Process Theodicy
Process Theodicy essentially argues that God is not omnipotent, and that he is inside the world, doing his best to combat the forces of chaos.  He shouldn’t be condemned for the existence of evil, rather he should be applauded for doing his best to stop it.

· God is not the omnipotent creator of universe.  He is part of universe and is in constant creative struggle with it.

· There are two forces at work in the universe: disharmony and triviality.  Triviality is the meaningless chaos that God tries to overcome.  Disharmony is the failure to achieve order and the success of discord.

· God is limited by the basic laws and forces of the universe.  If all the other forces are working towards chaos, he is the force for harmony and ordered creativity.
· He has to act by persuasion to attract man to him.  Man is the result of the evolutionary process emerging from the battle with chaos.  He has no natural bias towards God.

· The measure of evil is the extent to which each universal event fails to conform to G’s ‘urging’.

· Each event is complex.  So each successive event, as it becomes more complex, has a greater capacity for disharmony.  So while God urges creation to achieve complex harmonies, the chance for discord increases.  This can easily be seen in the world today – the more complex something is, the more there is to go wrong.

· Greater complexity leads to greater harmony, happiness and richness of experience.

· The God of Process Theodicy says that this is a risk worth taking.  The goodness of God is vindicated in that the good produced as result of risk-taking outweighs the evil that has been or might have been involved.

· God experiences all the pain and suffering that is part of the human experience as well as joy (because he is directly involved in the ongoing creative act).  He deems this suffering worthy in its totality, so should we.  This suffering is a price worth paying in our constant struggle for harmony and happiness.

· There is an appeal to the believer to join God in the creative process, to try to overcomes the triviality and the chaos of life and in its place bring harmony at as intense a level as possible.

· Formal acts of worship are good inasmuch as they unite people in focusing on a specific point, which encourages harmony.  So prayer is a reinforcing mechanism in the search for harmony.  This means that the church is not irrelevant, although it should modify its teachings to allow us to better appreciate what is going on in the world.  Focusing on mythological irrelevancies, like Satan, is unhelpful.

The Appeal of Process Theodicy
· It accounts for evil – God is doing the best he can with material that is intractable, chaotic and co-eternal with him.  He should not be blamed for the amount of evil in the world.

· It re-establishes the idea that God loves man.  Man is the pinnacle of his creative activity; we were created to play an active role in the process to help abolish chaos.

· “God is the fellow sufferer who understands” (Whitehead).  This means that the plight of man and God is quite similar.  God is not some far-away, inscrutable being who has nothing in common with his creation.

· This theodicy coheres with the Biblical image of Jesus as the suffering God.

· Allows a real place for evolution in theology – here it is the action of a God who is attempting to bring forth ever more complex actualities to increase intensity of harmony in the universe.

· Can we really say that we would rather he’d left primeval chaos alone and not brought about order and created man?  Surely the world that we have now is much better than the world that would have been.  So 

· It’s prepared to snub traditional theology and work from creation mythology to find a philosophical and scientific way of explaining the coexistence of a benevolent God and evil.

The Problems

· It changes the nature of God.  This is incompatible with the criteria for a successful theodicy.  This is going down the line that Flew mentions when he talks of a God that dies the death of a thousand qualifications.  Certainly we can qualify God until his nature allows for him to coexist with evil, but then we are left with a God who is unrecognizable in terms of the Christian God that we started with.

· It is not prepared to say that the afterlife (if it exists) is harmonious.

· There is no empirical justification for this theodicy.  It is purely a theory.  It might convince some people, but equally it can be dismissed without difficulty.

Is the Problem of Evil Overcome?
The logical problem seems to be an issue still.  But the examiners tend to focus only on theodicies.  In which case you need to be sure that you have an answer to the evidential problem of evil.

The problem is put forward that it seems most likely that God does not exist, given that there clearly is evil in the world.  Augustine, Hick and Whitehead have put forward theodicies that attempt to convince the sceptic that it is more likely that God and evil actually do coexist.

Surely their arguments are not strong.  They may convince some people, but there is enough room for the sceptic to argue that the problem of evil is still alive and well and to argue that, if God does exist, he ought to be ashamed.

