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What should we expect in terms of our understanding of God? E.g. Notice the “incommunicable”
language of our Confession.
who s infinite in being and perfection, ... invisible, ... immenve, eternal, incomprebensible

Mystery is the vital element of Dogmatics. It s true that the term "myotery" in Seripture does not indicate abstract-supernatural
truth. . .nevertheless, the idea that the believer would be able to understand and comprehend intellectually the revealed myosteries is
equally unscriptural... In that senve Dogmatics (s concerned with nothing but mystery, for it does not deal with finite creatures, but
Sfrom beginning to end raises itself above every creature to the Eternal and Endless One Himoelf. Herman Bavinck

o E.g. To know him is not to fully comprebend bim! (Rom.11:55-56, Job 11:7-9, 26:14, Psalms 145:1-3)

What can we know of God and how would we know it? E.g. What makes the doctrine of God
“communicable?”
Ex. 7:17 Thuos vays the LORD, “By this you shall know that I am the LORD.” See, with the staff that is in my band I will
strike the water that is in the Nile, and it shall be turned to blood.
Is. 52:6 Therefore my people shall know my name; therefore in that day they shall know that it is I who speak; here am 1.

The knowledge of God i the only dogma, the sole content of the entire field of Dogmatics. All the doctrines treated in Dogmatics--
whether in regard to the universe, man, Christ, etc.-- are but the explication of the central dogma of the knowledge of Goo.
Everything is treated with God as center and starting-point. Under him all things are subsumed. To him all things are traced back.
1t i the knowledge of HIM, of Him ALONE, which it must display and show forth. Herman Bavinck, The Doctrine of God

Notice the “perfection” language of the section 1. What then do you think are the implications of this?
o Infinite in being and perfection...
o  Mout...
o Immutable...

How does section 2 apply section 1?
o Notice especially how divine “sovereignty” throughout section 2 is the necessary consequence of who God
is!
God hath all life, glory, goodness, blessedness, in and of Himoelf
to alone in and unto Himoelf all-sufficient
not standing in need of any creatures which He bath made
nor deriving any glory from them, but only manifesting His own glory in, by, unto, and upon them.

o O O O O

He (s the alone fountain of all being, of whom, through whom, and to whom are all things and hath most sovereign
dominion over them, to do by them, for them, or upon them whatsoever Himoelf pleaseth.

What does it mean to say that God is “sovereign” according to section 2?
o  Why, if God is “God” as described here —would it be wrong to reduce the doctrine of God in relation to what
happens as “foreknowledge” only? E.g. To deny his absolute “sovereignty”
o Why, if God is “God” as described here —would it be wrong to reduce the doctrine of God as to make room for
human freedom of the will abuolutely? E.g. How is God’s freedom different than our freedom? (Hodge p. 52)
o Why, according to who God is, does the confession say “so as nothing is to Him contingent, or uncertain?

The Bible describes God as a “jealous” God? Why, at first glance, might this bother us? So what does this have to
do with God’s attributes?

How can we reconcile section 1’s statements concerning God’s “modt loving...forgiving iniquity “ and God’s “most
Judt and terrible judgments... by no meand clear the guilty ? E.g. What is the significance of the cross on this point?
The cross i the only place where the loving, forgiving merciful God is revealed in such a way that we perceive that his
holiness and his love are equally infinite...it consists in the combination of inflexible righteousness, with its penalties,
and transcendent love. Emil Brunner, The Mediator

What then is the ultimate response to the doctrine of God according to our confession?
To Him ts due from angels and men, and every other creature,
whatasoever worship, service, or obedience He is pleased to require of them.
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The Trinity
WCF 2:3

I. An Apostolic Doctrine

The Trinitarianism of the New Testament w rarely explicit; but the frequency with which the triadic schema recurs suggests
that the pattern was implicit in Christian theology from the start. The impression inevitably conveyed is that the
conceplion of the threefold manifestation of the Godhead was embedded deeply in Christian thinking from the start, and
provided a ready-to-hand mold in which the ideas of the apostolic writers took shape. J.N.D. Kelly,
Early Christian Creeds
(¢f- Trinity formula at the end of 2 Corinthians, and the baptismal formula at the end of Matthew.
Also 1Cor. 6,11; I Cor. 12,4f,; 2 Cor. 1, 21f,;1 Thess. 5, 18f.; I Pet. 1, 2.)

A. The idea of the Trinity:
1. Peculiar to Bible. No other religion has an analogy to the Trinity doctrine.
2. Is taught in Bible in its relation to salvation, not as a speculative science.
3. The Trinity in Scripture is that point where all other Biblical ideas unite, the beginning and end of all insight into
Christianity. Illus. Eph 1 and missional theology, salvation theology, theology proper...
4. Progressive nature of Biblical revelation such that the doctrine of Trinity moves from vague to specific and clear
from Genesis to Revelation.
There is a development of doctrine within the Bible itself.
a. Christ's claims that the OT speaks of him. (Luke 4:14-21; 24:25-27)
b. Other Examples: Gen.3:14-15, Isa.53:1-12; Micah 5:2 (Mt.2:4ff); Zech.13:7(Mt.26:55-56)

B. The form of the Doctrine in Scripture:

1. Not Polytheism, but monotheism. (Deut. 6:4 Christ endorsed Monotheism of OT: Mk.12:29)
of one substance, power, and eternily
2. Not tri-theism, but Tri-unity. Mt.28:19 where Christ bracketed the F,S,HS together as “one” (singular) name...

(Also Jn.14:23)
There be three persona...God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost

3. The Son, not born of, but eternally begotten of ... the Holy Spirit proceeding from...

C. A Defense of the Doctrine of the Trinity from Scripture

1. That God is One is well-established biblically.
Deut. 6:4 “Hear, O Israel! The Lord is our God, the Lord is one! (¢/. 1 Cor. 8:6)

2. That this One God is yet three in Persons is established by the following:
a) Explicit references of divinity applied to each three “person” of the Trinity:
1) The Father: (John 6:27 John 20:17 Rom. 1:7 1 Cor. 1:3
2) The Son: (John 1:1,14,18, John 5:18, Rom. 9:5)
3) The Holy Spirit (Is. 6:8-9Acts 28:25)
b) OT language for God applied to Jesus in NT:
Example: Rom.10:9-13 (cf. vs. 13 quotes Joel 3:5, “Yahweh” and applies to Jesus, see also Acts
9:20-21)
c) Jesus was understood and condemned for his self-awareness concerning his own divinity. (Jn 10:31ff,
Jn. 20:17f)
d) The divine communion of God the Father and God the Son. (Jn.5:22, 14:13, 17:1, 5:26, Col1:15,
Heb.1:2)
e) The “another” language applied to Holy Spirit in relation to Christ. (Jn 14:16-18...26 “I will come to

you”)

D. What does the does the doctrine of the Trinity (section 3) have to do with sections 1-2? E.g. what about God
makes the Trinity, if not comprehensible, more believable?



