Explain Aquinas’ Cosmological Argument. (25)
Derivative of the lexicon ‘cosmos’, bearing reference to the universe as an ordered and harmonious entity, The Cosmological Argument fundamentally serves as the most famous philosophical postulation of proof for the existence of God and the ultimate logic behind believing in God. Thomas Aquinas’ adapted the argument he found in his readings of Aristotle, which referenced a first cause (Prime Mover), to form one of the earliest and most influential theistic versions of the argument. Within the final work of Aquinas’ (Summa Theologiae) a collective demonstration of God’s existence is upheld via means of the Five Ways, with the Cosmological Argument becoming addressed in depth under the first three headings; the argument from motion, the argument from causation and the argument from contingency. 
Looking at the First Way of Aquinas’ – the argument from motion or the Unmoved Mover – the Cosmological Argument begins, seeing motion or otherwise change becoming a descriptive term to reference the flux from a state of actuality to potentiality. Here Aquinas’ observes that things in the world embody this process of motion, changing from potential states to actual states but here these states become key to Aquinas. Using his vivid example of wood, wood can be potentially hot, and to do so this object must be changed by fire. This piece of wood, however, cannot be actually and potentially hot at the same time – this actual embodiment can only be produced by something else that possesses this actuality. Therefore, on a larger scale, it becomes evident that everything in this constant state of transience has to be inevitably put into such a state by another thing. Here lies another issue, proving the Cosmological Argument in turn – a chain of infinite regression is impossible “because then there would be no first mover, and consequently no other mover”, systematically preventing existence of the universe entirely. Therefore, adopting Aristotle’s functional principle of a Prime Mover, Aquinas’ postulates “it is necessary to arrive at a first mover, put into motion by no other; and his everyone understands to be God.” With specific emphasis on dependency, the existence of God is proven through deductive inferences, labelling this higher being as the Unmoved Mover.
The Cosmological Argument continues into the Second Way – the argument from causation or the Uncaused Causer – by identifying that nothing serves as an efficient cause of itself and instead everything has cause, of which this cause has its own cause. The methodical infinite regression coincides once more within this stage of the argument, implying that an infinite series of causes is impossible on every level; if there is no efficient first cause, there can be no acceding causes, once again preventing the existence of the universe a whole. Henceforth, to create the universe’s existence Aquinas’ states that there must be an uncaused cause producing movement and causation within everything else without being moved itself, therefore becoming transcendent. The existence of God is further strengthened at this stage because the only being with the omnipotent capability of serving as the Unmoved Mover and encompassing the concept of a finite causal chain, presenting a necessary first efficient cause is God. “It is necessary to admit a first efficient cause to which everyone gives the name of God.”
[bookmark: _GoBack]Aquinas’ argument concludes with his Third Way – the argument from contingency, otherwise respectable as Possibility and Necessity, largely forming the heart of the debate. He strategically observed, through empirical findings, that in nature there are things whose existence is contingent; simply at one time they ceased to exist at any time may cease to exist once more. Since it is possible for such things not to exist, on extremely probabilistic grounds there must have been a time when absolutely nothing existed. However, such theory becomes problematic because if this were to be true then surely there would exist nothing that could bring anything into existence? Henceforth, the Cosmological Argument serves to answer this via Aquinas’ initial interim conclusion: “there must exist something the existence of which is necessary” as pure contingency is insufficient to account for the existence of all contingent beings, whereas a necessary being can act as the derivative of contingency. Thus Aquinas is able to deduce a final conclusion; belief in the existence of “some being having of itself its own necessity… causing in others their necessity. This all men speak of as God.” This argument relies upon such modal, probabilistic logic to argue there must have been a time when the existence of contingent beings was unheard of, relying upon the belief that things coming to being without prior existent is an impossible conclusion. Consequently, the existence of God is absolutely recognised and systematically proven because it would be wrong to deny that things exist within the universe now, and therefore there must be something on which everything depends for its existence; namely God, without any such room for debate. 
The a posteriori, Cosmological Argument seems to be successful in both its first and second stages of an Unmoved Mover, similar to that of Aristotle, and an Uncaused Causer. Its third stage and its argument of contingency  proves more controversial, but it is far from easy to dismiss through the provision of in-depth sufficient reason surrounding God’s existence. Aquinas' conception of God is a sophisticated one - God is not just a particular thing that might or might not exist, instead becoming necessary and transcendental in relation to the universe. The Cosmological Argument succeeds in proving that there is some kind of divine mind behind the creation of the universe; one of which is understandable as God.
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