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INTRODUCTION

God is love. Perhaps that is one religious sentiment about which we can all agree. And, if so, it might provide the common ground upon which we can have an open and frank discussion about the true nature of God. Jesus speaks admiringly of love and God’s divine state this way: “He who does not love does not know God; for God is love…. God is love, and he that abides in love abides in God, and God abides in him” (I Jn 4:8, 16). Not only is love the basic nature of God but each of us is intimately related to that love. This account of Divine Love illustrates Christianity’s resplendent gift to humanity, underscoring its enduring value for the world. 

For many, things just can’t get any better than this. Yet, God has a terrible problem in this case. But you wouldn’t know it at first glance. The dilemma can be put this way, as conceived by a conservative evangelical Christian, Millard J. Erickson: “the fact that God is love requires that he be more than one person. Love must have both a subject and an object. Thus, prior to the creation of other persons, humans, God could not have really loved, and thus would not have been truly love.” 

If not for the multiple persons of the Holy Trinity, God would be faced with a difficult prospect: existing all alone within a pre-creation emptiness or void. Or so the argument goes. It is hard to imagine such a dismal state, starkly forlorn, suffered for all eternity. Down along the line, the unbearable loneliness and longing for someone to love would surely be overwhelming. At last a choice would have to be made, bringing forth the cosmos and all its host therein. That’s how we would handle it anyway. Needless-to-say, for those keeping track, this marks our first stop at the haunted house.
A strange malady muddies the water in such case—God is lonely—forced to create people, for the sake of having some company. But does that make sense? How can the defining feature of God be perfect love, if something else is required to fulfill it? Yet, something like this must be going on to justify creation. Of course, an alternative is proposed: out of love, God gave us paradise to live in, so long as we exercise free will and obey properly. But this is really a mixed blessing, with countless poor creatures hurled into the gaping maw of hell for bad choices. Moreover, it hardly seems fair. Coming equipped with poor judgment does not suggest defects in the product line nearly so much as manufacturer error. Worse, there is a good chance the antagonist of all this hides behind a case of mistaken identity.

The refusal to equate God with Creator was perhaps most prominently proposed during the first centuries following Jesus. Gnostic philosophers read Christian doctrine and were aghast. In their view, the story of creation is not a happy one. At every turn, the world is full of pain, evil, and death. Something must be dreadfully wrong. In a compendium of Gnostic ideas, a pair of discerning editors, Willis Barnstone and Marvin Meyer, insist on this point: “a distinction must be made between the transcendent, spiritual deity, who is all wisdom and light, and the creator of the world, who is at best incompetent and at worst malevolent.” So much for intelligent design.
This is no small thing. Certain scriptures are profoundly disturbing, reaching far back to their ancient roots in Old Testament Judaism. Take for example a sticky issue that is familiar to most people by the time they reach adolescence, what could rightly be called the paradox of Unholy Genesis: 
If God is an All-Powerful, All-Loving Being,

who created all that exists,

how did so much evil come to exist?

Unholy Genesis is a devastating quandary, for which Christianity simply has no answer. Clearly, maintaining the sanctity of divine love is impossible if continually undermined by a corrosive influx of evil. This impasse represents an intolerable dilemma for Judeo-Christian faith, for which any thoughtful person will want some resolution. 

The trouble with Unholy Genesis is most people don’t follow the trail to its rightful conclusion. If evil does result from a Creator deity, two queasy implications potentially follow:

1. either God is not all-powerful, unable to prevent the scurrilous wiles of evil, which apparently has a life of its own; or

2. God is not all-loving, willing to stand idly while his beloved creations suffer, even going so far as to damn them in some cases.
Not being all-powerful is no sin, albeit rarely attributed to God. Not being all-loving, on the other hand, is the very essence of sin—the true nature of the Creator. This ought to give you pause. If God can’t be evil, then the Creator can’t be God. The fright of Unholy Genesis is really quite simple: mistaking the Creator for God. However inexplicable, the two are not the same. Some question if there is, at the heart of reality, a just or loving God. But what they really question is the moral character of the Creator—not God. And entirely right to do so. Only one deserves the blame. It’s time we got it straight. Creation is simply not God’s doing. 

Christianity is well known for its hornet’s nest of perplexing doctrine. Perhaps it is best to start from the beginning. When the Creator deity was first introduced to the ancient world of the Jewish people, it was really no more than a work in progress, basically a lesser god. However miraculous the pageantry of creation, this god has to work with material that already exists. Such is typically referred to as a “Cosmic Egg.” This cosmic matter exists in a chaotic and highly agitated state, the dark half of duality. Out of this disturbed state of dark cosmic chaos comes the other half—the Light of an orderly Cosmos, as when God said, “Let there be light.” From this divine ground of being, all nations and their cultures eventually emerge. This was a very satisfying account for most people of the time.

Yet, this view kicked up quite a stir, as its implications became better known. At least some early Jews must have been uneasy with this version, certainly in its first rendition. This is not exactly a “get ’er done,” “buck stops here” kind of god, pretty hard to tolerate. After all, if the material god works with already exists, it most likely has a life of its own. If so, god is behind the eight ball, perhaps even at the mercy of that dissident material. This throws a scare into some people. For good reason. 

Thus far, no one has resolved the confounding issue of an all-powerful, all-loving deity bringing forth the barren conditions by which evil not only exists but thrives. With the possible exception of a wily little imp, Woody Allen, unafraid to quip: “I don’t think God is evil. The worst you can say is he’s an underachiever.” Undeterred by this admittedly irreverent swipe at religion, advocates of creation volley a rejoinder every bit as impetuous: have faith. Only to miss the point. Blithely overlooking the implausibility of creation, not to say fallen state cursing human beings, sticks in the craw of many. For them, a more coherent account is required. 

As advertised, this ride doesn’t let up! Alarming too is an eye-poping bond. Chances are Woody Allen didn’t think his whimsical proposal all the way through, being a theologian more by hobby than trade. But it points us in the right direction. Just ask George Carlin, even more unforgiving still as a comic: “This is not good work. Results like these do not belong on the resume of a Supreme Being. This you’d expect from an office temp with a bad attitude.” The issue amounts to a rather anemic image, painting the Creator into an unflattering corner: harried parent tagging haplessly along behind disobedient children, to no avail, trying desperately to get their unruly creation to behave. 

Looking for an upgrade, some Jews found favor in the Savior, imposed on to fulfill the function that God was apparently unable to manage on his own—take care of us properly. Likewise, the culminating version of Creator was at last proposed too, with all elements finally in place: ex nihilo. This represents the most abstract effort of all, with creation coming abruptly into being from out of nowhere—absolute nothingness. Needless-to-say, this was a remarkable feat, unimaginable to earlier people. The astonishing prowess of the vision was quite intimidating, even for the people of its own era, despite the sacred gift of our appearance. After all, you could be blotted out of existence just as easily. Nonetheless, at least now the Lord God had some sovereignty over the cosmic materials. That was a big relief.

The sudden emergence of human beings, the Earth, and all the cosmos is accomplished by a supreme deity. But all is still not well, for a disquieting side-effect accompanies the venture: evil. Now comes the price to pay for full authority—responsibility. God has to own up to what he has done. Yet, the idea of mixing good and evil together as attributes of God is so awful it cannot be taken seriously. Since God can’t be evil, the solution is obvious: attribute evil to a different source—all the better, one that only exists in opposition to goodness: Satan, or the devil, the epitome of evil. 

But that doesn’t solve the problem. Upgraded to supreme being, there is no going back to the frailty of a lesser deity. God remains the source of Satan—and, therefore, the source of evil—precisely for engaging in the role of Creator. Free will doesn’t solve the problem either. Not if God has set things up so people make poor choices. In that case, the house always wins. Unless pretty good at the game, the odds are stacked against us. Too bad some end up bust. Not surprising, from here things go even more haywire, requiring certain final flourishes. As mentioned, these poor creatures are flawed by an inherent tendency for evil. Or else an external mischievous force shows up to lead them astray. Either way, a difficult battle between good and evil ensues. In the bleak course of this terrible struggle, alas, evil prevails. As a result, the innocence of humanity is corrupted. 

The reaction of the ex nihilo Creator is surprisingly similar across cultures. A catastrophe of some kind is sent into the world, for the sake of purging its creation of evil. A flood is the most common means by which this purification is done. At least some people are saved for the chance of continuing the project of paradise bungled by the original pair. Although this sanction destroys most of the offending creatures, others are spared, for the sake of making amends and getting it right this time. The retribution stipulated by this decree concerns Old Testament atonement. From this comes the laws that humans have worked out in the aftermath of the divine holocaust, making sure nothing like that ever happens again.

Yet, by this calamity, humanity is essentially given a second chance. In this sense, then, creation occurs twice—the first primordially, the second redemptively…born-again as it were. Therefore, ex nihilo models provide not only an account of the arrival of human beings on Earth and original sin bringing forth the Fall of Man but also the redemptive intercession for this dire condition. In this way, we are finally restored to our rightful place in creation—as epitomized in the New Testament with Christ.

These relations have traditionally been depicted this way: 

THE HOLY TRINITY

(Shield of the Trinity)

    Creator              


         Savior
Humanity

^^^^^^^^^^^^^

(Sat+an)
Such is the final template of the Holy Trinity anyway, even if consensus among Christians on this point is hard to find. Nevertheless, Christianity is usually distinguished by the presence of a Savior God, existing in some way alongside the Creator God, both opposing the surly bane of humanity—Satan—tempting the unwary toward disaster. As a result, the Holy Trinity became the primary means for atonement of sin in Western civilization. It is by these means that we offset the evil wiles of the devil.

However, Jesus’ own views on this score differ, as well as other claims made about him after his lifetime. An unsurpassed nondual sage who lived in our time, Avatar Adi Da Samraj, speaks in behalf of the message about Divine Reality given by this remarkable spiritual master:

The “God”-idea of Jesus is the idea of the Divine As Spirit (or Spirit-Breath) “inside” (and, thus, Prior to) both the “world” and the human psycho-physical form. That is to say, As Spirit the Divine Is the Prior Reality, and, As Such, not “Creator” (or “Cause”)—but, rather, the Divine Spirit Is Source and Refuge. 

Even among the Christian faithful outdated views are losing credibility and called into question. Progressive Christians especially are faced with the difficult prospect of deciding how to feel about ideas/ideals inherited from ancient people long since passed, living life under circumstances scarcely imaginable now. What might have made sense centuries ago is exceedingly hard to accept today. Contemporary Christians are finding that even core beliefs must go by the wayside, forced to make honest decisions about what is really true. Many are coming to striking conclusions. 

A perhaps unlikely source of inspiration is handily weighed by Bryan A. Sirchio, a Progressive Christian musician. Analyzing why the lyrics of some hymns are now unsuitable, he catalogs a bevy of disagreeable beliefs:
1. Penal Substitution Atonement: having Jesus punished by God so that we are spared is neither necessary nor healthy.
2. Blood Sacrifice Theology: ancient magic simply doesn’t work.

3. Being Saved from Hell: believing in Christ to avoid hell-fire is not nearly as advisable as to fulfill God’s grace.

4. Escaping from this World: social justice here and now is better.

5. Jesus the Only Way to God: other spiritual masters are good too.
Progressive Christians are now rallying around a very challenging set of imperatives. Despite a shared historical privilege, some Christians have been more “chosen” than others, which is ever harder to sanction. Advocates of Progressive Christianity mostly take issue with the “demographic” plight of marginalized people (women, ethnic groups, economically disadvantaged, homosexuals), treated shabbily by Christian institutions historically. 
But a “denominational” plight also exists, requiring correction too. This would not only allow the sublime wisdom from all other spiritual traditions to flow into an otherwise austere religious environment but from saints and mystics within Christianity’s own tradition as well. There have been many sons and daughters of God. Other spiritual masters have been overlooked in favor of an elitism that has cost Christianity far more than it ever brought about in benefits. All of these issues cry out for closer examination. 

Summarizing all of Christian argument is well beyond the scope of this little primer. Instead, this work focuses on the core of Christian doctrine and how Jesus Christ has gotten lost in the shuffle of atonement, in the end usurped by an imposter: Jesus Cross. The idea is to show how we got here, the reduction of Christ to cross. And more, to inspire a radical reformation of Christianity, restoring at last the true nature of Christ to his religion.
PAGE  
2

