
The Problem Of Evil

This essay will be a breath discussion on the argument of the problem of evil. The argument in nature is extensive and encompasses many different arguments or fields and theories in the subject of philosophy. Such as the cosmological argument, ontological argument, the argument of design, the problem of evil, existence of God and free will. One will try and bring to light some of these arguments for the purpose of the topic, however our main point will be the existence of God which I will be sharing arguments against and in favour of and the problem of evil relating to the issue of evil itself and how it ties to the argument of the existence of God. We will Aiming to show the variety of the topic while still maintaining the core argument. There are two types of problem of evil. There is the logical inconsistency on the problem of evil and the evidential problem of evil. Logical is when the contradiction between how God is traditionally defined and the existence of evil, which in essence is the idea that if God the creator does exist, he cannot be defined as theist traditionally do. the evidential problem of evil is whereby we analyse the world and ideas as they are in order to achieve closure or certainty as to whether God exists. 
The Concept of God can be understood in several forms it can be seen as God is an essential being, a first cause or the prime mover. The one that need nothing or no one. Believers and followers of the religion of Islam have faith in the noble Quran in which a passage from says “In the name of God, the Gracious, the Merciful. Say, “He is God, the One. God, the Absolute. He begets not, nor was He begotten. And there is none comparable to Him[footnoteRef:2]” Another way of thinking about the term God is the idea proposed by many different religions across the world, that God ought to be a person “Then God said, “Let us make man in our image, after our likeness. And let them have dominion over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the heavens and over the livestock and over all the earth and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth.”[footnoteRef:3] that is the omniscient, omnipotent, omnibenevolent. Sokolowski mentioned that “they tell us what God must be if Christ is to have been both human and divine. The Christian understanding of God as creator is thus related to Christian belief in Jesus and in the salvation, he accomplished[footnoteRef:4].” although this can be a theological argument of monotheism and polytheism, it is important for one to have distinction of believes when arguing such matters.  [2:  Surah Al-Ikhlas 112]  [3:  Genesis 1:26]  [4:  Sokolowski, Robert. The God of faith and reason: Foundations of Christian theology. CUA Press, 1995.] 

Amongst the many ways and arguments provided by theists for the existence of God is the argument of design. It promotes the idea that if one is to ponder on the world and the things in it one will notice how things are suited to function, a way of confirming God’s existence and emphasising that the world is a perfect and purposeful creation of God[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Ratzsch, Del and Jeffrey Koperski, "Teleological Arguments for God’s Existence", The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2022 Edition), Edward N. Zalta (ed.)] 

Atheists however have a different take on the matter. Thinkers such as Charles Darwin claimed otherwise, the reason for the earth and everything in it to be as we know is not because of God but due to the evolution not just of animals and plants but also the human being. He believes that through this period of evolution only the only the suitable things for the environment survived and passed on the genes to the offspring, he believed that everything occurred naturally without the need for a God as a reason or a primary cause[footnoteRef:6]. The middle point to this argument has been presented by Pascal Wager, by posing the theory of gamble. He proposed that one has the option of gambling on the existence of God, and if one dies and he discovers that God does indeed exist he has not lost anything in believing and that if one dies and there is no God and nothing after death then he did not loose either as religion helps one live a better life and more morally and ethically focused life[footnoteRef:7] [6:  Radeva, Sabina, and Charles Darwin, Charles Darwin’s On the Origin of Species (London: Puffin, 2019)]  [7:  Hájek, Alan, "Pascal’s Wager", The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Winter 2022 Edition), Edward N. Zalta & Uri Nodelman (eds.)] 


The argument of the problem of evil begins when one ponders on the thought that if God is truly the omniscient, omnipotent, omnibenevolent as many theists around the world believe and therefore and by which being those things he must exist. However, philosophers such as J.L. Mackie claims that since evil exists God cannot exist due to the qualities and attributes placed upon him and due to the contradictions as to why those qualities and attributes are not acted upon when it emanates off the evil in the world. Therefore, the believers or to believe that God exists under this argument would be irrational theism. Theism is of three types of Rational Theism those that have rational motives to have faith that God exists. Arational Theism is to Have faith in in the existence of God even when deprived of supporting evidence. Irrational Theism means to believe in the existence of God even when faced with evidence that God does not exist. There is logical inconsistency of Gods existence, for the reason that they claim that god exists, yet when one finishes analysing the argument it is illogical and clear that in crucial points of the argument against the existence of God is that evil exists and god doesn’t exist because of the existence of evil.
	‘God is omnipotent; God is wholly good; and yet evil exists. There seems to be some 	contradiction between these three propositions, so that if any two of them were true the 	third would be false. But at the same time all three are essential parts of most theological 	positions: the theologian, it seems, at once must adhere and cannot consistently adhere to 	all.’ [footnoteRef:8] [8:  Mackie, J.L., 'Evil and Omnipotence', Mind, Vol. 64, No. 254 (Apr., 1955), p.200] 

Then why is there evil in the world or why there is so much evil in the world. In the past few centuries, philosophers of many fields such as moral, religious, ethical and political have become particularly interested in the question of evil. In the expectations that one can logically explain why catastrophes happen in the world. We know that it is wrong and bad to act or do things in society that would cause harm or pain to other human beings however things such as murder still takes place, and the meaning of the word does not reflect the vastness and heaviness this evil produces in the world.
 To some degree theists and atheist come to an agreement. They acknowledge that evil exists in in the world and takes place in many different forms, however they do disagree as to the purpose of such evil and the nature of it. Theists have faith in in an omniscient, omnipotent, omnibenevolent God. Philosophers such as Augustine Hippo and Thomas Aquinas believed that the reason for the evil in the world was that it is a necessity. That the evil in the world allow for good things and goodness to take place and exist also[footnoteRef:9]. Some believed and still believe that the presence of evil is due to a privation of good. Aquinas and Irenaean Theodicy take this idea one step further claiming that some forms of evil are necessary in order that the human being achieves God like qualities or ethical perfection and that human suffering through punishment is therefore a form of attaining justice. Nevertheless, atheists argue that this thought process is illogical – a set of opinions that cannot all be factual at the same time. Because evil is bad and it is malevolent whether it is a small matter of a headache, a global pandemic a genocide or a murder. Therefore, one ought to think if this God truly exists which at that point this God certainly knows everything about all the evil in the world. Before, during and after it takes place. And being that the case why not stop it before it happens. After all God is the all-powerful.  as one must acknowledge that he allows for such a suffering to occur, as there is still plentiful evil taking place in the world. Every day to thousands of human beings go through countless forms of sufferings. There is the belief that amongst philosophers that; Philosophically rational people do not usually incline towards inconsistent beliefs. There are a few different perspectives to evil or how evil is classified as; the metaphysical evil, the natural evil, the moral evil and the physical evil. Natural evil are the ones which occur due to natural causes of nature or without human intervention, such as natural disasters and illnesses and diseases are classified natural evil. In short everything that happens in the vast spectrum of evilness or disasters that is not caused by human beings in essence is a natural evil[footnoteRef:10].Metaphysical evil is simple imperfections weather it be in the human being or in nature. Moral evil can be interpreted by a blurry line as for many religious philosophers it means for one to commit sin. However, it can also be interpreted as acts or form of evils which have created or done by human beings in order to inflict pain or harm to other human beings whether it be by inflicting physical, emotional or mental harm. Such as bulling, murder, theft or assault.  [9:  John Hick (Evil and the God of Love, 1966)]  [10:  Leibniz, G.W., 2010. Theodicy. Cosimo, Inc..
] 

The conclusion of this argument might appear to be unconclusive to many, as it does not necessarily answer the question as to whether God does exist, as well as does not provide a conclusive answer in order to settle the argument of evil. In the philosophy field these matters many times do not have a specific answer, they are arguments to help one to think and analyse. To ponder upon them and as a personal choice choose what you think is more logical or reasonable. I believe in God, and I believe that the argument of design is an amazing way to demonstrate the existence of God. In my opinion the argument against it provided by Charles Darwin does not take way that fact/possibility of the existence of God. As we can very well have a creator and it is possible that things were designed to evolve over time and adapt but without it being a completely external matter to God existing.  As well as disagreeing with the statement that the existence of evil automatically removes the existence of God. One has the idea that humans are inclined towards evil or sins and its part of the free will of every human being as to whether one wants to act on it.
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