Does the existence of evil provide compelling evidence to support the claim that God does not exist?

Introduction
In this essay I shall argue that the existence of evil does not provide compelling evidence to support the claim that God does not exist. To prove this, I shall demonstrate that the logical problem of evil leaves no room for God. 

The Logical Problem of Evil
“The logical problem of evil claims that God's omnipotence, omniscience, and supreme goodness would completely rule out the possibility of evil and that the existence of evil would do the same for the existence of a supreme being.”[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  Michael Tooley, "The Problem of Evil", The Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy (Fall 2021 Edition), Edward N. Zalta (ed.), URL = https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2021/entries/evil/ [accessed 8/10/21]] 

The assumption being made by the logical problem of evil is that God cannot be perfect and still exist or that evil cannot exist. However, I shall argue that application of perfection is not equal to the quality of perfection in oneself. I shall also argue that that the imperfection of creation is a far better alternative to living in a logically perfect world.
“If a painter, then, paints a picture of an ideally beautiful man, complete to the last detail, is he any worse the painter because he cannot show that such a man could really exist?” [footnoteRef:2]                                             Plato looking at the Ideal and the Actual in part seven, book five of ‘The Republic’. [2:  Plato, The Republic, Book V, Part VII] 

This means that even if you designed something perfectly, to the very finest detail. When it comes into reality it will have flaws and that the person who created it isn’t any worse for it.                                                          
Plato’s theory of forms also looks at this:  
We live in a world of particulars, the real-world application of perfect ideals. An oranges’ perfect form, in my opinion, is big, juicy, easy to peel, tastes excellent and is perfectly round. However, we can all agree that no such orange has ever or will ever exist. This is because we are limited to the functions and chaos of the real-world. 
One could then say that God is not all powerful or not all good as he created a world of imperfection. But I believe these imperfections are intended. How perfect would the world be if everything was perfect all the time? Every orange and every apple would be the same, we would have no concept of good nor bad. In my experience the imperfection of life is what gives the world character.
However, imperfection also causes suffering. 
A sick child that suffers from the moment of being born to the moment of their death is clearly horrible, and I shall not argue against that. But the cause of this could be that God made the world to be imperfect and to allow things like oddly shaped or rotten fruit also means that imperfection can be made when it relates to humans.                                                                                                                 Being human, we take this personally and reject God. However, this isn’t justified. “Evil” – has a malicious connotation and if we accept that things in this world are not perfect we cannot say that God is being maliciously “evil” if a child is ill. As, if He (or she, or they) interfered and made the child perfectly healthy, He (or she, or they) would be required to do that universally. Which poses the question of whether a world with no suffering is better than a world with some suffering?
The Vale of Soul Making
The “soul-making” theodicy first proposed by Irenaeus and later revised by John Hick. It states that there is only evil in the world to allow other aspects of morality to flourish. Without evil there would be no need for compassion, bravery, sympathy and many more. Therefore, God allows evil to provide things the chance to grow, flourish and improve. After all, what greater meaning is there to life than trying to be your best possible self. 
A popular counter for this is that people believe there to be a greater amount of evil and suffering in the world than people trying to become better people through adversity. My defence to this is that firstly, we have no quantitative way to measure either of these qualities. Secondly, if there was proof of there being greater evil then it supports the fact that when someone does act with morality it is of even more importance and has the potential to make bigger change. And lastly, I grew up in southeast Asia and saw many extremely happy people that almost had no right to be. I met a fifteen-year-old boy with one leg and lived on the street that decided to become a painter. My family and I must have to spoken to him for 30minutes and were staggered at the resilience of mankind. He had no parents, no siblings, no house, no leg, but still he carried on, and did it with a smile. He is the poster child for ‘the vale of soul making’ and one of the reasons this imperfection of life provides incomprehensible goodness and strength.
Another theory of thought is based on consequentialism, whereby a person’s death could have a positive consequence that outweighs the initial “evil”. However, I don’t believe this applies universally and therefore do not think it’s valid. 
There is another popular counter for ‘the vale of soul making’, which is what if the person dies untimely? If a person is not given the time to change or flourish then this disproves that god is all caring? 
This line of reasoning makes sense if we believe in God as omnipresent as well, however I will now explain a theory called the “Absent God”.

The Absent God
The absent God theodicy was first proposed by Simone Veil a “maverick twentieth-century philosopher and religious thinker”. She believed that creation was “an act of abdication and sacrifice rather than an act of power on the part of God.” [footnoteRef:3]  [3:  Lissa McCullough, “The Void: Simone Veil’s Naming of Evil”, Wrestling with God and with Evil - Philosophical Reflections, ed by Hendrik M. Vroom, (Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2007), (p.25)] 

I agree that God must be absent in the universe. It does not stand to reason that a perfect being can exist within imperfection. So, He (or She or they) must be absent from the universe. 
Let me also revise Plato’s painter analogy: 
If God, then, draws a plan for an ideally perfect world, complete to the last detail, is he any worse of a supreme being because he cannot show that such a world could really exists?
The reason why I refer back to the painter is because a painter can create a world and the painter lives outside the world as a necessity for its creation. What would happen if the painting came to life? Do you think the world would remain perfect? 
I suppose my conclusion to this is that imperfection is a prerequisite for life. As soon as something becomes alive, truly alive, and not governed by kind of supreme being it become imperfect; and evil is an imperfection that cannot be helped. This brings me to my final argument, the “Free Will Defence”.
The “Free Will” Defence
The free will defence is possibly the most well-known defence to the logical problem of evil. Popularised by Augustin of Hippo and later revised by Alvin Plantinga the free will defence states that God created the individuals within the universe with free will as an ultimate act of benevolence and, as I have just stated above, to create a truly alive world. 
The problem with free will is that people have the ability to do what they want, and sometimes what people want to, or need to do has a negative impact on the world around them. People steal, murder, rape and assault in this world and people say that a God who could allow this is not a God in which they want to follow. But God is not allowing this, he did enable it, however. But he is the same God that enables people to go on holiday, go the beach spontaneously, roar with laughter over the stupidest things. If you accept the bad parts of free will you have to see the good. Or not, it’s your choice and that’s the beauty of it. All I would say is look for the good parts of the imperfection of life, see the beauty wherever it lies; allow yourself to notice greater good than bad and perhaps you will see what I mean. 

Conclusion
To conclude, the logical problem of evil does not provide compelling evidence to support the claim that God does not exist. There are many ways in which the world can contain evil and still have been the result of a supreme being that still allow evil to exist. 
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