, Second Dialogue

Berkeley, George, A Treatise Concerning the Principles of Human Knowledge, Of The Principles Of Human Knowledge
] 

Another problem is that if everything in the world is an idea in the mind of God then that would mean that the evil and suffering that exist within the world is an idea in the mind of God, which would seemingly go against the idea of God as omnipotent and omnibenevolent.[footnoteRef:23165] Evil and suffering being an idea in the mind of God would go against these qualities of God because an omnipotent and omnibenevolent God would have the power to not have these ideas and an omnibenevolent God would care to not have these ideas. Therefore, it could be said Berkeley's philosophy works as argument for the existence of God, but not for the traditional Christian God. While there is not an official response by Berkely to this criticism of his Idealism, he would likely have to argue something similar to the Irenaeus theodicy. This theodicy argues that God created evil and suffering so that those who are experiencing it and those who help others that are experiencing it can develop into the image of God, thus Berkely could say that the reason evil and suffering are ideas in the mind of God is to allow people to develop their character so that they can become better people.[footnoteRef:10648]  Therefore, Berkeley's argument for the existence of God may be compatible with the traditional Christian God. [23165: Hick, John, Evil and the God of Love, Chapter 1, The Problem And Its Terms , Pages 3-12
 ]  [10648: Hick, John, Evil and the God of Love, Chapter 12, The Starting-Point, Page 253] 

However, it could be argued that even if Berkeley did make this type of argument, it does not necessarily resolve the problem of his Philosophical Idealism and argument for God being incompatible with the traditional Christian God. This is because if God is omnipotent as traditionally understood in Christianity, then God should be able to create people in the image of God without having to use evil and suffering to make them develop into the image of God through experience it and helping those who are experience evil and suffering.[footnoteRef:6821] Moreover, even if Berkeley potential response to the problem of evil and suffering being ideas in the mind of God was found sufficient to overcome this problem it still would not explain why God would choose to have ideas that deceive people with optical illusions. For example, with the individual seeing the stick that they put in the water as bent even though it is not, how could this help them develop into the image of God? It does not make sense to argue that this would necessarily help them develop into the image of God. This presents two possibilities of what the God of Berkeley Idealism is like, with both options going against the traditional Christian understanding of God. One option is that God is malevolent, thus getting pleasure from deceiving people using the ideas of optical illusions in the mind of God. The other option is that God is impotent, thus not being able to stop God’s self from having ideas about optical illusions in the mind of God even if God wants to, leading to people being deceive by God effectively against God’s will. Therefore, Berkeley's Idealism could work as an argument for the existence of God, but may not be compatible with the traditional Christian God. [6821:  Philosophy And Polity, The Irenaean Theodicy and its Problems, (2012) <https://philosophyandpolity.wordpress.com/2012/02/25/the-irenaean-theodicy-and-its-problems/>] 

In conclusion, Berkeley Idealism Philosophy could work as an argument for the existence of God, but does not work as an argument for the existence of the traditional Christian God.
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