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Abstract
The problem of Evil. Is it still possible for there to be a God, or perhaps more precisely, a purely benevolent God who is omnipotent, omniscient and any ‘omni’ one has the inclination to project onto the concept? I must state in this opening paragraph, that I believe this line of thinking to be extremely limited, perhaps even juvenile as a philosophical exploration, when we examine the issue from an unrestricted position.
The problem of evil appears to stem from a monotheistic foundation, predominantly the Christian conception of God. Whilst there are many contradictions and logical problems that arise when this particular iteration of God is observed under a logical microscope. As opposed to examining the issue from a purely logical perspective, which I feel is flawed due to the fact that the totality of conceptions is dual, and thus, with the logical comes the illogical. This essay will highlight the tendency for human beings to personify and ultimately limit our understanding of the elemental, carnal and divine forces which are at play in this universe.
Throughout history, human beings have used a variety of methods to explain these forces. From myths, to poems, through art and a great deal of other mediums. However, due to the fact that we are indeed human: an animal, homo sapiens; we tend to forget that while we do have self-awareness, we are still subject to the primal forces in this world. It is with great difficulty and rarity that find a man that has reached a level of consciousness in which they are able to comprehend the higher forces, if it is at all possible. Thus, the problem of evil arises not from issues of God’s dispositions, but from the limited understanding of the human mind, currently, to comprehend these functions from a wider and universal perspective.
We therefore cannot discount that there is a God or a Perfect god. Only those humans lack the capacity to comprehend such a concept and the propensity for humans to project their selves into the incomprehensible, like when one watches clouds and sees in them faces other objective phenomena. 
The Definition of Evil
So, what exactly is it that we define as an act of evil, and if the concept can be universally defined in the first place? Where exactly is the line that distinguishes an evil act from a righteous act. Acts such as murder, rape and child abuse, many would agree should be classified as acts of evil. We may also consider the contemporary perception of evil, or what Jung would call the spirit of the times (Jung and Shamdasani, 2012)
For example, infanticide has been practised by civilisations throughout history and one may even argue that there are merits to its practice, though ethically and morally questionable, even amongst contemporary thinkers. In consideration of infanticide, the practice of eliminating ‘defective’ children in order to create a physically and intellectually superior society, could this temporary evil be considered as a necessary sacrifice which further down the line will be beneficial to the greater good of mankind? In societies which practised infanticide, though I imagine there would be those against the practice, many would not have considered this an evil, but instead a necessary step towards a stronger genetic destiny.
One must take into consideration the subjectivity or objectivity of the concept of evil. In the case of the tyrant, let us use the case of Hitler, we must postulate whether there is objective evil, a universal definition or understanding by which human beings are in accordance with it, in some way or another. Or could it be that what we define as evil, is subject to the moral compass of each individual.
Hitler felt, and I assume many other tyrants, that what they were doing was for the good of mankind, and in fact was portrayed as a philosophy of altruism and spiritual progression (Hicks, 2006). Not only was he not alone with his thinking, but he also managed to entice a whole nation of people to follow along and actively become involved with the abhorrent acts committed throughout the great war. It is generally accepted the actions of Hitler were terrible, evil we may say. But if the outcome of the great war landed on the other side of the coin and Hitler eventually come to win the war, would these acts still be considered an evil, or perhaps, as much of an evil as it is considered in the contemporary world? 
The subjectivity or objectivity comes into play when we consider a classification of evil. Thus, let us define evil according to an individual proclivity. This provides us with a problem: for one man’s definition may vary vastly from another’s. When categorically label evil, or anything for that matter, further exploration is necessary, in order to understand why this hypothetical thing is in fact evil. Are there differing degrees to evil? To what degree is it evil if so, at which point do we transition from an evil action to righteous action?
In the example of murder, what constitutes an act of evil? In Scenario A, Person A murders his wife after he comes home and finds another man in bed with her. In Scenario B, Person B is in bed with another man while her husband is away at work. He comes home and becomes enraged and attacks his wife, who then defends herself but in doing so, kills the husband. In the first instance, the man murders his adulterous wife: however, the woman, according to the Christian teachings (Bible Gateway, 2022), would also be also committing an evil. 
To further the argument, let us say that Person A is a good man, who upholds the Christian values and is generally a man of virtue, before the murder. Does this act make the man an evil person? In the case of Person B, who defends herself and thus kills Person A, despite the act of adultery, we can say that with Person A attempting to kill her, has reacted with extremity, albeit a reaction one can sympathise with. By killing Person A in self-defence, is it fair for the act be classified as a true act of evil, when she is defending her own life?
Furthermore, in Scenario B, if we say that Person A is an abusive alcoholic, and Person B finds love with the stranger, who has been helping her to break free from her circumstances, can her act of adultery still be considered evil? For there to be an all-encompassing definition for an act of evil, is not truly possible due to a myriad of variables leading up to the perceived act of evil. The problem, therefore, lies therein with the human language. Our words, in the grand scheme of the universe are limited and subject to perpetual redefining. We must also consider that our definitions originate from the human perspective, failing to comprehend the greater workings of a universe we are still primitive and evolving within. Words are just that, words. They fail to illustrate the essence of what is being said and with each word comes an assumption, or a connotation which differs in accordance with individual understanding. 
The Personification of God
Another problem that arises, which was touched on in the prior paragraphs, is the God within this argument appears to be the Christian God of the bible. Again, this argument stems from a primitive understanding of the concept of God, and its inner functions. Human beings tend to personify the workings of the unknown and explain them in terms of the human experience. The word ‘God’ has become a meme with connotations of a humanoid being, with a white beard and white robes, that lives in the sky. We also attribute to him, human characteristics such as speech, emotions and preferences.
Nevertheless, there is a contradiction in this limited understanding of God. Whilst we personify him, we also have a tendency to apply transcendental qualities onto him also, such as: Omnipotence, omniscience and so on. This gives God a paradoxical complexity which the human mind rebels against, for we see human qualities and the divine as two extremes of opposing polarities. All of this rests on the assumption that God, in this argument, would be the monotheistic God of the bible, the casual and surface level understanding that is attributed to him. This naïve line of argument, therefore, neglects to merit the many other interpretations, such as the polytheistic notion from the Hindu religion. 
An argument that often arises is: if God is omnipotent and knows all there is to know, then why does he not interfere and stop all evils before the chain of cause and effect is set into motion? There are a number of arguments that arise from this line of reasoning: the first of which, again, comes back to our personification of God. We have transformed God into a human figure, who has a transcendental capability to watch over every person, all at once. He is not a creator of universes in this sense, but instead an extremely powerful human being with superhuman powers. Our human perspective of God comes from the human experience which we have projected and conceptualised. 
Furthermore, if we are to ask as to why God does not intervene with the evils of the world, we only need to look as far as how we interact with our children. We understand, from our own experiences that the mistakes we make help us to grow. When we put our hand in the fire, we get burnt and we don’t do it again, if we have any common sense. If we do something naughty, there are consequences for our actions. There comes a point in the development of a child in which the parent needs to let the child go out into the world and make their own mistakes; to practice the exertion of their free will (Iep.utm.edu, 2022). If one is to coddle their child, this can be detrimental to their growth and development, having limiting consequences to their functionality within society (DeHart et al, 2004). 
Evil and the Greater Good
We must also consider whether an act of evil may be a catalyst for a greater good. Humans tend to be short sighted and relatively primitive, with human history only consisting of a few thousand years of development, according to science. But can an act of evil, truly be considered evil if the evil act is a cause that leads to a perceived ‘righteous’ outcome? To use the analogy of the child: when we are young, an act may be perceived as an evil being enacted by a parent. For example, not allowing them to eat sweets when they wish, or buy them the new toy that they admire. At that time our limited understanding of the world, for the child, may lead them to come to the conclusion that the act was evil. As time progresses and the child grows into an adult, he inevitably comes to understand the necessity of the perceived evil of his parents and thus understands that the act was not in fact evil, but for their own good and beneficial to their development. 
The utility of evil in the development of the human being is another question that does arise, and furthermore, why there such a developmental process in the first place. One may be so inclined to consider the possibility of a divine game which is being played, a developmental system in which individual souls progress through this particular system. This is a belief held by the Hindu’s who believe that the purpose of the human being is to escape the Maya, or illusion of the material world; a belief also held by the Gnostic’s who consider the material world as evil and the spiritual world to be the good.
Conclusion
In conclusion, this particular line of argument thus focusses on a very narrow and limited perspective that functions on utilising a monotheistic and personified perspective of the nature of God. I believe this line of reasoning to be naïve and failing comprehend the scope and nature of the concept of God. Furthermore, there is a contradictory notion, perhaps unconsciously, being held in that the God of this argument we describe as all-knowing and all good. However, in our meditations of an all-knowing being, we limit such a concept by applying human thinking and reasoning in order to come to the conclusion that God cannot exist due to the problem of evil. 
As I stated previously, humanity is a relatively new species, when we consider the timeframe of earth’s existence. Though man has evolved to such a degree that he has self-awareness, the primitive and animalistic desires such as eating, mating and shelter are still driving forces that direct the will of man from behind the curtains, like the man behind the curtain in the Wizard of Oz. Moreover, in our naivety, assume that God is a humanoid like being with the same qualities as humans, except he is able to see into the future, past and endows particular people with good hearts and others with evil hearts, whilst also going on the assumption that there is a universal and objective good, that God thus adheres too. 
The problem of evil, therefore does not provide conclusive evidence that God does not exist, but merely provides complications with the monotheistic and personified notion of God that has entered the public perception. When one is so inclined to explore concepts and notions of God, or even to explore the complexities that arise in the journey to define what is good and what is evil, contradictions begin to arise that defy logical reasoning. If we are to dismiss the notion of God through the notion of evil problem, then we have failed to recognise the complexities, the logical and illogical, and the many paradoxes that arise when we examine the world around us. Both hot and cold are opposites, however, they are both one in the same thing: Heat. But at what point does cold become hot, or hot become cold? One man may perceive another’s act as a great evil, where another will perceive an act of great benevolence. 
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