Does the existence of evil provide compelling evidence to support the claim that God does not exist?

The problem of evil is one that mankind has struggled with for many years and has somewhat been unsuccessful in coming to a clear conclusion that can be agreed on. Not only has the issue of evil made us question who we are as humans but also it caused many to question their faith. The question of evil makes a belief in God difficult, due to the concept of God being omnipotent, omnirelevant and omniscient. If God had all of these attributes, the question arises of why there are both moral and natural evils. Many theories around the question of evil revolve around the definition of God and the question of whether we can continue to define God as all-mighty. Does the presence of evil diminish the possibility of the existence of God? These theories can all be seen as rational approaches; however, this essay will also discuss a non-rational approach to the idea of evil and whether or not it proves or disproves the existence of God.
[bookmark: _Hlk2091244]One of the main rational approaches to the problem of evil is that of the logical problem of evil. God has often been described as omnipotent, omniscient and omnibenevolent, however, many theories believe that it is impossible to have a God who has all of these attributes alongside evil. The argument cosideres the fact that this definition of God does not al evil to exsitances, and therefore ratioanly suggest that it should change to allow evil. Without this change of definition, this argument sees no way in which God could exist alongside evil, as it would be against God’s nature to allow evil on earth or to allow evil to happen without intervening. Unless there was a justified reason for evil happening, then God would not allow it to happen and for us, it is difficult to see this suffering and understand it as having a purpose. Mackie[footnoteRef:1] argues that God can only have two of the three attributes mentioned above assigned to him. as having all three would logically stop God’s ability to allow evil at all. For example, allowing God to just be omnipotent and omniscient, would allow evil to exist, as taking away God being omnibenevolent means that God is not bound by the fact that he loves us.  [1:  Mackie, J. (1955). IV. – Evil and Omnipotence. Mind, LXIV(254), pp.200-212. ] 

One way to get around the argument of having to change the definition of God in order to explain the coexistence of evil and God is the argument of free will, presented by Plantinga[footnoteRef:2]. The free will argument would claim that God has all of these attributes, however, through the notion of free will, humans have created evil, and God allows it due to free will. Augustine’s[footnoteRef:3] theory explains that God made the world good, and through free will we have made it evil, which therefore could confirm the existence of God. However, as God is described as an all-powerful, loving being, then why would God value freewill over the prevention of evil? Some could argue that the removal of free will could be better as then there would be no issue of evil, however, some could value their free will more.  [2:  Plantinga, A. (2002). God, freedom, and evil. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans.]  [3:  Augustine and Williams, T. (1993). On free choice of the will. Indianapolis: Hackett Pub. Co.] 

Perhaps, however, God created the world in such a way that he is unable to intervene due to our free will. This is supported by Plantinga’s statement 
God could not eliminate much of the evil and suffering in this world without thereby eliminating the greater good of having created persons with free will with whom he could have relationships and who are able to love one another and do good deeds.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Clark, K. (n.d.). Logical Problem of Evil | Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy. [online] Iep.utm.edu. Available at: https://www.iep.utm.edu/evil-log/#H3 [Accessed 2 Mar. 2019].] 

He argues that God created us with free will to allow him to interact with us, however, by doing this he allowed for the creation of evil through our own actions. Free will has allowed us to make our own decisions, dating back to the original sin of Eve eating the forbidden fruit, which could be seen as the reason that we have sin today. 
Another theory for the existence of God is that of Hick (2007), which revolves around the idea of ‘soul-making’. Hick argues against the thought that in order for God to exist, he cannot be as powerful as we think he is but believes that evil was put here with a purpose. He states that 
It is an ethically reasonable judgment.... that human goodness slowly built up through personal histories of moral effort has a value in the eyes of the Creator which justifies even the long travail of the soul-making process[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Hick, J. (2007). Evil and the God of Love. 2nd ed. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, p.256.] 

Through this quote, he presents his theory that God has created us ‘imperfect’ purposefully, as he wishes for us to suffer and therefore learn from our mistakes. Hick believes that it is completely plausible that a God would do this, as it would then make the human race more grateful for the good things that God provides. This, together with the free will argument, could be used as evidence for God testing us, and the use of free will allow us to learn the difference between right and wrong and help us choose our own path.

There is also the rational thought that without the input of evil, we would have no idea that we had good. Aquinas presented this school of thought and believed that humans would be unable to compare both good and evil without having experienced both. He saw evil not as a thing in itself, but simply something that was not good for humans, and therefore something that would be damaging to us as a species. This is quite plausible as many people fail to think about what evil actually is, and merely see negative acts and label them as being possible purely through instinct. He states that “In the manner in which evil can have a cause, that cause is the good. But evil cannot have an essential cause”[footnoteRef:6], meaning that evil is never someone’s intention but can be the outcome of actions. This notion may be a little more difficult to support as many people could see some actions, such as rape, as purely evil, and therefore evil is the action in itself and not the consequence. [6: St. Mary's College Oscott. (2017). The Problem of Evil in St Thomas Aquinas | St. Mary's College Oscott. [online] Available at: http://oscott.net/problem-evil-st-thomas-aquinas/ [Accessed 25 Feb. 2019]. ] 

From a personal perspective, all of the arguments presented deal with the question of evil from a logical and rational perspective. The arguments look at the evidence that we have for or against the existence of God based upon the ‘proof’ that we see through the nature of humans and the world. This can be useful, however, also not. Within the theory of design, the example of a watch is used to support the fact that the world is made by a creator, as something so intricate had to have been designed. However, we may only know that it was designed because it is a factor that we have witnessed. It is difficult to then apply this same model of thinking to the world, as we have nothing to compare it to. No one has ever experienced a world designed by a God before, so there is no evidence supporting this claim. This is similar to the evidence that we see for the existence or non-existence of God with the presence of evil. These assumptions have been made based on evidence, however, we have nothing to compare this evidence to. 
Despite these arguments being some of the most popular defenses in the problem of evil, they do not consider the fact that a belief in God is not a rational one. There is often no evidence presented to an individual to confirm their belief in God, however, they still have faith. The complete irrational belief in God does not contain a rational thought as to what is the cause of evil. Individuals who believe in God may not think of evil as an issue that needs to be solved, but one that we are not meant to understand. Many people do not need evidence to confirm their belief in a higher power, so it is understandable that they would not need one for the problem of evil. The average Christian would not be consumed with the thought of whether or not God exists, and therefore would not be concerned with what was the cause of evil. 
Having an irrational belief in God could lead to the view that we have a limited understanding of God, as their belief is based on faith and not evidence. The retinal approaches that philosophers bring to the problem of evil bring reason, which acts as a counterpart to what a belief in God is. People who have this belief are not looking for evidence of God and would, therefore, see evil as just another thing that we are unable to understand. God is a mysterious being and should remain in that way. 
Many of the theories presented assume that God is omnipotent, omniscient and omnirelevant, however, this may not be the case. Through the Bible, there are many different versions of God that we see. From the Old Testament, we get the impression of God being vengeful and something to be feared, an example of which is “For the Lord your God is a consuming fire, a jealous God.” (Deuteronomy 4:24), whereas in the New Testament he is seen as a peaceful being as “God is love” (1 John 4:8). People’s views of God could be different to their own personal experiences with God. The definition of God is not a universal one, as through various evidence, not everyone will see God in the same way. 
[bookmark: _Hlk2411114]We hold God to a higher standard than we do ourselves as we see him as better than us, but that is not necessarily true. We as humans have a sense of morality which we associate with being a part of being a good person, however, “in thinking of biblical authors, there is no suggestion that God is good because he is morally good”[footnoteRef:7]. We do not know his intentions for the world, therefore it is irrational of us to hold God to any morals without first knowing whether evil is a part of what he intended. When looking at Aristoteles’[footnoteRef:8] theory of vice and virtue, this includes the context of what would lead to a successful life and what would not. This is just an example of the moral judgements that we have in place that simply do not apply to a being such as God. This would, therefore, show us that it is almost certain that we cannot assume that just because there is evil that this proves that God does not exist, as we have no idea if it was intended to be here.  [7:  Davies, B. (2004). An introduction to the philosophy of religion. 3rd ed. Oxford: Oxford University Press, p.227.]  [8:  Aristoteles and Rackham, H. (1996). The Athenian constitution ;The Eudemian ethics ;On virtues and vices. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, pp.484- 485.] 

There is some academic backing to the thought that their reason is not behind peoples beliefs in God. For example, Wittgensteinian[footnoteRef:9] describes people’s beliefs in God as “groundless”[footnoteRef:10], fully capturing how a belief in God does not rely on reason or evidence. Having this belief is considered fideism, which has negative connotations in the philosophical world. This displays perfectly how having this irrational belief is looked over and even frowned upon when looking into issues such as the problem of evil. This can be seen to be due to the fact that it does not fit with the philosophical thinking of needing an answer, as a fideism way of thinking limits the ability of finding an answer ever more.  [9:  Clark, K. (n.d.). Religious Epistemology | Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy. [online] Iep.utm.edu. Available at: https://www.iep.utm.edu/relig-ep/#H4 [Accessed 2 Mar. 2019].]  [10:  IBID] 

In conclusion, the rational thought behind whether or not God exists due to the existence of evil is one that cannot be upheld to the non-rational belief that people have in God. With this, comes the conclusion, that no, the existence of evil is not complying evidence against the existence of God, as evidence does not matter when it comes to blind belief. A belief in God does not need reason, and therefore the existence of evil should not affect a belief in God. The theories presented by theologians such as Hick and Aquinas do not consider a non-rational thought process, as to them everything must have an answer. However, the answer may be one that we are not meant to know, and any attempt to solve this issue is just met with more questions and less answers. The dismissal of allowing a unquestioned belief to resonate in these theories disappoints me, as a belief in God is not one that should be questioned or changed, but accepted whilst attempting to understand God’s plan.
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