
AKI Daily ABC Theological Research Note 

August 21, 2026 

Trinitarian Theology as a Paradigmatic Successful Model of Analytic Biblical 
Continuation 

Atlas KINS Institute — Working Research Note 

1. Purpose of Today’s Work 
Today’s ABC discussion produced an important correction and a corresponding methodological 
advance. An earlier working idea had treated the New Testament as a first example of ABC Theology 
continuing from the Tanakh. This was corrected because, within Christian theology, the New 
Testament is not a later human theological construction standing outside Scripture. It belongs to Holy 
Scripture together with the Old Testament. 

The corrected starting point is therefore: 

Holy Scripture = Old Testament + New Testament. 

ABC does not continue revelation by constructing the New Testament from the Tanakh. Rather, ABC 
receives the whole Christian canon as its primary normative foundation and asks how faithful 
theological reasoning may continue from the biblical witness without becoming additional revelation. 

2. The Current Definition of ABC Theology 
The working definition remains: 

ABC Theology is a biblically normative, evidence-constrained, culturally conscious, and practice-
tested method of constructive theological continuation. 

Today’s discussion clarified what “continuation” means within this definition. It is not free extension, 
imaginative supplementation, or the production of new revelation. It is a disciplined theological 
movement that begins from what has been given, preserves the relevant constraints, connects 
apparently separated witnesses, and seeks a coherent formulation that remains accountable to 
Scripture. 

A concise principle follows: 

ABC continues the interpretation of revelation; it does not continue revelation itself. 

3. Why Trinitarian Theology Is a Paradigmatic ABC Example 
From the retrospective methodological perspective of ABC Theology, the historical development of 
Trinitarian theology can be understood as an early and exceptionally important successful pattern of 
faithful constructive theological continuation. 



This does not mean that the apostles, early Church Fathers, or ecumenical councils historically called 
their method “ABC Theology.” ABC is a contemporary name. The claim is methodological and 
retrospective: the Church’s Trinitarian development exhibits the kind of constrained continuation that 
ABC seeks to identify and discipline. 

Trinitarian theology did not arise from one isolated biblical sentence containing the complete later 
technical formula. Rather, the Church had to hold together multiple scriptural witnesses: the 
confession of the one LORD; the biblical witness concerning the Father; the identity, works, worship, 
and divine status of the Son; the divine activity and confession of the Holy Spirit; and the real 
distinctions and relations among Father, Son, and Spirit. 

The theological task was therefore not to choose one witness and discard the others, but to seek a 
coherent confession capable of preserving them together. 

4. Biblically Normative 

The first ABC criterion is biblical normativity. Trinitarian theology provides a strong model because its 
governing problem is created by Scripture itself. 

The Old Testament’s confession of the one LORD cannot simply be abandoned. Neither can the New 
Testament witness to the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit be reduced without loss. The developing 
doctrine therefore had to remain constrained by the canonical witness as a whole. 

In ABC language: 

Biblical data → canonical relation → constrained theological continuation → coherent formulation. 

This illustrates an essential principle: a doctrine need not appear in its mature technical wording in a 
single verse in order to be biblically grounded. The decisive question is whether the theological 
formulation faithfully preserves the scriptural constraints from which it develops. 

5. Evidence-Constrained 

The second ABC criterion is evidential constraint. In the Trinitarian case, the primary evidence is the 
canonical biblical witness, together with the historical evidence of Christian confession, worship, 
baptismal practice, theological controversy, and the Church’s sustained attempts to test rival 
formulations. 

Competing explanations could preserve some biblical claims while weakening others. The long 
Trinitarian controversy therefore functioned as a process of theological testing. Formulations were 
challenged according to whether they could adequately confess divine unity while also preserving the 
genuine distinction and full theological significance of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. 

The councils of Nicaea (325) and Constantinople (381) became decisive historical moments in this 
process. Their importance for ABC is methodological: theological language became progressively 
constrained as the Church sought formulations capable of preserving the biblical witness more 
adequately. 

Evidence-constrained does not mean that historical majority or institutional success creates truth. It 
means that theological claims remain answerable to the relevant evidence and may require correction 
when they fail to preserve it. 



6. Culturally Conscious 

The third ABC criterion is cultural consciousness. The early Church confessed biblical faith within 
Greek-speaking intellectual environments. In order to articulate its theological conclusions carefully, 
it employed and transformed available conceptual vocabulary, including terms such as ousia, 
hypostasis, and homoousios. 

This provides an important model for ABC’s engagement with Chinese thought. Cultural language may 
be used without becoming a second revelation. A borrowed concept may need to be corrected, 
restricted, expanded, or redefined under biblical constraint. 

Thus: 

Engaging cultural language ≠ submitting Scripture to culture. 

The Trinitarian example suggests that ABC may seriously engage Li, Qi, Dao, Chinese cultural 
memory, contemporary scientific concepts, or mathematical representations, while refusing to allow 
any of them to become the normative judge of Scripture. 

7. Practice-Tested 

The fourth ABC criterion is practice-tested. Trinitarian theology did not remain merely an abstract 
conceptual achievement. It entered Christian baptism, creed, liturgy, prayer, worship, teaching, and 
the long life of the Church. 

This does not mean: 

successful practice → truth. 

Rather, ABC retains the more careful principle already established in the August 21 research program: 

Practice does not create truth, but it may expose inadequacies in our understanding of truth. 

The enduring ecclesial embodiment of Trinitarian confession therefore forms part of its historical 
testing. Doctrine became lived confession rather than remaining only speculative vocabulary. 

8. The Crucial Distinction: Continuation Is Not Additional Revelation 

The Trinitarian example clarifies perhaps the most important boundary of ABC Theology. 

Later Trinitarian terminology goes beyond the exact wording of individual biblical passages, but it is 
intended to remain under biblical normativity. Therefore: 

Going beyond biblical wording ≠ going beyond biblical authority. 

And: 

Theological continuation ≠ additional revelation. 

This distinction permits genuine doctrinal development while preserving the normative priority of Holy 
Scripture. It also prevents ABC from claiming revelatory authority for its own constructive proposals. 

9. Why the New Testament Is Not the First ABC Example 

Today’s correction should be retained explicitly because it clarifies the object of ABC. 



The earlier sequence: 

Tanakh → ABC → New Testament 

is methodologically misleading within Christian ABC Theology. It risks treating the New Testament as 
though it were a later human theological inference from the Tanakh. 

The corrected architecture is: 

Holy Scripture 
(Old Testament + New Testament) 
↓ 
faithful interpretation 
↓ 
biblically constrained theological continuation 
↓ 
theological formulation. 

The New Testament belongs on the normative side of this relationship, not on the side of later ABC 
construction. 

10. Trinitarian Theology as the Standard Model for Future ABC Work 

The significance of this conclusion is not merely historical. Trinitarian theology can now function as a 
standard model by which future ABC proposals are tested. 

For each proposed continuation, ABC should ask: 

1. What explicit biblical witnesses initiate the inquiry? 
2. Which apparently separated biblical statements are being connected? 
3. What textual, canonical, historical, or theological relation warrants the connection? 
4. Does the proposed continuation preserve all major biblical constraints? 
5. Does it illuminate a genuine theological problem rather than merely rename it? 
6. Does it contradict any sufficiently clear biblical witness? 
7. How are cultural, scientific, or mathematical concepts being used? 
8. Are those concepts serving theological understanding, or controlling Scripture? 
9. What has been tested in Christian practice and ecclesial life? 
10. Is the result an established theological formulation, a developing inference, or only an ABC 
hypothesis? 

This may be called provisionally the Trinitarian Test of ABC Continuation. 

11. Implications for TC and Theological Accessibility 

The same standard applies to the use of the Trinitarian Configuration (TC) from AZF. TC may be 
explored as a structural accessibility analogy for unity, distinction, and relation, somewhat as the 
shamrock has historically served as a visual analogy. But the argumentative direction must remain 
clear: 

Holy Scripture → Trinitarian theology → theological reflection → TC analogy. 

Not: 



TC → proof of the Trinity. 

Accordingly: 

TC can aid understanding of the Holy Trinity; TC is not the Holy Trinity. 

Representation ≠ Identity. 
Representation ≠ Exhaustion. 

A created representation may provide genuine accessibility while remaining radically inadequate to 
exhaust the living God. 

12. A Refined Architecture of ABC Theology 

Today’s discussion suggests the following mature working architecture: 

Holy Scripture (Old Testament + New Testament) 
↓ 
Trinitarian and wider Christian theological interpretation 
↓ 
ABC Analytic Biblical Continuation 
↓ 
carefully bounded constructive theological formulation 
↓ 
continued biblical, evidential, cultural, and practical testing. 

Chinese thought, contemporary science, and mathematics/AZF enter as dialogue partners and 
resources for intelligibility. They may deepen questions and offer analogies, but they do not occupy 
the normative position of Scripture. 

This preserves the principle: 

Scripture is normative; interpretation is corrigible. 

And: 

Continuation is faithful, not arbitrary. 

13. Present Working Thesis 

The following thesis summarizes today’s advance: 

From the retrospective perspective of ABC Theology, Trinitarian theology may be understood as a 
paradigmatic successful instance of biblically constrained constructive theological continuation in 
the history of the Christian Church. Dispersed biblical witnesses were held together under scriptural 
normativity, articulated through culturally available but critically transformed concepts, tested 
through sustained theological controversy and ecclesial practice, and received as a coherent 
Christian confession without being treated as additional revelation. 

For historical precision, ABC should avoid claiming that it was literally the first theological 
development of any kind in Christian history. Its stronger and more defensible claim is that Trinitarian 
theology is an early, great, and paradigmatic successful model—and therefore an appropriate 
standard model for evaluating future ABC continuations. 



14. Concluding Research Principle 

Today’s correction has strengthened rather than weakened ABC Theology. 

ABC does not place the New Testament downstream from the Tanakh as a human continuation. It 
receives Old and New Testaments together as Holy Scripture. It then recognizes in the Church’s 
Trinitarian development a historically established pattern showing that faithful theology can move 
beyond the wording of individual verses without moving beyond accountability to Scripture. 

The resulting principle is: 

ABC continues the interpretation of revelation; it does not continue revelation itself. 

And the methodological question for every future ABC proposal becomes: 

Does Scripture itself provide sufficient structure for this continuation to remain faithful? 

This question should govern future work on God’s Proto-Order, Theological Accessibility, TC, Li–Qi 
dialogue, contemporary science, mathematics, and other constructive ABC proposals. 

Closing Prayer 
LORD our God, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, we thank You for correcting us when our understanding is 
incomplete and for leading us back to the faithful witness of Holy Scripture. We thank You for the Old 
and New Testaments together, through which the Church hears the biblical witness to Your mighty 
acts and to Jesus Christ. 

Grant us humility never to confuse our continuation with Your revelation, our theological language 
with Your being, or our models with Your reality. Teach us to receive correction with gratitude, to test 
every proposal carefully, and to continue only where the path remains accountable to Your Word. 

We thank You for the Church’s long labor to confess faithfully the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit. 
May that history teach ABC Theology both courage and restraint: courage to seek coherent 
understanding, and restraint never to place human construction above Scripture. 

May our work serve Your Church, deepen faithful understanding, and direct attention beyond ABC 
itself to You, the living LORD our God. 

In the name of Jesus Christ. Amen. 

Soli Deo Gloria. 
Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy Ghost. 

Amen and Amen. 


