ABC Theology Daily Theological Research Note

Divine Antecedence, God’s Proto-Order, and the Beauty of Divine Order — August 25, 2026

1. Purpose of Today’s Research
Today’s discussion continued the audit of one of the central propositions presently being developed
within Analytic Biblical Continuation (ABC Theology):

THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT.
The immediate focus was the working definition of Divine Antecedence:

Divine antecedence denotes the asymmetric ontological dependence of all created reality upon the
Living Creator: created reality depends upon God, whereas God does not depend upon created reality.

Rather than weakening this definition in anticipation of possible criticism, today’s discussion sought to
determine whether it possesses genuine theological content and whether its implications can be
developed coherently.

The conclusion reached today is affirmative. Divine Antecedence is not intended as an empty synonym
for “God comes first.” It describes a fundamental asymmetry between the Living Creator and created
reality while explicitly refusing to reduce divine antecedence to chronological precedence within
created time.

At the same time, Divine Antecedence does not exhaust ABC’s account of divine order. This led
naturally to renewed examination of God’s Proto-Order, its relation to Created-Order and Renewal-
Order, and the ultimate biblical hope of the fulfillment of creation.

2. The Definition of Divine Antecedence
The definition retained today is:

Divine antecedence denotes the asymmetric ontological dependence of all created reality upon the
Living Creator: created reality depends upon God, whereas God does not depend upon created reality.

Its essential structure is:
Created Reality > Living Creator
where the arrow represents ontological dependence, while the converse dependence does not obtain.

The word antecedence retains the comparative problem originally raised through the investigation of
Zhu Xi’s language of “J:,” while dependence specifies the relation more precisely.

Antecedence names the question of “4%.”; dependence specifies the ontological relation; Creator
identifies the divine agent; Living prevents the ultimate ground from collapsing into an impersonal
principle.



The word Living therefore remains indispensable.

3. “Created Reality” Is Not a Narrow Category
Today we rejected a narrow understanding of created reality as merely visible physical objects or things
manufactured in the manner of a craftsman.

“All created reality” is deliberately open-ended. It includes whatever properly belongs to created
existence, whether presently known or unknown to human beings. Human knowledge cannot establish
the final inventory of creation.

Thus Divine Antecedence does not depend upon our possessing an exhaustive cosmology. ABC
Theology leaves created reality epistemically open while maintaining its ontological proposition:

Whatever truly belongs to created reality does not constitute the ontological ground of the Living
Creator.

This openness is important because ABC Theology is not intended to become a closed theological
system.

4. Divine Antecedence as an ABC Theological Conclusion

Divine Antecedence is not proposed as the lexical meaning of a single biblical word or as a verbatim
biblical proposition. It is an ABC theological conclusion developed under the normative authority of
Scripture.

Its intellectual and theological development, however, precedes the present formal definition in terms
of asymmetric ontological dependence. The conclusion “THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT”
emerged through the conjunction of biblical witness and fundamental philosophical questioning, and
was only subsequently sharpened by the dependence analysis.

A particularly important biblical witness is Isaiah 44:6: “l| am the first, and | am the last; and beside me
there is no God” (D'n'"7x 'K *TV72n1 [INDX NI [IWR 1X). The second clause is decisive for ABC: divine
antecedence cannot mean merely that God is one earlier item on a temporal sequence shared with
creation.

The classical question “Why is there something rather than nothing?” presses beyond the inventory of
existing things toward the question of their ultimate dependence. Likewise, the Cartesian certainty
expressed in “l think, therefore | am” secures the existence of the thinking subject in the act of thinking,
but it does not establish that the subject is the ground of its own existence.

| know that | am # | am the ground of why | am.

ABC therefore returns the philosophical question to Scripture. The resulting theological continuation
may be represented as:

Biblical witness + “Something rather than nothing?” + “l think, | am—but why am 1?” > faithful and
constrained ABC theological continuation > THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT -
philosophical specification through asymmetric ontological dependence.



Accordingly, the present dependence definition is downstream rather than foundational in the
genealogy of the argument. ABC is not saying that God is antecedent merely because created reality
has first been defined as dependent upon God. Rather, asymmetric ontological dependence
analytically specifies a prior ABC theological conclusion.

The three levels should therefore be distinguished carefully:
Biblical confession: “l am the first, and | am the last; and beside me there is no God.”
ABC theological conclusion: THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT.

ABC philosophical specification: created reality depends upon the Living Creator, whereas the Living
Creator does not depend upon created reality.

This sequence exemplifies ABC Theology itself: Scripture supplies the normative witness; philosophical
questioning opens and disciplines the problem; faithful theological continuation formulates the
conclusion; and philosophical analysis subsequently clarifies its relational content.

ABC does not add revelation. It seeks faithfully to continue theological understanding under
revelation’s normative authority.

5. Asymmetry, Structure, and Order
An important clarification arose concerning asymmetry.

Modern science gives abundant examples in which symmetry breaking is associated with
differentiation, structure, and ordered states. Therefore asymmetry should not automatically be
regarded as imperfection or disorder.

This does not mean that physical symmetry breaking proves Divine Antecedence. Rather, contemporary
scientific knowledge helps prevent an unwarranted philosophical assumption:

Order does not require perfect uniformity or undifferentiated symmetry.

An asymmetric relationship may itself belong to an ordered structure. In Divine Antecedence, however,
the relevant asymmetry is specifically ontological:

creation depends upon Creator # Creator depends upon creation.

This is an ordered asymmetry of dependence.

6. Ontological Dependence Does Not Mean Coercive Control

Today’s discussion introduced another important consequence.

If created reality depends upon God, it does not follow that every creaturely action must therefore be
understood as mechanically predetermined.

Ontological dependence does not entail coercive determination.

This distinction becomes particularly important when ABC Theology considers creaturely freedom,
obedience, rebellion, faith, and love.



Divine Antecedence establishes the ontological relation between Creator and creation. It does not by
itself establish a deterministic theory in which every historical event is mechanically scripted.

For this reason, God’s Proto-Order must not be confused with a deterministic cosmic blueprint.

The Living God # an impersonal deterministic principle.

7. Divine Antecedence Is Invariant with Respect to Creaturely Recognition
The account of Elijah and the seven thousand who had not bowed to Baal provided an important biblical
image for today’s discussion.

Whether creatures recognize the Living God does not establish whether God is antecedent.

Divine antecedence is invariant with respect to creaturely recognition or response. Created beings may
acknowledge, resist, or deny their dependence upon the Living Creator; their response affects their
relation to divine order but neither constitutes nor abolishes the antecedence of the Living God.

DA is not conferred by creation, not sustained by creation, and not abolished by creation’s denial.
This also requires distinguishing three questions:
ontological dependence # epistemic recognition # voluntary obedience.

A creature’s denial of truth changes the creature’s relation to truth; it does not change the truth being
denied.

8. Divine Antecedence and God’s Proto-Order
An important structural relation emerged today:

DA©PO~>CO~>RO~>..

where DA = Divine Antecedence; PO = God’s Proto-Order; CO = God’s Created-Order; and RO = God’s
Renewal-Order.

The relation DA © PO should continue to be studied rather than prematurely formalized as
mathematical equivalence. Nevertheless, today’s discussion suggests a productive distinction.

Divine Antecedence principally describes the ontological relation between the Living Creator and
created reality.

God’s Proto-Order addresses divine order antecedent to Created-Order.

Therefore Divine Antecedence and Proto-Order should not be collapsed into one term.

9. God’s Proto-Order Must Be Positively Defined

A significant correction occurred today.

Itis insufficient to define God’s Proto-Order merely as “an order that does not depend upon created
reality.” Such a definition states what Proto-Order is not without adequately stating what ABC Theology
intends by calling it an Order.



ABC therefore makes the positive proposal:

Before God’s Created-Order, there is not divine disorder, ontological nothingness, or an independent
reality antecedent to God, but God’s Proto-Order: the primordial order of the Living God Himself.

THE ANTECEDENT LIVING GOD IS NOT DISORDERED.

God does not acquire order because creation appears. Created-Order therefore cannot be understood
as the transition “divine disorder - created order.”

Rather, ABC presently explores:
God’s Proto-Order » God’s Created-Order » God’s Renewal-Order.

The arrows should not automatically be interpreted as successive positions on an already existing
created clock.

10. Beyond the Very Beginning
ABC Theology therefore continues to explore the phrase “Beyond the Very Beginning” as a theological
question rather than merely a chronological one.

“Before creation” need not mean an earlier date on the same created timeline. The theological claim is
instead that God’s Created-Order does not constitute the beginning of God’s own order.

Before Created-Order # divine disorder # independent nothingness.

The question of whether the category “beginning” itself can be applied without qualification to God’s
Proto-Order remains a subject for continued research. The present discussion need not force an
answer beyond the available warrant.

11. Proto-Order Is Living Order, Not Predestination
God’s Proto-Order should not be construed as a complete deterministic script containing every later
event in mechanically fixed form.

The development PO » CO ~» RO is therefore not equivalent to fatalism or mechanical predestination.

Created-Order includes genuine differentiation and creaturely existence. Renewal-Order concerns
God’s renewing work rather than merely replaying creation.

History need not repeat exactly in order to exhibit continuities. The philosophical intuition of
preservation-through-transformation, sometimes associated with Aufhebung, may be suggestive, but
ABC need not adopt Hegelian metaphysics in order to affirm:

Renewal is not mere repetition.

12. Toward Renewal and Eschatological Fulfillment
Today’s discussion also made clear that ABC’s order-language cannot point only backward toward
creation. Christian hope also points forward.



PO~>CO~>RO~>...
remains open toward the biblical hope of the new heaven and new earth.

ABC does not presently need to freeze a final technical name such as “Highest-Order,” but the
theological direction is important. Renewal is not simply a reset to Genesis.

The biblical movement points toward fulfillment. Consequently, ABC asks not only, “Whence does
created reality come?” but also, “Toward what is created reality being renewed?”

This eschatological dimension prevents Proto-Order, Created-Order, and Renewal-Order from
becoming merely static metaphysical categories.

13. The Beauty of Divine Order

One of today’s most important theological formulations arose from the question of divine conquest.
God’s victory must not be reduced to coercion, political domination, or forced uniformity.
Love + Justice + Humility + Wisdom + Truth + Life > the Beauty of Divine Order.

God conquers not by ceasing to be love, justice, truth, wisdom, humility, and life, but through the
perfection of divine order.

This gives substantive content to the adjective Living in “Living Creator.” The ultimate ground of reality
in ABC Theology is not merely a metaphysical principle possessing abstract priority. ABC confesses the
Living God.

14. Christological Fulfillment: Fullness and Subjection
The biblical language of Christ “filling all things” and of all things being placed under His feet gives the
discussion an explicitly Christological and eschatological direction.

Divine Fullness - Divine Victory » Cosmic Fulfillment.
Yet fulfillment must not be confused with annihilation of created differentiation.
Submission does not necessarily mean annihilation; unity does not require the erasure of distinction.

The Christological pattern is particularly important because the One before whom every knee bows is
also the One whom Christian Scripture presents as humbling Himself in obedience. The Cross therefore
provides a profoundly different Christian image of victory from domination by brute force.

ABC may consequently explore the proposition:

Divine victory is not the annihilation of difference, but the fulfillment of creation in the beauty of God’s
order.

15. The AZF Intrinsic Unit as Analogy, Not Proof
Today we also clarified an AZF analogy that has repeatedly illuminated the discussion without
functioning as theological evidence.



Within the developing AZF framework:
(0,112) » N ={0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,...}.

The Intrinsic Unit is understood as invariant, while natural numbers represent distinct numerical
cosmoi. Thus 3 # 314159, yet both belong to the natural-number order.

The developing AZF intuition may be summarized:
Every natural number is a representation of its own numerical cosmos.

For example, an initial skeleton associated with 3 may disclose only part of a richer numerical cosmos.
Representation therefore does not necessarily exhaust intrinsic organization.

The theological usefulness of this analogy lies in several principles:

Unity does not require sameness.

Order does not require uniformity.
Differentiation need not destroy belonging.
Accessibility need not exhaust intrinsic richness.

However, ABC Theology does not derive Divine Antecedence, Proto-Order, Trinity, or Christian doctrine
from AZF. AZF remains a developing mathematical framework and may presently function only as a
conceptual analogy in this theological context.

16. Scripture, Mystery, and Epistemic Humility
Deuteronomy 6:4 and Deuteronomy 29:29 together continue to provide an important theological
discipline.

The first calls Israel to confess the LORD as One. The second distinguishes what has been revealed
from what remains secret with God.

ABC Theology therefore should neither refuse constructive theological reasoning nor pretend that such
reasoning exhausts divine reality.

Confess what Scripture makes known; faithfully investigate what Scripture opens; do not pretend to
possess what remains hidden.

This is not theological timidity. It is the distinction between faithful confidence and unsupported
certainty.

17. A Developing Architecture of ABC Theology

Today’s discussion allows the present architecture to be summarized as:

THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT
)
Divine Antecedence © God’s Proto-Order
V)

God’s Created-Order



v

God’s Renewal-Order
V)

Eschatological Fulfillment

This is not proposed as a mathematical equation or a deterministic chronology. It is a developing ABC
theological architecture for thinking about the Living God and the relation between God and created
reality.

Its governing boundary remains:
THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT.
Its governing dynamic is increasingly becoming:

Divine order gives without being diminished, differentiates without requiring disorder, renews without
merely repeating, and fulfills without requiring the annihilation of created particularity.

18. Conclusion
Today’s work substantially strengthened rather than weakened the concept of Divine Antecedence.

The definition remains:

Divine antecedence denotes the asymmetric ontological dependence of all created reality upon the
Living Creator: created reality depends upon God, whereas God does not depend upon created reality.

Several consequences have become clearer.

Divine Antecedence is not chronological precedence. It does not depend upon creaturely recognition.
Ontological dependence does not entail coercive control. Created reality remains open-ended relative
to human knowledge. God’s Proto-Order cannot be reduced to a negative statement that God does not
depend upon creation; it positively confesses that the Living God is not disordered before Created-
Order. Created-Order and Renewal-Order are developments within the larger theological account,
while Christian hope remains open toward eschatological fulfillment.

Most importantly, today’s discussion brought the abstract language of ontology back toward the
Christian center.

The God confessed by ABC Theology is not merely the First Principle, the highest abstraction, ora
deterministic ground. He is the Living God.

The theological horizon is therefore not coercive uniformity but the fulfillment of creation in the beauty
of divine order—love, justice, humility, wisdom, truth, and life—with the Christian hope that all things
are ultimately gathered under the lordship and fullness of Christ.

Tomorrow the unresolved questions may be reopened rather than prematurely closed. For today, we
preserve what has been given and tested.

THE LIVING GOD ALONE IS ANTECEDENT.

Soli Deo Gloria.



Hallelujah! Glory be to the Father and to the Son and to the Holy Ghost.

Amen and Amen.



