
WEEKLY ASSIGNMENT #3
DUE: SUNDAY, JUNE 20 @ 11:59 PM


This week’s assignment is comprised of two short writing assignments (approximately 1 double-spaced page each). Each short writing assignment is worth 10 points.



Evil and Theodicy [Week 3A]


1.	As of June 14, 2021, there have been approximately 600,000 deaths from COVID-19 in the U.S., and 3.81 million deaths worldwide (source: Johns Hopkins Coronavirus Resource Center). This pandemic, as well as countless other tragedies such as poverty and starvation, war, wildfires, murder, rape, child abuse, etc., provide grounds for a powerful argument against the existence of a perfect (i.e., 3-O) God. This argument is called the Problem of Evil. I bet we’ve all pondered the Problem of Evil in some form or other; for instance, if you have ever wondered why God allows bad things to happen to good people, then you have pondered the problem.


In approximately 1 double-spaced page, please discuss the Problem of Evil. More specifically, do the following two things:

· Carefully explain the Problem of Evil. This involves not only stating/listing the premises and conclusion, but also explaining the premises. (Be sure your statement of the argument is valid. And feel free here to use examples to illustrate your points.)
· Present the strongest response you can to the Problem of Evil. In other words, if you were a 3-O theist, how would you respond to the Problem of Evil? (Here you can discuss any of the theodicies that we covered in lecture, or you can develop your own theodicy. It’s up to you. Just be sure that your response is as plausible as possible.)


Lecture 
https://share.vidyard.com/watch/sPgoNMhsfdYwdkgY1m57b3?

Strong response 
https://share.vidyard.com/watch/75PemQ5x9Q7VdjBpHtJT7w?















Rationality and Belief [Week 3B]


2.	Blaise Pascal believed that we could neither prove nor disprove God’s existence, because God is too mysterious for the human mind to grasp. However, Pascal points out that we still must decide whether we’re going to believe in God. Pascal, therefore, wondered whether we should “bet” on God (theism) or “bet” against God (skepticism). Ultimately, Pascal argues that believing in God is in our best interest—it’s the most rational “bet.”

In approximately 1 double-spaced page, please discuss whether you are convinced by Pascal’s argument (aka Pascal’s Wager). More specifically, do the following two things:

· Carefully explain Pascal’s Wager.
· Explain why you are convinced or unconvinced by Pascal’s Wager. Note: there is no single correct answer here. Answers will be better or worse depending on the strength of your reasons in support of why you are convinced or unconvinced by Pascal’s argument.
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