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The justice argument is one of the rational reasons for proving resurrection.
Shiite theologians have presented four expressions of this argument: the
necessity of distinguishing between the guilty and the innocent, the
impossibility of implementing justice in the natural world, the necessity of
keeping promises, and the necessity of paying compensation for
obligations. The present study addresses the issue of what objections these
expressions face and do these objections invalidate the justice argument?
Through the studies conducted, which were organized in a descriptive and
critical manner, seven problems have been introduced: the denial of
rational independence and the argument's polemical nature, the
meaninglessness of injustice for God, the pure mentality of good and evil,
the possibility of eliminating injustice in the natural world, the lack of
necessity for following the rules in the case of real corruptions and
interests, and the inability to prove the Islamic resurrection. The findings of
the study show that none of the objections may oppose the validity of this
argument as a reason for proving life after death and its eternity alongside
other reasons.
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