
four views on divine providence
four views on divine providence encompass a range of theological interpretations that seek to
understand how divine involvement relates to human free will and the unfolding of events in the
world. These views offer insights into the nature of God and humanity's place in the universe,
addressing profound questions about fate, morality, and the experience of suffering. In this article,
we will explore four primary perspectives: the classical view, the open theistic view, the deistic view,
and the process theology view. Each perspective presents unique implications for understanding
divine action, human agency, and the role of faith. By examining these views, we can gain a deeper
understanding of the complex nature of divine providence and its impact on our lives and beliefs.
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The Classical View of Divine Providence

The classical view of divine providence is rooted in traditional Judeo-Christian theology, emphasizing
God's omniscience, omnipotence, and benevolence. This perspective posits that God has a plan for
creation, which unfolds according to His divine will, and that nothing occurs outside of His sovereign
control. The classical view encompasses several key concepts, including predestination, divine
foreknowledge, and the idea that God is actively involved in the world while allowing human free
will.

Predestination and Divine Foreknowledge

Within the classical view, predestination refers to the belief that God has predetermined certain
events, including the salvation of individuals. This belief is often associated with Reformed theology,
particularly the teachings of John Calvin. According to this perspective, God's foreknowledge does
not negate human choice but rather encompasses it, ensuring that His ultimate plan is realized.

Divine foreknowledge means that God knows all events and choices that will occur, including human



decisions. This raises questions about the nature of free will, as some argue that if God knows what
choices individuals will make, their freedom to choose may be compromised. However, proponents
of the classical view argue that God's knowledge is not causative; rather, it allows for genuine
human freedom within the framework of divine sovereignty.

The Role of Human Free Will

In the classical view, human free will is essential for moral responsibility. Individuals are seen as
capable of making choices that align with or oppose God's will. This duality creates a dynamic
relationship between divine providence and human action, where God's guidance and human
decisions coexist. The classical view asserts that God's providence does not negate human agency
but rather works through it to fulfill His purposes.

The Open Theistic View

The open theistic view presents a significant departure from classical theology. It posits that God is
not entirely omniscient in the sense of knowing all future events. Instead, proponents argue that
God's foreknowledge is dynamic and responsive, adapting to the choices made by free agents. This
view emphasizes the relational aspect of God, suggesting that He experiences time and interacts
with creation in a way that allows for genuine freedom.

The Nature of God in Open Theism

Open theism portrays God as relational and involved in the unfolding of history. This perspective
suggests that God has chosen to limit His foreknowledge concerning certain future events, allowing
human beings to make choices that can influence the outcome of history. This view creates a more
intimate relationship between God and humanity, as individuals are seen as active participants in
shaping their destinies.

Implications for Human Suffering

One of the key implications of open theism is its approach to the problem of evil and suffering. By
asserting that God does not determine all events, open theists argue that much of the suffering in
the world is a result of human choices rather than divine will. This perspective offers a hopeful view,
suggesting that God is present in the midst of suffering, working to bring about good even in dire
circumstances.



The Deistic View

The deistic view of divine providence presents a different understanding of God’s involvement in the
world. Deism posits that God created the universe and established its natural laws but does not
intervene in human affairs. According to deists, God does not perform miracles or alter the course of
events after creation, leading to a more distant view of the divine.

God as the First Cause

In deism, God is often referred to as the "First Cause" or "Unmoved Mover," suggesting that while
God initiated the universe, He does not control it in a continuous manner. This view emphasizes
reason and observation of the natural world as the primary means of understanding the divine.
Deists typically reject the notion of divine revelation as presented in traditional scriptures, instead
advocating for a belief system grounded in human rationality and ethics.

The Consequences of a Non-Intervening God

The deistic perspective raises significant questions about morality and ethics. Without divine
intervention, moral standards must be established through human reasoning rather than divine
command. This leads to a reliance on natural law and the idea that humans can discern right from
wrong through observation of the world around them. However, critics of deism argue that this can
lead to moral relativism, as different cultures may interpret natural laws in varying ways.

The Process Theology View

Process theology introduces a unique perspective on divine providence, rooted in the philosophy of
Alfred North Whitehead. This view posits that God and the universe are in a constant state of
becoming, emphasizing the dynamic interaction between the divine and creation. Unlike classical
theism, process theology suggests that God does not possess absolute power but is instead
influenced by the choices and actions of created beings.

The Nature of God in Process Theology

In process theology, God is seen as relational and evolving, possessing a persuasive power rather
than coercive power. This means that God's influence on the world is not about control but about
inviting creation to participate in the unfolding of divine will. According to this view, God
experiences the world and is affected by the events that occur within it, leading to a more intimate
and responsive relationship with creation.



The Implications for Human Agency

Process theology places a strong emphasis on human agency, suggesting that individuals play a
significant role in shaping their destinies and the trajectory of history. This perspective encourages
active participation in the world, as humans are seen as co-creators with God, responsible for the
moral and ethical dimensions of their actions. The implications of this view are profound, as it invites
individuals to engage actively in the pursuit of justice and goodness, recognizing their role in the
divine plan.

Conclusion

The exploration of the four views on divine providence reveals a rich tapestry of theological thought,
each offering unique insights into the nature of God, humanity, and the relationship between the
two. The classical view emphasizes divine sovereignty and human free will, while the open theistic
view highlights the relational aspect of God and the impact of human choices. In contrast, the deistic
perspective presents a more distant God, and process theology invites an understanding of a
dynamic, evolving divine presence. Understanding these diverse perspectives can enrich one's faith
and provide a deeper appreciation for the complexities of life, suffering, and the pursuit of meaning
in a world that often feels unpredictable.

Q: What are the main characteristics of the classical view of
divine providence?
A: The classical view of divine providence emphasizes God's omniscience, omnipotence, and
benevolence, suggesting that God has a predetermined plan for creation. It upholds the concepts of
predestination and divine foreknowledge while asserting that human free will exists within the
framework of God's sovereign control.

Q: How does open theism differ from classical theism?
A: Open theism differs from classical theism by proposing that God does not possess complete
foreknowledge of all future events. Instead, it argues that God’s knowledge is dynamic and responds
to human choices, allowing for genuine freedom and a more relational experience between God and
humanity.

Q: What is the central idea of deism regarding divine
providence?
A: The central idea of deism is that God created the universe and established natural laws but does
not intervene in human affairs after creation. Deists view God as the "First Cause," emphasizing
reason and observation over divine revelation as the means to understand morality and ethics.



Q: In what way does process theology reframe the concept of
divine power?
A: Process theology reframes divine power by suggesting that God does not have coercive power
over creation but rather possesses persuasive power. This means that God is influenced by human
actions and experiences a dynamic relationship with the world, inviting humans to participate in the
unfolding of divine will.

Q: How can understanding these four views impact one's
personal faith?
A: Understanding these four views can impact personal faith by providing diverse perspectives on
divine involvement in the world. Each view offers different insights into the nature of God, human
agency, and the experience of suffering, allowing individuals to explore their beliefs and find a
framework that resonates with their understanding of life's complexities.

Q: What role does human free will play in these theological
perspectives?
A: Human free will plays a crucial role in all four perspectives but is understood differently. In the
classical view, it exists alongside divine sovereignty; in open theism, it is central to God's relational
nature; in deism, it is the basis for moral reasoning; and in process theology, it is essential for co-
creating with God and influencing the course of history.

Q: Can these views coexist within a single belief system?
A: While these views have distinct characteristics, it is possible for individuals to hold a combination
of ideas from different perspectives. Many people may find elements of each view that resonate with
their experiences and beliefs, leading to a more nuanced understanding of divine providence.

Q: What are the implications of each view on the problem of
evil and suffering?
A: The implications vary: the classical view often sees suffering as part of God's greater plan; open
theism attributes suffering to human choices and emphasizes God's presence in it; deism may regard
suffering as a natural consequence of a non-intervening God; while process theology views suffering
as an opportunity for growth and divine response.

Q: How does each view approach the concept of divine
revelation?
A: Each view approaches divine revelation differently: the classical view accepts traditional



scriptures as authoritative; open theism may see revelation as ongoing and responsive; deism
typically rejects specific revelations in favor of reason; and process theology may interpret
revelation as an evolving understanding of God's nature through experiences and relationships.
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