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

Evil can be defined as something that is “morally bad, cruel, or unpleasant” (Cambridge University Press, 2022), meaning it is “any and all pain and suffering” (Todd Calder, 2013). This essay will explore the evidential problem and existence of evil, while deliberating arguments for and against the existence and presence of God. Firstly, it is important to understand what is meant by the problem of evil. The problem of evil generates the question of how to comprehend “the existence of evil and suffering with an omnipotent, omnibenevolent, and omniscient God” (Nick Trakakis, 2022). Although, the question on the existence of God lays deeply with the reality of evil in the world, that causes pain and suffering. This suffering occurs as a result of a moral act or a natural event (Gray and Lawson, 2016, p. 56). It is important to understand moral evil as “any suffering that occurs through the actions of an agent of free will”. In contrast, natural evil is “any suffering that occurs as a result of events beyond the control of human beings” (Gray and Lawson, 2016, p. 56). 
The Greek philosopher Epicurus (342-271 BCE) was one of the first to formulate the problem of evil, and David Hume best presented Epicurus’s version by stating “If God is willing to prevent evil, but is not able to, he is not omnipotent. If he is able, but not willing, then he is malevolent. If he is both willing and able, then whence cometh evil? If he is neither able nor willing, then why call him God?” (David Hume, 1779, p. 186). Australian philosopher J. L. Mackie remodelled “this argument as the ‘inconsistent triad’ which argued that the God of classical theism cannot exist if evil exists” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). The ‘inconsistent triad’ includes a God that is omnipotent, a God that is omnibenevolent and the existence of evil. Mackie implies that “it is to be logically inconsistent for these three settings to exist together” (Gray and Lawson, 2016). In summary, “evil cannot possibly exist if there is a being with the power and motivation to eliminate it. Therefore, if evil exists, an omnibenevolent and omnipotent God cannot exist” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). “This is an a priori argument because the conclusion follows from a logical analysis of the definitions of the concepts ‘omnibenevolence’, ‘omnipotence’ and ‘evil’, without reference to experience” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). Therefore, these philosophers would all agree that because of evil, God does not exist. 
On the other hand, one notable response to the issues that both Epicurus and Mackie have raised, on the existence of God, is “that the existence of some evil is a necessary means to some good” (Brian Davies, 1993, p. 33). This argument is be supported by Richard Swinburn because in his book ‘The Existence of God’, he suggested that “natural evil provides an opportunity for people to grow in knowledge and understanding” (Brian Davies, 1993, p. 33).
In his work, 'The Problem of Evil and Some Varieties of Atheism’ (1979), William Rowe argued “that although it seemed logical for God to allow some suffering in order to enable human beings to grow and develop, he could not accept that God allows what he called profound suffering” (Gray and Lawson, 2016). William Rowe emphasised that allowing animals to suffer was futile and meaningless. He used the example of a small deer caught in a fire to demonstrate that an omnipotent and omniscient being would know when intense suffering was about to occur and that they would be able to prevent this suffering because it has no purpose. However, this pain and suffering does happen and therefore, the existence of evil supports the claim that God does not exist (Gray and Lawson, 2016). Rowe’s approach is considered to be “the a posteriori argument that the evidence of evil in the world makes belief in God unjustified. There is a logical possibility that evil, and a perfect God exist together, although the evidence is against that possibility actually being true” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). This is further emphasised by David Hume who also takes the approach of focussing on ‘natural evil’ to justify that God does not exist. He questioned the extremes of nature that “make survival and happiness more difficult” and why God does not “intervene to prevent individual natural disasters” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). Hume concludes that no matter the consistency of the world with the belief of a supreme being, “it can never provide us with an inference to his existence” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). 
In disagreement with this, John Hick would argue “that the existence of evil is necessary for the perfect development of human beings.” He proposes “people are sin-prone creatures, created as such by God, but able, in a world containing evil, to rise to great heights because they are given the opportunity to become mature in the face of evil” (Brian Davies, 1993, p. 34). To him, it would be morally static if we lived in a world without issues or difficulties. 
According to Hick “for moral and spiritual growth comes through response to challenges; and in a paradise there would be no challenges” (Brian Davies, 1993, p. 35). Therefore, this reveals that as well as evil, God also exists. 
Furthermore, Augustine’s theodicy features the idea that “humans had a natural predisposition to sin” and it is humanity that must be blamed for it. This is demonstrated in the idea of the ‘Original Sin’ where Adam and Eve disobeyed God (Steve Clarke et al, 2017, p. 11), and their punishment was to be “banished to this earth often called a ‘fallen world’ (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). To close this argument, according to Augustine, “all evil is either sin or a punishment for a sin” (Joe Livingstone, 2017-2022). 
To conclude, unquestionably there is no element of life more important than the creation of a person. This essay has evaluated a subject that is at the centre of every person’s purpose in life. It is important to draw attention to the fact that it is extremely difficult to prove or disprove the existence of God. Evidently, there is no closure to the question on the existence of God, it is a matter of individual belief. he existence of God is strongly symbolised because the concept of religion is fixed around that belief. However, looking at this subject from a philosophical lens, the existence of God persists to remain unknown. From the information evaluated in this essay, there is profound evidence, through the use of examples and extensive arguments, to suggest the existence of evil supports the claim that God does not exist.
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