[bookmark: _GoBack]Does the existence of evil provide compelling evidence to support the claim that God does not exist? 

Within my essay I will be focusing on the argument that whether the existence of evil is a strong evidential claim to whether God does exist or not. There have been numerous debates around this subject due to different ideas, such as why would God allow evil to exist, or if there is a God why is there suffering, which can be linked to evil. So, in this essay I will explore the argument in the viewpoints of two philosophers, which are Epicurus and J.L.Mackie. I believe both philosophers to have strong, supportive claims that God does not exist. Later in my essay, I will also give focus on the weakness within their arguments and explore the different arguments that may weaken their positions of that evil disproves the existence of God.
The beginning of the problem of evil was mentioned by Epicurus. Epicurus believed that there is no existence of God as evil exists. The theory to the idea is that if God has these divine attributes, then why does not God use them to destroy evil, however the existence of evil just furthers the evidence that God does not exist or does not possess the divine power. David Hume cites Epicurus in his dialogues and mentions that Epicurus says that “Is [God] willing to prevent evil, but not able? then is he impotent. Is he able, but not willing? then is he malevolent. Is he both able and willing? whence then is evil?”[footnoteRef:2]. In this quote, Epicurus uses the opposite descriptive words originally used to describe God’s knowledge and love. This expresses the frustration there is that by allowing evil the concept and the word of ‘God’ is contradicted. The idea of this is that God is extremely divine and powerful, but allows evil gives an indication that God does not exist due to the nature of evil that it brings about suffering and hurt, but an omnibenevolent God would not allow this. The significance of Epicurus using the opposite descriptive words could be an argument that he is showing the opposite feeling of God’s affection as a creator when God is either unwilling or unable to destroy evil, which gives a sense of lack of affection and protection for his creation. [2:  Hume, David, Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion, (Unknown, Penguin books, 2002).] 

         However, at the end of Epicurus’ quote, he says ‘whence then is evil?,’ which makes me sense that Epicurus is questioning the root of evil and who is to blame for evil, which follows to another hand of this argument on the idea that evil does not disprove the existence of God. As naturally the blame falls on God as he is the divine creator of all things, as evil must have been created as how can it be made of out ex-nihlo. God created the world and all things in it, but there could be a possibility that God did not create evil, but humans created evil. Evil has originated from the first sin in the garden of Eden. The original sin was the origin of evil, Adam and Eve disobeyed God when told not to eat the forbidden fruit and was punished by being banned from the garden. So, for generations after Adam and Eve, this has created evil in the world. In Genesis, due to the distrust and disobedience of Adam and Eve, God says “The man has now become like one of us, knowing good and evil’’.[footnoteRef:3] Here is the weakness within Epicurus’ argument is that God is wholly good and did not create evil, evil was created by humans. The quote from Genesis gives evidence that after the fall evil is recognised within humans, which was originated from Adam and Eves disobedience. So, it was not God who created evil, but humans created evil from their own decisions and temptations, and it is up to humans to try and eliminate evil and not God as he did not create it. [3:  Genesis 3:22] 

    The argument that the existence of evil disproves that God exists is a logical argument to some theorists, due to the concept that if there is an omnibenevolence (all-loving), omnipotent (all- powerful) and omniscient (all-knowing) God, then there should not be suffering or evil in the world. However, due to the problem of evil, the divine qualities of God and the existence of evil creates a logically inconsistent argument. So, the logical inconsistency gives a strong demonstration that God cannot exist. The argument is inconsistent due to humans have concept of distinct types of evil, such as natural evil and moral evil. There are physical evils, which could inflict bodily pain and mental anguish. There are also imperfections, or also known as metaphysical evil, and the thought is with all these various evils God cannot control evil, get rid of evil, or does not want to get rid of evil and all these various forms of evil and suffering gives a compelling argument that God does not exist as if he existed then why allow numerous branches of evil, which proves God's existence as a logical inconsistency. From my own perspective I believe that there are significant contradictions when it comes to God’s divine goodness and his abilities and the continuation of the existence of evil. There is a sense that a God with the ability to get rid of evil, but allows evil is a problem that gives humans the belief that God does not exist or is not an all-powerful and loving God, and that his divine qualities are supposed to show. My thoughts on the argument of the existence of God and evil proves he does not exist can be supported by the argument of J.L.Mackie. For the argument whether evil disproves the existence of God, the strongest perspective that I find most persuasive is from philosopher J.L.Mackies. Mackie argues that there is a concept of evil, but with this concept of evil contradicts the concept of God and his divine qualities. So, the contradiction gives a compelling argument that God existing in a world he created that has evil is logically inconsistent. Mackie presents the example of firstly his three propositions, which are ‘1. God is omnipotent. 2. God is omnibenevolent. 3. Evil exists.’[footnoteRef:4] Which argues the contradiction in the propositions that proves the impossible thought of evil and God co-existing. As if God exists then in all his goodness, he will want to end suffering and evil. To further this, I argue that the existence of evil gives evidence to support the claim that God does not exist as there are concreate evidence of evil being presented in the world through the events of natural disasters and actions of moral evil. However, there is only a sense of having to have faith and belief in God, and not a strong evidential backup for the existence of God especially with the example of evil existing and God either not willing or cannot eliminate evil and suffering.  [4:  Betenson, Toby, The Problem of Evil remains logically binding, (2021) <https://mdpi-res.com/religions/religions-12-00154/article_deploy/religions-12-00154-v2.pdf> [accessed on 15th December 2021].] 

[bookmark: _Int_5IcuircD]To continue the approach of the idea that God and evil are logically inconsistent, Mackie had two additional propositions to his list which are ‘4, If something is wholly good, it always eliminates as much evil as it can. 5, If something is omnipotent, it can do anything’[footnoteRef:5]. Here, Mackie argues further the refute of God and evil co-existing as demonstrated on proposition four. God’s attribute of being divinely good should make God eliminate all evil, however from the different forms of evil that are known to exist it demonstrates that God allows evil to multiply into different forms of branches rather than eliminate the existence of evil. Another explanation is that God cannot demolish evil, which furthers the support that God does not exist as without the divine qualities the concept of the word ‘God’ has no meaning or existence. I will use an analogy to support that evil is evidential that God does not exist, if evil exists and without eliminating it will manifest into different forms and becomes a larger problem. So, the analogy is that if you are walking through a garden and see a single weed growing. You have a thought to ignore that single weed as it does not seem like a problem and you do not care that this weed is there, and you leave the garden until the next time. However, you come back to the garden a couple of days later and the weed has turned into multiple weeds as it had time to grow and multiply, which has now caused a problem due to the lack of eliminating the single weed. Now it is harder to get rid of these weeds as they have branched out and there are loads due to the lack of care and elimination of these weeds. This analogy gives a good perspective of that due to the lack of care and elimination of evil, which are represented as the weeds in garden, it has manifested into a huge problem. Which gives the belief that either God does not care and is not willing to eliminate evil, or God just does not exist. [5: Speaks, Jeff, Mackie on the Problem of Evil, (2006) <https://www3.nd.edu/~jspeaks/courses/mcgill/201/mackie-evil.html> [accessed on 15th December 2021].] 

[bookmark: _Int_yX3Vazzk][bookmark: _Int_hz3vmMmH][bookmark: _Int_12bkwY3c]   For J.L.Mackie’s argument, I believe that Mackie has an extremely persuasive case that God does not exist as evil has existence in the world. However, even though his arguments are evidentially logical, I have noticed some weaknesses within his arguments. One of the arguments that have weakened Mackie's propositions is the free-will defence. The free will defence gives a convincing case that weakens Mackie’s argument as evil was created by the ‘consist misuse in the freedom of choice’[footnoteRef:6], and not by God. So, an alternative suggestion could be that due to free-will, humans created evil as something that is individual from God and something that has been fabricated from human’s imperfect nature. God may not have created evil as humans have free-will to make our own choices regardless of whether the decisions they choose are good or evil and due to free-will God cannot intervene. The intervention of God when it comes to a choice of free will would just contradict the idea that humans have decisions that must be made by an individual to do the right thing through their own morals, as if God intervened it would be the case that God has made the decision. Which takes away an individual's free-will. Basically, ‘freedom is simply the ability to select a course of action, and an agent is free if he is not being prevented by some external obstacle from completing that course of action.’[footnoteRef:7] So, it is not the case that God is not omnipotent, omnibenevolent, or omniscient, it is that God does not want to interfere with humans free will of choices and actions. To further the argument of the free will defence is that evil does not disprove the existence of God through the free will defence is that the suggestion God may be unable to prevent evil as he made humans have free-will as there would have been an ‘inability to create a world of freedom and guarantee its goodness at the same time.’[footnoteRef:8] Also, by that notion it preserves God’s goodness, as it allows humans as God’s creation to strive for the good and happiness of God. [6:  Mackie, J.L, The Miracle of Theism Arguments for and Against the Existence of God, (1982) < file:///home/chronos/u-de48bd765f38f80ad45353714fa9048f64cbaa82/MyFiles/Downloads/The%20Miracle%20of%20Theism%20Arguments%20For%20and%20Against%20the%20Existence%20of%20God%20by%20J.%20L.%20Mackie%20(z-lib.org).pdf> [accessed on 15th December 2021].]  [7:  Internet encyclopaedia of philosophy, Free Will, (date unknown)< https://iep.utm.edu/freewill/>[accessed 15th December 2021].]  [8: Hoitenga, Dewey J, Logic and the Problem of Evil, American Philosophical Quarterly, vol. 4, no. 2, [North American Philosophical Publications, University of Illinois Press], (1967), pp. 114–26<http://www.jstor.org/stable/20009234.> [accessed 15th December 2021].] 

[bookmark: _Int_IkJZpukT]     To follow on from the free-will defence is the higher good defence, which continues to support that God exists even though there is evil in the world. The idea of the higher good defence is that if God wanted to prevent evil he would have, but the prevention of evil will obstruct humans having the freedom of choosing good and achieving the highest and greatest good. Without evil in the world, there would be no achievement of the greatest good and happiness as the temptation that evil brings encourages humans to sin is a test by God through free-will. This then allows humans to choose the good over evil. Without the greatest goods being freely achieved and with interference from God, it could be argued that the judgement in the afterlife of being eternally happy in Heaven could be given and achieved undeservedly. The idea of the greatest good being achieved is the judgement for either heaven or hell is mentioned by Thomas Aquinas. Thomas Aquinas had the suggestion that ‘God allows evil and suffering in order to judge and grant everlasting heaven or hell based on human moral actions and human suffering.’[footnoteRef:9]. Which ties in, through human’s own choice of morals, that if God intervened there could not be a highest good if evil were destroyed. To follow on, God allows evil in the world as to achieve the highest good, humans need the greatest morals. This is suggested by John Hick in his soul-making theodicy. Hick’s soul making theodicy argues that God allows evil to exist as the choice to choose evil or not and make the right decisions which would eventually ‘help develop humans into virtuous creatures capable of following his will’.[footnoteRef:10] [9:  Lumen Philosophy, Problem of evil (responses), (date unknown), <https://courses.lumenlearning.com/sanjacinto-philosophy/chapter/problem-of-evil-responses/> [accessed 15th December 2021].]  [10: Cramer. C David, John Hick, internet encyclopaedia of philosophy < https://iep.utm.edu/hick/#:~:text=John%20Hick%20was%20arguably%20one,philosophical%20theology%2C%20and%20religious%20pluralism.> [accessed 14th December 2021].] 

    To conclude on the question of whether the existence of evil disproves the existence of God, in my opinion, it is a convincing argument that God and evil co-exist in the world. From the notion that without evil there cannot be the achievement of the highest good and free-will of our own moral actions, it does seem illogical for evil to exist purely on its own without some sort of greater good that can give guidance on what is good or evil. The existence of God deems believable even though there is evil because without the ultimate goodness possessed by God, there cannot be a guidance on how to be morally responsible, which allows us to develop a want for the highest good through our own moral actions. Also, the suffering humans endure will help us develop good souls. However, even though I believe that evil does not disprove the existence of God, I do find Mackie and Epicurus’ arguments extremely logical and convincing through the idea that at first the argument of evil and God existing together is logically inconsistent due to the suggestions made from the argument that if there is a God. Also, the suggestion that he would want to willingly prevent evil and eliminate it. But, after weighing both arguments, the counter argument for God existing became increasingly convincing due to the free will and higher good defences, in which without humans having freedom and some divine creator watching every action we do, there would be no judgement on whether an individual is morally good or bad through their own decisions.
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