









	
 Home

	 Add Document
	 Sign In
	 Create An Account





















































	
 Viewer

	
 Transcript













Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz Holy Protection Cathedral – Melbourne 23 Dec 2013 The question: “Why does God allow or cause suffering?” is rather straight forward, but the answer is not straight forward because suffering is a multifaceted and complex phenomenon. Suffering can range from mild to extremely severe, ultimately leading to death. Oddly, no one ever asks the question: “Why does God cause death?” Death is accepted both by atheists and believers alike – it is a fact of life, just as birth is. The question about suffering presupposes that God exists; if he does not exist, then the question is meaningless and there is nothing further to discuss. Given then that God does exist, the biblical narrative which describes how death and suffering came into existence through Adam and Eve’s disobedience, must be included in our discussion on suffering. After Adam disobeyed God, he experienced death twice – first came spiritual death, when Adam chose not to repent, but instead blamed God for giving him the woman who ‘made him do it;’ then, much later, came physical death. God forewarned Adam about the consequence of disobedience: “from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat from it, you shall surely die.” Jesus also spoke of what would happen in the latter times as a consequence of humanity rejecting God. We will discuss this later. Following his expulsion from Paradise, Adam had to fend for himself, and suffering, in its multiple forms, became a reality of life. Hardship comes with the territory; it is part of the package of independence. As we all know, suffering is multifaceted; it has many causes. When, say, a child dies, parents grieve. The grief comes from love for the lost child; if there was no love there would be no grief. Love alone, then, can be the sole cause of suffering. Clearly, God cannot be blamed for this type of suffering. Likewise, when a person suffers from self-inflicted harm, such as drug abuse, or if suffering is caused by, say, a psychopath, God, again, cannot be blamed. However, suffering, and God’s perceived involvement, really hits home with natural disasters, which involve innocent victims: last month (Nov 2023) Super Typhoon Haiyan swept through the Philippines, killing over 6,000 and injuring 27,000 - figures which pale in comparison to the 200,000 deaths caused by the tsunami that hit Aceh in Indonesia in 2004. Natural disasters, almost without exception, are seen as Acts of God. As such, they invariably cast doubt and confusion among Christians about God’s love for his creation, and provide ample ammunition for atheists to attack God. In these circumstances, the ‘standard’ theological reply would seldom be appropriate, something that priests often fail to recognise. Picture parents who have lost a child in an earthquake; they go to a priest for consolation, and in his efforts to comfort them, he responds theologically, along the lines of the explanation given by Bishop Nathanael (of Vienna and Austria), in his sermon on The Meaning of Suffering. He explains: When all around there spreads so boundless an ocean of tears, blood and pain, when
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suffering, both personal and national, physical and moral, are so innumerable, can the Christian find within himself the strength to confess the infinite mercy, goodness and love for mankind of Almighty God? Of course he can! Our God is merciful and the Lover of mankind, always, now and forever. If there were no suffering, man would be easily deceived. [He might accept his outward prosperity and his satisfied, peaceful and carefree existence as if it were that pristine happiness which was meant for the soul to enjoy as a birth-right from the time of its creation]. [From] everyday experience we know how easily man surrenders to the captivity of earthly prosperity. Nothing so enslaves a man as a satisfied, peaceful, outwardly happy life. Enthralled by such a life, the soul becomes totally incapable of hearing the voice of God, it becomes completely attached to deceptive worldly values, and when the hour of death arrives … it is lost, [and] is drawn towards that which it loved during life, but which it can in no wise take with it. [In the next world, the soul will feel] repulsed … by all that is truly great, good and full of joy, which the Lord has prepared for us in the heavenly mansions. [Spiritual joy, and even God himself, are alien to a soul which was attached to the deceptive happiness of this world, and so] such a soul, by its very nature, falls victim to eternal damnation. Thus, in order to save that which is most precious in man, i.e. the soul … suffering has to come into being. It is not without reason that Russian folk wisdom refers to suffering a “the visitation of God.” [Orthodox Life, No. 5, 1981] We should note here that in the bigger picture involving eternity, the bishop’s commentary is theologically correct. Its primary value, however, is academic – it teaches salvation to those who seek guidance in spiritual life, but it offers little comfort to those in distress, and most certainly would not placate antagonistic atheists. How would the grieving mother respond to words such as these? In truth, her heartache and anguish would probably turn to anger. No amount of logic could convince her that a loving God would cause an earthquake, which, by killing her baby, would increase her (the mother’s) love of God, thereby leading to her salvation. What about the baby’s suffering and death; how would such theology comfort the mother? Atheists would interpret this as cold-hearted, perverted philosophy; a form of emotional blackmail which promises a future paradise, with no comfort now, when grief is unbearable. Seldom are emotions and theology compatible outside restricted parish circles. In times of natural disasters, religion, by not speaking the language understood by victims, becomes the big loser, with Christians often siding with atheists, blaming God for the horror. We will frame our discussion in this context, with particular focus on atheists who see natural disasters as a ‘God-sent’ opportunity to attack God (pun intended). During the past decade anti-God sentiment has been on the rise, with renowned scientists using all forms of public media to demonstrate ‘scientifically’ that the need for God as creator of the universe and his involvement in its operation, is diminishing rapidly, to the extent where he is becoming irrelevant; he is essentially redundant – there is very little, if anything, for him to do. The battle between science and theology is now primarily waged in Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz



Page 2 of 15



the physics and cosmology arena; apart from select groups, evolution is petering out and is largely a non-event these days. Whenever the topic of conversation is science and theology, it is generally assumed that the main thrust of the conversation will be evolution versus religion. That, however, is not our concern. We will only point out here that evolutionists apply double ‘moral’ standards when they compare evolution with theology. They argue that, if God exists, then, being all-powerful and omnipotent, he clearly must be responsible for the suffering that occurs in the world; even if he does not directly cause that suffering, he surely can prevent it. Evolution, on the other hand, demands suffering, since struggle for survival is its cornerstone. This means that, from the evolutionary perspective, suffering must be ‘good’ because without suffering there could be no evolution, and without evolution, life as we know it, would not exist. Put simply, suffering caused by evolution is good, but if God causes suffering, that is bad. This is convoluted logic, since, according to Darwin, human beings are also animals, and therefore, by that definition, humans should be subject to the same standards as the rest of the animal kingdom. The bias in the evolutionists’ interpretation of morality becomes more evident when we bring Theistic Evolution into the picture as an alternative to biblical genesis. Theistic evolution works the same way as Darwinian evolution; the mechanism is technically the same. The only difference between them is that Theistic Evolution is God driven while Darwinian evolution is Godless; in both cases suffering is part of the evolutionary process. It would therefore be illogical then to blame God for suffering caused by natural events. Atheistic scientists in general, not just evolutionists, predominantly use a two-pronged strategy to attack God: scientific logic and emotional psychology. ●



There is a multitude of “scientific” theories which claim that the universe can come into existence and function independently, purely through the laws nature, without the need for a creator. Since science can never disprove the existence of God, secular scientists do the next best thing: they attempt to make him irrelevant, with no meaningful role to play, neither in the creation of the universe, nor in the way it operates.



●



A far more effective approach, however, is to push emotion to the maximum; this impacts on everyone – the educated and the illiterate alike. Their all-time favourite is to question how a loving God would permit, or even cause, suffering. And to maximise emotional impact, this question is usually framed around ‘innocent women and children,’ (never mind innocent men or women terrorists). With feigned concern, they ask: How could a loving God allow this? By implication, a loving God, of course, could not; otherwise he would not be a loving God. Clearly a “loving God” and “suffering” is a contradiction in terms, meaning that since suffering exists, a loving God cannot.



This is a classic example of begging the question, where a premise that requires proof is presented as being true. In asserting that God is the source of innocent suffering, atheists treat that assertion as being proven without providing evidence to substantiate their claim. In fact, in order to denigrate God, atheists prefer to ‘go for the jugular,’ and use a technique known as a straw-man argument: you present an assertion as fact, then you demonstrate the absurdity of that fact; QED. Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz
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By way of example, in April 2012 a highly publicised debate was held between evolutionist Richard Dawkins and the Roman Catholic Cardinal George Pell. As would be expected, Dawkins raised this very question about innocent suffering, and Pell’s response was far from satisfactory; he merely sympathised with the plight of the victims. If a Roman Catholic cardinal struggled to give a convincing reply, then little wonder that most of the populace (including Orthodox) would find their own faith challenged when confronted with this dilemma. To better understand this issue, perhaps we should first ask a different question: What kind of God would create a universe with sentient beings? We have three basic options: ● ● ●



A non-loving/angry God An indifferent God A loving God



If God was non-loving or worse, if he was an angry God, this attribute would manifest itself in one of two ways: ●



God would have been angry from the beginning, before he created the spiritual and physical worlds, in which case he would have been angry with himself or some aspect of his own existence, and therefore, since he is eternal, it would mean that he would be in a perpetual state of ‘divine hell,’ forever unhappy. No act of creation would solve that problem and hence there would be no point in him creating anyone or anything.



●



God is peaceful by nature but can display anger when disobeyed. This picture of God emerges from the Old Testament. Critics point out the apparent double standards where, on the one hand, God gives the commandment “thou shall not kill,’ and then not only sanctions killing elsewhere, but in fact demands this, as in the case of killing the Egyptian firstborn, and the near destruction all humanity and land-dwelling animals during the great flood. God’s anger stems from man’s disobedience and rebellion against God. 



If anger, however, played no role in man’s creation, is it feasible then that God’s attitude was instead neutral, with him being indifferent towards us and the universe? This too is illogical: it is akin to God creating the universe for no reason, without purpose, thereby making it a stand-alone system existing independently, having no subsequent input or interaction with God. In that circumstance, sin would have no meaning because sin is, by definition, separation from God. This has serious implications; for example, what would happen to souls when people died? How would salvation occur; in fact what would salvation even mean? In either case, whether God is angry or indifferent, the very notion of an afterlife disintegrates. The same applies to the physical universe (stars, galaxies and space), which, based on current evidence, will continue to decay as space expands exponentially. Eventually, after trillions of years, the universe will become a pitch-black void of nothingness; matter will cease to exist and energy will approach zero temperature over infinite time. What then would be the purpose of such creation? None, and since lack of purpose is also a state of imperfection, it too is incompatible with God, since everything that God does has meaning. Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz
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In nature there is a universal law of cause-and-effect; everything that happens, has a cause, a reason. Consequently if God created a universe which relies on complex laws and extremely fine-tuned constants of nature in order for it to function, then evidently it is not something that was put together haphazardly, meaning that its creator was not indifferent towards his creation. This leaves us with the third option, where the universe was created by a loving God. Why should a loving God, however, create the universe? The short answer is that God was not obliged to create anything; since God is love, the three Persons of the Holy Trinity have a perfect relationship of love – they have no need for external love. But love, by its very nature, wants to share itself with others, so God created angels and humans for them to also experience his love. We now revert to our original question, which creates a dichotomy: God is love, and God either causes or allows unjust suffering. How can Love, love suffering? The short answer is that it can’t and it doesn’t, but this needs further clarification. In the gospel Christ states: “Greater love has no man than this, that a man lay down his life for his friends. ” [John 15:13] This statement, indeed, equates love with suffering; it explains that true love cannot accept the suffering of others, so much so, that a person, who is filled with love, would rather suffer himself, even unto death, rather than allow his friends to suffer. It is for this reason that Christ chose to be crucified for us. Be that as it may, most people struggle to see the connection: how does Christ’s crucifixion benefit us? And it still doesn’t resolve the issue, because the fact remains that truly innocent victims suffer through natural disasters, which are seen as acts of God. Clearly Christ’s crucifixion has not stopped natural disasters; on the contrary, they are increasing both in intensity and in frequency. ‘Acts of God’ is the crux of the matter; what are they? To give a theological answer we need to start from the beginning, with Adam and Eve and their disobedience, and apply this to salvation. What constitutes salvation? Quite simply, salvation means life in Christ - living with God in Paradise/Heaven for all eternity. Our destiny is ultimately in our own hands. God, of course, makes the final decision concerning salvation, but his ability to save us is severely restricted by an unconditional gift that he gave us – freewill. Unconditional means what it says: freewill was given to us with no ‘strings attached;’ we are at liberty to do as we wish and God cannot change that. Despite the fact that God wants everyone to be saved, from Adam and Eve to the last person ever born, most people, sadly, reject him, many doing so venomously. In those circumstances, God cannot force someone to be with him if that person despises him. If God did force ‘salvation’ onto such people, not only would he be violating their freewill, he would impose upon them eternal suffering. If this is hard to fathom, picture living forever in the presence of evil people who you despise, or worse, in the company of demons. That in itself would be torment, even without fire and brimstone. Likewise, people who hate God would find his eternal presence unbearable. God, being love, cannot impose torture on anyone, so he would be compelled to let the soul of an evil person reside where God appears not to be.



Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz



Page 5 of 15



How then can God save sinners? Some argue that God could have made ‘perfect’ people from the outset, people who were not capable of sinning. Ironically, without the ability to sin, perfection is not possible because inability to sin eliminates freewill, and without freewill, love is not possible. Love, on the human scale, equates with personal desire, something that cannot be imposed or manipulated by external means. You can force another person to obey you, but you cannot force somebody to love you. Forced obedience makes salvation meaningless. It is obvious then that God can only save those who want to be saved, which means those who love him and want to be with him. But to love someone, you need to know them intimately. God makes himself known to us to the extent that we allow him to be part of our life. The more we interact with him, the more we learn to love him: love is a time-dependent process. We can rephrase the question: is it possible to love someone whom you have never met and know nothing about; you don’t even know that they exist? Clearly: no. To love someone who does not exist would be ludicrous, yet oddly, atheists do just that on the flip-side; they have no difficulty despising a god who, in their minds, does not exist. So where do we stand now? We have gone down a long convoluted path with no obvious answer in sight. A quick summary before we proceed further: ●



A theological understanding of suffering presupposes that Adam and Eve’s expulsion from Paradise was an actual event caused by their disobedience.



●



Not all forms of suffering can be attributed to God.



●



World-renowned scientists are becoming prolific in their assertions that, according to the laws of nature, the universe is a self-sufficient system which does not require a creator for its existence.



●



From the theological perspective, only a loving God would create a universe, with human beings made in his image



●



Atheists see suffering caused by evolution as necessary, and therefore good, while suffering involving God is evil. They emphatically claim that a loving God could not cause, or allow, innocent suffering, which leads one to conclude that God, therefore, does not exist. 



Everything discussed so far about God causing suffering, including the very question itself, is actually based on a fallacy. It assumes that, given that God exists, natural disasters are caused by him; they are defined as acts of God. But, we will argue that this interpretation is not true: God does not cause natural disasters; nor does he cause suffering. Astronomers estimate that the number of galaxies in the visible universe range from 100 billion to 1 trillion, and, on average there are 100 billion stars in each galaxy. From this observation astronomers see us as an insignificant speck in the cosmos, and most definitely not the centre of the universe. In terms of relative size alone, this is true, but only in the numerical sense, where our solar system is indeed a cosmological pinprick. In terms of our significance, however, our infinitesimal size paints precisely the opposite
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picture once God enters the equation. Mankind is no longer an accidental by-product of the universe; rather, since God created the entire universe for us, its very size and complexity testifies to our significance and God’s grandeur. It also means that, if the universe was created for us, then, by definition, it must always be subservient to us in every way: this includes matter and energy, and above all, the laws of nature themselves. This is the crux of the issue, and it turns out that nature’s subservience can be demonstrated and measured. If that were not possible, claims of subservience would be meaningless. How then can this be measured? Subservience requires obedience, and in the case of the universe, that obedience can only express itself through the laws of nature. What are laws of nature? Consider motion, for example. In order to move a stationary object, a force must be applied to that object, and as long as the force is being applied, that object will keep accelerating. This acceleration can be calculated and measured: it will always comply with Newton’s Second Law of Motion, which is written as: F = ma (where F is the force acting on the object, m is the mass of the object and a is the acceleration of the object). In the Gospel Christ tells us: “If you have faith as a mustard seed, you shall say to the mountain: ‘Move from here to there,’ and it shall move, and nothing shall be impossible to you.” [Matt. 17:20] Think about this. If the mountain moves because it is told to move, what is it that actually moves the mountain? We have seen that, according to the laws of nature, in order to move an object, a force must be applied to that object – it must be pushed or pulled. What is the force that pushes the mountain, and how is that force actually applied? Furthermore, Newton’s Third Law says that for every action, there is an equal and opposite reaction. This means that if there is an actual force moving the mountain, that force will press against the mountain at one end, but that same force must also react with equal strength at the other end, just like there is a reaction between my feet and the ground when I push a car to make it roll forward. What is the mountain-moving force reacting against? Conversely, if there is no ‘conventional’ force pushing the mountain, what then is causing it to move when it is told to do so? By deduction, it can only be the conscious mind; the mountain obeys its master. If this is true, then why do we not see this happening in real life? Surprisingly this, in fact, does occur with notable regularity, thanks to modern-day science. The ‘mountains’ currently moved (often by atheists, of all people) are, however, somewhat smaller than the biblical version; nevertheless, they do demonstrate the principle of mind-over-matter, which is not dependent on the size of the ‘mountain.’ Elsewhere in the Gospel, Christ refers to himself as: “I am the truth! ” If the mountain would not move as stated by Christ, then Christ could not be God (because what he said about the mountain would not be true), and all Christianity would collapse; there is no room to manoeuvre in this instance. We therefore have a very serious issue on our hands. Proof, one way or the other, must be scientific if it is to be convincing. If we can show that a ‘mountain’ can be moved by mind-power alone, Christ will be vindicated, and nature’s subservience to man demonstrated. So where is this evidence? 1. In August 29, 2013, National Geographic published an article titled: “Five incredible –



and real – Mind-Control Applications.” We will quote four examples: a. For the disabled, the ability to move using the power of their minds [is] life
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changing. [In] 2009, Japanese scientists … announced a thought-controlled wheelchair that used an EEG sensor cap to capture brainwaves and turn them into directional commands [to steer and drive the wheelchair]. b. German engineers at the Free University of Berlin have [applied this] concept on the open road with a car that can be partially controlled by the driver’s thoughts. c. Can wishing for something make it so? Well, not quite. But a Chilean company has announced the first object to be created by thought alone – paired with the growing power of the latest 3-D printing machines. d. [Now] musicians might be able to eliminate the need for … sheet music – or even playing an instrument – by simply creating music directly with their thoughts. To make music, such thoughts are associated with notes or sounds to create a language of musical thought that’s produced directly from the brain. With this established, users simply think musical scores and play them via the computer. 2. Discover Magazine [June 4, 2013] reported that researchers from the faculty of Science and Engineering at the University of Minnesota “have learned to use their thoughts to steer a flying robot around a gym, making it turn, rise, dip, and even sail through a ring. ” 3. In August 2013 news media reported that: the first human-to-human, brain-to-brain … interface has been created by researchers at the University of Washington. The system allows one researcher to remotely control the hand of another researcher, across the internet, merely by thinking about moving his hand. See Fig 1. [extremetech.com, A  ug 28, 2013] The researcher who received the signals, Andrea Stocco, explained the sensation: “My arm wanted to move by [itself]. It was actually moving. I saw it, like, lifting up and pressing the button. … The feeling was that I was quite literally lending parts of my brain to somebody else.” [npr.org, A  ug 30, 2013]
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Fig 1 In these examples, the mechanism used to transmit thoughts is of secondary importance; what matters is that scientific experiments confirm that human thought can move sizeable objects, thus demonstrating nature’s subservience to man, at least on this scale. Impressive as these examples are, they pale in significance compared to what occurs at the atomic and subatomic levels – the realm known as quantum mechanics. Through necessity our journey into this world will be superficial, yet, nevertheless, spectacular. Anyone who has studied physics at university-entry level would have come across the double-slit experiment. [The schematic diagrams in this discussion (Figs 2-7) were obtained from Quantum, Jim Al-Khalili, Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 2003] The basic set-up for the double slit experiment is not complex. It consists of: ●



A particle projector, which could be a light source which emits light, either as electromagnetic waves (as shown in Fig 2) or as individual photons, or a gun that shoots particles such as electrons, whole atoms, and even large molecules



●



A target screen which the particles impact



●



A second screen which has two very thin slits, positioned between the gun and the target screen - Fig 2. The gun can shoot the particles in rapid succession, or individually, one at a time.



Fig 2 – Shows light emitted as waves, represented by the circles and arcs



The two slits act as two separate light sources with each slit producing its own waves. As these waves propagate away from the slits, they expand like the waves in a pond when a stone is dropped into the water. In so doing both wave collide with each other causing and interference. This interference can sometimes make the wave increase in size, while at Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz
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other times it makes the waves cancel each other, making that region smooth. When the two combined waves impact the target, the interference pattern always produces a series of alternating light and dark bands. Such bands can only appear if there was interference between two waves. It is important that we understand this; it is not necessary, however, for us to understand how this happens. Now consider a similar setup, but using sand instead of atoms, with the double-slit screen positioned horizontally above the target screen, as in Fig 3. The sand is poured over the screen with the two slits; some of the sand then drops onto the target below, creating two sand piles. Note that if one of the slits is closed, then there will be only one pile of sand directly below the open slit – as would be expected.



Fig 3 We will now rotate the setup through 900 so that the screens are now vertical, and shoot individual atoms (or even large molecules), one at a time, from left to right. The target screen is treated with a coating that that produces a tiny bright spot whenever a single atom hits it. First we will run the experiment with just one slit open. The distribution of spots on the target screen indicates where the atoms have landed. The result is no different to that with sand that passed through only one slit – see Fig 4.
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Fig 4 Next, we open the second slit and repeat the experiment with both slits open. As with the experiment with sand, we would naturally expect to find two parallel bands of bright spots, with the midpoint between them being dark; that being the region where the atoms could not reach. But this is not what happens. Instead we see a whole series of alternating bright and dark bands, something that could only happen if each individual atom passed through both slits at the same time, and then, having passed through both slits, that same single atom collided with itself. We need to be clear about what happened. The atom did not split in half, or make a copy of itself; it is the very same one single atom that went through both slits at the same time. It is even more difficult to imagine getting the same result with a large molecule, which has been done recently, consisting of 114 atoms in size. We are dealing with a solid object, not a wave; yet that object behaves as if were a wave after it emerges from the slits. How could this be? See fig 5



Fig 5 What makes this result particularly spectacular is that there are places on the target screen which previously had bright spots when there was only one slit open, but when the second slit was opened, those bright areas became dark, meaning that with two slits open, no atoms ever arrive there. Why does an extra opening prevent the atom from impacting an area that it does regularly when there is no extra opening? To recap, each atom that is fired from the gun leaves the gun as a tiny solid particle, and it arrives at the target also as a particle. But on its way it encounters the two slits, and changes its behaviour as if it somehow knows whether or not both slits are open. This is not the end of the mystery; it’s only the start. It makes no sense that a solid particle can pass through both slits at the same time, so the obvious thing to do is to install an atom detector (like a camera) behind one of the slits so that it can catch any atom passing through that slit. The detector always registers a complete atom as it passes through, never part of an atom. If an atom hits the target screen but is not detected, we know that it went through the second slit.
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What we find now is that with the detector keeping track of any atom that passes through its slit, the atoms never pass through both slits at the same time; they only go through one slit or the other. The patterns of bright spots on the target screen confirm this. It is as if the atoms do not want to be caught in the act of going both ways at the same time, and only travel through one slit or the other. In other words, if the atoms are being watched, they travel through only one slit, similar to what happens with the sand - see Fig 6. But if they are not watched, each atom will always travel through both slits at the same time - see Fig 7.



Fig 6



Fig 7 If the detector remains in place but is simply switched off, the atoms again pass through both slits, as in Fig 7. These double slit experiments clearly demonstrate that the behaviour of atoms is very much dependent upon our conscious observation. We determine the way atoms behave by looking at them. These are dramatic examples of the laws of Nature being subservient to man. This is so significant, that we will briefly mention one further phenomenon, known as the delayed choice experiment, where the behaviour of particles is determined by future Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz
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observations which are made long after the particle has gone through the slits. In principle, a cosmic version of the delayed choice experiment can involve a powerful quasar in deep space, whose light can take different paths on its way to Earth. The details of how this happens are not relevant here. When out detector interacts with the photons emitted by the quasar, it affects their behaviour even though their journey began billions of years ago, long before Earth even existed. Hence nature and its laws, back in the distant past, have been subservient to mankind billions in their future. Science can describe this, but it can’t explain it. Now, finally, we can address the question about God and human suffering. From the above examples, we have seen that both on the macro scale and at the subatomic level, the laws of nature respond directly to human interaction. Man can make nature behave in a predicted way, either by thought or observation – that is scientific fact. Having established that there is a relationship between man and the laws of nature, we need to define that relationship. We also need to define God, because historically there have been many gods. God is the Christian Holy Trinity which means that Christ is both perfect man (the Son of Man) and also Second Person of The Holy Trinity (the Son of God). Because man was made in God’s image, man, beginning with Adam, must be the pinnacle of God’s creation; the rest of the universe, therefore, must have a lower status than man at all times. For this reason, it is not feasible for an animal, for example, to be superior to man in any way. If this is difficult to comprehend then let’s ask the question: how can anything created by God be greater than Christ, the Son of Man, who, by definition is perfect man? To this day scientists still struggle with the concept of infinity. In Christ, infinity becomes finite! Atheists may not accept the inclusion of Christ in our argument; in that case they can’t accuse God of being the cause of suffering, because in so doing, they will be redefining God – that is not their prerogative. [If they were permitted to redefine God, then by subsequently attacking him, they would be using straw-man logic; consequently their whole argument would collapse.] Our argument, however, remains solid, even if we exclude Christ the Son of Man. A brief summary to date: ●



God created man in his image and likeness



●



God created the universe for man; hence it must be subservient to man – that subservience is measured through the laws of nature



●



The relationship between man and nature (as measured by its laws) is fixed. If man falls away from God, nature follows; if man grow spiritually (aka saints), nature reflects this. If this were not so, then we could have animals ranked higher than man, i.e. God’s image would be lower than that of animals.



The world as a whole has always been on a downward slide from God, and never more-so than in our time; and it will continue to do so. Christ not only spoke of this, but also described the signs that would accompany man’s fall [Mark 13:8, 19] : For nation will arise against nation, and kingdom against kingdom; t here will be Why Does God Allow/Cause Suffering? - Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz
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earthquakes in various places; there will also be famines. These things are merely the beginning of birth pangs. For those days will be a time of tribulation such as has not occurred since the beginning of the creation. From this we see that, in addition to the fixed hierarchical link between man and nature (measured physically), there is also a variable link between man and God (measured spiritually). Professor Osipov, from the Moscow Theological Academy, explains that the laws of nature are like onion rings, where at the innermost level the laws apply to mass and energy. The next layer relates to man, who can manipulate those laws physically. Then we have the moral values which affect man’s behaviour, which in turn impacts on the physical world. The outer layer links man to God spiritually, with its flow-on effect down to the material inert matter. Each outer layer, according to this model, affects the layers below. Physicist Richard Feynman, best known for modelling subatomic particle trajectories in quantum mechanics, also considered laws of nature to be multi-layered: As Richard Feynman once put it, the laws of physics could be like an infinitely layered onion, with new laws becoming operational as we probe new scales. We simply don’t know! [Quoted in “A Universe from Nothing” (P xiii) – Lawrence M. Krauss] OVERALL SUMMARY When God is blamed for causing innocent suffering, particularly through natural disasters, then that accusation presupposes that God exists. Those who question God’s motives in causing or allowing natural disasters and the accompanying suffering need to recognise that the explanation include some theology. Theological arguments, however, must stand up to scrutiny, in particular, atheistic scrutiny. Theology alone will not do this. We have adhered to these requirements, and accordingly note that: ●



Natural disasters do occur according to the laws of nature



●



God did create the laws of nature together with the material universe



●



The universe does not function independently of God, although God does not interfere with its natural operation



●



God, being infinitely perfect and loving, does not cause innocent suffering, meaning that he does not cause natural disasters. This seems like a contradiction in terms; how can this be?



●



Science has demonstrated conclusively that the laws of nature are linked to man; specifically, they are subservient to man.



●



When man was close to God, namely Adam before he sinned, he lived in Paradise where there were no natural disasters and no suffering. Adam and nature were in harmony. But when Adam rebelled, he fell away from God, and nature followed Adam thereafter. The more man rejects God, the more violent will be nature’s
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response. The closer we get to God, the more positive (miraculous) nature will be. CONCLUSION God does not cause natural disasters. He created the universe, together with the laws of nature, for mankind, as a gift, and he linked these laws to man’s spiritual state. Those who emulate God are able to perform tasks which the rest of the world interprets as miracles. Atheistic scientists in particular, claim that, if miracles were true, they would be violations of nature. Deliberately, or otherwise, they fail to see that the laws of nature are flexible (multi-dimensional), as noted by Richard Feynman, and others. The laws that currently govern the universe can, nevertheless, accommodate events that don’t correspond to our everyday experiences. Ironically, all cosmologists and physicists readily accept the fact that the laws of nature can be infinitely more complex than what is described by the standard models of physics.



From this we conclude that:



Natural disasters are caused by man through his rejection of God. Man is therefore responsible for the suffering caused by natural disasters, not God!



Archpriest Nicholas Dalinkiewicz Holy Protection Cathedral – Melbourne 23 December 2013
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