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hilosophers and theologians have reflected upon the ‘problem of evil’ 

throughout history. Explanations of the very term and the origins of evil 

and the ways evil is expressed remain contested. This conference invites 

scholars of moral philosophy and theological ethics to address this complex 

theme both as an ethical category and in concrete contexts.  

 

More than seven decades after World War II ended, it is impossible to 

ethically address evil without engaging the shadow of the Shoah, which has 

radically changed the understanding of the scope of intentionally-inflicted 

harm and violence. Today, analyses of evil mostly depart from theological 

explanations and turn to the humanities. Concrete studies include multiple 

examinations of the phenomenology of violence, and the psychology and 

philosophy of trauma and its ethical implications. Furthermore, they include 

the examination of different faces of structural violence, the impact of 

colonialism on racism and the rise of neocolonialism, the re-emergence and 

attractiveness of nationalist and authoritarian views, and modern forms of 

slavery, organized crime and human trafficking.  

 

At our meeting, we want to structural a balance between conceptual 

analyses from within the theological and philosophical traditions on the one 

hand, and historical and/or contemporary presentations, grappling with how 

we can–and indeed must–give an account of evil in today’s world.  

 

As we meet in Greece, it is impossible to engage the theme of evil 

without also grappling with the issues of human migration, economic 

inequality, and evolving interpretations of our European histories. Whether 

and how we bring these histories into conversation with present events may 

well determine our understanding of – and ultimately, our responses to – the 

evil we encounter today.  

P 
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Thursday 24 August 2017  

 

13.00 - 19.00 Registration 

19.00 - 20.00  Dinner 

20.15 - 20.45 Welcome address and thematic introductions 

 Metropolitan Ignatios of Demetrias - Chairman of the Board of 

Directors of Volos Academy 

 Dr. Pantelis Kalaitzidis - Director of Volos Academy 

 Dr. Hille Haker - President of Societas Ethica 
 

20.45 - 22.00 Keynote Session 1 - Conference Hall “Dimitrias”  

Prof. Marcel Hénaff 

University of California San Diego 
“On the Genesis of Evil in the Human Species: 

Homo Sapiens, Homo Loquens, Homo Crudelis” 
 

22.00 Shuttle to the Park hotel 

Social evening 

 

Friday 25 August 2017 

 

7.00 - 08.00 Breakfast at the Hotel 

8.30 Departure of Shuttle Bus 

9.00 - 10.15 Short Paper Session 1-A - Conference Hall “Flamouri”  

Mrs. Alexandra Lebedeva, 

Department of Theology, Uppsala University 

“Truth Commission as Facilitator of Ethical Transition” 
 

Prof. Göran Collste, Centre for Applied Ethics, Linköping 

University 

“Rectification for the Slave Trade” 
 

 Short Paper Session 1-B - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Dr. Hille Haker, Loyola University Chicago 

“Vulnerable Agency and the Problem of Evil” 
 

Dr. Zachary Goldberg, Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München 

“The Many Faces of Evil” 



5 
 

 Short Paper Session 1-C - “Ayia” Room  

Dr. Nenad Polgar, University of Vienna, University of Zagreb 

“Intrinsic Evil Today: Revisiting a(n) (Ir)Relevant Concept?” 
 

Mr. Olli Pitkänen, University of Jyväskylä, Department of 

Philosophy and Social Sciences 

“Is Evil a Purely Moral Concept?” 
 

 Short Paper Sessions 1-D - “Pelion” Room 

Dr. Andrea Günter, 

“Ursprung oder Extrem? Gegenseitigkeit oder wirkliche 

Achtung?” 
 

Dr. Deborah Casewell, Liverpool Hope University 

“The Unreality of Evil: The Theological Return to Nothingness” 

10.15 - 10.30 Break 

10.30 - 11.30 Keynote Session 2 - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Prof. Maureen Junker-Kenny 

Trinity College Dublin 

“Justice and Mercy as Attributes of God in the face of 

human evil: Last Judgement with dual outcome, 

or apokatastasis panton (ultimate reconciliation)?” 
 

11.30 - 11.45 Break 

11.45 - 13.00 Short Paper Session 2-A - “Pelion” Room 

Invited Paper: 

Mr. Entoni Šeperić, Faculty of Philosophy, University of Zagreb  

“Prospects for an Ethic of Principled Moral Outrage” 
 

Ms. Shiva Hemmati, Malaya University 

“The Problem of Evil in Islam” 
 

 Short Paper Session 2-B - Conference Hall “Flamouri” 

Dr. Ville Päivänsalo, University of Helsinki 

“Health Disasters in Syria and beyond: Humanitarian and 

Negotiated Responses on the Outskirts of Evil” 
 

Dr. Jeffrey Bishop, Saint Louis University - Center for Health Care 

Ethics 

“Bureaucratic Proceduralism and the Problem of Evil” 
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 Short Paper Session 2-C - “Almiros” Room 
    

Dr. Segalerba Gianlugi, ACPC - Austrian Center of Philosophy 

with Children and Youth (Graz) 

“The Monster Within Us: Notes on Plato's Moral Psychology” 
 

Mr. Elis Simson, Koc University 

“Cain’s Sober Coldness: Levinas’ Approach to the Problem of Evil” 
 

 Short Paper Session 2-D - “Ayia” Room 
 

Kathryn Bouvet, University of Vienna 

“Starre Identität als Ursprung des Bösen” 
 

Gunther Barth, University of Erlangen-Nürnberg 

“Überwindung des Bösen. Wie der Mensch antwortet, wenn er 

vernimmt, was nicht gut ist” 
 

 

 

Short Paper Session 2-E - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 
 

Dr. Kevin Jung, Wake Forest University (USA) 

“Radical Evil and the Weakness of the Will” 
 

Dr. Martin Stickler, Trinity College Dublin, Irish Research Council 

postdoc 

“Evil as a Distortion of Communication” 

13.00 - 13.45 Lunch 

14.00 - 15.30 Special Panel: The Greek Situation 

Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

 Dr. Michalis Zoumboulakis, Professor and President of the Faculty of 

Economic Studies, University of Thessalia 

“The Greek Financial Crisis: An Economic Point of View” 
 

Dr. Pantelis Kalaitzidis, Director of the Volos Academy for Theological 

Studies 

“The Greek Financial Crisis: A Theological Point of View” 
 

Rev. Meletis Meletiadis, Pastor of the Greek Evangelical Church of Volos. 

Moderator of the Executive Committee of the Evangelical Church of Greece   

 “Refugee Crisis and the Work of the Greek Protestant Church” 
 

Alexandros Katsakioris, Lawyer, NGO Arsis 

“The NGO Arsis and its Educational Work for the 

Unaccompanied Refugee Children” 
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15.30 - 15.45 Coffee Break 

15.45 - 17.00 Short Paper Session 3-A - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Dr. Pavle Mijovic, Catholic Faculty of Theology - University of 

Sarajevo 

“The Refugee Crisis as an Indicator of the Institutional 

Deficiencies of The European Union” 
 

Mrs. Taina Kalliokoski and Mrs. Marianna Saartio-Itkonen, 

(University of Helsinki) 

“Collective evil, evil collective?: Challenged Categories of Evil 

in the Finnish Contemporary Refugee Debate” 
 

 Short Paper Session 3-B - Conference Hall “Flamouri” 

Dr. Silvija Migles, Catholic Faculty of Theology, University of 

Zagreb 

“Social Evil Threatens the Integral Development of the Human 

Person and of Human Society” 
 

Dr. Matthew Bagot, Spring Hill College 

“When Persons Fail to Flourish: Christian Smith and Luigi 

Sturzo on the Personal and Social-Structural Roots of the Evil of 

War” 
 

 Short Paper Session 3-C - “Pelion” Room 

Dr. Huub Flohr, Fontys Hogeschool Theologie en 

Levensbeschouwing 

“Structures of Sin” 
 

Michael R. Fisher Jr., Vanderbilt University 

“Resident Evil: The Structural Violence of Neoliberal Urban 

Redevelopment in the United States” 
 

 Short Paper Session 3-D - “Almiros” Room 

Prof Ronnie Hjorth, Swedish Defence University 

“Political Decay and Political Arcadianism” 
 

Ms. Urška Lampret, University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Theology, 

Ph.D. student 

“The Community Revolution in Slovenia as a Crime Against 

Humanity” 
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17.30 - 18.30 Keynote Session 3 - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Prof. Stelios Virvidakis 

National and Kapodistrian University of Athens 

“Evil as a Problem for Moral Philosophy” 
 

18.30 - 19.30 Dinner 

20.00 - 22.00 General Assembly 

22.00  Departure of Shuttle Bus 

 
 

Saturday 26 August 2017 
 

7.00 - 8.00 Breakfast at the Hotel 

8.30 Departure of Shuttle Bus 
 

9.00 - 10.30 

 

Keynote Session 4 - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Prof. Antje Kapust 

Ruhr-University Bochum / Ruhrakademie 

“Meanings of Evil: the Response of Responsibility” 
 

10.30 - 10.45 Break 

11.00 - 12.15 Short Paper Session 4-A - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Dr. Raphaela Meyer zu Hörste-Bührer,  

Johannes Gutenberg Universität Mainz 

“Die Gewalt der Ethik? Ein theologischer Versuch zur Frage nach der 

Ausübung und Legitimation struktureller Gewalt durch die Ethik” 

 

Prof. Svend Anderson, Aarhus University 

“Demonic Evil in Kierkegaard, Sartre, and Løgstrup”  
 

Short Paper Session 4-B - Conference Hall “Flamouri” 

Prof. Elena Namli, Uppsala University  

“Cosmopolitanism, Sovereignty, and Human Rights: In Defense of 

Critical Universalism” 
 

Ms. Madelene Persson, Uppsala University 

“Exclusive Human Rights? The Insider/outsider Paradox” 
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Short Paper Session 4-C - “Pelion” Room 

Dr. Zorica Maros, Catholic Theological Faculty at Sarajevo  

“The Loss of Moral Control: A Socio-Theological Approach to the 

Evil of Violence” 
 

Dr. Björn Freter  

“An Attempt to Rehabilitate the Normative Category of Evil in 

Political Discourse: On the Phenomenology of Evil and its 

Application to Donald Trump.” 
 

Short Paper Session 4-D - “Ayia” Room 

Ms. Ysabel Johnston, Saint Louis University (SLU)  

“Body Image, Identification and the Embodiments of Evil” 
 

Dr. Ross W. Bellaby, University of Sheffield  

“Hackers for Justice or Vigilantes with No Restraint?” 

12.30 - 13.15  Lunch 

13.30 - 14.30 Keynote Session 5 - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Dr. Mahmoud Masaeli, University of Ottawa 

President of “Alternative Perspectives and Global Concerns” 
“Response of Sufism to the Evil of Terrorism” 

14.30 - 15.15 “The Future of Ethics” Interest Group 

15.30 - 22.00 Excursion to Pelion Mountain and Conference Dinner 

  

Sunday 27 August 2017 
 

7.00 - 7.45 Breakfast at the Hotel 

8.00 - 10.00 Orthodox Mass (Volos) 

10.30 - 11.45 Keynote Session 6 - Conference Hall “Dimitrias” 

Dr. David Gushee 

Society of Christian Ethics 

“What America’s White Evangelicals Just Did: A Christian 

Ethical Analysis of the Evils Involved in the Election of 

Donald Trump” 

Response: David Wellman, DePaul University 

11.45 - 12.00 Farewell Note from the President 

12.00 - 13.00 Lunch and Departure 
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Prof. Marcel Hénaff 
University of California San Diego 
 

“On the Genesis of Evil in the Human Species: 

Homo Sapiens, Homo Loquens, Homo Crudelis” 

 

What has been called the problem of evil has generally come under three 

speculative approaches: religious, metaphysical, and moral. I propose to reformulate 

the question based on contemporary knowledge on the evolution of our species as 

compared to other living species, knowledge developed mostly by paleontology, 

biology, ethology, and cultural anthropology. This approach should make it possible 

to avoid the risk of a substantialist or allegorizing conception (gnostic, for example) 

of the question of evil and to defend the idea that what we call ‘evil’ is primarily a 

form of relationship and a type of action. This claim can be supported by a 

genealogical analysis of violence and cruelty in the human species. This approach, 

however, will run the risk of reductionism if it does not consider the impact of the 

fundamental transformation brought about by the emergence of human language in 

the very formation of Homo sapiens. The emergence of language (syntactic and 

representational) opens up infinite possibilities in the realms of thought, but also 

desire and intervention in the world. When combined with an ability for violence 

inherited through evolution, this privilege provided by speech opens up the abyss of 

what we call radical evil. Homo sapiens, homo loquens, homo crudelis: this is the 

trinomial we must problematize.  

 

Marcel Hénaff, is a philosopher and anthropologist, professor at the University of 

California, San Diego. He has taught at the Universities of Copenhagen, Johns 

Hopkins, Kyoto and at the Collège International de Philosophie in Paris. He studied 

anthropology at the University of Abidjan, Ivory Coast. His publications 

include Claude Lévi-Strauss and the Making of Structural Anthropology (U of 

Minnesota Press, 1998; orig. Belfond, 1991); Public Space and Democracy (coedited 

with Tracy Strong, U of Minnesota Press, 2001; The Price of Truth. Gift, Money, 

Philosophy, Stanford U Press, 2010 [Orig: Le Prix de la vérité. Paris, Seuil, 

2002Grand Prize of Philosophy of French Academy]. The City in the Making, 

Rowman, London, 2015;  Le Don des philosophes.  Repenser la réciprocité, Paris, 

Seuil,  2012; Violence dans la raison? Conflit et cruauté, Paris, L’Herne, 2014.  His 

main field of research is political philosophy and anthropology of political 

institutions, economic relationships, forms of social bond and symbolic practices; 

sources of violence;  religious and cultural formations. 
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Prof. Maureen Junker-Kenny 
Trinity College Dublin 

 

“Justice and Mercy as Attributes of God in the face of 

human evil: Last Judgement with dual outcome, 

or apokatastasis panton (ultimate reconciliation)?” 

 

The experience of evil has given rise to widely divergent intellectual responses 

in the Bible, in philosophy, and in the history of Christian thought.  The 

lecture will explore the relationship between God’s justice and God’s mercy in the 

Bible, and investigate differences in the theological anthropologies and doctrines of 

God of Irenaeus, Augustine, and Friedrich Schleiermacher. The philosophical 

analyses of Kant and of P. Ricoeur on evil and on hope will be used as a resource for 

systematic theology and ethics. 

 

Maureen Junker-Kenny, Dr. theol., F.T.C.D., is Professor in Theology and Head of 

the Department of Religions and Theology, Trinity College, Dublin. Her research 

interests are conditions of faith in modernity, F. Schleiermacher, foundations and 

applications of ethics. Recent publications include Habermas and 

Theology (London/New York: T & T Clark/Continuum, 2011), Ethics for Graduate 

Researchers (Oxford: Elsevier, 2013), co-ed. with C. Russell/L. Hogan, and Religion 

and Public Reason. A Comparison of the Positions of J. Rawls, J. Habermas and P. 

Ricoeur (Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014, paperback 2016, translation into Arabic 

forthcoming). 
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Prof. Stelios Virvidakis 
National and Kapodistrian University of Athens 

 

“Evil as a Problem for Moral Philosophy” 

Moral philosophers are supposed to seek criteria of 

rightness and  wrongness of actions, as well as of  goodness and  badness of 

characters of agents  and of states of affairs aimed at and brought about.  The concept 

of evil usually refers to particular, extreme kinds of badness, the study of which is 

essential for a deeper understanding of the limits and the failures of ethics.  My paper 

will focus on an analysis of aspects of moral evil, involving wickedness, cruelty and 

atrocity, with a view to discussing different explanations of their roots and origins, 

which moral philosophy has to take into account in the pursuit of its practical goals. I 

shall also deal with conceptions of natural and metaphysical evil, which may also be 

regarded as a problem for moral philosophy, insofar as it is concerned with broader 

issues of value and the meaning of life.  

Stelios (Stylianos) Virvidakis studied philosophy at the University of Athens (BA), 

at the University of Paris I / Sorbonne - Panthéon (Maîtrise, D.E.A) and at Princeton 

University (Ph.D.) He was awarded his doctoral degree in 1984 and the topic of his 

dissertation was Transcendental Arguments, Transcendental Idealism and Scepticism. 

He has taught philosophy at the University of Athens since 1994, where he holds a 

position of Professor of Philosophy at the Department of Philosophy and History of 

Science (since January 2005). His current research interests include issues in 

epistemology, metaphilosophy, metaethics, the history of modern philosophy and the 

philosophy of literature.  
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Prof. Antje Kapust 
Ruhr-University Bochum / Ruhrakademie 

 

“Meanings of Evil: the Response of Rensoponsibility” 
 

Bedeutungen eines Bösen und die Verantwortung von Antwort 

 

Moralische Teilnehmer einer moralischen Gemeinschaft haben bei der Analyse 

eines malum morale keine einfache Aufgabe. Haben wir es bzgl. des Status des 

Bösen mit einem Gegenbegriff, einem Selektionsbegriff, einem 

Normalisierungsbegriff, einem Kompromiss- oder einem Kompensationsbegriff zu 

tun? Wirkt das Böse in seinen Modi lateral, vertikal, regressiv, suspensiv, 

multiplikativ oder instrumentell und welche moralphilosophischen Konsequenzen hat 

dies? Mit welchen Sprachspielen ist es verknüpft (Sprechakt, Strechtätigkeit, 

Semantik, kontextuelle Referenz, Narrativik, Symbolik? Wie gestaltet sich der Bezug 

zur Bedeutung, als Exzess des Bösen über eine Bedeutung, als Böses ohne Bedeutung 

oder als Zerbrechen und Zerstörung von Bedeutung? Besonders schwierig ist die 

Beurteilung eines konstituierenden Bösen, z.B. in Fällen von Unschärfe und 

Unbestimmtheit, der Ambivalenz, der Nicht-Relationalität, der Potentialität und 

unabsehbaren Infinition.  

Herkömmliche Theorien setzen einen dreistelligen Begriff der Beurteilung ein: 

Das Böse wird als Erfahrung in die Raster von Regularität (welcher Verstoß liegt 

vor?) und Judikabilität (welche Bemessung soll erfolgen?) eingeordnet. Auf der einen 

Seite wird Böses entweder „rationalisiert“, indem ihm ein Wesen, eine historische 

Sinnbestimmung, ein moralisch verbrämter Nutzeffekt (z.B. durch einen genetischen 

Eingriff schalten wir eine genetisch bedingte Krankheit aus) oder eine 

(heils)geschichtliche Bedeutung zugesprochen wird. Auf der anderen Seite wird 

Böses auf die Ebene eines bloßen Faktums reduziert, das sich evolutionär, 

sozialphilosophisch oder psychologisch auf zufällige, empirische Bedingungen, 

Kausalitäten, Motivationen und Intentionen zurückführen lässt. Diese Analytiken 

werden der erlittenen Singularität eines Bösen nicht gerecht. Daher stellt der Vortrag 

die Frage, wie eine Antwort auf das Böse als responsive Theorie die Defizite 

berücksichtigen könnte.  

 

Moral participants of a moral community have to give accont of various 

difficulties while analysing the many forms of a malum morale. With reference to a 

status of evil do we have to deal with evil as "counter-concept", as "selection-term", 

as concept of normalisation, as notion of comproise or as concept of compensation? 

How do we morally reflect its appearances (evil in its lateral, vertical, regressive, 
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suspensive, multiplicative or instrumental forms)? Which language games are 

providing frames for various forms of evil: speech act, activities of parole, sematics, 

contextual reference, narrative patterns or symbols of evil? How do we take into 

account the various relation of evil to meaning, f.ex.: the excess of evil beyond 

meaning, evil without meaning or evil as destruction and splitting of meaning? 

Furthermore despite our habitual dualistic patterns of thinking particular problems are 

given with forms of constituant evil, of fuzziness and indeterminacy of evil, 

ambiguity and non-relationality, potentiality and incalculable infintiy of evil.  

Traditional theories operate by making use of three-figured terms of analyse 

and moral evaluation. Concerning responsibility the experience of evil and the 

suffering under its impact is bound to levels of regularity, normativity and 

jurisdiction. But this subsumtion of a singular experience under general patterns 

establishes either specific forms of rationalisation of evil by ascribing an essence, a 

(historic) meaning or purpose, a moraly infused effect (f.ex. concerning the 

ambiguity of evil: by genetic operations we are able to cut out genetic deseases) or 

historical or salvatic dimensions. On the other hand evil is reduced to the mere level 

of being an accidental, unfortunate or unjuste fact, which can bis explained by 

empirical conditions, causalities, motivations or intentions. But this forms of 

reflexion do not take into account the specific impact of what it means to face the 

singularity of evil as evil. For this reason the lecture attempts to present a responsive 

theory of evil and indicates some of the necessary concepts in systematic, metaethical 

and normative regards. 

 

Antje Kapust is the Professor of Practical Philosophy at the University of Bochum/ 

Germany; she has served as an associate professor at Vanderbilt University in 

Nashville (USA) (2001), Temple University in Philadelphia, (USA) (2002/2003), 

Heidelberg/ Germany (2008) and Vienna/Austria (2009/2010). She was involved in 

research on human dignity in Hannover University (2005/2006), gender and 

ethnicitity in Paderborn University (2011), phenomenology of religion and life in 

Mainz University/ Germany (2012-2014). Since 2011, she also been a professor of art 

and theory of the image at a private university. Research areas and publications 

include et. al. ethics of war (Book: War and the loss of speech), violence (Book: 

Violence), human rights and human conditions (Handbook on Human Dignity 2013). 

Forthcoming works include "War and Trauma" (book) and "Art, Images and Human 

Rights." 
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Dr. Mahmoud Masaeli  

University of Ottawa 

President of “Alternative Perspectives and Global 

Concerns” 
 

“Response of Islamic Mysticism to the Evil of 

Terrorism” 
 

The recent wave of so-called Islamic terrorism has raised many question as to how to 

defeat this ideologically jihadist evil. The mainstream perspective in western policy 

assumes that Islam is ideologically violent and that it therefore takes security 

measures to defeat this evil. This perspective ignores the potentials that exist within 

Islam against the violent (Salafi/Wahhabi) reading of the faith. This paper aims to 

explore the very potential from Islamic mysticism to counter terrorism. It will be 

argued that from a Sufi perspective, the main message of faith is to attain a mystical 

experience of Oneness that in the end reunites the spirit of the believer with God. The 

spiritual journey towards God starts from the purification of the soul of the lover for 

love of the Beloved.  

 

Since the essence of faith is a mystical experience, everyone must choose her own 

journey towards the Beloved, Who is everywhere, experienced by everyone, and is 

evident at all times. Notably, intoxicated mystics believe that the Beloved loves all 

lovers no matter from what road they approach Him. Jew, Christian, Muslim, Hindu, 

Sufi, or Zen, as Rumi puts it, are all drunk lovers of the Beloved. Their place is the 

placeless, because they all belong to the Beloved. Sufis, then, fabulously recognize 

that the  believer’s own experience of oneness begins with the purgation of the spirit 

(major Jihad within). Whoever denies this mystical experience (the jihadists), and 

embarks on terrorizing  others, according to Qur’an, “are like livestock; rather, they 

are more astray. It is they who are the heedless. They are ignorant”.   

 

This doctrinal difference between Mainstream Muslims and Sufis turns into a 

political discourse with constructive implications on the fight against terrorism. From 

the perspective of terrorist jihadists, non-believers in Islam as well as Sufis are evils 

whose abode is hell, and hell is their destination. The devil must be overthrown 

through Jihad. Sufis go against this view. For them, evil does not exist, because God 

creates only good things. Since “God is beautiful and He loves beauty” He does not 

will evil. What He does is good. The believer loves all beings because there’s none 

good but God. Hence, evil is essentially nonexistence. In other words, evil is created 

in the spirit of the ignorant, who loses the right journey to God. 
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Here is where contemporary, sometimes called universal Sufism, reveals its greatest 

potential against terrorism. Sufism is not an unsocial and isolated path of worshiping. 

Rather, Sufis are the global game changers, the social activists, and the counter-force 

against terrorism. The voice of Sufism must be heard by both westerners and the 

Muslims since Sufism is a way of life devoted to the love of the Beloved. This social 

mission for love deserves the Sufis to rest in the arms of the Beloved God.  

 

Mahmoud Masaeli obtains his Ph.D. in Political Science from Carleton University. 

He has pursued another Ph.D. in Philosophy (ABD), and has also been appointed as a 

Post-Doctoral Fellow in Ethics and International Relations at Saint Paul University in 

Ottawa. Before moving to Canada in 2000, he was serving as a senior research officer 

in international relations at the Institute for Political and International Studies (IPIS) 

in Tehran. He has also taught in Azad University in Tehran- Kareadj. His areas of 

interest and concentration include globalization and global ethics'; ‘ethics of global 

development', ‘dialogical ethics'; ‘theories of global justice', ‘justice as recognition', 

and 'modern political philosophy'. In addition, he holds an especial interest in the 

esoteric dimension of faith traditions, notably Islamic spirituality, since he believes 

that these spiritual approaches can potentially complete and promote dialogical 

perspectives in today's lifeworld. 
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Dr. David Gushee 
Society of Christian Ethics 

 

“What America’s White Evangelicals Just Did: A Christian 

Ethical Analysis of the Evils Involved in the Election of 

Donald Trump” 

  

No single group of American voters supported Donald Trump for president at a 

higher rate than white evangelical Christians, at 81 percent. They did so despite Mr. 

Trump’s manifest violations of Christian personal morality and his barely nominal 

Christianity. Ten reasons are offered as to what attracted so many theologically 

conservative white Protestants to support Trump: his security promises, economic 

promises, nostalgic nationalism, Christian tribalism, Supreme Court promises, 

exaggerated masculinity, authoritarianism, wealth and celebrity, attacks on “political 

correctness,” and thinly veiled racism. The paper concludes by suggesting that the 

continued strong support for the new president from many visible evangelicals is 

contributing to a further diminution of evangelical moral credibility and loss of many 

Christians from evangelicalism, and demands resistant dissent on many fronts.    

 

 

Dr. David Gushee is the Distinguished University Professor of Christian Ethics and 

Director of the Center for Theology and Public Life, Mercer University, Atlanta, 

Georgia, USA. Widely regarded as one of the leading moral voices in American 

Christianity, he is the author or editor of 21 books and hundreds of articles in his 

field, including Righteous Gentiles of the Holocaust, The Sacredness of Human Life, 

and, most recently, Changing Our Mind, Kingdom Ethics (2nd 

edition, 2016), Evangelical Ethics: A Reader, and his latest Letter to My Anxious 

Christian Friends (2016). Dr. Gushee is the recently elected Vice-President of the 

American Academy of Religion (USA) and is the current President of the Society of 

Christian Ethics (USA) 
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