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A dilemma iIs a choice

between twg, options:

either when both options are desirable
but only one can be chosen ...
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or when both opftions are less than
desirable and one must be chosen.

v m
b -"\

| P ’
When there are only two possible
choices, then it'is a true dilemma.

If a dilemma is pasés-fed off as a ftrue
dilemma when in fact there is a
third (or more) option, then this is a

falsexdilernman s
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(425848 BC) »
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SEEEINES EES
Euthyphre¥along;
thel\waysheading

torcolrtito
prosecuterhis
ownifatherfor
mrLder

b
Edith Hamilton Huntington Cairns
(1867-1963) (1904-1985)




"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oc1ov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be
found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell
me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [owvociov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues, S@@F@ﬁ@@
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University.

Press, 1962), 173] «du @ @»

lah [ Sevy et he holy

t tol presecliteRevel
Ullnely”

[Euthyphro, 5e, tra
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"Well, bear in mind that what |
asked of you was not to tell me
one or two out of all the
numerous actions that are
holy; | wanted you to tell me

what is the essential form of
holiness which makes all holy
actions holy. ... Show me what,

precisely, this ideal is."
SOCIAIES
(- 389 BC)

[Euthyphro, 6d, trans. Cooper]

Vel e, Wit s fo
thelgoaslis wiet: fis
notipleasinekte

IiS] E

[EdthyphiofeentiansiCoopen]
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"Is what is holy, holy because
the gods approve it, or do they.
approve it because it is holy?*

[Euthyphro, 10a, trans. Cooper]

Soereies |
(@. 399 BC)

lnLits contemperary version, the
Euthyphre Di/eg?ma asKs:
Is®X¢goodibecauseiGod wills X

or

does God willbX becausebdis good?
__ e
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Somet/mes the Euthyphro
Dilemma I's worded:

Is X8geod becatise Godicommands X
or
does God command.Xibecalse X is good?

G o oo

Thé'se twd opt/ons seem
terbe exhaustive.

The Euthyphre is ustially offered as
a true dilemma.

Since neither option isidesirable,
the options aresomet/mes regarded as
the "horns .’
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ISsX geod because God wills it?

This eption"has'comejto the known as

the
Divine Command Theory.

10
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Note that somelusel the expression
Diviner€CommandsTheory' as
referring, notito what makes some
action 'geod, but what makes the
action obligatohy:

Suggested
Problems with the
First.Hotn

1 S T i‘lig{ i
LR
b :

11
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F/rst /f X is good because God wills it
then this\weuld seem to mean that God
could make semethingtgood by willing
or commandaing/it.

Thus, if God willed rape (er racism, or
murder, or anya other sin)sthen it would

Second i X is good because God wills
it; thenithisswouldimake the statement
‘God's will'is geod" teabe “God's will'is

whattGod wills" whichris'an empty
claim;what philosephers call
‘trivially truess

12
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The second option says God wills X

because X IS good.

13
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e Ve ".‘ : “,;’,“',y.q_-, ERTEN e ¥ | ()

SR

Suggested
Problems with the
Second Horn

i L fligi i
Lo O
b :

This  seems tolimply a standard of
good'that is outside’of and
above God.

14
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Good. Is ultimately grounded

In“the naturerof God.

15
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“‘Good' is literally who
God.isiin His person
and character. Good is
a person. ... When ...
peoplelsay~God'is
good: ... it meansifar
moreithan God does
good things or.God is
good to us. They mean
that God's very nature
is good. ...

David i/ R7 ardson, Jr.

16
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“What makes
something good'isinot
that God commanded
it, or even thatihe had
it writteniin‘the'Bible. It
goes much deeper:
what:makes something
good'is because that's
who God is'in His
unchanging nature. ...
He is the definition
ok o David WIRI

[David W. Richardson, Jr. Transparent: How to See
Through the Powerful Assumptions that Control You
(Franklin: Clovercroft, 2016), 73, 74]

Is There a
Problem with the
ThlrdOptlon’?

17
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However the preblem of being trivially
true and empty of moral content
whiech we saw regarding the First

Hernfseems teiremain.

i *‘—:‘ .... \

—_—

rdifferiencelbetweenssthesoidesols
oy o AL S () T

MOWINgatandmtNesordeMofeIng
VingeraNCtiNesOrae el
Lyl | \‘;{:‘.6 f} {«
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There is a difference between "the order of
knowing" and "the order of being"

1he map IS MrSEn e ereer of Knewing.
SESHisHirstinithelcidegofoeines

Inretherwords,;ene would need to

know: what the werd. 'geod’ means

before oneican applythe word to

God, but God hasto exist before
there can be "geod.”

1/2/2026
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This distinction'in
contemporary.philosophy.
differs from the understanding
of evil in'the Classical /
Medieval / Scholastic /

Thomisticitradition.

If God created everything
except Himselfyand, if evil
Is'something;then it
would seem' the God
created evil:

21
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If God did not create evil,
then it would seem either:

evil is unreal
or
evil isgnot a thing.

b
ki
0

LT
Y
.

Augustine
(354-430)

22



NERS (S &
diffEriENECE
BeWEER:
being nothing
(Unkeal)
< and
Augustine not being d thlng

(354-430)

Augustineraigued

that evillistrealiu

ISt neEakthing?

o Ratherlitlista
. privation erailaclk
Augustine i In thlngS

(354-430)
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Augustine
(354-430)

Augustine
(354-430)
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 pousLenay IMAGE BOOK

with an introduction

Jobn K. Ryan

AN IMAGE BOOK ORIGINAL
COMPLETE AND UNABRIDGED

“EVvil.is
only.the
privation
of‘a good.*

[CenfessionslIl 7:1§12]

24
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“Now evil is in a
ubstance because
something which it
wasioriginally to have,
and which it ought to
havey is lacking in it.”

EStmmal @ontre‘:zﬁéentr‘les, 115658111

“Evil is simply a
privation of something
which a subject is
entitled by its origin to
possess and which it
ought to have.”

[Stimmal @ontra‘rzzéentiles, I11572.§2]

25



“Euvil is the

absence of the
good, which is
natural and due to

[Slmmakiiicologiacy @49 art: ]

Thomas Aqunnas
(1225=1274)

£EVil'.cannot exist by
itself, since it has no
essence... Therefore,
evil must be in a
subject.”

[StimmalContralGentilesy Il 11, §2]

1/2/2026
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Note that there is a
difference between a
privation and a negation.

. A negatlon is the mere
absence or'remoyval of
something.

A privation is therabsence or
removal of something that
“oughtgtoibethere.

27



Blindness s the
privation of sight.
But blindness is not @
thing in Kself.

A rock cannot see, but  {HIFRGECENRE
it Is not blind because R ok
it "ought” not be able * ﬁ"gﬁ'xi, ;
fo see. negation -

Blindness ls the
clsplecement of sigiht.
But blindness s not a

thing (n iKself.

A rock cannot see, but

negation

1/2/2026
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entified with'desirable’

odiS firstid
(appetible):

2. '‘Desirabletis identified with¥perfect'.

29



“Now. it is clear

des:rable only in
iSsofar. as it is
perfect; for all
desire their own " arl
i‘§ I ﬂ
perfeCtlon. ' \~Thomas Aguinas

(ST @5, et 4) (1225=1274)

N Good!is first identified with ‘desirable’
(appetible)-

. '‘Desirabletis identified with¥perfect'.
. 'Perfect'is identifiedWith 'act’ or

‘actuality:.

1/2/2026
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gEverything is
perfect'so far as it
isitactual.”

(ST (b @8, it 1)

%
“
.
L 8

S el
as Aguinas

[y e
" ~Thom
(1225=1274)

“An alternate word for
actuality in this respect
is "perfection”
(entelecheia). It was

used by Aristotle along
with actuality to
designate the formal
elements in the things.

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

31



Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

1/2/2026

“These perfected the
material element in the
sense of filling its
potentiality and
completing the thing.

“Since existence is
required to complete
the thing and all the
formal elements and
activities, it may be
aptly called the
perfection of all
perfections. "

[An Interpretation of Existence (Houston: Center for Thomistic Studies,
1968), 52-53]

32
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perfection

(entelecheia, eviekeyeio)
en, ev = in
+
telos, telog = end, goal
+
echein, gye1v = to have

perfection

(entelecheia, eviekeyeio)

to have the end or goal in




1/2/2026

N Good isffirstiidentified with 'desirable’
(appetible)-
‘Desiirablefis identified with¥perfect'.

'‘Perfect’is identifiediwith act’ or

‘actuality;.
‘Actuality’ is identified withEbeing'.

sGoodnessiand being are really the
sameyandiadifferonly.in idea; which
islcleagtiomithelfollowing argument.
lihelessence of goodness consists
ipkthisythat it is in some way
desirablelfHence the Philosopher
SaysiIEthichi]:‘Goodness is what all
desire."

A

s&m TN e

Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

34
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aNowiislit.clear that a thing is
desirablelonly.in so far as it is
perfectiforall desire their own
pelfections But'everything is perfect
selfadaslitlis actual. Therefore it is
cleamthatiathing. is perfect so far as
idexistsiforit is existence that
makesiallithings actual, as is clear
fromithelforegoing [Q. 3, A. 4; Q. 4,
AN SElencelitis clear that goodness ) 3
& bl ity. " (g ey .
an<—di_,'_be|ng are the same reality. : % Thomés Aqumas

(1225:1274)

YA'full’exploration of how it is
that being“and 'good’ are
convertible (whichiis to say that
being~andisgood=are really the
same) requires a examination of
the Medieval doctnne of the

s

Transcendentals

35
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New Scholasticism 59 (1985): 449-470

The Convertibility of Being and Good
in St. Thomas Aquinas

by Jan A. Aertsen

N MANY medieval think e.g. Al der of Hales,

Bonaventure, Albert the Great, Thomas Aquinas, the state-
ment can be found: “ being and good are convertible " (ens ef
bonwn convertunfur).® That is to eay, “ being " and “good ™
are i h ble terms in predieati il enim est
conversim praedicari). Wherever “being” is predicated of
something, the predicate “ good ” is involved as well.

That must imply that “good ” is here not a concept that
adds a real content or a new quality to “being”, as a result
of which “being ™ is restricted. For in that case there would
bo no question of comvertibility.® “Good” is an attribute
which pertains to every being, it is a property of being as such,
a “mode that is common, and consequent upon every being.” *
In other words, “ good ™ is coextensive with “ being ”, it is one
of the so-called iranscendentia ® which, since Suarez, are usually
referred to as “ transcendentals ”.

1 Alexander of Hales, Summa 1, Ing. 1, Tract. 3, q. 3, membram 1, e

1, a 1, “An idem sit bosum et ens™; Bonaventure, /n II femt, d. 1,
L , “Boa et bonum ecomvertuntur, sieut velt
Do, , fundam. 4; Albert the Great, De Bowo q.
|8 6, q. 28; Thomas Aquinas, In I Semt. 8, 1,
%

bonum quod eonvertitur cum ente, quod wullum rem supra ens addit.
De Ver. T, 1: modus gensraliter consequens omne ens.

Ver, XXI, 2; In Do Hebdomadibus, lect. 3; Summa Theol. 1, 10, 3.
e B JanjAeijtsen
8 D¢ Pot. IX, 7 ad 5: Bowum quod est in gemere qualitatis, Dom est , AS
® Comp. Albert the Great, Summa Theologios tract. 0, q. 27, ¢ 3: 19‘38'2@16
Bosum dicit ot st do Jentibus ombe ' ]

genus sicut ct ens.

440 L

edieval Philosc

as Transcendental Thought Medieval Philosophy and
the Transcendentals

The Case of Thomas Aquinas

By
Jan A. Aertsen

36



Being and
Goodness

THE CONCEPT OF THE GOOD

IN METAPHYSICS AND
PHILOSOPHICAL THEOLOGY

EDITED BY

ScorT MACDONALD |

1/2/2026
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- Good™i

istfirst identified with ‘desirable
(appetible)-

. 'Desirabletis identified with¥perfect'.
. 'Perfect'is identified'With 'act’ or

‘actuality;.
. 'Actuality” is identified withEbeing'.

. God is goodness. itself in asimuch as
God is beinglitselfa. L

2l0)God alone does
ittbelong to be His

[S7 1, © 12, et ()

:; ' ‘.‘% M”“_ r-"'f-}'.‘fr; i s Y
' «Thomas Aguinas
(1225-1274)

38



2God is absolute
form, or rather
absolute being"

[STANQS et 7]

Thomas Aqunnas
(1225=1274)

2God is supremely
being... He is being
itself, subsistent,
absolutely
undetermined."

[SERaiartiv]

Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

1/2/2026
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"Good belongs

~Thomas A_qumas
(1225-1274)

40



1/2/2026

Human beings are unique
among God's creatures on
earth'in asimuch, as we have
raticmnalityk:1sl| WillR

These enable us to choose,
not merely:among particular
goods, but to'pursue the
good as such.

41



Butithese will:also allow us to
choose againstiour own
naturesiand aqgainst our

proper telos (end)iwhich is
oumgood-s

YII may. be considered
eitherin a substance or
in.an action . . .

:;’ ‘.‘% M”“.r-"f-}l‘f’; i -
' Thomas Aguinas
(1225-1274)

1/2/2026
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eMoral fault is found

primarily. and principally
inkthe act of the will

onlys=: . so ... an actis

moral because it

isivoeluntary. . . . .

ey L

Thomas Aqunnas
(1225=1274)

"T root and source of

moraliwrongdoing is to
belsought in the act of
the will."

Stmmal @o,téf;{‘eenmes, 1111:40),§13]

20

et

Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

1/2/2026
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Just as 'true' 15 the human'intellect's
grasp of being!(i.e:; the real), 'moral good'
is the' humaniwill's grasp.of being (i.e., the

real):

In cIass:ca/"thelsm note that these uses
of ‘truer and ‘moral good’ are with respect
to human beings:

God's'knowledgelis noticonstituted by His

“intellect's "grasp” of any reality outside
of Himself.

Nor is God's goodness constituted by His

“will's” "grasp- $ 17 any, rqg[;lty of Himself.

1/2/2026
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Problemiofi Evil

Since God has not explicitly revealed in His
word whyiHe hasiallowed: evil, we.can only. .
speculatefaboutihowitolreconcile evil within® |

45
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Our speculation should be informed and
constrained:by; what God has revealed :

Our speculation should be informed and
constrained:by; what God has revealed :

“s*through creation¥(General Revelationiandisssss
Natural Theology).and

46
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Our speculation should be informed and
constrained.by; what God has revealed ;

“*Fthrough creation¥General Revelationiandisssss
Natural Theology).and

Our speculation should be informed and
constrained:by; what God has revealed :

“s*through creation¥(General Revelationiandisssss
Natural Theology).and

47



Our speculation should be informed and
constralned 10)V/ what God has revealed

e

<*through creationi(General Revelationiancdssssss
Natural Theology).and ——
_‘_'__,*""’
< ‘through*Scripture.(Special Revelationiandsssss
Systematic Theology) Wm—

S S ~“‘ii-‘,,qw

1/2/2026
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: »,
lHosincelthelcieation oy the:

worldbElisginvisiblesattributes are

clearlylseengbeing understood, by,
theythings thudage madeReven His
eternalypowerandiGodlicady ™

Rom™:20a

.
a _

The Classical tradition as exemplified in the
philosophy.of . Thomas Aquinas maintains
can)God stattriibutesican be rationally,

demonstrated.
S—— _— 000

One can findithe mostdirect demonstration

sin ,ThomasiAquinas’s Summa-- .
Theologiae, I, QQ :

325

cnaa ="

e e

49
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Included among those attributes are God's
infinite.goodness an omnipotence.

The metaphysicstseeksito'show. that Godlis
alligood and-all:powerful even whenwe
cannot demonstrate'the connection between
specific,evilstin the world and_the,specific® ==
goods that God might produce from'them:

o e ‘.‘_‘” ——

St'is"my/contention that the
goodness of God can be
philosophically:demonstrated
full stop.

Such a demonstration is relatively
indifferent to our ability as
Christiansytosexplain"WHY God
allowedfevilltoloccur

50
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| II .ﬂiiii:!l-

Gary J. Whittenberger

J. BRIAN HUFFLING
GARY J. WHITTENBERGER

with
Michael Shermer
James P. Sterba

Richard G. Howe

J. Brian'Kuffling
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A New Way to Think About the Question

If God,
Why Evil?

NORMAN L.
GEISLER

St.Thomas Aquinas

TRANSLATED B8Y

JOHN A. OESTERLE Avo ‘,3'Th0ma§$’Aa‘l‘Jih’a‘S
JEAN T. OESTERLE ‘ (1‘2_25‘__%'74) |
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TT i
ISR ™ }
P : 3
8y
THOMAS
AQUINAS
GOD
EVIL

Brian DAVIES

AND INTRODUCED BY
IAN DAVIES

IN THE THEOLOGY OF =gy, (el LR (el ] T8

i Aerioen; Mebelbe

HERBER CCABE (1926-200
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AQuinas
and the Cry
of Rachel

John F. X.Knasas
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