Textual analysis and Glossary 
[bookmark: _Hlk33125862]‘’Only God Is Essentially Good, but Creatures Are Good by Participation Therefore, the foregoing makes clear that God and creatures are differently related to goodness in the two kinds of goodness that we can consider in creatures. For inasmuch as good has the nature of perfection and end, we note a creature's two kinds of goodness by its two kinds of perfection and end. We note a certain perfection of a creature insofar as the creature persists in its nature, and this is the end of its generation or production. And we note another perfection that a creature obtains by its movement and activity, and this is the end of its movement and activity. The creature falls short of divine goodness in both of these ways. For although the form and existing of a thing is its good and perfection insofar as we consider it in its nature, a composite substance is neither its form nor its existing, and a simple created substance, although it is the form itself, is not its existing. But God is his essence and his existing, as I have shown before [I, 10-11J. Likewise, all creatures obtain perfect goodness from an extrinsic end. For the perfection of goodness consists of obtaining the final end, and the final end of any creature is something outside it (i.e, the divine goodness), which is not ordered to a further end. Therefore, the conclusion is that God is in every way his goodness and essentially good, while simple creatures are not altogether their goodness, both because they are not their existing, and because they are ordered to something extrinsic as their final end. And in composite substances. it is clear that they are in no way their goodness. Therefore, God alone is pure goodness and essentially good, while we call other things good by a sharing in him’’. [footnoteRef:1] [1:  Thomas Aquinas, translated by Richard. J. Regan, Compendium of Theology, (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009) CT, I.1,Q.109.] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]To summarise this text, I think Aquinas is trying to illustrate God as a definite goodness and is presented through two kinds of goodness, which is the idea of perfection and end, which can be presented not only through God, but through creatures. However, creatures are not divinely good like God. So, for Aquinas, God is purely and essentially good, but as creatures have a part of God, creatures are good, but haven’t got ‘pure goodness’ as from the title of this part God is the only thing that is essentially good whereas, beings can be good by participation, but still not fully good. Also, beings can have goodness by having a final end that is extrinsic and they are existing but can’t achieve this as they can’t be extrinsic and existing like God. The context of this part is Thomas Aquinas’ idea of God and goodness. I think Aquinas addresses that God is the only one that is essentially good, straight under the title of good and evil, as Aquinas is trying to give reasons as for why God in his nature is divinely good, but also giving his opinions as to why there’s an idea of evil in God in other parts. However, by starting with the idea of God being the only essentially good thing and beings can only be good by participation shows Aquinas’ general thought of God and how goodness can be achieved by following God as, according to the text above, ‘we call other things good by sharing in him’, which could possibly mean that beings see other things as good if they share the same thought of God, which is that God is divinely good, but beings can never be as good as God. Before addressing good and evil, Aquinas talks about the idea of happiness first. I think Aquinas presents ideas of God, beings and happiness first as I think Aquinas says that happiness for beings is God. God is what we desire, which leads us to further believe that God is good as he will lead to our happiness. The argument that Aquinas is trying to make is that God is fully good and for beings to be good we have to participate, however we will never achieve pure goodness like God, but beings will have a goodness if there’s a belief in God. The reasons Aquinas gives for this argument is that only God can be purely good as he is, in his nature, perfection and end. Aquinas’ idea of God and goodness came from Augustine as Aquinas was very much influenced by Augustine and from Augustine’s ideas Aquinas developed his own as Augustine believed that God is perfectly good, which Aquinas presents in the text above.

Glossary

· ‘End- the object for the sake of which something acts. The end is intrinsic if it is built into the nature of an active thing. It is extrinsic if it is the conscious object of a rational being’s actions. See cause, intention.’[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Thomas Aquinas, translated by Richard. J. Regan, Compendium of Theology, (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009).
] 

· ‘Nature- the essence of a thing considered source of its activities.’[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Thomas Aquinas, translated by Richard. J. Regan, Compendium of Theology, (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009).] 

· ‘Substance- what subsists in itself and not in another.’[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Thomas Aquinas, translated by Richard. J. Regan, Compendium of Theology, (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009).] 

· ‘Form- what makes something to be the kind of thing it is.’[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Thomas Aquinas, translated by Richard. J. Regan, Compendium of Theology, (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009).] 

· ‘Essence- that which makes something what it is substantially.’[footnoteRef:6] [6:  Thomas Aquinas, translated by Richard. J. Regan, Compendium of Theology, (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009).] 
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