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Divine Command Theory
Introduction
In life, human beings make different choices and always possess different behaviors. However human beings rely heavily on the moral codes that are set either in the family society or nation at large. According to Wierenga (1983), the behaviors and choices of people may be influenced by their culture, religion, and even philosophy. As people make their choices and pick their behaviors, they tend to think about the consequences of their choices and action. Due to this factor, people always evaluate their actions and their choices to see whether they are good or bad. However, philosophers have defended and advocated that morality is entirely dependent upon God. And that morality depends on the character of God and every moral obligation consists of the obedience of God according to the divine command theory. This theory advocate that morality entirely depends upon God and that moral obligation consists of obedience to God's command. The divine command theory is based on the command or character of God. It explains that what is morally right action is entirely what God commands or requires. Although many philosophers such as William Wainwright have deeply challenged the theory and posed its weaknesses, I still agree with what this theory explains in the sense that;
God is the creator of the universe and all that exists in the world is a moral being. He is a measure of what is good. When he created the universe, God categorically says that all that he created was good. This gives us an insight that He knew what was to be good and what was bad. If the origin of morality is God himself then it is of great sense to give obedience to the originator of morals. Whatever God commands to be right and of moral uprightness, then it should be taken to be right and moral (Wierenga, 1983). On the contrary, if actions are not in line with God's command and directives, then it should not be considered in place of goodness rather improper and wrong. this point is also in line with the argument of Paul Copan who argues that man is created in God's image should fully conform to God's sense of morality. what describes an action or behavior to be right or wrong is only relevant to God himself. he continues to argue that human beings would not know goodness without God endowing us with a moral constitution. That God himself has ordained us to be this way and therefore we should always reflect God's moral goodness.
the reason why there could be a disagreement with this point is an argument by Thomas Aquinas where he argues that something is moral if it works on the purpose of human existence and therefore human nature can by itself determine what is moral. I  see this as an option of God's power of creation. It is the god who created nature and thus nature belongs to God. I there, therefore, submit to you that since God is the one created man and also created nature, it is only in order if He is left to command moral in the universe (Austin, 2006).
Also, as St Augustine argues about the relationship of man love and God to defend this theory of divine command theory.it is clear that ethics or moral is when a man has the pursuit of the supreme good which from it they derive happiness. Augustine points out that humans always tend to perfectly love objects that are worthy to be loved. This, therefore, requires man to love God for he has proven worthy from times immemorial. He adds that from the action of human in loving God, this enables them to angle their loves which ultimately gives them gladness and completion.to support this argument of  Augustine I am happy how Adam jointly brings out his argument that is also related to loving God in his theory ‘modified divine command theory ”. Adam argues that an action is only morally wrong if and only it defiles the command of loving God. this is to say that. When human love God, which by how God is worth love, the have to love Him, they will be ready to do anything he commands and that is inclusive of what God either commands to be right or wrong (Adams, 1979). God possesses the authority to give order to the human who therefore is required to follow with due diligence and obedience. If for instance, God commands humans to love their neighbors, then humans have to obey and love their neighbor as. John Duns Scotus affirms this as he argues that, the only moral obligations that God could not take away from humans are to love one another and love God. John goes ahead and proposes that some commandments are moral because God commands them and some are moral irrespective of his commands.
On contrary critiques of this point will argue that God making an order or command what consists of Him. They will go ahead and say that, if God is good, it shouldn’t be that God is commanding himself. This will be an incoherence. From Austin (2006), the problem that will be posted here by the critiques is that if God is the one who commands a certain action because it is morally right, then ethics will no longer depend on god in the way this theory keeps it. They will continue to argue that God is however not the author of ethics but a recognizer of right and wrong. As such God does not serve as the foundation of ethics. And that God is no longer sovereign but He has become subject to the external moral law. However, this is not true because, even to that point when God is making an order that seems obligatory, it should be understood that God is the source of moral obligation.  When God, for instance, has ordered someone to still or plunder as He did to the Israelites, the reality is that this is a divine command and it is right. this is the moral power that is in God and cannot be found in human beings.
Consequently, it is evident that over time, the more closer and connected human being to God, the more they make the rational, correct, and acceptable decision that displays suitable morals that are not only acceptable by the society but also across the universe. This case is true because the one who is in command of their life morals and decisions is God the originator of morals. According to Adams (1979), someone who has no access to revelation cannot make a correct moral judgment. By this William means that, for someone to make a correct and acceptable moral judgment, there must be a revelation from God that guide and commands human to act as per Gods command. Another point that perpetuates the validity of this point is in the scenario of how God punishes the wrongdoers whom to me are people who fail to follow His commandments.
The concept of rewarding those who live an upstanding life and punish those who do evil provide a basis as to why God is the one who commands moral. Moreover, people cannot live a moral life unless they follow God's moral teachings. This is only possible if a person has had their sin cleansed by God. Only at such a point will they be in a position to accept to do as God commands them.  If he was not the one commanding moral, he would not be concerned to punish the wrongdoers. God is punishing the wrongdoers or those who fail to obey Him because He expects them to obey Him because it is in Him that morals exist (Graber, 1975). Someone might put an objection to this and argue that the act of being moral here is of avoiding punishment, then it is a phenomenon of moral immaturity and that the moral motivation here is that of evading punishment. This is not correct because the reason to be moral is that God designs human beings to be constituted in such a way that being moral is a necessary condition for human flourishing.
Lastly, the concept of god being the moral giver or moral itself can also be understood based on an act of believes or faith. For those who believe in the existence of God, they have a remarkable proof that God is the source and origin of morals. God is so powerful and mighty and He is therefore responsible for creating the moral truth. No human can exist in doing what is right minus having a direct belief or faith in god. Immanuel Kant also affirms this point in his claims, he says that humans must believe that God exists because the requirements of morality are too much for humans to bear. that humans should believe there is a God who will help them satisfy the demand for moral law (Graber, 1975). Whatever is seen to have been done rightfully and perfectly, the dourer must have a strong faith or belief in the existence of God.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Despite humans having the liberty to choose if to believe in God or not, many cases have proven that since God is good and morally upright, those who believe in God always have upstanding morals and character (Quinn, 2013). This is because they are guided and directed by the moral setter Himself who is non-other than God. When you have faith in God, you show you faith in Him by obeying what He says. On contrary to this point, Michael Austin possesses a challenge that morality requires an agent to freely choose which principles they live by. In this, he argues that if human believes in god and that entirely have faith in God, they have a right and autonomy to freely choose which principles they will live in and that it should not be determined by a supreme deity but rather be left in the consent of human to decide whether what they do or does is wrong or right (Austin, 2006). However, I disagree with this because humans still have the right to either accept or reject God and therefore, they can still exercise their autonomy at such an initial stage or phase. But when humans have accepted to believe and have faith in God, they solemnly have to pay due respect and obey whatever God puts across and one among the many are of dominance is in the aspect of morality.
In conclusion, since people entirely depend on religion to make ethical decisions and also to conduct moral reasoning, I suggest that this theory will widely help those who believe in a deity to understand that morals are put in place by God Himself and that whether something is good or bad, it should be looked and related by what God commands. This is because the theory also serves as a source of principle. bt for this to occur one must believe there is a rational God that has given directions towards a certain ethical outcome (Quinn, 2013). It is from God's commandment that actions are determined to be right or wrong.hence it provides a suitable and effective assessment of what is ethical or moral.
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