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The Existence of God
The existence of God is argued philosophically by the argument of morality. Moral normativity is the basis of morality argument. It argues that the presence of God is the only best explanation for some aspect of the character. In religion believe God is believed to exist as a supernatural being, and he is the creator. In popular culture and the philosophy of faith, the existence of deity is the subject of debate. In my essay, I am going to look at the arguments that support the presence of God. I will use the philosophical arguments for God's existence and draw my conclusion at the end of the discussion. 
Plato and Aristotle were the first philosophers to argue the being of God. They proposed the cosmological statement of the presence of God. In the cosmological arguments, God's existence is based on the facts concerning causation concerning the totality of objects of the universe. The casual opinions use three variants in their statement, which are essentiality, causality, and becoming. Causation is the basic premise of all these arguments. The first cause is the conclusion of each idea or the sufficient reason for the cosmos is deemed to be God. The principle of enough reason is closely related to the cosmological arguments, which argue that "nothing comes from nothing." This proposition supports the cosmological argument that God is the source and the cause of the universe's existence.  In the opinion, Plato argued that for the universe to exist or there should be a "self-originated" cause of action. He concluded with the existence of intelligence and supreme wisdom as the source of knowledge. Aristotle used physics to argue against the idea of a first cause (Nagasawa, 2011). He claimed that the universe's motion continued for an infinite period due to the existence of several unmoved movers. Aristotle believed in the presence of the first uncaused cause. 
The second argument on the existence of God is the degree of perfection. Thomas Aquinas proposed the idea. He was among the philosophers that argued in favor of the presence of God. "Ontological and theological notions of perfection" are the basis of Thomas's arguments. The metaphysics justification for the proof is always not satisfying to Thomist scholars. Edward Feser argues that the metaphysics in the Thomas argument has to do with Aristotle more than Plato. Truth, unity, beauty, and goodness are ascribed as more generous and less regarding this principle. These are some of the justification for the focus of the degree of perfection. Unity, truth, and goodness are commonly found in multiple different things. But the similarity cannot be elaborated due to the existence of numerous of them. For diversity to be, they should be under one unity but separate because they cannot cause agreement. Goodness and truth are attributed to very few things. Secondly, the finite beings are the concerns of the principle. The destructive manner is used to describe the absolute perfection of being. Therefore the composition of embodiment and the limited capacity of the model is said to be possessed infinite beings. Prediction of something as more or less means that it is limited in being, and the act of being is distinct from itself. Hence the composition of being's nature and arrangement exists, implying that a cause for the design must also exist. Therefore the principle of perfection proves that there is a purpose of a maximum being to be the source of perfection in others. 
Kant argued for the being of God is probably the most influential moral statement. According to Kant's opinion, most theoretical ideas for God's presence were unsuccessful, but a rational argument for God's existence was presented.  In Kant's view, in a world where people are both happy and morally acceptable, a rational, moral being must necessarily exist with the highest good. For one to hold such an upright moral, he must believe in the right end. And this requires moral means to believe in the causal structure of nature to achieve this end. It is the same as believing in the existence of a moral being who is entirely responsible for the word's character, and he is God. 
The nature of time is the biggest challenge of the cosmological argument, according to physicists and cosmologists. The start of both time and space is when all dimensions came into existence according to the big bang theory. If that the case, "what was there in the universe before." Without time the concept of "before" becomes meaningless. Scholars have continued to investigate the cause of the Big Bang. In the existence of God argument, the Big Bang theory is not looked upon. The interests of classical philosophers are who keeps thing going rather than who started them. The existence of God is the only satisfying explanation of how things run the way they do. 
Religious experience is the premise of the argument of the existence of God. Religious experience occurs when someone has felt God's presence and is the most convincing argument of the existence of God. The religious argument is not based on logic. Sometimes it could be a vision or dream where there is an intervention between the person and God. First-hand experience is the most effective form of experience, and everyone wishes to have it regardless of the situation.  Sometimes religious experience exists all in our minds. Due to the human mind's complexity, religion can play tricks and influence us to think that God exists. The religious experience could also be argued as coincidences, and the person creates the experience in mind because he believes in God's existence. Some things that believers hold are supported by the arguments. In the research on how people have experienced God, more than 60% of the people claimed to have the religious experience. The weaknesses of the religious experience are that we can't prove real (Byrne, 2010). 
The rational warrant is another premise for God's existence contributed by a philosopher known as Stephen Toulmin by connecting a premise to a conclusion. Joseph used this statement and argued that we should "demonstrate the rationally-warrant nature of belief" rather than trying to prove the existence of God. In his research, he argues that experiences are more life-transformative in positive, long-lasting, and significant ways. Additionally, he argues that people with religious experience exhibit better physical and mental health than the general population without the experience. Also, people with experience can move along with life in more useful and practical ways. The benefits of experience to people live marks the footprints to the trace of God. Finally, Joseph discusses how belief in God and religious experience are prescriptive within humans. Hence God is rationally warranted since there is no need to prove his existence.    
[bookmark: _GoBack]Although there is excellent evidence supporting God's existence, some scholars have provided statement against the being of God. They include the contradiction in different scriptures and known facts about the existence of God. According to God's description, if he exists, he should not permit the being of evil and suffering. If God is powerful, he should do a better job to gather more believers since he wants humans to believe in him. God's existence from the argument of design is taken to be a logical fallacy since the complex structure needs a designer, and the designer needs another designer, and it becomes infinity. Due to this argument, the origin of complexity is not provided by God, and the design fails to account for complexity (Kraay, Dragos, 2013). 
In conclusion, no version of the moral argument seems to provide proof for God's existence. Every moral argument provides premises that are logically challenged by other philosophers who end up rejecting them. But still, the arguments leave an impact on the world of philosophy. Habitual behaviors are seen in non-intelligent objects around the world. If chances influence the behavior, then it should not be predictable results. Due to their lack of intelligence, these objects cannot set their behaviors, implying that something intelligent controls them.  The existence of God is a proposition that is submitted to debate by the philosopher. Reactions of different kinds are observed, some philosophers arguing in support of God's existence while others argue against the existence of God. According to my discussion, I draw my conclusion in support of God's existence, even though no actual proof is provided concerning his existence. Believing in the moral normativity of God's existence has helped shape the moral values of the world. God is the only reasonable explanation for the normativity actions overserved in the universe; hence, God must exist.    
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