On the Form and Function of The Deity

On The History of God

‘’We must make an idol of our fear…and call it god’’






The Seventh Seal

‘’If God did not exist, it would be necessary to invent Him’’

Voltaire

There is no greater puzzle than the divine, and no greater pursuit than the study of the divine. This is my motivation for writing this book. God is the ultimate puzzle. We know not of His nature, not even if He exists. We have a mental jigsaw, with imaginary pieces, conjectural design, rogue clues and no final picture. We can only suppose and imagine the fundamentals for our arguments, and we can have no final confirmation, except possibly at death. But then again, I am not that dedicated to this pursuit.


The nature and existence of God has challenged and puzzled scholars, artisans and common men since time immemorial. Ever since man first gained his sentience and intelligence, his eyes have raised skyward. The need for explanation of the world and its being initiated the arguments for superior beings that manifested all that man wanted: power, wisdom and knowledge. As time wore on, and as religion came about, the idea of god/s was cemented, and incorporated into worship, into rites and rituals to incite these superior beings to bless mankind with their divine aid. Still time went on, and science began to invade the human civilization, offering its theories and discoveries, and pushing God to one side. Since then, however, as the once bold and brash science has begun to mellow and learn its limits, God has been exhumed, and is now dissected for fresh ideas. God, it seems, still has a place in our hearts.


We will explore the ideas concerning the concept of a god. We will concern ourselves with His existence, His being, and His nature. We will explore the ideas of others concerning him. We will offer a profile for Him, and study His workings. Who knows, we may even prove He exists. I doubt it, though. I may need to write a sequel. Such is the complexity of the theological arguments of god, a million books could not explain God, and this is why we must write on. We need a million and one books. Perhaps then we will be a little closer to God.


Firstly, what do we mean by ‘god’? It may at first glance seem a simple question. Images will pass through our heads from Charlton Heston films, or from dusty memories of Sunday school, or even from religious studies classes. We will also have a fair bit of personal conjecture. We all have our ideas on god. I can only offer you here what I think. Do with it what you will.


Thus said: let us begin.

The first stage of any analysis is definition of terms. Before one begins to object that you cannot give definitions to that which is unknown- which God most definitely is- let me clarify. People tend to use the words related with ‘god’ more or less interchangeably: ‘god’, ‘deity’, and ‘the divine.’ However, these words mean quite different things. 

A god is an individual divine being. A deity is a god without personal definition. The divine refers to gods and deities. Divinity refers to the attributes of the divine. An idol is a false god. Understand? ‘God’ means a deity with attributes. A ‘deity’ is any form of divine being. ‘Divine’ refers to a deity and its attributes. ‘Divinity’ refers to the divine beings and attributes. These shall be our terminology.


A ‘god’ is a being or thing, usually personified as an individual thing that has power, knowledge and wisdom greatly exceeding that of man. Any being that can do more than man can, really. However, this is rather difficult. 

Omnipotence

‘Power’ is a tricky term to define. Power to do what? Boil an egg? Move mountains? Create worlds? According to philosophic sense, God has power over me. I have power over a frog. A frog has power over a fly. A fly has power over…etc.


Power. Power to dominate. To liberate. To create. To destroy. To give life. To give death. Power to do and power to undo. Power as Authority and Power as Control. Authority asks for and expects power. Control takes and keeps power. Thus power, or potency, is simply the authority or control one thing has over other things.

The power of the modern world against the old world is technology. I know of no religion, philosophy or idea that suggests that god/s would utilize technology to their aims, or science. Whilst science fiction is rife with ancient races and aliens that have such powerful technology and such advanced science that they appear as gods, God has never been seen as a techno-scientific thing. Thus, as a mortal and technocratic people, we see power as mechanical, such as atomic or genetic. We cannot really think of a power that is non-technological. 

Spiritual power is one option, perhaps, such as the charisma of and dedication to such people as Gandhi, the Dalai Lama and Martin Luthor King. However, charisma will not move mountains, nor will it create universes. Perhaps God is possessed of psychical power, with telekinesis on a vast scale, enough to mould planets and ignite stars. Who knows? The divine is beyond the physical, and so we cannot apply our technology and our science against Him. That which is non-physical cannot be compared against the physical.

‘Political power lies in the barrel of a gun’ said Chairman Mao. Let us hope that God is not a reader of the Little Red Book. Conceivably, God could control us with the power offered by the barrel of the divine gun. Tempest and cataclysm, disaster and calamity will keep Man in check. Power can be exercised with relish using the threat of death and destruction. But God does not do these things. The days of smiting have passed. People are no longer struck down, if ever they were. No longer do rivers turn to blood, no longer does the sun stand still, and no longer do the heavens open to drown the worlds creatures. God does not control by force, else he would not give the shark such sleekness, or the comets such reverence, or the volcano such majesty.


‘Love them and they will love you back’ said musician and comedian Jimmy Durante, speaking of audiences. One can control another through feeling, emotion and empathy. Compassion, love and care can give control. We love our parents and we let them control us for it. We love our spouses and let them control us for it. That is why men are so often seen pushing prams around department stores. God sends to us rainbows, puppies and babies laughter. We see the wonders of the world, and see the trademark of God. And we let ourselves surrender to the divine. God could control us through love. But is to control through love an abuse of love? And did we not state above that God also sends fire and fury against the world, and death, and destruction. And injustice and poverty and pain and suffering…


So God does not control us through force or love. These are contradictory. A couple fall in love in Paris whilst Honduras drowns under a hurricane. A baby laughs in China as civil war rages in Venezuela. Priests are ordained in Poland as a crocodile mauls a father of two in Kenya. Such hypocrisy, if God rules by love. Such intermittency, if God rules by force. Those who rule by force always submit to force. Caligula, Pol Pot, Stalin. Once the first man has been assassinated, once the first civilians have gone missing in the night, once the first newspaper has been shut down…it is easy to do it again. If God ruled by fear, I would not be writing this.


If He ruled by love, then I Could be writing this. A loving God would cherish my and my free will exhortations. A loving God would tolerate blasphemy. I once challenged God to strike me down. I waited. Nothing. But I can explain that, and will do below. But I say that God does not rule by love. It would be unfeasible. For to rule by love would be to deny all possibility of bad. That would mean toothless sharks, tethered comets and magmaless volcanoes. A neutered world would be a world of love. Our biology would be rendered meaningless as the chance of physical need and decay are lovingly erased. The natural world would be dulled as predators and prey are generalised. Sharp rocks would be blunted, roaring waves would be hushed, and apocalyptic meteors would be herded away. All by the love of God. And in this happy little world…would be have a world? Or a theme park? A mock-up of the world as it should be.


‘Tiger, tiger’ wrote Blake. Let a lion be a lion and pounce on the gazelle. Let the gunsmith be a gunsmith make his guns. Let the earthquake be an earthquake and shatter a city. Nature red in tooth and claw. Man red in bullet and bomb. Free will to choose. Quick draw and fire? Or handshake and peace? Sign the treaty or sign the orders? In a world of free will, we can choose. A lion cannot choose not to kill the gazelle. The lion needs to kill the gazelle lest the pride starve. The gazelle needs to be killed else the land we stripped bare. If the lions and gazelles were to reach accord and live harmoniously, then…trouble would brew. Populations would soar, the land would be picked clean, the soil would blow away, and everything else would suffer. No, if we lived in a rose-tinted world of a loving God, everything would grind to a halt in two weeks. 

A council could provide the most excellent, efficient and courteous public services available. Trimly uniformed staff with top-class training. The best vehicles and equipment available. Round-the-clock service every day of the week. All the support and funding necessary with more to spare. A wonderful, wonderful vision. And it could be done. But it would take a year’s budget to maintain this utopian for even one month. What then for the next eleven months?


We must recognise that we live in a world of economy. We could not have a world in which all things are good for all time. What would be wholly uneconomical. We must take the good with the bad. So, ergo, we must have the good as well as the bad. You cannot have light without inviting darkness. A little sacrifice here, and a big gain at the end. Cut down on the takeaways and pub crawls for a few months: suffer. And then jet off to Malta for two weeks at the end of it: benefit. Pleasure and pain. Give and take. You cannot have-have-have all the time. One must also give. If we want a world of good, we are only storing up badness for later. 


Equilibrium is a prime standard. Balance.


Good and evil. Light and dark. Pleasure and pain.


But a divine attribute is omnipotence. Being all-powerful. What does this term mean? Ultimate power? Limitless power? Power over space and time? Power over life and death? Power to create and destroy all things? Omnipotence seen by a human is omnipotence. Omnipotence seen by a deity is standard feature. I wonder if the power a deity has from the divine point of view is truly ​all​-powerful. To the porter, the CEO is omnipotent. But to the Board of Directors, the CEO is merely powerful. 


If we say that a deity is omnipotence, we should say from hose point of view. God may be omnipotent as represented in the universe, and to its inhabitant living things. But God may not be omnipotent as represented in the divine realm in which God would exist, and to whatever else shares this realm with God, be they angels or spirits, or supposition. See later for this divine realm idea.

What I mean by ‘greatly’ I am not fully sure. The power of even humans beings cannot be measured, or recorded, and so that of a god? We can only give examples. Violate what humans take to be assured natural laws. Knowledge is more easily understood: what is known of the world, its contents, and its properties. Science and philosophy makes up the majority of our knowledge. Knowledge forms the basis of power; you cannot do what you do not know you want to do. Finally, wisdom: understanding of things, their operation, and their place in the scheme of things. Basically, gods have power, the knowledge of what to use it for, and the morality to use power and knowledge right, to a level beyond that of man.


There are basically two systems for theist belief, a theist being one who believes in a god. The first, monotheism, sees only one true god. This is the case with, for example, Christianity and Islam, with God and Allah respectively. The second is polytheism, which sees many gods. This is the case with Hinduism with Krisha, Shiva, Ganesha et al, and the more primal religions of the world. To this I add another, multitheism, which will have its own chapter.


Monotheism is a more modern branch of theism, and is characterised by one god. This god is solely responsible for all things, and created and sustains everything. He is worthy of worship, and usually sends prophets to aid us.


Polytheism is an older system which sees many gods, perhaps in reflection of the more scattered scientific systems of the past. The religions of Rome and Greece were polytheistic, with their plethora of gods. With polytheism, each god is ascribed responsibility for a particular aspect of the world or of human life. War, knowledge, the arts, agriculture, weather and the underworld were popular choices. We see this with Zeus, Mercury and Athena, Jupiter, Saturn and Hermes, Odin, Freya and Thor, as well as with the many other examples.


Over time, the ideas toward god changed hugely. The earliest inclinations towards belief in god could have stemmed from the earliest man fearing the thunder and lightening which tore the sky, and sought something to protect himself. With nothing in his power he could do, this man begged the skies for mercy. Similar cases for the first farmers and tillers of the soil, who hoped for a god harvest after doing all they could. Mariners and seafarers, too, with hopes for a calm sea, and warrior-races, hoping for success in war or glory in death. The faceless hopes and dreams of these people, reflecting their greatest concerns, would have needed solidification. Every god needs a name, just as every corporation needs a logo. The earliest gods were given the name of the thing to which they were attached. 


The Greeks actually made a differentiation between the Titans and the Gods, even though both serve the same theological purpose as higher beings responsible for differing aspects of nature. The primal Greek goddess of the earth was named Gaia, which means ‘the earth’ Other examples can be seen in Selene, the moon goddess, means ‘moon’, Helios means ‘sun’ Reflecting the uncouth and natural nature of the earliest Greek deities, there was also the three Cyclopses, Brontes, Steropes and Arges, ‘Thunder, ‘Lightening’ and ‘Bright’, as well as others for the underworld, for desire, day and night. As time pushed on, the sophistication of the Greek gods went on. Soon, gods arose for the mountains, rivers and sky, and then for oceans, et cetera. As human civilzation progressed, gods were added for science and knowledge, for agriculture, and soon newer specialised gods were created for fate, for arts and poetry and literature. A full-scale theological enterprise was underway. 


We can see even with only the Greek example that the development of the theological system began as the personification of human weaknesses and desires into gods, beings to blame for human failures and to worship to stave off human failure. As time went on, however, and the human concern shifted, newer gods were created for burgeoning human techniques such as agriculture, seafaring, war and science. As humans developed, so did the gods. No doubt that, if we were a strongly polytheistic society, we would have gods for genetics, atomics and extraterrestrial life. 


So we have a picture of humans creating gods to bear the brunt of human frailty, and of developing theological models to cope with increasingly complex and ordered human society. However, these are still not theological ideas such as those with which we are familiar. These gods are raw, undeveloped. They are crude effigies of deities. These gods were shaped not by philosophy, but by human need. 


As time went on, stories were created about these gods to explain the world, in the same way that Jesus taught by parable and as we teach by science. The progression of night and day, say the Norse, is a constant pursuit of the chariots of the sun and moon by a giant wolf. For the Norse, this is familiar imagery. The origin of human negativity, say the Greeks, is the woman Pandora and the box she could not resist opening (this also reflects the sexist attitudes of the ancient civilizations) Stories could be created to explain everything, from the origin of earthquakes before seismology and the origin of disease before medicine. In essence, the gods and their exploits were used to fill the gaps scholars and priests could not fill.


Soon, priests realised that they could capitalise on the hold of these gods, and soon religion began to evolve. Luxurious temples were built for the worship of the gods. Idols were created by the most skilled craftsmen. Only the best was lavished upon these anthropomorphic gods; if a man would appreciate gold and gems and incense, then a god would, too. Temples became the houses of dreams, containing all that men wished to have at his feet. Rites and rituals and ceremonialism grew up to enhance this feeling of wonderment and humility before gods that should be worshipped, revered and feared. Prayer books were created, tithes paid and priests initiated. Soon, religion was a full-blown enterprise. Indeed, religion became so important than wars were soon waged between differing creeds. 


However, whilst religion was evolved, so too were theological concepts of god. Religions began to shift from polytheism to monotheism. By now, man was accustomed to the rumblings and workings of the world, and needed not gods to blame. Whilst early science was working slowly but surely to explain the world, men were not concerned with hows. There was no longer a need for gods to explain things, for only that which is new and wonderful needs to be explained. By now, storms, volcanoes and poor harvests were regular. And that which is regular is seen with blurred eyes and bored minds.



People began to tire of the complexity of polytheism, and were tired of the dozens of temples, of the expensive offerings for each and every god. A more streamlined system was needed. As civilizations began to fall, so too did their theological systems. Newer theologies centred on one god began to arise. This one god could do all that the other divine hordes could, and more. Why have dozens of gods when one will do? A theological downsizing was underway. And this was before Ockham and his Razer, too. Soon, the swift efficiencies of monotheism began to take hold.


As the world continued to change, the shift of global culture moved from North Africa, Mesopotamia and Asia, and began to move towards Europe. Masses of people were united behind monotheistic models, all of them fearing a god they did not even understand. As usual, the priests, clerics and scholars held power. Churches and cathedrals sprang up, flooding areas with culture. In all this religious progress, however, god moved from a theological entity, to a mere necessary facet of faith. People were more concerned with the worship than the subject of the worship.


Monks and scholars in locked rooms kept the real theology of god alive. St. Aquinas and his brothers pondered philosophy that was never endowed to the people. God became an intellectual pastime, instead of an article of life. Then again, is God not an intellectual pastime, still? Perhaps not. Children believe because they are told to. Adults believe because they choose to. Such a thing was heresy in times past.



By now, the Renaissance was upon us. Science was coming of age and was beginning to manoeuvre towards religion. Whilst science was at first the exploration of gods works in the name of increasing our reasons for His glorification, science was becoming problematic. In all its glorification, mere men were beginning to offer their own ideas. They began to see better how things worked, how they interacted, and what made things tick. They were devising systems and explanations. They were watching and learning like never before. They were learning the works of god, and this was unacceptable. The tyrannical religions that were rife during the Renaissance relied on Roger Bacon’s insight: ‘knowledge is power’ 


As science began to arrange and offer up its ideas, it was unwittingly pulling the carpet from under religion. By explaining how things worked in terms of the mortal, they were removing power from the divine. Why have a god when you can have a theory? Theories made immediate sense, were provable and were observable. More importantly, they were man-made. They had mortal origin. Whilst few scientists have claimed to be god, they must certainly have had insights into the works of god through their studies. 


Thus, religion had to crack down on these luminary heretics. We can best see this with the hounding of Galileo. Likely the most regarded astronomer of all time, Galilei Galileo made a professional mistake when he reordered the arrangement of the earth in the heavens. Instead of the obvious notion that the earth was centre of the universe (being, as it was, home to the most important of Gods creatures) Galileo suggested that it was at the centre. The most respected and capable astronomer of the time suggested a (true) theory, with excellent supporting evidence. Could he be wrong? Of course, snorted the Church. Earth was created by God, is at the centre of the cosmos, and is the home of Gods people. Obviously Galileo was wrong.



However, Galileo made a good case. A very good case, as it turns out. You cannot make a better case than the true case. Because of this, religious leaders were worried. If Galileo was right, then the religious leaders were wrong. If religious leaders were shown to be wrong once, then they could be shown to be wrong again. Naturally, a course of action must be taken. The solution? Either silence Galileo, or kill him.



Galileo was ‘asked’ to refute his beliefs, which he refused to do. He was placed under house arrest, where he continued his studies through his window. One of the most intelligent men of his time, who was making discoveries that were bringing mankind closer to God, imprisoned by ‘men of God’ As it turns out, astronomy and its cousin cosmology are the sciences that are the most philosophically relevant. The philosopher Charles Hoy Fort noted that ‘astronomy may be termed a very aristocrat amongst the sciences’ Where better to find God than in the Heavens? This was not, however, a view shared by the religious leaders of Galileo’s time, and he was locked away. How enlightened. 


However, as science began to produce noticeable material and technological progress, God began to shift into the shadows. The rewards and sense of discovery of a telescope was immediately apparent, as is the awesome power of the atom. Compared to religion, and its piety and dedication and servitude, science offered fast and furious solutions to life’s problems. Mans nature took over, and the ease of science was accepted. God and His needs were discarded into the past.


As we are now into the Renaissance, the scientific wake-up call of civilization, we must make a note: ideas and attitudes we throw at God are as chaff against a brick wall. God- if He exists- needs not care what we think. Would you care? I would not. I would be too busy thinking about the real mysteries of the universe; the ones God ponders on.

IS THIS DRAGGING ON??

NOTES----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Why break your back w


Christianity brought fresh and vital order and structure to medieval Europe, and was soon the common thread between the increasingly powerful and significant areas of Europe. Even now, Christian

Increasingly, religion is less about god, and more about hearth, home and family. So long as people obey certain moral and conductive rules, science can fill in the rest. 


As Christianity began to establish itself as the vitally-ordering power in early Europe, it b

God: Primitive. Human. Celebrity.


The creation of gods tailored to human need also shows in the stories of the gods that are so wonderful to read. The gods of yore used swords and spears, fought over women, and bathed in pools. The gods were, in essence, humans given divine power. They were capricious and subject to their emotions, their desires and wants. Gods like this are more, as it were, approachable. They can be understood better. This is why modern people are so eager to have a peek at the neighbour’s houses, to see how they live. It is easier to identify with what is familiar. Gods that have the same problems as you do are easier to relate to. This is why glossy magazines that extol the daily ups and downs of celebrities are so popular: they bring idols closer to home.

Burning the toast

Those familiar with mythology will recall the story of XXX. XXX was a mortal who fell mutually in love with Zeus, king of the gods and most powerful god. Such was their love that Hera, wife to Zeus, grew jealous. Disguised as XXXs sister, Hera visited XXX and told her that, such as Zeus’ said love, that XXX should be able to see him in all his glory. XXX thought this was a good idea, and visited Zeus. XXX made Zeus prove his love for her by doing anything she asked, and she made him promise he would be as she asked. Zeus agreed, and XXX asked to see him in all his glory. Zeus, the god, showed his full glory to the mortal XXX, who was burnt to a crisp.


Thinking about this, I don’t want to experience God. Then again, children do not learn to stay away from fire until they are burnt. 

Where this last comment comes into it, I don’t know!!

Catch 22 and God

What say one night, after months of intensive meditation and study, God manifested Himself before you. You have immediate proof of His existence, and He tells you so. He tells you that you can prove His existence, as you are a witness to the divine, and you will be able to impart details that will prove His existence, without question, even to Arthur C Clarke.

However, the prove for this, so says God, is that you will be unable to tell anyone of the experience. In short, you will be able to prove the existence of God, but you will not be able to do it. You will be a mute witness. You will have in your hands the ultimate knowledge, and power, and you will be unable to use it. 

Is this what a religious experience is: a manifestation of the divine that provides without question and refutation proof of Gods existence, but in such a way that one cannot express it. He’s clever, you know, clever and omniscient.

Conclusions

Oh, crap. In writing off the older gods as fantasies of early humans, I now find modern theology as merely an extension of a problem that began a long time ago. Our gods may be more streamlined, and more sophisticated, but are they still mere extensions of human weakness and ignorance? 

The contemporary arguments for the existence of God do not stem from God: they stem from man. Arguments for the existence of God based on the origin of the Universe stem from science, and cosmology. Not God. God, if He exists, has not given rise to one single argument concerning His existence. Not one. Is He modest? Or does He not exist. 

Perhaps in moments of frustration we could beckon Him into revealing His existence to us.

Oh dear…

Jud-Christ

‘God’ will for most people call up images of the Judeo-Christian god, the stereotypical old man with white beard and white robes. This god is the one who created Heaven and Earth in seven days, who was the father of Jesus, and who loves and cares for us all. He also smoted a few races along the way, dropped seven plagues in Pharaohs lap and who waits for us in Heaven. This is the general idea of god as used by most people. This is the one schoolchildren would give. The more concerned amongst us would also credit this god with omnipotence and omniscience, which we shall discuss later. For now, know what omnipotence means ‘all-powerful’ and omniscient means ‘all-knowing’ Some would also see this God as all-loving, but we shall leave this for now and discuss it later.


However, this is not the only idea.

‘’I reward stupidity with ignorance’’ III

‘’It’s like Braille, only verbal’’ III

‘’I’m at my loneliest in a crowd’’ III

Bibliography

World Mythology, ed. Roy Willis, 1993, Douglas Baird Publishers

His and hers

Man and wife

Saying ‘I do’

Till old age strife

‘’Is this the real life? Is this just fantasy?’’








Queen, Bohemian Rhapsody

