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H
ell, in the traditional Christian sense, is a 
place of eternal torment where unrepentant 

and unredeemed sinners are punished until the end of 
time. Does a Hell of this kind make sense, given that it 
was supposedly created by an infinitely just and loving 
God?

The first thing we have to decide is what kind of crime 
is so severe that justice demands eternal punishment 
in payment. In those versions of Christianity that 
hold with this image of Hell, being born human and 
not accepting Jesus as your savior may be considered 
sufficient to earn you damnation. They might say 
that all the little sins over the course of one’s lifetime, 
particularly when added to the “original sin” of Adam 
and Eve, earn one an eternity of torment.

This essentially makes being tortured forever 
humanity’s default state, something you have to get 
out of instead of something that you are given as 
punishment for a specific act.

Others might say that the sin of rebelling against God 
— either by refusing to recognize him or breaking his 

laws — is such a large sin that eternal punishment is 
completely just. But isn’t the magnitude of a crime 
in part determined by how much damage it does or 
could do? And isn’t it true that a mere human could 
not possibly do any damage to this crime’s victim — 
God? That leaves us with eternal punishment for doing 
something that caused no damage. Not exactly just.

Perhaps sinful humanity is so dirty and repulsive that 
we can’t be allowed into Heaven without first being 
cleaned by Jesus. Okay, maybe that’s the case. But then 
why is the only alternative to Heaven endless torture? 
Why couldn’t God create a place that isn’t Heaven, but 
that the only thing horrible about it is its distance from 
God?* Wouldn’t that be more loving and just?

Some argue that God doesn’t send anyone to Hell. 
Rather, people choose to go to Hell by rejecting God. 
If that’s the case, don’t you think these people would 
change their mind as soon as they experienced Hell? 
Wouldn’t they immediately repent of their sins and 
accept God? If they didn’t, could they in any sense 

* Some religions believe that Hell is just separation from God, without all 
the fire and torture.

be said to be in their right mind, and might not it 
be unjust for God to be punishing crazy people so 
severely?

Some religious people say that it is too late to change 
your mind once you are in Hell. You had your chance 
to repent, but didn’t take it. This makes as much sense 
as a parent whose child wants to eat a cactus forcing the 
child to eat the whole thing after it pricked its tongue 
and found that cactus-eating is a bad idea. And to make 
the analogy more exact, the parent wouldn’t just make 
the child eat the cactus, it would make the child eat 
cactus after cactus for all eternity.

This doesn’t sound like justice.

In fact, nothing about Hell sounds like justice.

Could an infinitely loving, good, and just being really 
have created such a system?
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