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1. Abstract of Spiegel, Philosophy of Religion, Session 10, The Doctrine of Hell, Biblicalelearning.org, BeL

Dr. Jim Spiegel's Philosophy of Religion lecture, Session 10, focuses on the doctrine of hell. The lecture begins by presenting David Lewis's philosophical objections to the concept of hell, particularly the problem of divine perpetration of evil due to eternal torment disproportionate to finite sins. Spiegel then outlines three primary Christian views of hell: traditional eternal conscious torment, conditional immortalism (or annihilationism), and universalism, identifying key proponents for each. The session further explores philosophical and theological arguments for and against each view, including discussions on divine justice, human freedom, biblical interpretations, and the ultimate fate of humanity. Objections to each perspective are also examined, such as the problem of unending evil in traditionalism and the interpretation of biblical destruction language in conditionalism. Ultimately, the lecture concludes by emphasizing the reality of hell while acknowledging the complexity and historical disagreement surrounding its nature.
2.  29 - minute Audio Podcast Created on the basis of 
Dr. Spiegel, Philosophy of Religion, Session 10 –  Double click icon to play in Windows media player or go to the Biblicalelearning.org [BeL] Site and click the audio podcast link there (Theology  Apologetics  Philosophy of Religion). 



3. Briefing Document: Spiegel, Philosophy of Religion, 
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Briefing Document: The Doctrine of Hell in Philosophy of Religion
Overview: This briefing document summarizes the main themes and arguments presented by Dr. Jim Spiegel in his lecture on the doctrine of hell within the context of philosophy of religion. The session explores the moral problems associated with the concept of hell, different Christian views on the nature of hell, and the philosophical and theological arguments for and against each view.
Main Themes and Important Ideas/Facts:
1. The Problem of Hell as an Objection to Theism:
· Dr. Spiegel introduces the doctrine of hell as a significant challenge to the rationality of theistic belief, following discussions on theistic arguments and the problem of evil.
· He highlights David Lewis's critique, arguing that the traditional Christian doctrine of hell portrays God as perpetrating infinite evil by eternally and intensely torturing individuals for finite sins.
· Quote: "Lewis claims that, given the orthodox Christian doctrine of hell, God is guilty of perpetrating evil by torturing people in hell forever, as I noted, with utmost intensity, and that even the most evil human commits finite sins. So, the punishment of the damned is infinitely disproportionate to their crimes, he claims. So, he says, what God does is thus infinitely worse than what the worst of tyrants has done."
· Lewis considers this "divinely perpetrated evil" a more severe problem than the standard problem of evil (evil God permits).
· He questions the fairness of God placing individuals in a situation where their choices have eternal consequences.
· Quote: "He compares this to a parent who equips a nursery with sharp objects and explosive devices... But why would God even create people to put them into a situation where they might end up in a situation where they are suffering for all eternity? Lewis sees that as irresponsible."
· Lewis also doubts whether libertarian freedom is a supreme value worth the risk of people going to hell. He suggests God could do more to "lure and urge" people towards salvation while preserving their freedom.
2. Different Interpretations of Hell and Responses to the Problem:
· Hell as a State of Insubordination: Some interpretations suggest hell is a state of being out of sync with or rejecting God, rather than physical torment. Lewis counters that this doesn't align with scriptural portrayals and that the irremediable nature of this state is still problematic.
· Finite Punishment (Conditional Immortalism/Annihilationism): This view posits that hell's punishments are finite, eventually leading to annihilation. Lewis argues that even limited punishment by a compatibilist God is avoidable and that even eventual repentance followed by past torment constitutes extreme evil.
· Universalism: This view asserts that God will ultimately save everyone. Lewis initially criticizes this by asking about the purpose of Christian redemption and the justice of the faithful and wicked having the same eternal destiny.
· Quote: "Moreover, he says that if everyone will be saved, whether believers or not, then what's the use of Christian redemption? And isn't it unjust that both the faithful and the wicked alike will have the same eternal heavenly destiny?"
3. Three Standard Views of Hell in Christianity:
· Traditional View (Eternal Conscious Torment): The damned suffer unending, conscious torment. This has historically been the dominant view.
· Quote: "That is the idea that the damned suffer eternal conscious torment. I'll be using that phrase repeatedly—eternal conscious torment."
· Conditional Immortalism (Annihilationism): Those in hell suffer for a finite period and are then annihilated, ceasing to exist. Dr. Spiegel identifies himself as holding this view.
· Quote: "But at some point, the suffering in hell stops, and the damned are annihilated, obliterated. They return to the nothingness from which they came. That's conditional immortalism."
· Universalism: Everyone will ultimately be saved.
· Quote: "Universalism, which says that in the end, everyone will be saved."
4. Defense of the Traditional View (Eleanor Stump's Thomistic Perspective):
· Stump attempts to reconcile eternal conscious torment with God's love by drawing on Aquinas's understanding of love as willing someone's good, which for humans is fulfilling their capacity for reason and virtue.
· Heaven is defined as a spiritual state of union with God, willingly aligning with God's will. Hell is the free rejection of this union, seen as the ultimate irrationality.
· Repeatedly choosing against one's nature leads to "stable dispositions" (vices) that are incompatible with union with God. God treats the damned according to this "second nature" they have chosen.
· Quote: "She says that, quote, as a result of recurrently willing to act in a way contrary to their nature, the damned, while alive, acquire staple dispositions, end quote, to irrational action."
· Annihilation is deemed not an option as it would be "to eradicate being, which is always an evil," unless there's an "overriding good." Isolating the damned in hell is seen as preventing further evil and disintegration, paradoxically presented as an act of God's love.
5. Arguments for Conditional Immortalism (Dr. Spiegel's Perspective):
· Human beings are not inherently immortal; immortality is a gift from God granted through salvation.
· Biblical Language of Destruction: Numerous passages describe the wicked as being destroyed or perishing, which seems inconsistent with eternal life in torment.
· Opposing Concepts of Damnation and Eternal Life: Scripture contrasts eternal life for the saved with the damnation of the wicked. If the damned exist eternally in hell, they also possess a form of eternal life.
· Reconciliation of All Things: The biblical theme of God reconciling all things (Colossians 1) is challenged if some remain eternally unreconciled in hell (though conditionalism argues annihilation resolves this).
· Matthew 10:28: Jesus's statement that God can destroy both body and soul in hell suggests the possibility of soul annihilation.
· Second Death: The concept in Revelation 20 and 21 is interpreted by conditionalists as the death of the soul in hell.
· Justice: Eternal conscious torment constitutes an infinite penalty for finite sins, deemed profoundly unjust.
6. Counters to Conditional Immortalism (Traditionalist Arguments):
· Status Principle: The infinite moral and metaphysical status of God, who is offended by sin, warrants infinite punishment. Conditionalists respond that eternal conscious torment never achieves truly infinite punishment as the suffering of the damned remains finite at any point.
· Continuing Sin in Hell: The damned perpetually sin in hell, justifying ongoing punishment. Conditionalists argue that this implies everlasting moral evil and that, given libertarian freedom, some might cease sinning, warranting release.
7. The Universalist View (Thomas Talbot's Arguments):
· Talbot argues that everlasting punishment creates contradictions with other Christian doctrines when defending "biblical theism" (his term for a universalist-leaning theology).
· Critique of Conservative Theism: If God loves everyone but irrevocably rejects some to eternal torment, he is not acting in their long-term best interest. Endless torment is incompatible with love. Agape love is changeless, so God cannot stop loving someone.
· Critique of Hard-hearted Theism: Rejecting that God loves everyone conflicts with the essential property of God as loving kindness. God's love for one person necessitates loving all those that person loves. It also contradicts the command to love even enemies.
· Critique of Moderately Conservative Theism: Even if God does his best to save everyone, the idea that some freely reject him eternally is questioned. Would everyone in hell, even with libertarian freedom, perpetually reject God? The torment of the damned would also undermine the happiness of those in heaven.
· Talbot suggests the only resolutions to these problems are annihilationism or universal redemption, favoring the latter based on Paul's promise of God reconciling all things in Christ.
8. Biblical Support and Challenges for Universalism:
· Universalists cite passages like 1 Corinthians 15:22 ("as in Adam all die, so also in Christ shall all be made alive"), Colossians 1:20 (God reconciling "all things"), and Romans 5:18-19 (parallel between condemnation of all and justification of all).
· Keith DeRose argues that eternal suffering or annihilation means individuals are not reconciled to God.
· Romans 11:32 ("God has imprisoned all in disobedience so that he may be merciful to all") is cited, though critics distinguish between "all without distinction" and "all without exception."
· Philippians 2:11 (every tongue confessing Jesus is Lord) is used to argue for eventual universal salvation, though the counter-argument is that confession after death is too late (Hebrews 9:27, Parable of Lazarus). DeRose questions why confession in this life should be seen as more meritorious.
· A significant challenge for universalism is the abundance of biblical passages emphasizing the destruction of the wicked compared to fewer clear passages supporting universal redemption.
Conclusion:
Dr. Spiegel concludes that the doctrine of hell is a complex debate with significant disagreements even in the early church. While acknowledging the arguments for universalism, he suggests that the biblical emphasis on the destruction of the wicked indicates that not everyone will ultimately be saved. Regardless of one's view, the reality of hell as a "horrible fate" should be taken seriously, urging listeners to turn to God in Christ and live faithfully. He advises against being overly dogmatic on any particular view of hell given the historical and ongoing theological disagreements.
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The Doctrine of Hell: A Study Guide
Key Concepts and Topics:
· The Problem of Hell: Understanding why the doctrine of hell is considered a problem within theistic religions, particularly concerning the justice and nature of God.
· David Lewis's Critique: Analyzing Lewis's argument that the traditional doctrine of hell implies God perpetrates infinite evil disproportionate to finite human sins.
· Responses to Lewis's Critique: Examining various theological and philosophical attempts to address Lewis's objections, including appeals to libertarian free will, alternative interpretations of hell, the finite punishment view, and universalism.
· Libertarian Free Will: Understanding how the concept of libertarian freedom is used to argue that individuals choose hell, thus absolving God of direct responsibility.
· Alternative Interpretations of Hell: Exploring views that define hell as a state of insubordination or separation from God rather than eternal conscious torment.
· Finite Punishment View (Conditional Immortality/Annihilationism): Defining this view, which posits that hell's punishments are finite, eventually leading to annihilation or obliteration of the unsaved.
· Universalism: Defining this view, which asserts that all individuals will ultimately be saved and reconciled with God.
· Traditional View (Eternal Conscious Torment): Defining this view, which holds that the damned suffer unending physical and spiritual torment in hell.
· Eleanor Stump's Defense of the Traditional View: Analyzing Stump's Thomistic argument that hell is a consequence of freely chosen irrationality and that annihilation would be an evil.
· Arguments for Conditional Immortality: Examining biblical and philosophical arguments supporting the view of finite punishment and eventual annihilation, including scriptural language of destruction, the concept of the second death, and the problem of infinite punishment for finite sins.
· Objections to Conditional Immortality: Understanding traditionalist counterarguments, such as the "status principle" (sins against an infinite God warrant infinite punishment) and the "continuing sin thesis" (the damned perpetually sin in hell, justifying ongoing punishment).
· Thomas Talbot's Defense of Universalism: Analyzing Talbot's arguments against eternal punishment based on the nature of God's love and the implications for conservative and hard-hearted theism.
· Moderately Conservative Theism and Talbot's Critique: Understanding the view that some freely reject God despite divine efforts and Talbot's challenges to this view regarding libertarian freedom and the happiness of those in heaven.
· Biblical Passages and Universalism: Examining specific biblical verses often cited in support of universal reconciliation and the counterarguments from traditionalist and conditionalist perspectives.
· The Problem of Heavenly Grief: Understanding the issue of how the happiness of those in heaven could be sustained if loved ones are suffering in hell.
Quiz:
1. According to David Lewis, what is the fundamental problem with the orthodox Christian doctrine of hell?
2. Explain the libertarian free will defense against the problem of hell. What is Lewis's primary counterargument to this defense?
3. Describe the core tenets of conditional immortalism (annihilationism). What is the fate of the unsaved according to this view?
4. What is the central idea of the traditional view of hell, and which prominent theologian significantly contributed to its dominance in Christian thought?
5. Summarize Eleanor Stump's Thomistic defense of the traditional view of hell, focusing on her understanding of love and the nature of the damned.
6. Provide one biblical argument and one philosophical argument in favor of conditional immortalism.
7. What is the "status principle" objection to conditional immortalism? How do conditionalists typically respond to this objection?
8. Explain Thomas Talbot's argument against everlasting torment based on the nature of God's love as understood in "conservative theism."
9. According to Talbot, what is the "moderately conservative" view of hell, and what is one of his main criticisms of this position?
10. Identify one biblical passage commonly cited by universalists and briefly explain how they interpret it to support their view.
Answer Key:
1. Lewis argues that the orthodox Christian doctrine of hell portrays God as perpetrating infinite evil by eternally torturing individuals for finite sins. He contends that this makes God's actions infinitely worse than the worst human tyrants.
2. The libertarian free will defense claims that hell is ultimately a choice individuals make, not something God imposes unjustly. Lewis counters that it is still horribly unjust for God to create a situation where a choice has eternal and potentially torturous consequences.
3. Conditional immortalism asserts that human beings are not inherently immortal but are granted immortality by God through salvation. According to this view, those who are not saved will suffer in hell for a finite time before being annihilated or obliterated.
4. The traditional view of hell is that the damned suffer eternal conscious torment, both physical and spiritual, as punishment for their sins. St. Augustine's affirmation of this view significantly contributed to its dominance.
5. Stump, following Aquinas, argues that to love someone is to will their good, which is the fulfillment of their nature as rational beings in union with God. She contends that the damned freely choose irrationality and develop a "second nature" incompatible with God, and hell is God treating them according to this chosen nature; annihilation is not an option as it would eradicate being, an evil in itself.
6. A biblical argument for conditional immortality is the numerous scriptural references to the "destruction" or "perishing" of the wicked (e.g., Matthew 10:28). A philosophical argument is the injustice of infinite punishment for finite sins committed during a finite lifespan.
7. The "status principle" argues that because sin is an offense against an infinitely holy God, it warrants infinite punishment. Conditionalists often respond by arguing that eternal conscious torment does not actually achieve infinite punishment since the suffering of the damned remains finite at any given point in time, leaving some infinite debt unpaid.
8. Talbot argues that if God truly loves every created person, as conservative theism posits, then He must be devoted to their long-term best interest. Subjecting some of these loved individuals to everlasting torment or refusing to reconcile them is contrary to acting in their best interest and is thus incompatible with divine love.
9. Moderately conservative theism suggests that while God loves everyone and desires their salvation, some individuals will ultimately and freely reject God, leading to their eternal separation. Talbot questions why anyone with libertarian freedom in hell would perpetually reject God and how this could be guaranteed for all eternity.
10. 1 Corinthians 15:22, "For as in Adam all die, so also in Christ shall all be made alive," is often cited by universalists. They interpret the parallel structure of "all" in both clauses to suggest that just as all humanity fell in Adam, so too will all humanity be made alive in Christ, implying universal salvation.


Essay Format Questions:
1. Analyze David Lewis's critique of the traditional doctrine of hell. How does he argue that this doctrine presents a significant problem for theistic belief, and what are the key elements of his argument?
2. Compare and contrast the traditional view of hell (eternal conscious torment) with conditional immortalism (annihilationism). What are the primary theological and philosophical arguments for and against each of these perspectives?
3. Evaluate Thomas Talbot's arguments for universalism based on the nature of God's love. How does he critique alternative views of hell, and how persuasive are his arguments for the ultimate salvation of all?
4. Explore the role of the concept of free will in discussions about the doctrine of hell. How do different views of free will (e.g., libertarianism, compatibilism) influence the various perspectives on who is responsible for ending up in hell and the justice of its nature?
5. Discuss the potential implications of different doctrines of hell on other aspects of Christian theology, such as the nature of God, the problem of evil, the meaning of salvation, and the ultimate triumph over sin and suffering.


Glossary of Key Terms:
· Eternal Conscious Torment: The traditional view of hell, which posits that the damned suffer unending physical and spiritual pain and torment in full awareness.
· Conditional Immortalism (Annihilationism): The view that humans are not inherently immortal and that those not saved by God will suffer in hell for a finite period before being destroyed or annihilated.
· Universalism: The theological doctrine that all people will eventually be saved and reconciled to God.
· Libertarian Free Will: The belief that human choices are not causally determined by prior events, allowing for genuinely free and uncoerced decision-making.
· Compatibilism: The view that free will and determinism are compatible ideas, and it is possible to believe in both without logical contradiction.
· Problem of Evil: The philosophical challenge to the existence of an all-powerful, all-knowing, and all-good God, given the existence of evil and suffering in the world.
· Theodicy: An attempt to justify the ways of God to humans, specifically in response to the problem of evil.
· Metaphysics: The branch of philosophy that deals with the fundamental nature of reality and being.
· Thomistic View: A philosophical and theological system based on the thought of Thomas Aquinas, emphasizing reason and natural law.
· Agape Love: A selfless, unconditional, and sacrificial love, often associated with divine love in Christian theology.
· Patristics: The study of the early Christian theologians and their writings, generally considered to be those of the first few centuries of the church.
· Second Death: A concept, particularly in the Book of Revelation, often interpreted by conditionalists as the final and complete destruction of the unsaved soul in hell.
· Reconciliation: The restoration of friendly relations between God and humanity, typically through the atoning work of Jesus Christ.
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Here is an 8-question FAQ addressing the main themes and ideas from the provided source:
Frequently Asked Questions: The Doctrine of Hell
1. What is the fundamental problem many philosophers and theologians raise concerning the traditional Christian doctrine of hell? The core issue often raised, as highlighted by philosopher David Lewis, is the apparent moral repugnance of a God who would inflict eternal conscious torment on individuals for finite sins. Critics argue that such a punishment is infinitely disproportionate to any human wrongdoing, making God seem far more culpable of evil than even the worst human tyrants. This raises a significant challenge to the traditional understanding of God's justice and love.
2. What are the three main theological views within Christianity regarding the doctrine of hell? The three primary perspectives discussed are:
· Traditional View (Eternal Conscious Torment): This view posits that the damned suffer unending physical and/or spiritual anguish in hell as a consequence of their unrepented sins. This has been the dominant view for much of Christian history.
· Conditional Immortalism (Annihilationism): This perspective argues that human beings do not inherently possess immortality. Eternal life is a gift granted by God to the saved. Those who are not saved will experience a finite period of suffering in hell before being ultimately destroyed or annihilated, returning to non-existence.
· Universalism: This view asserts that eventually, all human beings will be saved and reconciled to God. While acknowledging the reality of divine judgment and potential punishment after death, universalists believe that no one will ultimately remain in hell for eternity.
3. How does the traditional view attempt to reconcile the idea of eternal torment with a loving God? Eleanor Stump, drawing on Thomistic thought, suggests that to love someone is to will their good, which for humans involves fulfilling their capacity for reason and virtue. She argues that those in hell have freely and persistently chosen a life contrary to their nature, developing a "second nature" of irrationality and vice that is incompatible with union with God (heaven). God, in treating them according to this chosen nature and isolating them, ironically prevents further evil and the complete disintegration of their being, which is seen as a form of love within this framework. Annihilation is rejected as it would be the eradication of being, considered an evil in itself.
4. What are some key biblical and philosophical arguments put forth in support of conditional immortalism? Proponents of conditional immortalism point to:
· Biblical Language of Destruction: Numerous scriptural passages describe the fate of the wicked using terms like "destroy," "perish," and "consume," which seem to imply obliteration rather than eternal suffering.
· Opposing Concepts of Damnation and Eternal Life: The Bible often contrasts eternal life for the saved with the damnation of the wicked. If the damned also experience eternal existence in hell, this distinction becomes blurred.
· Reconciliation of All Things: The biblical theme of God reconciling all things to himself suggests that ultimately, nothing will remain in permanent opposition to God. Annihilation removes the unreconciled.
· Matthew 10:28: Jesus' statement about God being able to destroy both body and soul in hell is interpreted as indicating the soul's mortality in the unsaved.
· Argument from Justice: Eternal conscious torment is seen as an infinitely disproportionate punishment for finite sins, rendering it profoundly unjust.
5. What are the main objections raised against conditional immortalism, particularly from the traditionalist perspective? Traditionalists often object to conditional immortalism by appealing to the "status principle," which suggests that the infinite holiness and status of God necessitate an infinite punishment for sins committed against Him. They argue that annihilation fails to account for the gravity of such offenses. Conditionalists counter that even eternal conscious torment, as a continuous but finite experience at any given point, never truly achieves infinite punishment for infinite offense.


6. What are the central tenets of universalism and some of the biblical passages cited in its support? Universalism holds that God's love and redemptive plan will ultimately encompass all of humanity. Key biblical passages often cited include:
· 1 Corinthians 15:22: "For as in Adam all die, so also in Christ shall all be made alive."
· Colossians 1:20: Through Christ, God will "reconcile to himself all things, whether on earth or in heaven."
· Romans 5:18: Just as one man's trespass led to condemnation for all, one man's act of righteousness leads to acquittal and life for all.
· Romans 11:32: "For God has imprisoned all in disobedience so that he may be merciful to all."
· Philippians 2:10-11: Every knee will bow and every tongue confess that Jesus Christ is Lord.
7. What are some of the challenges or counterarguments raised against the universalist view? A significant challenge for universalism is the abundance of biblical passages that seem to describe the eternal destruction or punishment of the wicked. Critics argue that these passages cannot be easily reconciled with the idea of universal salvation. Additionally, some raise concerns about the implications for justice and the seriousness of rejecting God if everyone is ultimately saved regardless of their earthly choices. The common traditionalist view is that the opportunity for salvation is primarily in this life, and judgment follows death.
8. What is one of the key practical implications discussed regarding the doctrine of hell, regardless of the specific view held? Despite the differing interpretations of hell, there is a shared understanding among the discussed viewpoints that hell represents a real and undesirable fate. This shared conviction underscores the importance of taking the possibility of hell seriously and striving to live a life that aligns with God's will to avoid such an outcome. The discussion emphasizes the need for reflection and a commitment to faith.
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