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Aquinas’ Proof of Theism 
For Christians and religious believers who believe in the existence of God, faith is the greatest tool to achieve anything. Lack of faith, therefore, means that one does not believe in the existence of God or His capabilities. Philosophers have tried to understand the argument for theism. Thomas Aquinas is one such philosopher who tried to explain the theism concept using his five-way approach. In this essay, I will focus on his second-way approach, which involves the nature of the efficient cause. In this paper, I argue that Aquinas cannot respond effectively to the objection that God does not necessarily exist because if He is considered to be an infinite good, there would be no bad things that happen; but, this is not the case as many bad things happen to many good people. 
The existence of God is a complex debate that many people explain based on their understanding of the events that they experience. For some people, the existence of God can be justified because they continue to prosper, while for others, one cannot convince them of the existence of God. Despite the varying views on the existence of God, everyone can agree that personal experiences contribute largely to our understanding and commitment to religion. Thomas Aquinas was a Christian philosopher who tried to explain the existence of God in five main ways. One of the approaches includes his second way, which sought to prove the existence of God from the nature of the efficient cause. 
The second way, from the nature of the efficient cause, explains that there is no case known in which something is found to be the efficient cause of itself. For Aquinas, this would mean that the thing is prior to itself, which would be impossible (Course text, p. 43). Aquinas believed that if there were no first efficient cause, there would be no last or even intermediary cause (Course text, p. 43). Aquinas thinks that the chain of causes cannot go back to infinity; it would mean that they would have no beginning. Even though he acknowledged that every event in the cosmos exists in a chain where one thing results in another, Aquinas, however, asserted that this chain must not go back because they will not have existed in the first place. As such, he believed that everything must start their existence with something that has not been caused by anything; thus, the proof about the existence of God (Marenbon, 2006). 
Objection 
God does not necessarily exist. God is associated with righteousness and goodness, but yet bad things continue to happen to many good people. If one were to consider the cause-effect relationship, it would seem that God would not have allowed bad things to happen because he is linked to infinite good and not bad. However, we continue to experience and witness bad things happening today. Therefore, one can argue that God does not exist at all because he would not be there watching these bad things happening to people who may not have done anything wrong, like children below the ages of five who still do not know what is good and bad. 
Possible Aquinas’ Reply
Even though Aquinas’ second-way approach may be used to try to explain the existence of God and why bad things continue to happen, but I don’t think that this response is sufficient enough to make a comprehensive reply to the above objection. Aquinas’ response is derived from efficient causation. In this case, Aquinas would argue that even though events happen in the chain of causation, but the existence of God can be explained by uncaused beginning (Course text, p. 43). God’s infinite goodness allows the bad things to happen so that good things can come out of it. As such, Aquinas would argue that God may allow bad things to happen to draw good things from them. 
However, this response is not strong enough to counter the claim made by the objection about the existence of God because, despite his second way of efficient causation, it is difficult to understand why things cannot go back further to explain the beginning of God’s existence. This makes it difficult to explain Aquinas’ premise that God cannot be associated with the causes and events that come out of the cause. It is difficult to explain the existence of God if the world continues to experience bad things that we witness happening around us today. For example, children are killed in bombings in and others forced to live a life of suffering, and this would not have happened if God existed. We cannot use Aquinas’ efficient causation to sufficiently understand this suffering because there is no good that can come out of a child dying after being bombed in their homes where they were sleeping or going about their normal lives. People often say good things about God, but when there is a bad thing that happens, no one wants to associate him with them. If God created man and everything on earth, it is possible to argue that He would be directly responsible for the events that cause suffering from people. 
In conclusion, we have independent reasons to think about the issues that affect us.  Aquinas’ five-way approach to understand and prove the existence of God tends to provide some premises for people to explain the reasons why certain things happen in a certain way. In this essay, I have argued that Aquinas cannot respond to the objection that God does not necessarily exist because people continue to suffer, even those who have not done anything to be regarded as a sin. 
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