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Preprint 

R. Douglas Geivett, Evil and the Evidence for God: The Challenge of John Hick's Theodicy, 
with an Afterword by John Hick, Philadelphia, Temple University Press, 1993; xii + 276 
pp., ISBN 1-56639-094-X. 

This clear and argumentative study brings together two of Douglas Geivett's long-standing 
interests: religious epistemology and John Hick's theodicy. On the latter, he wrote his 
(unpublished) M.A. thesis entitled `A Critical Evaluation of John Hick's Theodicy in Defense 
of the Augustinian Tradition' (Gonzaga University, 1985). On religious epistemology, he co-
edited with Brendan Sweetman Contemporary Perspectives on Religious Epistemology. 
From this excellent anthology Geivett has drawn most of the material he uses in chapters 6 
and 7 of the present study, on `the possibility of natural theology.' 

For Geivett, religious epistemology and theodicy are closely connected. He argues that for 
most contemporary authors, including John Hick, the problem of evil has become the 
problem of whether, given the actuality of evil, it is rational to believe in God. This means 
that these authors allow the reality of evil in human experience to threaten the rationality 
of belief in God. Augustine, Aquinas and Leibniz, on the other hand, discussed evil only 
after they had proved that God exists; for them, the problem of evil was the problem of 
understanding the reasons God has for permitting evil (Ch.2). Geivett sides squarely with 
this `Augustinian tradition', and in chapters 6 and 7 he sets himself the task of proving 
that God exists. These chapters provide an able introduction to the `state of the art' of 
natural theology, but bring no novelties. Like St. Anselm in his Proslogion, Geivett provides 
a cumulative argument for the existence of God in which he first tries to show that God 
exists, and consequently that God must be personal, extremely powerful and provident. 
Unfortunately, Geivett's argument for the existence of God relies rather too heavily on big 
bang's cosmology having shown `the virtual certainty that the actual universe ... had a 
beginning' (81). As John Hick points out in his `Afterword,' however, in this field `nothing 
has been definitively established; and it is even possible that there will never be final 
certainty' (232). As a result of this weakness, Geivett's cumulative argument does not 
really come off the ground and fails to convince. 

The remainder of the book is devoted to an exposition of Hick's theodicy, a thorough-going 
critique of it, and the presentation of Geivett's Augustinian alternative. Geivett's exposition 
of Hick is generally fair, and many of his criticisms to the point. Nevertheless, Geivett is so 
evidently unsympathetic to Hick's approach that his discussion of it leaves behind an 
impression of unbalance. It is not only that Geivett insufficiently distinguishes between 
exposition and criticisms, but also that whereas Geivett tries to present the Augustinian 
tradition in its strongest form, he discusses the Irenaean theodicy in Hick's form only, 
apparently without trying to find out whether Hick's interpretation of the Irenaean position 
is the most fruitful one. He shows by textual evidence, e.g., that Hick's position implies a 
further-going responsibility of God for evil than his own Augustinian position (166-167, 
200-202), but he fails to consider the question whether this further-going responsibility is 
implied by the inner logic of the Irenaean position. If not, the `Irenaean' position might 
perhaps be given a more charitable and fruitful interpretation. 

In his `Afterword,' Hick characterizes Geivett's free will theodicy as `conservative,' and not 
without reason. Geivett wholeheartedly embraces, e.g., the Augustinian and Thomistic 
view of evil as privation (175-178) and the doctrine of hell (205-227). What I found most 
puzzling in Geivett's account, however, is his rejection of the notion of an infinite good. 
Here Geivett argues by means of an appeal to authority, and seems to be of the opinion 
that the assertion that this notion is incompatible with an Augustinian framework suffices 
as a satisfactory argument against it (213-215). This, however, is an exception in a 
generally well-argued book. Despite my criticisms of Geivett, I must confess that my own 
position is in many respects more congenial to his than to Hick's. Geivett's book is 
certainly to be recommended for the many fine pages in which he ably summarizes the 
main reasons for preferring an Augustinian position to an Irenaean position. However, the 
book would have become still better if Geivett had presented his reasons in a positive 
systematic exposition of his own position, and not in a critical study of Hick's theodicy. As 
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the book stands now, it contains interesting material on religious epistemology and 
theodicy, but neither does justice to Hick nor succeeds in presenting a well-structured case 
for a full-blown Augustinian theodicy. 

Marcel Sarot 

(767 words) 
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