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Abstract

William Rowe, an atheist, proposes an argument from evil
against the existence of God. This argument has a modal
premise, which says that probably God does not exist. Skeptical
theists attempt to argue against it by showing that its modal
premise cannot be justified due to human cognitive limitations.
One strategy is to apply Peter van Inwagen’s modal skepticism:
because of our cognitive limitations, to establish extraordinary
possibilities is beyond our reach. However, none of the extant
arguments for modal skepticism are tenable, which renders
modal skepticism, as well as its application in response to
atheism, unpersuasive. This article defends modal skepticism

and applies it in response to Rowe’s argument from evil.
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