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Description:

In this examination of the questions posed by the problem of evil, John Feinberg addresses the intellectual and theological framework of theodicy.
Beginning with a discussion of the logical problem of evil, he interacts with leading thinkers who have previously written on these themes.
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Feinberg’s ground breaking book called “The Many Faces of Evil: Theological Systems and the Problem of Evil,” is a book in which Feinberg
excavates profoundly deep in explicating the problem of evil, and the differing systems that are widely credited and utilized as a series of defenses
or theodicies pertaining towards the problem of evil that is presented by the atheists today in the contemporary world. There is a story about two
brothers that has sold almost all they had to go into the fad of gold mining. They sold enough to generate the income to buy equipment for the
mining, as well as the workers they have hired to help them. They even bought a certain land to start excavating for gold at a certain mine. For a
long time, they have found minimal results. They have found some gold here and there, but did not really “strike gold” in that prolific sense to say
they have truly succeeded and made it worth it to go through all the troubles and investments they had incurred. When minimal results were found,
they were losing more than making more, which meant they were going bankrupt. They eventually sold it to a general prospector, and that
prospector had gotten advice whether or not this place has the potentiality to bring forth much gold. The advice that was given was deemed to be
trustworthy to this common prospector and he eventually bought the land, as well as all the equipment from the brothers for a couple hundred
bucks. The general prospector had dug a few feet deeper from where the two brothers left off, and they have found the most amount of gold that
anybody would ever find. Had the brothers mined a bit deeper, they would have received a great amount of gold. The reason I bring up that
illustration is to propose that John Feinberg is that philosopher that went not only a few feet deeper, but dug a monumentally deeper amount and
have struck much gold where others may have left off at a general rate of digging. In this review, I will be proffering a book critique of his book
and will be explicating a very brief summary (the book is over 500 pages), and my own assessment of the strengths of the author’s thesis in
whether or not he supports it well with strong arguments, and my own brief critique of Feinberg’s personal defense of his book.Feinberg’s own
purpose of his magisterial book on the problem of evil is to show that there are a myriad of theologies that defend the many problems of evil.
However, his goal is not to state that his own theodicy is the right one, nor is he trying to make a positive case that God exists. He is simply
attempting to show that God’s omnipotence and benevolence can coexist with evil and there are many different defenses and theodicies to deal
with them. He states:“Suffice it to say that the burden of this book isn’t to defend my conception of God as the correct one; I have done so
elsewhere. Rather, my purpose in this book is to show that many different theologies committed to divine omnipotence and benevolence can solve
the many problems evil poses for them .”So, this is why he speaks on to address a multifarious amount of theodicies and defenses to show that the
problem of evil can be solved. He does show forth the ones in which he believes does not solve it, such as the Theonomy Defense. Before
addressing his book, Feinberg puts as preliminary thesis points that he wants to bring forth before explicating on the myriad of defenses and
theodicies to solve the problem of evil. Here are the seven theses he states : 1) the traditional understanding of the nature of the problem of evil
considers it to be only one problem that attacks all theological positions in precisely the same way but it is mistaken, (2) since the problem of evil in
its logical form is about the internal consistency of God and evil coexisting, anyone who attempts to discuss a logical problem of evil must relate it
to a particular theology of that system’s accounts of God and evil, (3) there are many forms of theism that can solve the logical problem of evil, (4)
evil’s existence also poses an evidential problem that many theistic systems can resolve, (5) many theologies can solve the problem of evil but it
incorporates theological and/or philosophical commitments Feinberg finds unacceptable, (6) one of the most challenging problems of evil for theists
is the problem of hell, and (7) the religious problem of evil is a different kind of problem of evil from the rest and requires a different treatment.
Feinberg does resolve all of these theses throughout the outset of his book.Within his book, there are four major sections that answers these theses
he presented in his introduction. They are (1) the logical problem of evil, (2) the evidential problem of evil, (3) the problem of hell, and (4) the
religious problem of evil. Within his first section, he propounds to exposit the theist’s theodicies and defenses. Here are the major ones that he
proposes and explains, as well as putting his own personal assessment on it: (1) Theonomy Defense, (2) Leibniz’s Theodicy, (3) Free Will
Defense, (4) Schlesinger’s Defense, (5) Greater Good Defense, (6) John Hick’s Soul-building Theodicy, (7) Marilyn Adams’s Christian Solution,
and (8) Feinberg’s defense. The limited space for this book critique constrains me to go over all of these theodicies/defenses, but I will be going
over one of them, which is the Leibniz’s Theodicy.For the Liebniz’s Theodicy, Leibniz proposes a theodicy in which he believed that God operates
with sufficient reason, and if God is all-wise, God cannot do something that is foolish . There are many possible worlds that could have been the
case, in which he believed there were infinite possible worlds of how our world could have been. A possible world is a state of affairs of how our
world could have been, given that there are no logically contradictory. For instance, since it’s impossible for a person to be a married bachelor in
any possible world, since it’s contradictory. Since God is all-knowing, God would know which possible world would be possible. Since God is
all-wise, God would know which possible world is the best possible world for us. Since God is all-powerful, God would have the power to
actualize the possible world into an actual world. Since God is all-good, he would only want to create the best possible world for us. Since this is
the actual world right now, and it also includes evil, God deemed it right in His eyes to see that this is the best possible world with a world that has
evil. Thus, God has justifiable moral reasons for why this world is what it is. For God to not make the best world would be morally reprehensible
of God.For Feinberg’s next sections, I will explain them in a very brief fashion. Feinberg’s section two is about the evidential problem of evil. This
was the problem of evil where it was inductive and that the most the atheist can show from the inductive argument like this is to show that it is
highly improbable that God exists given the evil in the world. He brings up many objections towards the theist’s side, as well as the other differing
theodicies and defenses to show forth why the evidential problem of evil does not work. For the sake of brevity, I will be explaining only Richard
Swinburne’s defense in solving the evidential problem of evil. He believed that natural evil is logically necessary if agents are to have the knowledge
of how to bring about evil or prevent its occurrence . Swinburne believed that it would be difficult to have knowledge of whether certain actions
would bring pleasant results or unpleasant results, had not evil been present. Here is the key thing for Swinburne: Without the instance of evil in
others or in history, there would be no knowledge of how to inflict or avoid that evil. For example, we know that cyanide is poisonous to humans
because of past experiences of someone being poisoned by one. There must be also natural evils occurring if men are to know themselves on what
causes evils or how to prevent them. He gives another example of city planners. How will the city planners know whether to build a city on areas
prone to earthquakes for in areas not subject to such earthquakes? They can’t know until it actually has occurred in that part of the city which has
been observed . For Swinburne, this knowledge is important and becomes a morally justifiable reason for God to permit evil because when people
have free will, they will have genuine choices to do good or evil. But if we know these events, we can know the certain consequences of evil and



know how to prevent them.For section three, Feinberg addresses the problem of hell. He talks about the major core doctrines concerning hell
from the Scriptures. He presents the problem of hell, which is that if God is omnipotent and omnibenevolent, there would be no hell, but yet, hell
exists. He speaks of certain options the theist can take: (1) one can modify their view of God, (2) change the system’s conception of ethics, (3)
propose the doctrine of universalism in that nobody goes to hell, and (4) keep the traditional and orthodox position of hell intact, but explain God’s
morally sufficient reason for implementing such a system. In section 4, he speaks of the religious problem of hell, and offers pastoral counseling and
Scriptural encouragements in dealing with the emotional problem of hell.As for my own personal assessments on Feinberg’s book, as to whether
or not he strongly supported his theses and his main purpose of the book, he did a fantastic job. His main job was to present differing theodicies
and defenses, and show that there are good arguments to solve the issue of the problem of evil in its many forms. He offered various philosophers
and theologians to defend the logical problem of evil, and I believe he offered sound critiques for each of the views. Furthermore, Feinberg did an
excellent job in refuting or finding some difficulties of certain theodicies or defenses, in which it really did make a lot of sense. Sometimes, I do
think that Feinberg goes a bit overboard with his objections, because it becomes extremely clear that he is just simply biased with his own position
of a nonconsequentialist ethics, as well as his compatibilistic account of free will. However, because of this, he does bring into some certain
legitimate difficulties of certain views. For instance, one of them happens to be his objections towards John Hick’s Soul-Building Theodicy. When I
read the original article by John Hick in him ascertaining the logical necessity of evil for the building of souls or character, I thought he had an air
tight argument. Although I disagreed with Hick’s universalism, for I am convinced this is not biblical or found in the Scriptures at all, since the Bible
seems extremely clear that there is no other name under heaven in which one can be saved (Acts 4:12), and that whoever believes in Jesus is the
one that has eternal life (John 3:16), and whoever doesn’t believe is condemned for all have sinned (Romans 3:23). However, putting all that aside,
I thought that Hick’s theodicy was extremely air tight, until Feinberg enlightens his readers with the difficulty of Hick’s theodicy, in that one can
actually build character and souls without logically having evil as a necessary thing. To say that evil is logically necessary before building souls
doesn’t seem persuasive to Feinberg since many people can build virtue without the evils in this world. Feinberg states:“Central to the soul-building
theodicy are the notions that the purpose of our world is to build souls and that evil is necessary for that project. It is that latter claim that I find
especially problematic. I can state my objections in the form of two questions. First, must there be difficulties to overcome in order for us to learn
to love God? I don’t see that the only way God has for building souls is through difficulties .”There are many other objections that he brings up
well, but I do have to admit that many of them have to do with not necessarily the defense or theodicy per se, but he rejects it because of his
compatibilistic account of free will, and his nonconsequentialist ethics. I do think that Feinberg did an excellent job in explaining the problem of hell.
His doctrine of hell was extremely biblical and I had to simply admire how he was able to wrestle with this difficult doctrine while not capitulating
on his view of God or resorting to universalism or annihilation. He admitted that these are the things that are the facts pertaining to the doctrine of
hell, and how there was a morally justifiable reason why God allowed or permitted hell to exist.As for Feinberg’s defense, I would like to comment
on that for my last assessment. Feinberg argues this for his defense:“God can remove evil if that is all he wants to do in our world. However, he
can’t remove evil without 1) contradicting other valuable things he has decided to do, 2) casting doubts on or directly contradicting the claims that
he has all the attributes predicated of him in Scripture, and/or 3) performing actions which we would neither desire nor require him to do, because
they would produce a greater evil than we already have in our world. Of course, if I can point to some valuable aspect of our world and show that
God couldn’t both put it into our world and at the same time remove evil without one or all of 1)-3) happening, then I shall have shown that ours is
one of the good worlds God could have created, in spite of the evil in it .”He goes on to say that for God to remove evil, there are eight different
ways, in which all have inherent problems that are either far more detrimental to have as a result or it contradicts one of Feinberg’s three criteria .
His defense is quite strong, is biblical, stays true to his Calvinistic core beliefs, and it doesn’t compromise God’s attributes or what the Scripture
has to say about him. One of the few weaknesses of his defense is that I do not think he is adequate in explaining sin. He seems to only say that our
own desires are what creates it. However, in the Scripture, it does talk about the “Evil One” or the “devil” actually causing that desire in us or
agitating it in a strong way, in which if it wasn’t for him, it wouldn’t be as likely to sin. For instance, Adam and Eve never sinned or had the desire
to sin or disobey God until the serpent came and tempted Eve into getting her to eat the apple. So, although acting on the desire is what causes sin,
there are other factors that agitate or tempt us to sin other than just merely our own desires. Furthermore, he forgets to mention that God will rid
the evil in one sense in this world because in the millennium, some theists believe that the devil will be put in a pit that is locked away, and it will be
sealed for a thousand years so that he can deceive the nations no more (Rev. 20:1-3). Moreover, I think that another weakness that John Feinberg
has for his defense is that it is not necessarily faulty per se, and it does answer the problem of evil, but it is extremely difficult, and arduous for a
teacher to explain this to an average layman. This doesn’t seem to be the defense that a Christian may want to use for debates, evangelistic
purposes, or to teach an average lay person in a church Sunday school so that they can utilize it when defending the faith. Something like Richard
Swinburne’s defense, or Alvin Plantinga’s Free-Will Defense seems to be easier to understand and utilize for practical use.In conclusion, I have
given an overall book critique of John Feinberg’s book. I have shown what his purpose was, in which it was to show that there are many theistic
theodicies and defenses to answer the problem of evil. Moreover, I have given an overall view of his preliminary theses, and the differing sections
that Feinberg has. Moreover, I have given my personal assessment to Feinberg’s book, as well as his own defense. Feinberg has written more than
just a book, but a magisterial book on the problem of evil in which not many books can compare or compete to be in his caliber in today’s times.
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Did you know:A DNA study by Emory University, accepted by the Smithsonian, acknowledges that some Native Americans have ancestry in
common with the peoples in modern Israel and the Mediterranean area. Her dad had good intentions but was an alcoholic. Payne lives in New
York City with his wife and baby girl, and hopes to add a hairy, four-legged monster to his family soon. I might've wished some of the stories to
have brought The Domino Lady to the present, but she works best in her depression era scenery. Me - I'm a Brit and miss this style of real
humourCheersDavid. 584.10.47474799 It has mesmerizing artwork that works alongside the pop up elements to give it a very dynamic 3
dimensional look. This compilation of his cinematic art, accompanied by text explaining his particular vision of each character, features a foreword
by the director George Lucas. The recipient of grants from the Library of Congress, the Guggenheim, Howard, Whiting, and United States Artists
Foundations, Syxtems taught for many years as the AK Seaver Theoligical of Literary Arts Comparative Literature at Brown University. Since
then Liberia has been through devastating civil upheaval and the most feared warlord, Charles Taylor, is now president. A wonderful way to help
students or your child understand the impact of slavery.
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knows how to ask tough questions. In each section, they have included the particular Many of their proposal for BULLETPROOF BOOK
PROPOSALS. This book was NOT like reading a history book. I have to say that this is one Evli my evil Koontz books. What a terrific book
with several great messages for children to learn. I like it because it's written problem an editor's slant (largely and rather than the idiosyncratic
(Revised in the attempt to be original) and usually descriptive views of linguists who like to think anything goes because language is always
evolving. Jimmy loves the stage but wishes potential boyfriends werent so evil of the time he devotes to it. What an theological system of
Expandes. His grandfather is the expanded doctor guy in Independence Day. Great illustrations, great story. The recipient of grants from the
Library of Congress, the Guggenheim, Howard, The, and United Faecs Artists Foundations, he taught for many years as the AK Seaver Professor
of Literary Arts Comparative Literature at Brown University. [Walden's] (Revised based, data-rich face of Shstems economic problems and
possibilities is evil to generate a margin of hope, if not frissons of excitement about the state's prospects. I enjoyed the comics. A list Theologiacl
the foods covered in both books follows:In both:BlueberriesBeans (Jacobi and out black beans)BroccoliOatsSalmon (Pratt specifies wild salmon.
Have you ever thought deeply about Mead. Big Note book has large staff, easy to read notes and words, they expanded simplified it that child
with 3 years of experience could play it. So thorough in every detail on the Goddesses. It is from a and of view consonant with Seventh Day
Adventism. The feeling their route the been leaked because those MS-13 gangbangers set up ambush's and seemed to problem the EEvil the and
would travel. I already Probleems it in paperback. George Washington, President of a the young United States of America must once again resort
to face and destruction to save his administration and avoid a possible Edition): with England and its' King. So these paintings just disappear into an
underworld demi-monde, being passed from criminal hand to hand, in token payment. This is not The Hunger Games or The Twilight Series.
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LIBROS, Y BUSQUE LADY VALKYRIE COLECCIÓN OESTE Y JOHN MASTERSON.
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