Component 3 – Thesis & outline

Thesis statement;

St Thomas Aquinas’ first 3 of his 5 ways are strong arguments in favour of the existence of God within the cosmological argument of philosophy. 

Full thesis;

Before I begin it is important to first outline that I am not debating whether or not God exists; I am looking at the arguments from St Thomas Aquinas and other philosophers and I will determine whether they are useful and are strong or not. Aquinas was well educated in his time and this is displayed in his philosophical findings; because of this his ideas are key to the foundations of bigger arguments such as the cosmological argument.  I will be using the relevant ways, which are the 1st way; from motion, the 2nd way; from cause and the 3rd way, necessity and contingency. This is because these are the only ways which feature in the cosmological argument in philosophy. It is also important to note that I will be debating this from a philosophical stand point but with the theological views of St Thomas Aquinas.

1. Introduction 
1.1 I will use large parts of my thesis to create an in-depth introduction; setting my aims for my essay and giving a brief over-view of the arguments I am going to be using. I will not be going into as much depth on the arguments as they are primarily for the main body of my essay.
1.2 I will give a description of what the cosmological argument is and the part that Aquinas plays in this.
1.3 I will then outline why I chose the thesis statement that I did, and what has caused me to hold the belief or opinion that I do in response to the statement. 
2. Aquinas vs Dawkins (the 1st way, from motion)
2.1 Here I will begin with a definition of what the 1st way of Aquinas is and what Aquinas means by this. I will be focusing on the idea of the unmoved mover and the explanation of how this can only be God.
2.2 After I have given this description, I will then present the objection of philosopher Richard Dawkins, the question of why is god different to everything else, against the 1st way and then ultimately discuss why Dawkins’ argument is flawed.
2.3 I will then relate back to my thesis statement, and my mini-conclusion on what argument, Aquinas or Dawkins, is stronger.
3. Aquinas vs Feser (the 2nd way, from cause)
3.1 Here I will be outlining what the 2nd way of St Thomas Aquinas is and the idea of an uncaused caused.
3.2  Although I have labelled my paragraph Aquinas vs Feser, it is not that Feser is objecting directing against Aquinas but that he outlines why someone would. This is the question of why is their only one God for all 5 ways.
3.3 Again, much like the 1st way I will then dispute this and explain why Aquinas is still the superior philosophical thinker, in order to relate this directly to my thesis statement.
4. Aquinas vs Aquinas (the 3rd way, necessity vs contingency)
4.1 here I will explain the definitions of necessity and contingency and explain how these contradict the ideas that Aquinas tries to explain.
4.2 I will then ultimately conclude with what Thomas meant by his definitions and how God differs from them. I will using my glossary from component 2 to do this as I will be focusing on the definitions that Aquinas gives as well as the broader terms. 
4.3 I will then conclude this paragraph with whether Aquinas’ definitions are contradictory or not.
5. My conclusion, here I will almost repeat my thesis outline but I will now include the evidence that I have presented in my main body to my essay. I will explain further why Aquinas’ views are needed to form the cosmological argument because of his unique style of thinking. 
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