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~ The Greatest Obstacle to Faith

If God is all-powerful
and all-good, why is there
so much suffering?

his isn't about Pickihg
E flaa:m. I¥s about seeking

understanding and
deepening our awe for

4 God whose ways ar¢
higher tHhan ours.
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The Reality
of Suffering
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Defining the Scope of the Problem

THE PROBLEM |
OF EVIL

Cruelty, murder, betrayal,
injustice, The evil that flows
from the human heart.

Disgél§e, earthquakesytaurine.
Suffering that seems foigame
AW from the world itself. SR

Why does God permit human
wickedness, and how can He
hold us accountable if He is
in total control?
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Calvinism: The Sovereign King

God is absolutely sovereign.
Not merely aware of what
happens, but ordaining
what happens.

“He works all things
\ dccording fo the
, counsel of His will.”

Are we robots? No, We act
according to our own desires
and are not coerced. But our
choices fall within God’s
sovereign decree.




The Mechanism: Dval Intentions
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Case Study I: Joseph (Genesis 50:20) l

2 His brothers sold him into slavery out of jealousy (Evil Intention). |
/"~ God meant it for good (Divine Purpose). .1

Human Evil Intention

~

The
Event

Divine Purpose

N\, Case Study 2: The Crucifixion (Acts 2:23)
== The Jews crucified and killed Him (Moral Responsibility).
Delivered up according to the definite plan and foreknowledge of God (Sovereign Decree).

SIS, >

One event, Two intentions. God o;;ins the pa;i'n,
but the evil intent belongs to the creature.
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The Calvinist Metaphor: The Grand Tapestry
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Human Perspective:
The Mege of Evil
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7 Molinism also affirms God’s
sovereignty, but introduces a
crucial distinction: genuine
libertarian freedom.
Q O

Wy WY

Named after 16th-century i
W \ML N\ Jesuit theologian
N\ WM N Luis de Molina.

A it s

| beings possess genuine

i.|
In this view, human y\

freedom. We are not
puppets. Sinful choices
are not causally
determined by God. —
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The Mechanism: The Knowledge Funnel

' Natural Knowledge

All necessary truths and
all logical possibilities.

—=

He knew what

Middle Knowledge —> | /5, would do if

born in the
What any free creature would | 24" Ages vs.

do in any given circumstance. | ine 21st Centur"yJ

&

2

Free Knowledge

' What actually happens in
the world He creates.

——————

Middle Knowledge is the key. Before cr'em‘i-ng Ti'l_;;v"br'ld:_:
| God knew every possible choice every person could make.
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The Molinist Metaphor: Feasible Worlds

Possible, but NOT Feasible
(Conflicts with human free will).

Given the true
counterfactuals of
creaturely freedom, God
cannot simply choose any
logical world He wants.

The Actualized World.

He surveyed all feasible
worlds, seeing which
included genuine freedom
and accomplished His
purposes, and actualized ~
this one.

Why allow evil?
Because God desired a
world where love is

| freely given. Genuine
- love cannot be coerced,
which means the :
possibility of choosing

evil must exist. |
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~ The Showdown: Critiquing Calvinism

The Objection (Molinist Critique):

If God sovereignly decrees an evil action, does
this make God's relationship to that evil too direct?
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The Defense:

Calvinists distinguish between God's decree and
human intention. God ordains the event, but the
evil intention belongs strictly to the creature.

> M The Lingering Tension: How can a good God ordain sin while remaining holy?
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The Objection (Calvinist Critique):

In Molinism, God's middle knowledge is logically
prior to His creative decree. He merely knows the
, counterfactuals; He does not determine them. Is
' God truly sovereign if His creative options are

\  constrained by what creatures would freely choose?

— =
The Lingering Tension: If God knowingly actualizes a feasible world containing horrific

@ I3 free choices, does this really remove God's responsibility? He still chose to create the
i m@fm
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world containing the evil.
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The D:'agnoct:'c Matrix

7

Calviniem |

g Core Emphagic
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View of Freedom

N

Origin of Evile Action

J The Greatest Tension
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r

Divine Sovereignty (God is
in total control).

|

| Human Freedom & Moral
Accountability.

hCompatibilism (We act on our

desires, within God's decree):d

Libertarian Freedom (Genuine

alternate possibilities). .
o e

Ordained by God, intended
by man.

ti

Anticipated by God, actualized
by man'’s free choice.

TR e e | e

God's proximity to the
authoring of sin.
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The limitation of God'’s

sovereignty by human choices.
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7716 QL{I’PI’!.S’I'hg Connection

Despite their fierce disagreements, both
traditions affirm the same core truth
/ regarding God and evil.
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' S 1 o PR T Proof in practice, In a ‘
o i A W\ dEb?tE’ both James Lﬂﬁj y
: | B [ N ol and o
«.God works all things according to 'I % Craig (Molinist) affirmed this
His purpose while remaining holy." ey same confession. The
lsagreement isn’t whethey
God is in control, byt how

He exercises that control.
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The (ltimate Ancwer

Neither system offers a
perfectly tidy resolution
to the problem of evil.

Both traditions ultimately
point us to the cross.

Calviniem Moliniem

God defeated evil not by avoiding '

it, but by entering into our
suffering and bearing it.
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A Profound, Mystery

O Both traditions are the work of
faithful believers.

O Both seek to honor God and
defend His goodness.

O Both acknowledge that the
intersection of God’s sovereignty
and human evil remains a
profound mystery.
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