Shorter extracts from various works

Alvyn Petterson, Athanasius, 1995

52. “Created good and for a godly purpose, people were yet no puppets. They were made free and responsible, with the option of choosing either good or evil. More precisely, they could ‘just as well incline to the good as turn away from the good’ (C. G. 4). For in the world, as created, evil itself did not exist, only the possibility of evil.”

53. “Indeed, how radically free is human choice is manifest in Athanasius’ belief that it was improper that what had once been created rational, having partaken of the divine Logos, should disregard God and fall back into nonexistence.” And that “Improper though it was, Athanasius’ God did not forbid it. The Alexandrian recognises the risk that God took in allowing humans the capacity to shape their own futures. They are granted the full responsibility of making themselves and their world as they wish them to be within the conditions particular to their creatureliness.”

62. “Serious as turning from God is, Athanasius is unwilling to view it as irreversible....

There is no person who is totally turned from God. For to be totally turned from God is to be totally turned from Life, and so not to be, but to have returned to the ‘nothing’ whence all once was created. In so far as people exist they have a choice, and its concomitant, responsibility.”

79. “Athanasius affirms that every individual is contemplative” of God. “Even the ‘unletterred’ Antony contemplates. For contemplation is a part of being truly human.”

84-85. “The use of terms like ‘threaten’ and ‘condemn’ initially seem to sit uneasily alongside Athanasius’ good God, wishing all to live the true felicitous life of Paradise (D. I. 3). Yet it is not God who plans people’s death; rather, people upset God’s good purpose for vitality, and bring death upon themselves through freely turning from the only Source of life and incorruption.... God’s word, it must be remembered, is a ring fence against people’s abusing the faculty of free will.... These words are not a thread, but a warning of possible consequences.

87 .....‘they were themselves the cause of their corruption in death.’ (D. I. 5)”

Anselm, Why God Became Man
Bk 1, ch 12 “...if a sin is forgiven without punishment: that the position of the sinner and non-sinner before God will be similar – and this does not befit God.”

 (Contradicts Mat 5:44-45, and the verse that says God is no respecter of persons and makes no distinction)

Bk 1, ch 13 “(A) There is nothing more intolerable in the universal order than that a creature should take away honour from the creator and not repay what he takes away.

(B) Nothing is more self evident than this.

(A) There is nothing, furthermore, which is more unjust to tolerate than the most intolerable thing in the universal order.

(B) That, too, is very clear.”

Bk 1, ch 19 “It is not fitting, then, for God to receive into heaven, for the replacement of the fallen angels, a human sinner who has not paid recompense. For truth does not allow him to be raised up to equality with the blessed ones.”

Bk 2, ch 4 “But, if it is recognised that God has made nothing more precious than rational nature, whose intended purpose is that it should rejoice in him, it is totally foreign to him to allow any rational type of creature to perish utterly.”

(Anselm is coincidentally agreeing with Athanasius here)

Bk 2, ch 8 “...just as the sin of mankind and cause of our damnation originated from a woman, correspondingly the medicine of sin and the cause of salvation should be born of a woman.”

Bk 2, ch 11 “...when mortals rise again into incorruptibility, they will be no less true human beings”

NT Wright, Jesus and the Victory of God, 1996

Preface, III, pg xvii. “I have taken it for granted that Jesus of Nazareth existed. Some writers feel a need to justify this assumption at length against people who try from time to time to deny it. It would be easier, frankly, to believe that Tiberius Caesar, Jesus’ contemporary, was a figment of the imagination than to believe that there never was such a person as Jesus. Those who persist in denying this obvious point will probably not want to read a book like this anyway.”

Part 2, Chapter 8:5 page 367 “If we imagine a different model for Jesus’ career from the one we have suggested, much of the material falls apart, and has to be assigned variously all over a purely hypothetical (that is to say, imaginary) early Church, much as a computer in distress scatters a splintered file all over its memory.”

NT Wright, What Saint Paul Really Said, 1997

172. “As we saw in the first chapter, attempts have been made at various stages to derive parts of Paul’s religion and theology from the world of pagan philosophy and mystery-religions. All have failed, as virtually all Pauline scholars now recognise.”

173. “Setting up partial and misleading parallels between what Paul says about the facts and meaning of Jesus’ death and the rituals of the mystery religions is an attempt to turn the clock back in a way now forbidden by the most massive and learned studies of the subject (eg A.J.M. Wedderburn, Baptism and Resurrection).

