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


This essay will look at the problem of evil as it is logical inconsistently, and as such, God cannot exist at least in any form in which he can be called 'God'. It should be noted that for the purpose of this essay, God is being portrayed as how he is mainly seen in monotheistic religions as being omnibenevolent, omnipotent, and omniscient as if all three of these are not accepted, the problem becomes less of logical inconsistency and, as such, less of a problem. 
The first thing to address when looking at the problem of evil is accepting whether evil actually exists or not, and there has been a multitude of different ideas. This essay will be using the idea that evil does exist within the world. This evil can be split into two different categories. First, natural evil, which Nick Trakakis defines as 'evil that results from the operation of natural processes[footnoteRef:1] , so this regards' evil' that was not caused by human action yet still causes harm to us, for example, natural disasters; however, this also involves things such as diseases and disabilities. The second category is Moral Evil Trakakis then defines this as 'evil that results from the misuse of free will on the part of some moral agent in such a way that the agent thereby becomes morally blameworthy for the resultant evil.'[footnoteRef:2] This category is the opposite of natural evil, as humans directly cause evil in this definition. In this way, we are the ones causing the evil, so this would include things such as murder and dishonesty. There has been much dispute as to whether the word 'evil' is the correct thing to say due to its connotations with the supernatural and the devil, so, as such, it should be kept within the context of such. There is also the argument that the word evil is ambiguous as it does not allow for an explanation for what is actually wrong and is often misunderstood as to what people mean by what is evil; however, we know such 'evil' or 'bad' things exist as we can witness them within the world. We can see the harm and suffering that these events and actions bring. The word evil is also ambiguous as people often have different perceptions of what evil actually is. For one person stealing might be evil under any situation; however, for another, stealing might be justifiable. There is also the question of a sadist as they find enjoyment in causing people pain which a lot of people would find evil. Nonetheless, evil events do take place, and then this opens the questions regarding the definition of God as he is supposed to be omnibenevolent, so how could he let us suffer in such a way and form these questions the problem of evil becomes apparent.  [1:  Trakakis, N. (2021). Evidential Problem of Evil, The | Internet Encyclopaedia of Philosophy. [online] Utm.edu. Available at: https://iep.utm.edu/evil-evi/#SH1b  [Accessed 11 Dec. 2021].]  [2:  Trakakis, N. (2021). Evidential Problem of Evil, The | Internet Encyclopaedia of Philosophy. [online] Utm.edu. Available at: https://iep.utm.edu/evil-evi/#SH1b  [Accessed 11 Dec. 2021].
] 

This problem was first presented by Epicurus, in which is claimed, 'Is God willing to prevent evil, but not able? Then he is not omnipotent. Is he able but not willing? Then he is malevolent. Is he both able and willing? Then whence cometh evil? Is he neither able nor willing? Then why call him God?' [footnoteRef:3] This line of logic creates a big problem, especially for religions such as Christianity, whose principal teachers are that God is this all-kind, all-powerful being; however, clearly, the existence of evil puts this into question. William row also put forward his argument in his work 'The Problem of Evil and Some Varieties of Atheism'[footnoteRef:4] in which he states in the intense world suffering which an omnipotent and omniscient can prevent without needing it for some greater good or leaving behind any. An omnibenevolent God would want to do it. However, we know this suffering exists. Therefore, no omnipotent, omniscient, fully good God can exist. This problem is often presented in the form of an inconsistent triad. One of the most famous was put forward by J.L. Mackie in which he gives three propositions 'God is omnipotent God is omnibenevolent and Evil exists.'[footnoteRef:5] He then argued that if all these propositions were true, then that leads to the logical inconsistency of the problem of evil, and as such, at least one of these must be wrong. As stated before, we can witness evil in the world around us, so the evil that exists does not seem to be the one that is wrong which means there is a mistake in how we characterise God.  [3:   Hume, David (1779). Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion. Penguin Books, Limited. p. 186.
]  [4:  Rowe, William L. 'The Problem of Evil and Some Varieties of Atheism',
American Philosophical Quarterly, 1 October 1979, Vol.16(4), p.336
]  [5:  Garner, J. (2014). Inconsistent Triad. [online] Philosophy of Religion blog. Available at: https://jonathandavidgarner.wordpress.com/2014/11/07/inconsistent-triad/ ] 

One of the main ways people try to find a solution to this problem is by trying to rationalise why God would create or allow evil, one of which comes from St Augustine, who states that evil was in fact not created, which eliminates the problem of why an omnibenevolent God would create such a thing. St Augustine thought that evil was nothing more than the 'privation' of goodness and is the corruption of humans (God creation) that has caused it.[footnoteRef:6] We are the ones choosing not to do good rather than us being tempted by some separate evil entity. This idea has come about as a direct relation to the original sin seen in Genesis, and it is our own free will that is causing us evil. St Augustine's theodicy also includes natural evil as it was created 'through an imbalance in nature brought about by the Fall'[footnoteRef:7]. This is a problem in itself as St Augustine's Theodicy is on the basis that everything that happened in the Bible is factually correct, which is that too many people, both religious and atheist, is not correct and that the Bible is meant for interpretation through lessons. This argument also falls short as to actually addressing the problem of evil as the only thing it addresses is why an all-kind god would create evil. However, this does not answer why it would still be allowed to exist as following Gods primary characteristics. God should have the knowledge and power to eliminate this evil even if he did not intend to create it. Some supporters of this problem say God allows this evil to exist as it is punishment for the original sin; however, if God truly is omnibenevolent, why would he want us to suffer (especially considering if we are following the Bible Jesus died on the cross to fix). This theory also leads into the question of why God created non-perfect beings. Was he unable to create beings who would not turn to evil or create a world that would not have natural evil? If so, that means that he is not truly omnipotent. [6:  Menn, Stephen (2002). Descartes and Augustine. Cambridge University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-01284-3 
]  [7:  Godwin, S.J. (2021). The Theodicy of Augustine of Hippo. [online] Scandalon.co.uk. Available at: http://www.scandalon.co.uk/philosophy/theodicy_augustine.htm] 

One argument that looks at why God may have created us as 'imperfect beings' as well as why God Is not stepping in to help with our suffering is found in the Irenaean theodicy. This theory is also known as the 'soul making' theory. The basis of this theory is on the idea that God made us in His likeness and image; however, as Simon Godwin writes, 'Irenaeus distinguished between the 'image' and the 'likenesses of God.'[footnoteRef:8] His idea was that Humans were first made in the image of God, meaning they have the potential to reach moral perfection, and we spend our lives trying to reach the likeness to God, i.e., moral perfection. We have to choose God with our free will, and in order to choose God, we have to experience struggle. By this reasoning, God created evil, so we could learn positive values and reach 'moral perfection'. Like Augustine's theodicy, this theory also does not fully explain why an omnibenevolent omnipotent God would allow for us to suffer. The first question that needs answering is why soul-making should involve suffering as it is hard to imagine any way in which atrocities such as the holocaust is necessary for the development of a person's soul or their moral development. How can an omnibenevolent let this happen, let alone endorse it? David Hume also Criticises this by saying, 'Could not our world be a little more hospitable and still teach us what we need to know? Could we not learn through pleasure as well as pain?'[footnoteRef:9] Hume's line of argument brings God supposed omnipotent as Hume states why do we need suffering to teach us is he not able to create a world in which we do not need to suffer. In Irenaeus theodicy, we needed to have suffered in order to choose God by our own free will, which explains why God has not intervened; however, this line of argument goes back to Gods supposed omnibenevolence how can an all-loving God watch has his creations suffer in order to achieve something he should be able to create if he is also Omnipotent. In the Irenaean theodicy also poses the question of does evil have to exist for us to have complete free will as surly an all-loving god would create a world in which we have complete free will and either only has good choices to make or a world in which we only ever pick good choices however if he cannot create such a thing then how he could be all-powerful if this is something he cannot do. This argument then also fails to find a way in which evil can exist as well as God as this theodicy focuses on the idea as to why God would not intervene despite being omnibenevolent; however, that then leaves room for showing how God cannot be Omnipotent if these cases were actual which leaves us back to the original problem or find an explanation for evil while also showing that God is omnibenevolent omnipotent and omniscient. [8:  Godwin, S.J. (2021a). Irenaeus� Theodicy. [online] Scandalon.co.uk. Available at: http://www.scandalon.co.uk/philosophy/theodicy_irenaeus.htm  
]  [9:  peter (2018). Handout - The Problem of Evil & Theodicies of Augustine and Irenaeus - Philosophical Investigations. [online] Philosophical Investigations. Available at: https://peped.org/philosophicalinvestigations/handout-problem-evil/ 
] 

Rather than trying to rationalise why God would create evil, some arguments look at evil as being a necessary thing rather than a contingent. The idea behind this is that there cannot be good without evil. They are counterparts to each other. By this, God did not create evil but, in fact, only created good. However, the creation of evil is something that happened as an inevitable by-product, one of which God has no control over. The idea is that we only know what evil is because we know what good is, and we only know what good is because we know what evil is. This point was argued against by J.L. Mackie in 'Evil and Omnipotence'[footnoteRef:10] in this. He argues that if this was true and there cannot be good without evil, then that means that these concepts exist in the universe separate from God. This puts in the question of Gods omnipotence as how can he be all-powerful and still have to follow some rules of the universe as it means he exists in the universe, not that he exists without it. [10:  Mackie, J.L., 'Evil and Omnipotence', Mind, Vol. 64, No. 254 (Apr., 1955), p.205
] 

An argument that is often attached to the necessary evil argument is based on the fact that surely a world with a little bit of evil is better than one without any. As Mackie states in 'Evil and Omnipotence',[footnoteRef:11] 'It may be supported by an aesthetic analogy, by the fact that contrasts heighten beauty, that in a musical work, for example, there may occur discords which somehow add to the beauty of the work as a whole.' So, for us to truly apricate the good that God has given us, we must have something to contrast it for us, for example, for us to appreciate the stars they cannot be visible all the time or going back to the Irenaean theodicy in order for us to develop perfect morals and thing such a sympathy we need something to trigger the response in us. This, however, does not seem very omnibenevolent of God. [11:  Mackie, J.L., 'Evil and Omnipotence', Mind, Vol. 64, No. 254 (Apr., 1955), p.206
] 

Of Course, this problem of evil exists if we are to hold the belief that God is omnibenevolent omnipotent and omniscient. After looking at these arguments, it should be hard to continue to hold these beliefs while also saying evil exists. That is not to say that God does not exist. It just means that he is not what he is generally presented as. If this is the case, the question is what characteristic is not valid. Looking at past actions, it is most likely that the omnibenevolent one that should be chosen as not especially considering the Old Testament of the Bible where for example, there are multiple times where God commanded the Death penalty (working on the Sabbath (Exodus 35:2), premarital sexual intercourse (Deuteronomy 22:13–21)[footnoteRef:12]). Looking at these examples, it does not seem like the action of God, who is all-loving. It is important to note that I am not saying God does not love us, nor is he entirely malevolent; however, he is not above making us suffer to teach us a lesson or make us act in a certain way.  [12:  Hamilton, A. (2014). God’s Violence in the Old Testament: The Problem. [online] Adam Hamilton. Available at: https://www.adamhamilton.com/blog/gods-violence-in-the-old-testament-the-problem/#.Yb-QXmjP3b0 
] 

To conclude, it would not be wrong to say that the existence of evil does provide compelling evidence to prove that God does not exist in the generally accepted way that God is seen. If we go back to Epicurus original argument, 'Is God willing to prevent evil, but not able? Then he is not omnipotent. Is he able but not willing? Then he is malevolent. Is he both able and willing? Then whence cometh evil? Is he neither able nor willing? Then why call him God?'[footnoteRef:13] It should be argued that not being omnibenevolent still makes an omnipotent and omniscient person a God as he would know what is best for us as well as the power to do what is best for us, and so God has the potential to exist with the existence of evil but only after we change our perception of him.  [13:  Hume, David (1779). Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion. Penguin Books, Limited. p. 186.] 
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