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Human ethic ideals create a link between actions in the universe and their goodness or badness. These actions can be created by a human being or brought about by natural means, essentially moral and non-moral evils (Solomon & Higgins, 2010, p. 82). The overarching human conception of God is that he/she/it is purely, and in some cases infinitely, good. Unfortunately, the world around us shows us so many instances of evil that the belief in such a God becomes unimaginable to some people. 
For or Against

Detailed in The Big Questions: A short Introduction to Philosophy, the conception of God can be broken down into three parallel statements:
A good God


But because there is evil

1. God is all powerful.

1. God cannot do anything about it.

2. God is all-knowing.

2. He doesn’t know about it.

3. God is good.


3. God doesn’t care about it.

(Solomon & Higgins, 2010, p. 82)
Given these examples, the first thing one would believe is there is no God, or God is not directly involved with humanity (Chaffee, 2011, p. 346). This argument could be valid, and in fact, is the easiest for which to comply. However, for argument’s sake, let us agree that there is a God who is directly involved with humanity. How could such a God exist and allow for evil in the world?
An unconventional viewpoint one could take is evil does not exist (Solomon & Higgins, 2010, p. 83). Evil is only a creation of humanity, and therefore, human conceptions of right and wrong do not concern God. This argument, however, defeats the purpose of a “good” God, as God would inherently be neutral. Alternatively, there is the idea from Aristotle that some things, in and of themselves, are evil “malice, shamelessness, and envy, among emotions, or adultery, theft and murder, among actions” (Chaffee, 2011, p. 436). As such, before humanity has named something “good” or “evil,” evil is already present, and being that as it may, must exist. Continuing with such an argument in the face of these emotions and actions could by its sheer nature be considered evil.
Least of All

An argument has been stated that in all of God’s wisdom, the universe in which we live contains the least amount of possible evil (Solomon & Higgins, 2010, p. 84). The problem with this, as stated by Solomon and Higgins, is with only a few adjustments, the world could be so much better (Chaffee, 2011, p. 84). However, as outlined by John Hick, such a world would be beyond human interpretation; constantly shifting and changing so that no wrong would ever come to us (Chaffee, 2011, p. 349). Our free will would still be present, but in essence, it would be absolutely worthless. Any choices we could make would automatically be adjusted in order to make up for their right or wrongness.
Continuing on with the thought the universe possesses the least amount of evil possible; the argument could be made for one of four possible answers to evil: the contrast view, the moral qualities answer, the test answer, and the divine plan theory (Dr. Carter, 2010). The contrast view dictates for one to understand all that is good in the universe one must understand the evil (Dr. Carter, 2010). Essentially, one cannot have darkness without flame or light without darkness. However, in all of God’s power, could he not have simply given humanity the knowledge of evil to begin with, so that we would not have to suffer in order to understand the light? This is not to say that our free will would be subverted, only that we would truly understand what is evil and what is good.
The moral qualities answer claims that in order for humanity to develop morals, “ethics,” evil and suffering must be present (Dr. Carter, 2010). This answer, however, harks back to both the idea of the world possessing the least amount of evil and the contrast view. If this answer were true why is there so much evil, and also, could God not have simply given us the knowledge from the start? Still, this leads into the next argument, the test answer.

The test answer suggests God is leading the whole of humanity through an examination, or tribulation, using evil and suffering (Dr. Carter, 2010). This very idea is preposterous when one tries to connect it with a perfectly good God. How could a good God believe killing an innocent human being, before they have had a chance to live a long life, would be a good test of anything? This being the case, there can only be some sort of divine plan at work.
The celestial will of God ordains a strategy requiring the existence of good and evil in order to carry out the divine plan (Dr. Carter, 2010). This argument, however, is close ended. Quintessentially, “God’s will is God’s will; whatever action that may bring we must accept it.” As such, God is a dictator, fortunately for humanity he is supposedly a “good” God. God only has our best intentions at heart. This answer out of all we have seen requires the blindest faith to believe. There is no logic behind God; the existence of good and evil are only at the whim of God. Oh, and Adolf Hitler only had the best intentions at heart for his people, so did Saddam Hussein, and do not forget Stalin either.
Religious View

This brings us to four other answers in the existence of evil: the retributive justice view, the original sin view, the free will view, and the demonic forces view (Dr. Carter, 2010). The retributive justice view is a claim for an extreme idea of karma. Our past deeds cause our current suffering and the existence of evil (Dr. Carter, 2010). This argument runs into the face of free will, however. If humanity is constantly judged for deeds we have done in the past, that we have no control over, how can we ever make a proper choice in regards to something we cannot remember. If this idea is true, it already supposes the idea of an original sin view.
The existence of evil and suffering are caused by the original sin of Adam and Eve. Unfortunately, for one to accept this as a true answer one must accept the existence of Adam and Eve, this in turn requires the acceptance of a Semitic religion such as Judaism or Christianity. However, if one decides to believe that long in the past there existed a human that first set off sin, why did God, in all of God’s goodness, simply not forgive the human and take the sin away? Also, if sin did not exist prior to the first sin, what made the action a sin anyway? As previously stated, there is the Aristotelian idea of evil acts in and of themselves. But if God were good why would he have allowed such an action to exist?
The answer to this could simply be the idea of the free will view. Human choices, free will, are the cause of all that is evil in the world (Dr. Carter, 2010). On initial glance one immediately claims “eureka!” However, this answer does not explain away the existence of non-moral evils. Tornados killing babies, earthquakes killing the righteous in church, tsunami’s wiping out entire civilizations (Solomon & Higgins, 2010, p. 86). These actions are not manmade; they are purely natural in origin, of God’s design. As such, while this theory would work in a bubble, where humanity were never harmed by nature, it does not work in the real world, where one can go outside and get cancer from standing in the sun too long.

Therefore, if none of the above answers can be true, then that leaves the only possible answer being the existence of demonic forces, or the demonic forces view. All that is evil in the world is caused by an outside force from God, demons, and/or Satan, the devil (Dr. Carter, 2010). Never-the-less, this begs the question of an all powerful God. If God is all powerful, could not God simply will away the existence of Satan? The only answer to this is a dualistic view of the universe. God is good and all powerful; Satan is evil and all powerful. These two beings, being all powerful, are only able to act on each other’s will via a proxy, humanity.

This final argument seems to answer the existence of a good God given all the evil in the world. On the other hand, it equally requires the belief in an unimaginably evil deity whose sole purpose is the advancement of evil, and as such, one is then forced to argue for the existence of good. However, which of these two deities is more worthy of man’s worship then? Yes, humanity worships a good God because our morals urge us to an ethically good choice. Conversely, if an all evil deity exists, then could not man simply forgo ethics and worship only that which is evil?
Closing

The unimaginable existence of a good God in the face of evil is tremendous. Given the eight answers to evil, one is still left with more questions than answers. God is either an all good all powerful dictator with our best intentions at heart, or a single half of two deities both of whom are worthy of human worship. With these solutions, it is no wonder people believe in either a neutral God or an atheistic viewpoint altogether. In the end, it is still possible God is good. We have simply not asked the precise questions or given the correct answers, yet. 
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