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I.
Introduction

A.
Concepts of "God"

1.
About 95% of Americans say "Yes" when asked if they believe in God. But what God do they believe in?

2.
Universalist Prayer: 

"To Whom It May Concern"
3.
Gordon Kaufman (Harvard Divinity School):

The term God must not be considered the name of a personal being who created the heavens and the earth, but as a symbol for the evolutionary historical factors, powers, and processes that brought us into being, continues to sustain us and draws us to fuller humanity.
4.
Rabbi Marc Howard Wilson, (Congregation Beth Israel, Greenville, SC)


God, as I see it/him/her, should be understood as the sum total of all the forces of creativity and moral good in the universe. Certainly this is a definition to which every honorable person -- monotheist, polytheist, pantheist, deist, even atheist -- can subscribe. We each can give that God has different names.

5.
God is "A fellow sufferer who understands"
6.
God is the force
B.
Significance of Our Concept of God

1.
"We tend by a secret law of the soul to move toward our mental image of God. So what comes into our mind when we think about God is the most important thing about us." A. W. Tozer, The Knowledge of the Holy

C.
Approaches to Defining God

II.
Conceptions of God

A.
Atheism = Not God

1.
Philosophical

a.
J. L. Mackie, Anthony Flew (ex-atheist)
b.
Try to prove philosophically there cannot be a god.

(1)
Must define the god who doesn't exist.

(2)
Usually prove the Christian God doesn't exist

2.
Crusaders (Anti-theists)
a.
Madalyn Murray O'Hair whose son is a believer
b.
Barry Lynn Americans United for Separation of Church & State; Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, Sam Harris Letter to a Christian Nation Christopher Hitchens, God Is Not Great
c.
Eliminate God from Public Discourse

3.
Practical (Secularism)

a.
Disengagement of society (education, politics, social standing, business) from instruction by, responsibility to, or the public presence of religion.
b.
The determination to live without God in and for this world Eph. 2:12
c.
Prime time TV
B.
Agnosticism = Not Know

No sufficient ground for affirming or denying God.

1.
Philosophical: 

You can't know God because of the "Infinite Qualitative Difference" between any possible god and humans
2.
Practical: 

I don't know whether there is a god or not.

3.
Psychology of the position: I don't want to

a.
Be right

b.
Be intimate

c.
Be like them

d.
Be a hypocrite

e.
Change

f.
Be told

g.
Be criticized

h.
Judge others

i.
Decide
C.
Deism

1.
Deus = God (Latin)

2.
Naturalistic Scientific World View

3.
God is the transcendent Creator.  He set the universe in motion, endowed it with certain natural principles and laws and then stood back and now watches it run.  

4.
God is the great "Cranker."  I'm not sure who He is, but I'm glad He doesn't stop.

5.
Often associated with rationalism: If I know the laws of science, I can explain, understand, fix everything.

D.
Polytheism = Many gods

1.
Primitive Religions, Animism

a.
There are many spirits living around us. 

b.
Shamans can tell us who they are and what they want.

c.
We must be careful to keep the gods happy because mad gods can cause us much trouble. Happy gods can help us a lot.

d.
Magic: Manipulation of objects, substances, spirit entities & minds including humans and demons by word (ritual, incantations, curses, spells, etc.) and objects (charms, amulets, crystals, herbs, potions, wands, candles, etc.).
2.
Some New Age

a.
Spirit guides

b.
Channeling
3.
Occultism

4.
Mormonism

a.
One god rules each world under an "arch-god."

b.
Gods evolve
5.
"Christian"

a.
There is a just God, a merciful God and a holy God and an omnipotent God.  When I need strength I need the omnipotent God.  When I'm in trouble I don't want a holy God but a merciful God.

b.
My needs are paramount. The job of a god is to meet my needs. If he does not, he is a bad god, so I'll seek another. I keep looking for the god who will meet my needs

E.
Dualism = Two Eternal Forces, gods

1.
Greek:

a.
One good, one bad

b.
Good is associated with the realm of the spiritual.

c.
Bad is associated with the realm of the physical.
2.
Eastern:

a.
There are complementary forces that must be kept in balance

b.
Yin and the Yang

Yin and Yang, opposite and complementary forces in Chinese thought, from Chinese words meaning "shaded" and "sunny." Beginning in the early 4th century BC Chinese philosophers wrote about yin and yang in terms of the environment, especially the shaded and sunny sides of a hill. By the end of that century yin became associated with everything dark, moist, receptive, earthy, and female, whereas yang was bright, dry, active, heavenly, and male. Yin and yang were believed to combine in various proportions to produce all the different objects in the universe.

There is always an element of yang within yin and an element of yin within yang. Together they are symbolized by a circle divided into black and white sections, with a dot of white in the black portion and a dot of black in the white portion. This interaction indicates that the characteristics of yin cannot exist without those of yang, nor the characteristics of yang without yin. Chinese philosophers stressed the importance of balance between the two to ensure social and political harmony. Rebellion, floods, and disease were said to be caused by an imbalance of yin and yang. Fortune-tellers and doctors in China and later in Japan advised governments and individuals on ways to restore harmony in relationship to yin and yang.

The Korean Flag depicts the balancing philosophies of Yin/Yang and the concept of Ohaengso (five directions). In the central circle, the red portion represents negative Yin, while the blue portion represents positive Yang. It is an ancient symbol representing balance and harmony. The combination of bars in each corner also symbolizes opposites and balance. The set in the upper left corner symbolizes heaven, spring, east, and gentility. The lower right corner symbolizes the earth, summer, west, and justice. The upper right corner symbolizes the moon, winter, north, and wisdom. The lower left corner symbolizes the sun, autumn, south, and courtesy.
F.
Pantheism = All is God; Everything is full of God, who is in everything
1.
Buddhism and most New Age

2.
Ralph Waldo Emerson, Benedict Spinoza, Johann Wolfgang von Goethe, William Wordsworth, Samuel Taylor Coleridge, George Bernard Shaw
3.
Star Wars; Fred Alan Wolf (Dr. Quantum), 

4.
Some beings are in a higher spiritual energy state than others because they are advanced on the inner search for divine consciousness
5.
Pantheists deny a transcendent, personal God. Instead, they see spirituality all around them, in the beauty and wonder of the natural environment. In pantheism, everything is united and interconnected, including mankind, the universe, trees, the sun, moon and stars. It found expression in such romantic poets and philosophers as Blake, Wordsworth, Whitman and Goethe. (Christian Thoughts & Trends, Sept. 2003, 26)

G.
Panentheism = All is in God

1.
Process Theology

2.
All universe is in God

3.
God is more than the universe

4.
The world is God's body

5.
God is the spirit of the world.

H.
Personal Monotheism (Judaism, Islam)

I.
Trinitarian Monotheism (Christianity)

In a world of pagan people, God would rather be misunderstood and undervalued than completely unknown or ignored.

III.
Demonstrations of God's Existence

It's fundamentally the wrong question. The contemporary question isn't "is there a god," but "which god."

A.
Foundation:  General Revelation

1.
Creation Psa 19; Rom. 1:18ff
2.
Human Nature as Image of God Rom. 2:14-15
3.
Sense of Deity Acts 17:27-28
B.
Internal Demonstrations

1.
Ontological (Anselm, Descartes)

a.
Statement

(1)
I can conceive of a being than whom none greater can be conceived.  That is, a being having all perfections.

(2)
Existence is a perfection.

(3)
Therefore, such a being exists.
b.
Objections

(1)
Conceivability does not necessarily imply actuality.

(2)
Existence is not necessarily greater than non-existence.

c.
Values

(1)
By working directly from conception, it avoids the problems of inductivism.

(2)
It avoids a materialistic conception of God.

(3)
It leads to an infinite God.
2.
Moral (Kant, C. S. Lewis)

a.
Statement

(1)
If all humans have a moral sense, there must be a super-human source.

(2)
Moral sense (conscience) exists in all persons.

(3)
Therefore, there exists a super-human source of morality.

b.
Objections

(1)
Can only prove a finite God at best.

(2)
Does not prove a personal source of morality.

(3)
Supra-cultural morality widely denied.

c.
Values

(1)
Works directly from conscience, etc.

(2)
Suggests a "good" law-giver.

C.
External Demonstrations

Based on (1) causation -- every effect must have an adequate cause;  (2) nothing contingent can be first cause of anything.

1.
Cosmological

a.
Statement

(1)
Every existing thing has an adequate cause.

(2)
The universe exists.

(3)
Therefore, the universe has an adequate cause.

b.
Objections

(1)
No obvious reason why 

(a)
God needs no cause.

(b)
Universe could not be self-caused.

(2)
At best it would only prove an impersonal force.

2.
Teleological

a.
Statement

(1)
Order and design implies an intelligent and purposeful designer.

(2)
The universe exhibits order, etc.

(3)
Therefore, it has an intelligent and purposeful designer.

b.
Objections

(1)
Design often comes from 

(a)
A stupid mechanic.

(b)
Trial and error.

(c)
A committee.

(2)
A less than perfect world implies a less than perfect God.

D.
Values and Limitations of the Demonstrations

1.
Weaknesses of External Proofs

a.
The finite cannot prove the infinite.

b.
They do not prove one God.

c.
They divorce the existence of God from fear, trust, worship, service of God.

2.
Values of the External Proofs

a.
Based on universally available data.

b.
Uses general revelation.

c.
Fits a "scientific" bent.

d.
Shows that belief in YHWH makes sense

e.
The hypothesis God explains the world better than any competing hypothesis

3.
Analysis of the Demonstrations

a.
Taken apart from special revelation they cannot prove Yahweh. At best natural theology will come up with an idol.

(1)
The content of general revelation is Creator, not Redeemer.

(2)
Sin and evil leave open the possibility that the creator of this world is a demon.

(3)
Matt: 11:27; John 1:18; 1 Tim. 6:16


b.
The unity of general and special revelation is the basis of their value.

c.
The believer looks at creation and sees everywhere the handiwork of YHWH.

d.
They support the reasonableness of faith in YHWH.  Acts 14 & 17
IV.
Approaches to Knowing God

A.
Levels of Knowledge of a Person

1.
Factual = Confessional 
2.
Personal = Experiential 
3.
Transformational = Missional
B.
Non-Evangelical Methods of Knowing God

1.
Scholastic

a.
Reasoning from Creation

b.
Ways of 

1. Causality – every effect must have an adequate cause. Life is an effect. What is an adequate cause of this effect? Natural theology
2. Nega​tion – define a bad and say that God has none of that. “in” or “im” change = mutate. Immutable. Immortal, invisible, impeccable, infinite, incomprehensible, impassible
3. Eminence – define a good and say God has the superlative of it. Best/all = omni. Omnipotent, omniscient, omnipresent, omnibenevolent, omnisapient 
2.
Liberal

a.
Inner Human Experience

b.
Immanence of God

3.
Liberation

a.
Participation in God's Program

b.
Praxis 

C.
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Evangelical Method of Knowing God



1.
Responding to God's Self-Revelation

a.
God has revealed Himself. John 1:18; 1 Cor. 2:10-12
b.
Revelation conveys true knowledge because it comes from God via means chosen by God to persons created by God in God's image who are illumined by God's Spirit.

2.
Assumptions for Theology

a.
The Triune God of the Bible.

b.
Has revealed Himself in the Bible.

c.
To mankind created in His image.

3.
Incomprehensibility of God
a.
We do not and cannot know God exhaustively. Job 38-41.

b.
finitum non possit capere infinitum.

c.
Our knowledge of God is 

(1)
Limited

(2)
Imperfect

(3)
Ectypical

d.
Resulting attitudes

(1)
Humility

(2)
Mystery

(3)
Reverence

4.
Knowledge of God
a.
"It is possible to know God so long as we do not insist on understanding Him." Blaise Pascal.

b.
Its importance

Hosea 6:6
Westminster Catechism, Question 1: What Is the Chief End of Man?

c.
Its reality: unbelievers

(1)
All persons have an ineradicable knowledge of God because

(a)
They are created for this

(b)
God ever confronts them Ps. 14:1; 53:1; Acts 14:17; Rom. 1:18ff
(2)
All persons can know and assent to the facts, i.e. know about God.

(3)
Reverence

d.
Its reality: believers

(1)
Only the believer experiences God as Father 1 Cor. 1-2
(2)
While our knowledge now is dim, it is knowledge. 1 Cor. 13:12; John 17:3
e.
Its unique character

(1)
Origin

(a)
Science -- observation of the world

(b)
Theology -- listen to Christ. Matt. 11:27

(2)
Object

(a)
Science -- temporal creation

(b)
Theology -- external Creator and Redeemer
(2)
Essence

(a)
Science -- objective, unbiased

(b)
Theology -- Deep, personal involvement
5.
Resulting Character of Theology

a.
Limits itself to God's revelation.  Deut. 29:29.

b.
Uses regenerated reason under the Spirit's guidance to interpret, integrate, and apply revelation

c.
Goal:

(1)
Engrossing knowledge of God

(2)
Enhanced enjoyment of God

(3)
Enriched service to God

V
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Attributes of God

A.
Biblical Metaphors for God

1. 
Governance

a.
Judge

b.
King

c.
Warrior

d.
Father

2. 
Sustenance

a.
Artist/Potter

b.
Healer

c.
Gardener/Vinedresser

d.
Shepherd

Comment: God is described with feminine and mother metaphors and images (Labor Isa. 42:14; Birthing Num. 11:12; Deut. 32:18; Job. 38:29; Isa. 46:3-4; 1 John 3:9; Nurses Num. 11:12; Psa. 131:2; Isa. 49:14-15; Comforts Isa 66:13) and roles (seamstress Neh. 9:21; midwife Ps. 22:9-10, 71:6; Isa. 66:9), but God is never called “Mother,” given feminine titles, or referred to with feminine pronouns. Similar feminine images are used for David and Paul (2 Sam 17:8; Isa 60:16; Gal 4:19; 1 Thess. 2:7). So Rob Bell’s assertion, "There is a masculine dimension to God, and there is a feminine dimension to God" in NOOMA 21, "She" is a vast overstatement. Interestingly the devil is referred to in exclusively male terms.

B.
Essence, Attributes and Revelation

3. 
Definitions

a.
Essence, being, substance, etc.
That which underlies all outward manifestation; the reality itself.

b.
Attribute, perfection, quality, virtue, excellencies, etc.

Those distinguishing characteristics of the divine nature that constitute the basis for His manifestations to His creatures.

The essence is the underlying reality, the attributes are the qualities of that essence which in turn underlie God's revelation in His works of creation, providence, and redemption.

	ESSENCE
	ATTRIBUTE

	The Reality Itself
	Distinguishing Properties

	Noun
	Adjective

	Honey
	Sweetness

	Personal, infinite, eternal, spirit, aseity, etc.
	Omnipotence, holiness, love, etc.


4. 
The Relation of the Attributes to the Essence

a.
The attributes have objective existence.

(1)
Nominalism:
(a)
God is absolute simple unity.  The attributes are expressions arising from our mind or feelings.

(b)
"I feel loved when I relate to God."

i

SEQ 1_7 \* alphabetic \c 
We do not and cannot know God.

ii

SEQ 1_7 \* alphabetic \c 
Schleiermacher:  Know God = know utter dependence.

iii

SEQ 1_7 \* alphabetic \c 
Pantheism:  Know God = know self & world.

(2)
Functionalism: 
(a)
God acts in the world. The attributes are descriptions of how we interpret His actions.

(b)
God acts in loving ways.

(3)
Realism:  
(a)
The attributes are objective determinations in God's revelation which are rooted in his essence.

(b)
God is essentially loving.
b.
The attributes are inherent in the essence.
(1)
They are not separate parts of God.

(2)
Realism can imply polytheism.

c.
Attributes belong to the essence.
(1)
Not the persons of the Trinity as individuals

(2)
Not the works of God.

d.
Attributes reflect the essence.
(1)
We know the essence precisely when we know the attributes.

(2)
This knowledge is limited by our finiteness.

(3)
What we do know is true of whole existence.

C.
Kinds of Attributes

1. 
Essential (Necessary) Attributes

All humans have . . . 

2. 
Accidental Attributes

Some humans have . . . 

Sometimes humans have . . . 
3. 
Relative (Relational) Attributes

When humans relate to others they have . . . 

When humans relate to each other, their relationship has . . . 
4. 
Functional Attributes

When humans act, they have . . . .
D.
Characteristics of God's Attributes

1. 
Necessary?

Are all God's attributes are necessary, as opposed to accidental?
2. 
Reflect God's Essence (Realism vs. Nominalism)?

a.
Are some attributes anthropomorphisms?

b.
Are some attributes accommodations to humanity?

3. 
Coextensive?

Are all attributes co-extensive?

4. 
Equally Fundamental?

Are some attributes more fundamental than others?

a.
Some see holiness as fundamental, others love.

b.
Better loving holiness; holy love.

c.
The diversity of the attributes expresses the infinite richness of God's essence.

5. 
Essence → Attributes →  Revelation

a.
God's revelation is self-revelation, i.e. a revelation of His person, His character, His essence.

b.
God's essence transcends His revelation.

c.
We know God's essence/character only from His revelation.

E.
Classifications of Attributes

1. 
Incommunicable-Communicable

a.
God as He is Himself vs. God in relation to His creation

b.
Characteristics only God has vs. ones humans share

c.
Limitations of this approach

(1)
All are related.

(2)
All are communicated to some degree, none perfectly.

d.
Attributes Jesus did not exhibit vs. ones He did exhibit

2. 
Essential-Moral

3. 
Essential-Personal

4. 
Absolute-Relative

5. 
Greatness-Goodness

F.
Westminster Shorter Catechism Definition, Question 4

What is God?  God is a spirit, infinite, eternal, and unchangeable in His being, wisdom, power, holiness, justice, goodness, and truth.

G.
Westminster Confession statement of God (2.1) 

There is but one only Deut. 6:4; 1 Cor. 8:4,6 living and true God, 1 Thess. 1:9; Jer. 10:10 who is infinite in being and perfection, Job 11:7,8,9; Job 26:14 a most pure spirit, Jn. 4:24 invisible,1 Tim. 1:17 without body, parts, Deut. 4:15,16; Jn. 4:24; Luke 24:39 or passions; Acts 14:11,15 immutable, Jas. 1:17; Mal. 3:6 immense,1 Kgs. 8:27; Jer. 23:23,24 eternal, Ps. 90:2;1 Tim. 1:17 incomprehensible, Ps. 145:3 almighty, Gen. 17:1; Rev. 4:8 most wise, Rom. 16:27 most holy, Isa. 6:3; Rev. 4:8 most free, Ps. 15:3 most absolute, Ex. 3:14 working all things according to the counsel of His own immutable and most righteous will, Eph. 1:11 for His own glory; Prov. 16:4; Rom. 11:36 most loving, 1 Jn. 4:8,16 gracious, merciful, long-suffering, abundant in goodness and truth, forgiving iniquity, transgression, and sin, Ex. 34:6,7 the rewarder of them that diligently seek Him; Heb. 11:6 and withal, most just, and terrible in His judgments; Neh. 9:32,33 hating all sin, Ps. 5:5,6 and who will by no means clear the guilty. Nah. 1:2,3; Ex. 34:7 ​

VI
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Reflecting on the Attributes

A.
Personal

1. 
Person vs. Personal vs. Personality

2. 
Names of God

a.
Fundamental Implications

(1)
God is personal

(2)
Name expresses essence

b.
The Old Testament names

(1)
Elohim -- God

Almighty One, one to be feared, God of creation.  

General name for God.  

(2)
Adonai -- Lord

Almighty Ruler

Ruling and judging God.

(3)
Shaddai -- Mighty One

Lord of Providence

The One who takes care of His own

(4)
YHWH -- Personal name

Covenant Lord

The loving and relating God

c.
The New Testament names

(1)
Theos  -- b(1).

(2)
Kurios   -- b(2) & b(4)
(3) Pater  Abba  -- expresses a covenant relation in a novel manner.

3. 
Impassibility 

Far removed is the Father of all from those things which operate among men, the affections and the passions. He is simple, not composed of parts, without structure, altogether like and equal to himself alone. He is all mind, all spirit, all thought, all intelligence, all reason. . . . This is the nature in which the religious and the pious are accustomed to speaking about God

St. Irenaeus of Lyon

Ad Haeresis 2,13,3

a.
Logic of a "yes" statement: God cannot be affected by anything else because if He were, He would not be self-sufficient. 

b.
At the level of current debate - Does God suffer?

(1)
Yes, He does.  Jesus suffered.  The Father suffered in the suffering of His Son.  The Holy Spirit can be grieved.

(2)
He enters into the depths of our suffering, but He does it of His own choice.

(3)
God is not an unwilling or passive victim of suffering.  He is the one who overcomes by active involvement.  This is vital to understand to rightly see God as compassionate without falling into the open theism that sees God locked into this world as a fellow sufferer who understands.

(4)
This is opposed to the passionless, imperturbable God of philosophic theology that cannot be touched by anything because He is independent. 

(5)
God is the one who independently, of His own will, decides to enter into relationship with His people, which involves their own passions and concerns and even their sin (2 Cor. 5:21).  He does not do this out of compulsion or necessity. 

4. 
God Who Comes and Cares

B.
Spiritual

1. 
Immaterial and Incorporeal

a.
Many affirm incorporeality because of Greek philosophy rather than Bible.

2. 
Invisible

a.
Theophanies

b.
Anthropomorphisms

c.
Images

C.
Omnipresence in Space-Time

1.
Key biblical passages

a.
Psalm 139; Acts 17:27-28; Rom 10:6-8
b.
Jer. 23:23-24; Isa 66:1; Acts 7:48-49
c.
Ex. 33:14-15
2.
How is God present?

a.
Not present physically, but ontologically (vs. physical God)

b.
Present with rather than as each point in space (vs. pantheism)

c.
Not always present relationally or morally (vs. universalism)
3.
God in Special Places

a.
Ex. 18:5; 1 Kings 19:8
b.
1 Kings 8:10-11; Ezek. 8-11
c.
John 1:14
d.
John 14:17, 23; 1 Cor. 3:16
4.
Separation from God

a.
Gen. 4:16
b.
1 Sam. 16:13-14; Psa 51:11
c.
Num. 14:42-43
d.
Psa. 10:1
5.
Consider Matt. 7:23

D.
Eternity  Ps. 90:1-2;  2 Pet. 3:8
1.
Wholly Outside of Time (Eternal)

2.
Unending Succession of Moments (Everlasting)

E.
Unchangeability (Immutability, Constancy) 

1.
A. W. Tozer: "God Never Differs From Himself" 
2 
Louis Berkhof's Definition:  "God is devoid of change in being, perfections, purposes, and promises, as well as knowledge, plans, and volitions." Logically this must be so because a change would mean:

a.
To or from imperfection.

b.
A higher standard than God.

c.
The Bible is wrong.

3.
Openness: God grows in knowledge and experience, learning new things, enjoying the creativity of people, agonizing over their wickedness, surprised by their choices. But God does not change in essence or divinity. 

Thomas Ord summarizes Pinnock this way: God is a self-sufficient, though relational, Trinitarian being. God graciously relates to the world as one self-limited out of respect for the genuine freedom of creatures. Creatures have genuine influence God. God is transcendent and immanent, has changing and unchanging aspects, gives to and receives from others, is present to all things, and has supreme power. God’s love, says Pinnock, includes responsiveness, generosity, sensitivity, openness, and vulnerability.

Open theology rejects traditional theologies that portray God as an aloof monarch. Influential theologians of yesteryear often portrayed God as completely unchangeable, ultimately all determining, and irresistible. By contrast, Pinnock says the biblical vision presents a loving God who seeks relationship with free creatures. "The Christian life involves a genuine interaction between God and human beings," he says. "We respond to God’s gracious initiatives and God responds to our responses . . . and on it goes."

The future is not entirely settled, according to Open theology. This means that while God knows all possibilities, God does not know with certainty what free creatures will actually do until creatures act. Classic views of God's foreknowledge are incompatible with creaturely freedom, says Pinnock. "If choices are real and freedom significant," he argues, "future decisions cannot be exhaustively known."
4. 
Process response: Since God is related integrally to a changing world, there must be some change in God.

Human Obedience  → Divine Joy

Human Sin  → Divine Sorrow

Human Creativity  → Divine Enrichment

5. 
Biblical Data

a.
Num. 23:19
b.
Psalm 110:4
c.
Mal. 3:6; Jas. 1:17
d.
1 Sam. 15: 11, 29; 35
e.
Exodus 32:9-14
f.
2 Sam. 24:16
g.
Psalm 106:45
h.
Jer. 31:13, 15, 19; 42:10
i.
Jer. 18
j.
Hos. 11:8; Amos 7:1-8
k.
Zech. 8:14
l.
Jonah 3
(1)
Exhibits God's constant mercy towards those who repent.

(2)
The change is in God's attitude rather than in God's character.

6. 
Why does God keep His promise in Exodus 32 but not follow through on His promise in Jonah 3?

a.
God's relation with Israel is a long term one vs. the short term one with Ninevah

b.
God's love and compassion are everlasting while His wrath and judgment are short lived Ex. 34:6-7; Num. 14:18; Psa 103:8; 145:9
7.  
Immutability vs. Immobility

a.
Immutability is sometimes understood as the immobility of the Greek "unmoved mover".

b.
Process thought sees God as essentially dependent upon the world.  God grows as the world grows, and is stimulated or created by its change.

c.
Open theism: God grows in experience and knowledge as people make decisions. He is big enough to enjoy adapting to surprises in His world. He adjusts to those choices to accomplish His purpose. 

"God sometimes regrets how decisions he’s made turn out. He sometimes questions how aspects of the future will go. Other times he confronts the unexpected and experiences frustration because free agents choose unlikely courses of action. Often God speaks and things in terms of what may or may not occur. And, we have seen, many times he genuinely changes his mind about intended courses of action." Boyd, God of the Possible, p. 87
d.
The God of the Bible is the one who voluntarily relates, the one who became the Christ, the one who now is in the world in the Spirit.

8. 
God is unchanging in

a.
Essence (Being)

b.
Attributes (Character)

c.
Decree (Purpose)

9. 
Because God chooses to enter into relation with and respond to His people, He changes

a.
Relationship

b.
Attitude
c.
Action 

F.
Being (Aseity) John 5:26
1. 
Absolute Existence

The Ground of God's being is in Himself.

a.
Our existence is contingent, God's is absolute.

b.
He is not bound by any higher concepts such as justice, love, etc.

c.
This does not mean that God is His own cause.  Rather, He is uncaused. 

d.
Man as the measure of all things: "Everything has value exactly to the degree that it promotes human growth and well being.  If it does not do this, it is at best irrelevant."  

2. 
Living

3. 
Possibility of Relationship

This does not mean that God is unrelated. 

a.
Rather that He is independent of the necessity of relationship.  

b.
Rather, He is independently able to enter into relationships.

G.
Wisdom 

1. 
Omniscience Psalm 139:1-6
a.
All agree that God knows all knowable things. 

b.
What can be known is the question.

(1)
"Arminian":  God knows all things, events, actions from the perspective of eternity.

(2)
"Calvinists":  God knows all because all is part of His plan.

(3)
"Open Theism": God knows all knowable things. He knows everything about the past and present, all determined things and His own commitments for the future, but not free future actions (which are not things yet and therefore unknowable in advance).

(4)
We believe the Bible clearly teaches that God has complete, accurate and infallible knowledge of all events past, present and future, including all future decisions and actions of free moral agents. (Resolution of the Evangelical Theological Society which would be held by virtually all evangelicals past and present)

c.
Some biblical statements of God's Knowledge
(1)
God's Knowledge of Present Events

(a)
Proverbs 15:3
(b)
Psalm 33:13-15
(c)
Matthew 10:29-30
(d)
Hebrews 4:13
(e)
Romans 11:33
(2)
God's Prophetic Knowledge of Future Events

(a)
Psalm 139:1-6, especially 15-16
(b)
Job 14:5 (Cf. Jer. 1:5; Gal. 1:15)
(c)
Isaiah 41:22-23
(d)
Isaiah 46:9-11
(e)
Isaiah 48:3
(f)
Ezra 1:1
(g)
John 13:18-30
(h)
John 13:38-34
(i)
John 21:18-19
(j)
Galatians 1:15
(3)
God's Knowledge of Various Things

(a)
Rain, animals etc. Psalm 148:8  cf. Psalm 135:7; 104:4, 14, 2-29; Job 38:31, 32
(b)
Random events Proverbs 16:33
(c)
Psalm 139:16
(d)
Jeremiah 10:23 Prov. 16:1, 9; 20:24
(4)
God and the Nations

(a)
Daniel 4:34-35
(b)
Deuteronomy 32:39
(c)
Psalm 33:8-11
(d)
Psalm 135:8-13
(e)
Acts 17:26 (14:16)
(5)
God and Stubborn people

(a)
Psalm 135:5-6
(b)
Proverbs 21:21:1
(c)
Ezra 1:1
d.
Response to Open Theists: 
(1)
Passages where God knows "too much" for Open Theists (see passages above too)
(a)
Psalm 139:16 God knows our days while the body is still in the womb 
(b)
Isaiah 45:1, 13 God names Cyrus as the anointed deliverer though he's not yet 
(c)
Matthew 26:34 God Jesus predicts Peter's denial with specific details about yet undecided actions 
(2)
Problem passages for Open Theists if they follow their overly literal hermeneutic.  

(a)
Genesis 3:8-13 God has incomplete contemporary knowledge
(b)
Genesis 9:13-16 God has to remind Himself of His promise

(c)
Genesis 18:20-21 God has incomplete knowledge and is not omnipresent 
(d)
Jeremiah 3:7 God has incorrect contemporary knowledge
(e)
Jeremiah 7:32-32; 19:5; 32:35 God has incomplete knowledge of future possibilities

2. 
Omnisapience

H.
Power (Omnipotence) 

1.  SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Can God do anything? Can God command a person to hate Him? Can He refuse salvation to a repentant human? 
a. God cannot lie: Tit. 1:2; 2 Tim. 2:13; Heb. 6:18; Num 23:19; 1 Sam. 15:29; His word stands firm: Isa 40:8; 55:11. 

b. But He does send a lying spirit: 1 Kings 22:19ff
c. God cannot break a promise: Isa 40:8; 55:11; Hab. 2:3; Mal. 3:6; Luke 21:33; Jas. 1:17 Once God has committed Himself, He will remain faithful to that commitment. 
d. God cannot be tempted: Jas. 1:13
2. 
Power vs. Ability
a.
God's Power is Unlimited

God has all power to whatever He has ability to do. 

b.
God's Ability is Limited

(1)
Logically

Cannot create round squares.

(2)
Morally

Cannot contradict His character.

(3)
Decreetally

Cannot contradict His plan/purpose/promise.

I.
Justice, Righteousness

1.
Dimensions of God's Righteousness
a.
Attribute (Character): God is perfectly pure and righteous Ezra 9:15; Dan. 9:7-11, 14; John 17:25; Rom. 1:17; 3:22
b.
Actions: God acts righteously and sacrificially. He not only is good, but does good Gen. 18:25; Psa. 71:15-19; 145:17; Jer. 9:24; Micah 6:5

c.
God’s righteousness is a gift He gives to faith. Rom. 1:17; 3:21; 10:3-4; Gal. 5:5; Phil. 3:9
2.
Definition at a human level

a.
Righteousness means life with all relationships, with God, humans, and land, well ordered so that life is full of shalom or well being. The righteous person is one who contributes to such life

b.
Doing justice is inconveniencing yourself for the sake of the "worthless person" while injustice is keeping my stuff for my own comfort. 
c.
The reason for doing justice: loving and being like the LORD. It is being like the LORD who gives Himself in creation and redemption.
d.
The righteous are willing to disadvantage themselves to advantage the community. The wicked are willing to disadvantage the community to advantage themselves. . . . Righteousness is a pattern of life, not merely specific acts. What is at stake is personhood, not merely performance, disposition rather than mere deeds; character behind and beyond conduct . . . this kind of life and behavior has a religious dimension as well as an ethical one, since the righteous depend on the LORD. . . . “righteousness” refers to the moral quality that establishes right order and “justice” refers to the moral quality that restores order that order when they are disturbed.  

Bruce Waltke

Proverbs, p. 97-98
3.
Law as an Expression of Justice: He instructs us so we can live lives pleasing to Him. He commands his children and their households to keep the way of the LORD by doing righteousness and justice, so that the LORD may bring what he has promised him." Gen 18:19
J.
Holiness: 
1. 
Given wholly to YHWH, and therefore separate from sin; but not separate from human. Isa. 6:3
2. 
Purity

I.
Goodness (Love)

1. 
Good

2. 
Love

a.
Love between the Father & the Son John 3:35; 5:20; 14:31
b.
Providential love of the Creator Matt. 10:29
c.
Salvific love for the fallen world John 3:16; 1 John 2:2
d.
Particular love for the elect Deut. 7:7-8; Eph. 5:25
e.
Conditional love for His own Exo. 20:6; Psalm 103; John 15:10; Jude 21 
3. 
Holy Love

a.
God's holiness is his majestic purity that cannot tolerate moral evil. God's love is his outgoing, tenderhearted embrace of the sinner. God's holiness is his separateness from what is unclean and profane. God's love is his willingness to identify with those who are unclean in order to help them. God's holiness transcends the passing world of decay and death. God's love incarnates itself in this world corrupted by sin.

Donald Bloesch

God The Almighty, p. 140.

3. 
Love and Wrath

a.
Is wrath a personal attribute or is it the result of the cause and effect system of sin and consequence?

(1)
Ex. 32:10-11; 34:6-7
(2)
Deut. 29:27-28
(3)
Psa. 11:4-7
(4)
Zeph 2:2-3; 3:8
(5)
John 3:36
(6)
Rom. 1:18ff; 5:5-9
(7)
Col. 3:6
(8)
1 Thess 1:10; 2:16; 5:9
(9) Rev. 14:10-20; 19:15-21

There is within God a holy intolerance of idolatry and injustice. Whenever these occur, they stimulate his response of anger. If evil did not provoke him to anger, he would forfeit our respect, for he would no longer be compassionate and just.

b.
What Category of Attribute?

(1)
Essential - God is always wrathful though it is only expressed to sinners

(2)
Relational - Wrath is the necessary, personal response of God against sin and evil flowing out of His justice & holiness.
c.
Comments on Wrath

(1)
One of the first attributes to be distorted or abandoned as people move away from biblically based theology in either liberal or legalistic directions.

(2)
Never irritability, an irrational passion or petulance

(3)
Never expressed out of cruelty

(4) Co-exists with love as in a wise parent. 

(5) Wrath "is the love of God in friction with the reality of injustice. It is the warm, steady, patient, but absolutely fair grace of God in collision with manifest selfishness. God's wrath does not contradict God's love; it proves it. A love that pampers injustice is not lovable. Bruner, Matthew comment on 3:7; Vol. 1:92 (2nd ed.)
(6) "The wrath of God is his steady, unrelenting, unremitting, uncompromising antagonism to evil in all its forms and manifestations. God's anger is poles apart from ours. What provokes our anger (injured vanity) never provokes his; what provokes his anger (evil) seldom provokes ours. . . . It cannot be emphasized too strongly that God's love is the source, not the consequence of the atonement. If it is God's wrath that needed to be propitiated, it is God's love which did the propitiating." Stott, Cross of Christ, 173-174
4. 
Grace (See Soteriology notes)

a.
Unconditional acceptance


b.
Power for transformation


c.
Cleansing from sin.
5. 
Mercy - God's love in action toward the misery of sin.

J.
Truth 

1. 
Being Truth (Faithfulness)

2. 
Telling Truth (Veracity)

K.
Mormon View of God

1. 
God is a contingent being who was at one time not God.

2. 
God is finite in knowledge, power and being (not omnipresent or immutable)

3. 
One of many gods

4. 
Corporeal who physically dwells at a specific location in space time

5. 
Subject to the laws of a beginningless universe.  God came from the universe, not the universe from God.

6. 
He is a resurrected, exalted being who was at one time not God.  He was a mortal man on another planet who through obedience to the precepts of his God eventually obtained exaltation as God himself through eternal progression.  God could have failed to become God had he not obeyed.

7. 
Omniscience -- God only knows what can possibly be known.  He knows everything, but the future is not a thing.

L.
Conclusion:  Imago Dei: Making God's Attributes Visi​ble

VII

SEQ 1_1 \* ALPHABETIC \r 0 
Trinity

No sooner do I conceive of the one than I am illumined by the splendor of the three; no sooner do I distinguish them than I am carried back to the one. When I think of any one of the three I think of him as the whole and my eyes are filled, and the greater part of what I am thinking escapes me. I cannot grasp the greater greatness to the rest. When I contemplate the three together, I see but one torch, and cannot divide or measure out the undivided light.

Gregory Nazianzen (330-391)

A.
Methodological Issues

1. 
The Basic Meaning:

"The doctrine of the Trinity does not on the one hand assert that three persons are united in one person, or that three beings in one being, or that three Gods in one God (tri-theism); nor on the other hand that God merely manifests Himself in three different ways (modalism); but rather that there are three eternal [,personal] distinctions in the substance of God."

Park, quoted by Strong
2. 
The Definition:

In the unity of God's essence there subsists three persons: the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit, who are consubstantial and coeternal, yet distinct in the personal mode of their existence, [the Father begetting the Son, and the Spirit proceeding from the Father and the Son.]
3. 
The Term "Trinity":

a.
Not biblical.

b.
Not sufficient.

B.
Proposed Definitions

1. 
Modalism (Functional)

a.
Ancient view:  Sabellianism

God is one person with different modes of expression.

b.
Modern view:  Process theology

(1)
The Father is the abstract pole.

(2)
The Logos is the power of creative transformation.

The divinity of Jesus = God operative in man, releasing to the world a new stream of energy.

(3)
Holy Spirit is God at work enabling free creaturely response to divine reality.

2.
Subordinationist 

a.
Ancient view:  Arianism

God is unique.  The Son is created so good, he can be called God.

b.
Modern view:  Jehovah's Witnesses

(1)
One God:  Elohim, Jehovah

(2)
Christ is the first creation of Jehovah; He is Michael, the archangel, God's spokesman.

(3)
Holy Spirit is impersonal force of Jehovah.

3.
Tritheism

Three Gods exist eternally and are fully equal.  They are perfectly united in purpose, etc.

4.
Nicene

C.
Biblical Data

1.
Old Testament

a.
Elohim & plural pronouns for God

Gen. 1:26
b.
God distinguished from God (Two LORD's) 

Gen. 19:24

Psa. 45:6-7

Isa. 48:16-17

Hos. 1:7

Zech. 2:10-11; 3:2

Mal. 3:1-2
c.
Son   Ps. 2:7;  

& Spirit Gen. 1:2
d.
Threeness ascribed to God   

Is. 6:3

Num 6:24-26
e.
Angel of the LORD

Gen. 22:11, 15

Ex. 3:2

Num. 22:22-35

Judg. 6:11-22; 13:3-21; 

Zech. 3:1-6

f.
Wisdom personified

Ps. 33:4, 6

Prov. 8:12-31
g.
Multiple persons

Ps. 33:6; 45:6-7

Is. 48:16-17; 61:1; 63:9-10
h.
Messiah deified

Ps. 110:1

Is. 9:6; 53

Dan. 7:13
2.
New Testament

a.
Birth narratives

Matt. 1:23; Luke 1:35
b.
Baptism of Jesus

Matt. 3:16-17
c.
Jesus described the Trinity

Jn. 14:11, 16, 17
d.
Great Commission passages

Matt. 28:19-20

Acts 1:7, 8
e.
Triune passages

1 Cor. 12:3-6

2 Cor. 13:13-14

Eph. 1:3-4

Eph. 4:4-6

1 Pet. 1:2

Jude 20-21

Rev. 1:4-5
f.
Three persons mentioned
Rom. 8:1ff.

2 Thess. 2:13-14




Titus 3:4-6
D.
Basic Affirmations

1.
Oneness of God

2.
The Old Testament God Is the New Testament God

3.
Logos Is God, but not Father

4.
Holy Spirit Is a Divine Person, but neither Father nor Son

5.
New Testament Is Consciously Trinitarian

6.
The Bible Does not Reason Abstractly about Trinity

E.
Historical Development of Trinitarian Understanding

1.
Eastern Church 
a.
Father is the center of the divine unity. 

b. Son and Spirit have derivative status 

c. Tends to subordinationism

d. Divine essence is unknowable 

e. Trinity is central to worship

2.
Western Church 
a.
Unity of the divine essence  

b. Tends to modalism, minimizing distinction of the divine person

c. Trinity is a mathematical conundrum for philosophers

d. Trinity is unimportant to worship

3.
Contemporary Trinitarian Thought
a.
Community of three equal persons

F.
Exposition of Trinity

1.
Key Terms

a.
Essence, substance, ousia
Fundamental reality; goodness; Answers the "what" question 
b.
Person, subsistence, hypostasis
Idea of personal self-distinctions in the divine essence; Answers the "who" question
c.
Expressions

(1)
One essence with three persons

(2)
Three persons in one essence

(3)
One "What" with three "Who's" 

2.
Central Issues

a.
There is in the divine being one indivisible essence.

b.
There is in the divine being three persons or subsistences.

c.
The whole divine essence belongs to each of the persons.

(1)
Essence and persons are not independent.

(2)
No subordination of essence.

d.
The three personal subsistences have eternal, personal relationship.

(1)
The classic statement:  The Father begetting the Son, and the Spirit proceeding from the Father and the Son (filoque).

(2)
Is there scriptural base for this?
(a)
Is begetting (John 3:16, etc.) of Second Person or of God-Man?
(b)
Is procession (John 15:26) of Third Person or the economic coming of the Spirit?
(3)
Conclusion:  Taken out of their historic, philosophic context, these are more confusing than helpful.

3.
Immanent (Ontological) vs. Economic

a.
Immanent:  Three persons in relation to themselves.

Father, Son, Holy Spirit

b.
Economic:  Three persons in relation to God's eternal purpose.

My Father, my Savior, my Paraclete.

(1)
Basis:  

1 Cor. 8:6

1 Pet. 1:2
(2)
Role of the Father:  Designed

(a)
Designer  Eph. 1:3-6;  1 Pet. 1:2

(b)
Creator & providence  1 Cor. 8:6

(3)
Role of the Son:  Earned, purchased

(a)
Agent of creation  1 Cor. 8:6;  Jn. 1:3

(b)
Accomplisher of redemption Eph. 1:3-15; 1 Pet. 1:2

(4)
Role of the Holy Spirit

(a)
Convicts  Jn. 16:8-11

(b)
Inspires & equips  1 Cor. 2:13

(c)
Seals & sanctifies  Eph. 1:15; 1 Pet. 1:2
(5)
Typical ascriptions:

	Father
	Son
	Spirit

	Designed
	Purchased
	Applies

	Creator
	Redeemer
	Re-Creator

	Election
	Reconciliation
	Sanctification

	Revealer
	Revelation
	Revealedness


(6)
None of these are limited to a single person.  e.g. creation

(a)
Father:  Acts 17:24; 1 Cor. 8:6

(b)
Son:  John 1:2, 1 Cor. 8:6; Col. 1:16

(c)
Spirit:  Gen. 1:2;  Psa. 33:6; 104:20

(d)
Trinity:  Gen. 1:1;  Psa. 90:2

c.
The authority/submission relation of Father/Son 

(1)
All evangelicals believe the incarnate Jesus submits Himself to the authority of the Father (John 5:19-22. Phil. 2:6-11). 
(2)
Is the Son eternally submitted to the Father in the immanent Trintiy? Some (e.g., Bruce Ware, Wayne Grudem) stress that relationship while others (e.g., Kevin Giles, Paul Young) deny its possibility.
(a)
Does the First Person have inherent authority over the Second because He is Father to Son? Do fathers have inherent authority over adult sons?
(b)
The Father has priority (John 1:1-3; 1 Cor. 8:6; Col. 1:16). Is this an authority relationship?

(c)
The Son is at the right hand of the Father (Psa. 110:1; Matt. 26:64; Acts 5:31; Col. 3:1; Heb. 12:2). Is this an authority relationship or is the authority to the front of the Throne?

(d)
The Son is made subject to the Father after He has finished His work so that God can be all in all (1 Cor. 15:28). Is this an immanent or an economic relationship?

(e)
The Trinity passages have no set ordering of the three persons (Matt 28:19; 1 Cor. 12:4-6; 2 Cor. 13:14; Eph. 4:4-6; Jude 1:20-21)

 (f)
Throughout church history the confessions and creeds have referred to the generation or begetting but never to the submission of the Son.

(3)
Conclusion:  It does not seem there is sufficient biblical data to make an affirmation that the Father does or does not have an eternal authority relation to the Son.
A.
Analogies of Trinity

1.
Water, steam, ice

2.
Family:  Adam, Eve, Seth

3.
Roles:  father, Son, Husband

4.
Psychological:  Remember, understand, love.

5.
Humanity:  Multiplicity of humans within human essence.

B.
Boundaries on Reflection

1.
One in Essence

2.
Three in Person

3.
Equality of Persons


C.
Significance of the Doctrine

1.
Basis for proper theism.

2.
Basis for revelation.

3.
Basis for redemption.

4.
Basis for human life.







