 My Father, Our Father
It Is Generally Presumed that the use of the term ‘Father’ in the Bible is Always in Reference to the Being Jesus Referred to as His Father.  But, IF this is Always the Case, Certain New Testament Passages Pose a ‘Problem’!
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The young Jesus, a mere twelve year old, spent the better part of three days in the Temple after the  Passover at Jerusalem in 8 A.D. posing questions to the priests and doctors of theology, 
 amazing them with His mature answers.  Little is related as to the specifics of those conversations except for one intriguing and perhaps not so minor comment.  To Him, a certain matter was obvious, though to His mother, apparently it was not.  At least not at first!

“My Father’s Business”
After most of three days searching for Him, that engaging theological discourse was abruptly cut short by His parents finding Him.  He explained, “How is it that ye sought me? wist ye not that I must be about my Father's business?”  (In other words, if you wanted to find me, why didn’t you come straight here?  What else would I have been doing?)  To Him, this matter was obvious.  We can write off what He said to the priests in parting as a consequence of His youthfulness, but perhaps we shouldn’t.  In fact, our awareness of this conversa-tion is related to us in Luke’s account, thru what was related to him by Mary.  She was there that day.  Luke wrote of it later, in fact, it was some fifty years later!  What we should pause to notice is that any supposed ‘oversight’ on Jesus’ part, allowed time and opportunity for revision, had it been a mis-statement on His part.  Luke chose to preserve it the way we see it, where He said, “my Father’s business”, not our Father’s business!  The

point being, that if it was in any way a mis-state-ment, there was ample time to clarify the matter. This way was fully intentional on the part of both!
Later in His ministry, He made another of many similar statements, one to the effect that He was related to the Father in a way that they were not, by saying, “My Father works hitherto, and I work.  Therefore the Jews sought the more to kill him, be-cause he not only had broken the sabbath, but said also that God was his Father, making himself equal with God.” (Jn.5:17-18)   Notice, this wasn’t an “us” moment.  It clearly conveyed to the hearers a certain exclusiveness. When He said ‘my Father’, why was that so different than when they called God ‘Father’?  They clearly perceived a difference here, though they hadn’t made an issue of it back in 8 A.D.  He didn’t say ‘our Father’. At least, not to them. The word choice was deliberate, and conveys an important underlying truth.
They recognized something we are less likely to notice: that in saying “my Father”, He indicated a relationship that they did not share, nor even dare claim, with their God.
Part of the problem relates to a matter that over the centuries has been given little consideration.  It was the fact that the God Israel worshipped was not the ‘GOD the Father’ whom we know.  For example, a Being is identified as ‘the Everlasting Father’ in Isaiah 9:6 
   This clear affirmation should raise an identity question.  Who IS the God of the Old Test-ament?   If ‘GOD the Father’ (whom we know) was the Mighty God then wouldn’t this “Son” here identified be an upstart ‘competitor’?  “The Mighty God, the Everlasting Father” is hard to dismiss as 
just a minor claim!
The Father ‘Revealed’?
The Church of God has long been aware of and has drawn certain emphasis toward something not pro-claimed in ‘traditionally thinking’ congregations. The fact that ‘the Father’ was not known to Israel UNTIL the ‘Son’ came to reveal Him!  Among the first items of business pre-announced by John the baptist (affirmed by John the Apostle) was the fact that “No man has seen God at any time; the only begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the Father, he has declared him.”  This relatively concise statement raises a number of potent issues!
  1. That no man has seen God at any time!  My separate article 
 addresses this question more in depth, but the obvious ‘problem’ here is that a Being (known as YHWH Elohim) WAS seen by many all thru the Old Testament.  Who was that?
  2. That the ‘Son’ is the exclusive (only) person to exist in this ‘begotten’ relationship, of having been specifically engendered of and by the Father.  It’s this sense that the Jews we read of in John 5:18 clearly and accurately discerned.
  3. It was His mission to declare His Father’s existence and identity.  Thus reaffirming the first statement that no man had seen GOD the Father, though many are reported to have seen and heard (and even wrestled with) God! 

If John’s testimony was all there was, we might be able to set it aside.   But it isn’t!   There are even more specific reaffirmations.  For example:
Matthew 11:27 and Luke 10:22 being statements to the same effect.  “…and no man knows who the Son is, but the Father; and who the Father is, but the Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal him.”  The audience to this statement thought they already knew GOD and all about Him.  Both they and we would naturally think that ‘the Son’ was the new identity.  This suggests that ‘the Father’ is!
John 5:37, “Ye have never heard His voice at any time nor seen His shape,”  Again, affirming that the GOD they’d been dealing with throughout their history was not that One whom He had come to reveal to them.  His Father had remained unseen and unheard by them.  Their ‘Father’ was the One described in Isaiah 9:6, the One they and their patriarch fathers had dealt with in generations past.  
John 6:46 He said, “Not that any man hath seen the Father, save he which is of God, he hath seen the Father.”  Providing further clarity on the matter.  The Being they knew of wasn’t ‘GOD the Father’ as we know Him.  In practical fact, the “GOD the Father / God the Son” idea wasn’t even in their accepted theology.  They were oriented to a single Being idea.
What we need to settle in our minds is the veracity of these statements.  If in fact the peoples of Old Testament times HAD seen the image or heard the voice of the Father, then it would make Jesus a liar!

Paul Weighs In
1st Timothy 6:16, adds further important clarifica-tion to this discussion.  Speaking of Jesus Christ Paul writes: “Who only hath immortality, dwelling in the light which no man can approach unto; whom no man has seen, nor can see: to whom be honour and power everlasting. Amen.”  He under-stood something that raises three intriguing points:

First: “Who only hath immortality”.  But, isn’t the Father also immortal?  Why would this be stated with Jesus only having immortality?  Rather than confounding the immortality question, this admis-sion is revealing in that it identifies the firstborn of God, having emerged through the flesh into an immortal state of being!  Of our kind, Jesus thus far (and up to the time of the Last Trump) is the only one to be raised immortal.  That will change!  Understanding it to be affirming this, then the “Who only hath immortality” statement is logical and correctly stated.  Not excluding His Father, but Jesus being unique to the immortal state of those to enter into it from a prior physical existence. His Father never partook of the mortal state!
Second, “…dwelling in the light which no man can approach unto;”  From this we can understand that GOD the Father exudes a powerful consuming brilliance that is unapproachable by and lethal to any other than a righteous Spirit Being. This says something regarding Jesus’ form of existence prior to and subsequent to His incarnate manifestation. 
  The Being we know as Jesus Christ now can and now does live in the presence of this Powerful Gloried Brilliance, which Hebrews 1:3 affirms that He also exudes, being in His express likeness.
Third, “…whom no man has seen, nor can see:  If this doesn’t say it all, what could?   Not only has no man ever seen GOD the Father, nor COULD any, 
 as it’s an existence-impossibility for a physical being to come into His brilliant and consuming 
 fiery Presence.  In effect then, earlier affirmations are powerfully verified in these revelations: That no man at any time has seen or heard or approached unto the Being we today know as GOD the Father.
When we realize the situation, we are inescapably drawn to the question, “then WHO did the patri-archs and the prophets of old deal with?”  Because, they DID see and did hear, and even were touched by a Being they identified as ‘GOD ’!  The mod-ern conception of the identity of GOD the Father, the idea that He alone was the GOD of the Old Testament, is seriously questionable.
Another aside question is whether GOD the Father ever did or ever could come into the presence of human kind in his sinful state?  Can the sinless Almighty GOD, the Father of Christ, ever be ex-posed to those in the sinful (still human) state of being and they survive?  We’ve considered whether their presence could tolerate His, but also would His tolerate theirs?  He dwells in the self-emitting Light that no man can approach unto.  The Apostle Paul has already clued-us-in on that.
Further, we are acquainted with the affirmation that “no man comes unto the Father but by me”.  This makes clear that access to God the Father is not, and apparently can not be direct.  We only (and that is a limited ‘we’) have access only thru the auspices of ‘His Son’.

Returning to the original question, if GOD our Fa-
ther was THE GOD of the Old Testament that Israel and her prophets saw and heard on numerous occasions, then not only are we forced to ‘qualify’ those scriptures which pointedly state that no man ever did as being misleading, misstated or incor-rect, but we are also forced to conclude that GOD the Father had on those occasions diminished His Glorified visibility and potency so as to not be lethal to His servants and correspondents. (Heb. 1:1)
Access ONLY by a Mediator
This scripture, that “no man comes unto the Father but by me” poses another concern.  We are, in the New Testament era, presented a condition of access of it being only through an inter-mediator.  Again a  unilateral generality.  1st Timothy 2:5  “For there is one God, and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus; ”  (Not only a mediator, but only one specific one!)  If Israel in the Old Testa-ment era had direct access to GOD the Father, then this condition would represent a considerable change.  Are we looking at a whole new situation?  If the GOD of the Old Testament was who we know today as God the Father, who many had seen and heard, despite clear statements that no man ever had, then we have yet another scripture that we have to ‘qualify’, (diminish in believability) unless we accept that the accessibility to GOD the Father dramatically changed after the first century.
If we don’t see this matter of accessibility to GOD as a ‘changed’ situation, then we are further drawn toward the conclusion that the God of the Old Testament was a Being other than GOD the Father!   What resolves these questions is the realization that it was that Being who later became Jesus Christ who dealt with humanity all along.  We’ve always been in a ‘mediatorial’ access situation!
This suggestion (which is not new to the Church of God) corroborates the scripture that “Moses and all the prophets wrote of me.”,  John 5:46, Luke 24:14
That the Creator was Christ, John 1:3&10, Heb.1:2
That the Creator of and the Lord of the Sabbath was in fact Jesus!, Hebrews 4:1-8
That the God of the Exodus was Christ,  1st Cor.10:4
In order to believe that Israel and her prophets in Old Testament times directly interacted with ‘GOD the Father’ a distinct and separate Being from Jesus, the God of the New Testament, we’re compelled to disregard plainly stated scriptures:

That no man has ever seen or heard GOD the Father,

That Jesus Christ was the agent of Creation,

That He was the Lord who created the Sabbath by resting Himself,

That the Father de-Glorified Himself, in order to appear in human form on numerous occasions.  In other words, that GOD wasn’t always that flesh-consuming brilliance spoken of by the Apostle Paul in 1st Timothy 6:16.
Do we have ANY scriptures that demonstrate, sug-gest or in any way support this presumption?

If not, then we are drawn toward the alternate con-clusion that the Being who dealt with mankind, the ‘messenger of the LORD’, the ‘messenger of the Covenant’ 
 was a spokesman for, and a direct rep-resentative of GOD the Father.  And, that GOD the Father was to most people of the time an unknown entity, 
 revealed to the world in general by that same LORD, that Messenger of the (New) Covenant!  It has long been the teaching of the Church of God that Jesus Christ came to reveal the Father (His Father) partly in response to the scrip-ture, “…and no man knows who the Son is, but the Father; and who the Father is, but the Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal him.” 

Admittedly, this is distinctly different from more traditional views but is an essential first step in fathoming the true nature of the Godhead.  Paul’s introduction of the “UNKNOWN GOD” to the Athenians on Mars Hill is quite insightful, as he also indirectly affirms the mediatorial agent whom we personally know as our Savior!  “Then Paul stood in the midst of Mars' hill, and said, Ye men of Athens, I perceive that in all things ye are too superstitious.  For as I passed by, and beheld your devotions, I found an altar with this inscription, TO THE UNKNOWN GOD. Whom therefore ye ignorantly worship, him declare I unto you. God that made the world and all things therein, seeing that he is Lord of heaven and earth, dwelleth not in temples made with hands; Neither is worshipped with men's hands, as though he needed any thing, seeing he giveth to all life, and breath, and all things; And hath made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on all the face of the earth, and hath determined the times before appointed, and the bounds of their habitation; That they should seek the Lord, if haply they might feel after him, and find him, though he be not far from every one of us: For in him we live, and move, and have our being; as certain also of your own poets have said, For we are also his offspring. Forasmuch then as we are the offspring of God, we ought not to think that the Godhead is like unto gold, or silver, or stone, graven by art and man's device. And the times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent: Because he hath appointed a day, in the which he will judge the world in righteousness by that man whom he hath ordained; whereof he hath given assurance unto all men, in that he hath raised him from the dead.  (Acts 17:22-31)
We can see in the wording that Paul is representing to the Athenians TWO separate Beings: One that is the source of existence of all things, and the other who will be His ‘ordained’ instrument of world judgment, identified and positively confirmed by His having been resurrected from the dead!  (On this judgment issue, one should read John 5:22)
Paul also understood that GOD the Father was an unknown entity to the world in general. Even the world’s most eminent philosophers hadn’t drawn up an accurate ‘theory’.  (see Acts 17:18-21)

Essential to understanding the true ‘nature of God’ and to correctly identify exactly who we’re dealing with, we need to recognize the accuracy of the scriptures which positively affirm that the One WE know as GOD the Father today generally wasn’t known to Israel or the rest of mankind.  GOD, the life source of all that exists, is and always was “the Father” except that humanity of old was generally ignorant of His existence.  Those who sought to know (and legitimately worship) God focused instead on the ‘messenger of the LORD, (translated from the word: malak (Strong’s #4397), most often translated: ‘angel’) the One whom GOD sent to interface with and interact with humanity. This ‘unawareness’ of a Greater Being, obscured from us behind His ‘Primary Contact’, was intentional.
The Worship of GOD
As we see so amply demonstrated in what we call the ‘Unitarian’ position, the worship of God as a single Being, rather than as a single entity, places the regard for Jesus Christ into a ‘lesser’ status. Most of that persuasion poses their worship of GOD the Father ONLY as a ‘superior expression’, even regarding our worship of (or thru) His Son as a violation of the First Commandment! (“Thou shall have no other gods before me.” ) 

GOD never intended to, nor can He, accept direct worship from mankind while he remains in a sinful state. (Even when Jesus in taking upon Himself the sins of the world, the Father was compelled to recoil from His Son, forsaking Him!  (Mark 15:34))
We should take seriously the plainspoken state-ment by Jesus Himself in John 4:23-24:  “But the hour cometh, and now is, 
 when the true worship-pers shall worship the Father in spirit and in truth: for the Father seeketh such to worship him.  God is a Spirit: and they that worship him must worship him in spirit and in truth.”  Not only can GOD not come into the presence of sinful humanity, but He can not accept worship from them in that state!  A primary pre-requisite to the worship of GOD is our being ‘Sanctified’ thru Jesus’ sacrifice, our passing thru a regenerative process, being cleansed of sin, and that only thru the auspices of His Son.  Once we are regenerated, engendered of His Spirit, and by that, undergoing a process into the state of Truth (instantly spurning all elements of error bequeathed to us by religion or human philosophy) then our access and worship becomes acceptable, BUT still only thru the High Priestly Office and personal representation of His Son.  (John 14:6)
Before God’s Throne

We should become familiar with His Son’s essen-tial function on our behalf constantly.  Hebrews 2 has this: “For both he that sanctifieth and they who are sanctified are all of one: for which cause he is not ashamed to call them brethren, …For verily he took not on him the nature of angels; but he took on him the seed of Abraham. Wherefore in all things it behoved him to be made like unto his brethren, that he might be a merciful and faithful high priest in things pertaining to God, to make reconciliation for the sins of the people.”  (The he here being Jesus.)  Hebrews 7 has: “But this man, because he continueth ever, (a priest forever after the order of Melchizedek) hath an unchangeable priesthood.  Wherefore he is able also to save them to the uttermost that come unto God by him, seeing he ever liveth to make intercession for them.”  Not only are we by His intercession granted access, but notice, we also all become one, just as Jesus prayed, in His final known prayer in the flesh that Passover evening.  (John 17:21-22)
NOW Our Father!
In each situation involving unregenerate mankind, when referring to His Father, He used the words “my Father”.  But in situations involving His called and true followers, He uses the term, “our Father”.  Not an insignificant distinction.  Reaffirming the statement made earlier, from Matthew 11:27 and Luke 10:22. “…and no man knows who the Son is, but the Father; and who the Father is, but the Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal him.”  Even among God-worshippers, he was highly exclusive, such as among religious Jewry.  “Then cried Jesus in the temple as he taught, saying, Ye both know me, and ye know whence I am: and I am not come of myself, but he that sent me is true, whom ye know not.  But I know him: for I am from him, and he hath sent me.” (John 7:28-29) (Different he!) They thought they knew the Father, but the God Being they were familiar with wasn’t actually who they believed Him to be!   Same problem today!
It is fully intended that we become one with them in order for GOD to become OUR Father!  We can do so only when we in fact legitimately become His son.  Blessed is the person who can rightfully say, “my Father”!                                                   Ω
�  Luke 2:46 “ And it came to pass, that after three days they found him in the temple, sitting in the midst of the doctors, both hearing them, and asking them questions.	 �47  And all that heard him were astonished at his under-standing and answers.	 �48  And when they saw him, they were amazed: and his mother said unto him, Son, why hast thou thus dealt with us? behold, thy father and I have sought thee sorrowing. �49  And he said unto them, How is it that ye sought me? wist ye not that I must be about my Father's business?”


�  “For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given: and the government shall be upon his shoulder: and his name shall be called Wonderful, Counseller, The mighty God, The everlast-ing Father, The Prince of Peace.”  Isaiah 9:6


�  The article “No Man has Seen GOD at Any Time !” lists dozens of direct and personal sightings and hearings.


�  Gen. 32:24-30  “And Jacob called the name of the place Peniel: for I have seen God face to face, and my life is preserved.”


�  John 17:5


�  This gives greater meaning to Jacob’s astonishment, when he said what he did in Genesis 32:30. (see 


�  Hebrews 12:29


�  Malachi 3:1 offers an insightful expose, positively identi-fying the returning Messiah (Jesus Christ) as being the ‘mes-senger of the Covenant’.  This idea also enhances John 1:1, showing the Word as being a separate Being than GOD the Father.  A separate entity capable of taking on a separate existence, manifesting Himself in the flesh!


�  Though a few, such as Abraham, Moses, David and Daniel apparently had a certain awareness, evident in their writings.


�  Matthew 11:27  & Luke 10:22


�  This idea was published in the Journal in early 2006.  Each of us should investigate who it was that gave the Ten Commandments.  Keep in mind the ‘you have never at any time heard His Voice” affirmations of the New Testament.


�  Why does it say, “now is”?  Wasn’t it always the case?
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