®.STUDY GUIDE

GOD AND SUFFERING

KEY TERMS: ¢&ood innocent suffering
unjust free will nature
NOTE-TAKING COLUMN: Complete this section during the CUE COLUMN: Complete this section after
video. Include definitions and key terms. the video.

Many people claim that innocent people suffering unjustly is | Why does the argument, that the
proof of what, in terms of God? existence of unjust suffering proves that
God does not exist, not hold up?

What is an absolute standard of good dependent upon?

How does God’s existence relate to
judging good versus evil, and thus what is
just and unjust?

In regards to suffering, why do believers of God have an
easier time than atheists?
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DISCUSSION & REVIEW QUESTIONS:

e Professor Kreeft informs us that, “Many people have claimed that such suffering [of
innocents] is a proof that God does not exist.” Why do you think that so many people arrive
at this conclusion? Why do you think that so many people do not think that argument
through enough?

* Professor Kreeft addresses the argument by stating, “Free will explains how God could be
good and allow moral evil. Because God has given people free will, they are free to behave
against God’s will. The fact that they do evil does not prove that God is not good.” Do you
agree with this assertion? Why or why not? Why do you think that some people see it as God
allowing evil to happen rather than as free-willed people, who have the choice to love each
other or kill each other, allowing evil to happen- in other words why do some people place
culpability for evil-doing on God rather than on man?

e Later in the video, Professor Kreeft explains that, “Every judgment presupposes a
standard,” and, “...if there were no God, there would be no absolute standard of good.”
What exactly does this mean? Do you think that an objective standard for what constitutes
good versus bad behavior can exist as a secular creation, perhaps by consensus? Why or
why not?

* Professor Kreeft follows up that point by stating, “Unjust suffering is a problem only
because we have a sense of what is just and unjust. But where does this sense come from?
Certainly, not from Nature. There’s nothing just about nature. Nature is only about survival.”
Where do you think that our sense of just and unjust comes from? Do you think that our
sense of justice can be learned or acquired from a secular source? Why or why not? Do you
think our sense of justice could be at least partially an expression of our biology, physiology,
and other parts of nature? Why or why not?

e At the end of the video, Professor Kreeft asks, “If nature is all there is, how can a sensitive
person remain sane in a world in which tsunamis wipe out whole towns, evil men torture
and murder innocent victims, and disease attacks people indiscriminately?” How would you
answer his question? Why is innocent and unjust suffering so damaging to our sensibilities?
Why do you think that some people exercise their free will in ways that perpetrate evil? Do
you think that evil is a concept subject to relativism and ethnocentrism? Why or why not?
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EXTEND THE LEARNING:
CASE STUDY: Jihadi John

INSTRUCTIONS: Read the article “U.S. strike believed to have killed ‘Jihadi John,’ Islamic
State executioner,” then answer the questions that follow.

¢ Who was ‘Jihadi John,” and what did he do that was so bad?

e Do you consider Jihadi John to have been evil? Why or why not? Do you think that
he had free will to commit his evil acts, or should the blame for his brutality lie
elsewhere?

* Why do you think that the suffering caused by Jihadi John caused such outrage
internationally? Do you think that God ‘allowed’ this suffering because he gave
Jihadi John and the rest of us free will? Why or why not?



®.QuIZ

GOD AND SUFFERING

1. Many people doubt that God is all good and all powerful (or that He exists at all) due to:

a. Personal experience.

b. Unnecessary suffering.

c. How they were raised.

d. Their lack of experience in spiritual matters.

2. People who believe in God have an incomparably easier time than the atheist with the
problem of natural suffering.

a. False
b. True

3. The two causes of suffering are:

a. Moral evils and nature.
b. Moral evils and weather.
c. Nature and war.

d. War and weather.

4. Our judgments of good and evil, natural as well as human, presuppose

a. God as the standard

b. Human knowledge as the standard
c. The Bible as the standard

d. Our government leaders’ standards

5. For an atheist, suffering:

a. Is never set right.

b. Allows the bad to win and the good to suffer.
c. Has no ultimate justice.

d. All of the above.
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®.QUIZ - ANSWER KEY

GOD AND SUFFERING

1. Many people doubt that God is all good and all powerful (or that He exists at all) due to:

a. Personal experience.

b. Unnecessary suffering.

c. How they were raised.

d. Their lack of experience in spiritual matters.

2. People who believe in God have an incomparably easier time than the atheist with the
problem of natural suffering.

a. False
b. True

3. The two causes of suffering are:

a. Moral evils and nature.
b. Moral evils and weather.
c. Nature and war.

d. War and weather.

4. Ourjudgments of good and evil, natural as well as human, presuppose

a. God as the standard

b. Human knowledge as the standard
c. The Bible as the standard

d. Our government leaders’ standards

5. For an atheist, suffering:

a. Is never set right.

b. Allows the bad to win and the good to suffer.
c. Has no ultimate justice.

d. All of the above.
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https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/us-drone-strike-targeted-
jihadi-john-the-briton-linked-to-hostage-beheadings/2015/11/13/8d58595¢-89df-11e5-
be39-0034bb576eee_story.html

U.S. strike believed to have killed ¢Jihadi
John,’ Islamic State executioner

Army Col. Warren: We are 'reasonably certain' that strike killed 'Jihadi
John'

By Missy Ryan, Griff Witte and Adam Goldman November 13,2015

The drone strike that U.S. officials believe killed “Jihadi John,” the Islamic State
executioner whose beheading of Western hostages came to symbolize the militants’
brutality, appeared this week as a rare success in the struggling U.S. campaign against the

group.

More than a military feat, the death of the Islamic State’s most well-known spokesman, if
confirmed, would be a step forward in the U.S. effort to counter the group’s sophisticated
social-media operations and to up the ante in a two-way propaganda war.

Speaking the day after the strike in Raqqa, the Islamic State’s de facto capital in Syria,
U.S. military officials said they were “reasonably certain” that the two Hellfire missiles
fired from an American MQ-9 Reaper drone late Thursday killed the British militant,
whose real name is Mohammed Emwazi, and a second individual.

Army Col. Steven Warren, a U.S. military spokesman, did not give details about why
military officials were confident that Emwazi, 27, was dead, but he said the drone strike
was carried out as planned.

Warren said officials were now working to definitively establish that Emwazi was killed.
His death would be a blow to the Islamic State’s public image, Warren said, even if
Emwazi was not a top operational commander. “This guy was a human animal,” he said.

How The Post identified 'Jihadi John'

In London, British Prime Minister David Cameron lauded the operation, which he
described as a “combined effort” between U.S. and British forces. “If this strike was
successful, and we still await confirmation of that, it will be a strike at the heart of ISIL,”
he said, using an acronym for the Islamic State.



A senior U.S. defense official, who like others spoke on the condition of anonymity to
discuss intelligence matters, said three drones took part in the operation, one of them
British. An American plane conducted the strike.

In a statement at 10 Downing Street, Cameron described Emwazi as a “barbaric
murderer” who was the Islamic State’s “lead executioner.”

“This was an act of self-defense. It was the right thing to do,” he said.

U.S. officials said the car believed to have been carrying Emwazi and another person
pulled up at a two- or three-story building, a business, around 11 p.m. local time
Thursday. Emwazi went inside the building for a short time, came out and got back in the
car. At that moment, the American missiles destroyed the vehicle.

The Syrian activist group Raqqga Is Being Slaughtered Silently, which monitors events in
the city, reported that a drone strike targeted a car near the Islamic court in downtown
Raqgqa shortly before midnight. It was among a dozen blasts heard during an intense wave
of airstrikes, the group said on its Twitter feed.

Emwazi appeared in a video in August 2014 as the unknown masked man with an
English accent who beheaded American journalist James Foley.

Emwazi subsequently beheaded Steven Sotloff, another American journalist, and
appeared in a video in which American aid worker Abdul-Rahman Kassig was
decapitated. He also killed David Haines and Alan Henning, both British aid workers,
and Japanese journalist Kenji Goto.

“It is a very small solace to learn that Jihadi John may have been killed by the U.S.
government,” Foley’s parents, John and Diane Foley, said in a statement. “His death does
not bring Jim back. If only so much effort had been given to finding and rescuing Jim and
the other hostages who were subsequently murdered by ISIS, they might be alive today.”

Art and Shirley Sotloff, the parents of Steven Sotloff, said Emwazi’s death would change
nothing for them. “It’s too little too late. Our son is never coming back,” they said. “More
importantly, today, we remember Steven’s remarkable life, his contributions and [others
who have] suffered at the hands of ISIS.”

The Obama administration attempted to rescue the Americans during the summer of
2014, when Delta Force commandos stormed a prison where they were thought to be
held. Officials later concluded that the prisoners had been moved days before the raid.

U.S. officials have said that confirmation of Emwazi’s death will probably require
information gleaned from intercepted militant communications. They say it is probably
impossible to obtain a DNA sample, making it more difficult to establish his death
conclusively.



“We could potentially never know” with certainty, another defense official said.

Emwazi is the best-known militant the United States has killed in more than a year of
airstrikes against the group in Iraq and Syria.

Emwazi was born in Kuwait but grew up in London. He studied computer programming
before gradually becoming radicalized. In 2010, British authorities detained Emwazi and
barred him from leaving the country. He is believed to have traveled to Syria around
2012 and later joined the Islamic State.

Emwazi was one of a group of English-speaking militants that former hostages dubbed
“the Beatles.” Those former prisoners described Emwazi as a frequently brutal captor
who took part in waterboardings and beatings. It’s not clear if one of the so-called Beatles
was the other passenger in the destroyed car.

While the stature of Emwazi and his fellow English-speaking militants was enhanced by
the propaganda effect of the execution videos, which drew intense international attention,
his operational influence was limited.

Peter Neumann, director of King’s College’s International Center for the Study of
Radicalization, said Emwazi was a “low-ranking officer.” Symbolically, Neumann said,
his death would show that the Islamic State is reeling, which could undercut recruitment.

“It feeds into the narrative of ISIS, in its core territory, losing,” he said.

While the Obama administration has said it has contained the expansion of the Islamic
State in Iraq and Syria, local forces have been unable to dislodge militants from
important cities. At the same time, Islamic State affiliates have spread across the region.

Faysal Itani, a Middle East expert at the Atlantic Council, a Washington think tank,
cautioned that the Islamic State still counts on substantial support in the region.

“Killing a high-profile propagandist is in itself a significant propaganda win,” Itani said.
“But this organization is extremely adaptable and, so long as it has access to an aggrieved
Sunni population, will always reemerge in one way or another.”

Witte reported from London. Julie Tate and Thomas Gibbons-Neff in Washington, Karla Adam in London,
and Liz Sly in Beirut contributed to this report.



