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Forward

The Old Scientist who wrote this article says:  After many years of intense study of the technical information found in the bible, I have found the oldest original versions of the technical information found in the bible to be more in accord with reality—more in accord with what we observe in nature—than in the later versions of the bible.  It appears that many technical passages have been religiousized by religious interpretation in which the original technical meanings have been lost as translating replaced technical words with words that have religious meaning.
This is alluded to in the current religious belief that the bible is inerrant—at least in the original version as stated in the official The Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy produced and signed by nearly 300 evangelical leaders at a summit conference at Chicago in the fall of 1978 Section III paragraph E:   
Transmission and Translation

     Since God has nowhere promised an inerrant transmission of Scripture, it is necessary to affirm that only the autographic text of the original documents was inspired and to maintain the need of textual criticism as a means of detecting any slips that may have crept into the text in the course of its transmission. The verdict of this science, however, is that the Hebrew and Greek text appears to be amazingly well preserved, so that we are amply justified in affirming, with the Westminster Confession, a singular providence of God in this matter and in declaring that the authority of Scripture is in no way jeopardized by the fact that the copies we possess are not entirely error-free.

     Similarly, no translation is or can be perfect, and all translations are an additional step away from the autograph. Yet the verdict of linguistic science is that English-speaking Christians, at least, are exceedingly well served in these days with a host of excellent translations and have no cause for hesitating to conclude that the true Word of God is within their reach. Indeed, in view of the frequent repetition in Scripture of the main matters with which it deals and also of the Holy Spirit's constant witness to and through the Word, no serious translation of Holy Scripture will so destroy its meaning as to render it unable to make its reader "wise for salvation through faith in Christ Jesus" (2 Tim. 3:15). 

Preface

What does the bible mean when we see the words, “God” and Lord?”
The English language word “God” is a religious word meaning something to be worshiped.  Its religious meaning includes anything, animate or inanimate, that can be worshiped.  It is a word that can refer to many different objects of worship, depending on the religious belief of the person using the word.  But it is nothing similar to the technical meaning of the biblical word from which it is translated.
The English language word “Lord” is a religious word.  But it also has a technical equivalence.  The technical meaning of the word “lord” is someone of higher social status who has social power over common people.  But that technical meaning has nothing to do with the technical meaning of the biblical word from which it is translated.
So, neither English word conveys the original technical meaning.

Not so of the ancient Hebrew language words found in the bible from which the words “God” and “Lord” are translated.  Those original biblical words have real meaning in the realm of technical enquiry.

Even though the English word “God” has only religious meaning, the biblical ancient Hebrew word, ’Elohiym from which it is translated, has profound technical meaning in the realm of modern science; the all inclusive plural concept of power, force, energy, strength, etc. 
Even though the English word “Lord” does have a technical meaning, that technical meaning is totally unrelated to the meaning of the biblical ancient Hebrew word Yĕhovah from which it is translated.  The technical meaning of Yĕhovah is; that which exists, implying eternal existence—existing from before the beginning of the universe and on past its end, that which can be neither created nor destroyed.  (This, by the way, is a modern science concept of energy, which is included in the ancient Hebrew plural concept of “’Elohiym.”)
The Concept of “God” had a subtle change from the Hebrew word to a Greek word, from meaning a higher power, force, or energy to a higher status, privilege, etc.  That Greek word, “Theos” referred to anything (whether it be human or inorganic physical object) that was to be bowed down to (to worship.)  Typically it was something or someone that was physical humanoid or anthropomorphic that had been deified, that is, elevated to a higher status so as to be bowed down to.  Obviously, the God of the bible is far beyond the concept of “God.”  It is not some humanoid being.  It even has to be extraterrestrial.  That is. To be the God of the bible, it has to be some extraterrestrial intelligence, not some hydrocarbon bodily existence.

The English word “God” is more of a translation of the ancient Greek word “Theos” into which the ancient Hebrew word was translated about 250 BC into the first Greek version of the bible, the LXX.  

The Greek word “theos” has the basic technical meaning of rising smoke from which we get our word thermal as in a rising cloud of hot air.  Hence, it conjures up the smoke and mirrors connotations of magic/occultism/religion.  That makes for an easy translation to the English word “God,” meaning simply, something to be worshiped, implying some superstitious or religious entity that has risen to greater status so to be bowed down before.

That is exactly what the English word “god” means—not at all the same meaning as the ancient Hebrew word from which it is translated.
The ancient Hebrew concept of what we have trivialized into the word “God” is the The Yĕhovah 'elohiym, the one and only Eternally Existing Motive Powers that speaks of itself in the plural.  That is the “God” of the bible.  That is also a description of something modern science recognizes in the first law of thermodynamics which says “Energy can be neither created nor destroyed.”  There really is such a thing.  It is recognized in both the bible and in modern science as that which caused the universe to come into existence.
And that is only one example of technical words in the ancient Hebrew Scriptures, words that have been trivialized into religious words in the current English language.
Many more examples can be found in the Glossary of the Technical Meanings of Religious Words found on the internet at, www.ScienceAndTheBible.net/glossary
This is a technical study, not a religious study, of the knowledge of just what the God of the bible is.  And it leads to a deep, profound religious meaning, including also, what we humans are.
Knowing God;  The Yĕhovah 'elohiym:
Why Know What God is Like?

Because that is His desire—and because of what the bible says we will be like in the afterlife.

For I desired mercy, 
and not sacrifice;
and the knowledge of God 
more than burnt offerings 

Hos 6:6

“If my people, which are called by my name, shall humble themselves, and pray, and seek my face, and turn from their wicked ways; then will I hear from heaven, and will forgive their sin, and will heal their land.”

Yĕhovah (via Solomon), ca. 953 BC, 2Chron 7:14 (KJV)

“Beloved, now are we the sons of God, and it doth not yet appear what we shall be: but we know that, when he shall appear, we shall be like him; for we shall see him as he is..”

1 John 3:2 (KJV)

If, God is more desirous of our Knowing Him than the more elementary teachings of the Christian religion, such as the processes of salvation, then, there has to be more to Christianity than simply getting people saved.  In the New Testament, it is written that we should go on to more mature things:

Therefore leaving the elementary teaching about the Christ, let us press on to maturity, not laying again a foundation of repentance from dead works and of faith toward God, of instruction about washings and laying on of hands, and the resurrection of the dead and eternal judgment. 
Heb 6:1, 2 (NASB)

But, what is that talking about?

As it says above, “when he shall appear, we shall be like him.”
Could it be getting to know the Creator of the Universe; getting to know what it is that we will be like in the future, is something to be desired?

I’m talking about all the technical information about the physical properties of what it is that God is, and also what it is that we shall be like.

We need to get to know Him beyond just an object to bow down to (worship) as a “god
…Is that what is more desired?”

Maybe we should know more about the stuff beyond the imagination of theologians, such as; technical knowledge about the details that are given about God and our resurrected life form.  It seems the “depths of God” is beyond the religious imagination of human theologians, “the rulers of this age,” who “cannot understand them, because they are spiritually appraised.” See italicized words above in the scripture below.  It seems to be a problem of not understanding what we have been freely given because of the religious imagination (spirit of man,) the human wisdom, of those who do not understand, those religious theologians.
(Note:  In the following passage, the Ancient Greek word Sophia which is translated into the English word Wisdom means not only knowledge, but also includes the understanding of knowledge, the discovering of knowledge, supreme intelligence, and the prudent use of it.)
 “6 Yet we do speak wisdom among those who are mature; a wisdom, however, not of this age nor of the rulers of this age, who are passing away; 7 but we speak God’s wisdom in a mystery, the hidden wisdom which God predestined before the ages to our glory; 8 the wisdom which none of the rulers of this age has understood; for if they had understood it they would not have crucified the Lord of glory; 9 but just as it is written, 

“THINGS WHICH EYE HAS NOT SEEN AND EAR HAS NOT HEARD, AND which HAVE NOT ENTERED THE HEART OF MAN, 

ALL THAT GOD HAS PREPARED FOR THOSE WHO LOVE HIM.”

10  For to us God revealed them through the Spirit; for the Spirit searches all things, even the depths of God. 11 For who among men knows the thoughts of a man except the spirit of the man which is in him? Even so the thoughts of God no one knows except the Spirit of God. 12 Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the Spirit who is from God, so that we may know the things freely given to us by God, 13 which things we also speak, not in words taught by human wisdom, but in those taught by the Spirit, combining spiritual thoughts with spiritual words.
14 But a natural man does not accept the things of the Spirit of God, for they are foolishness to him; and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually appraised. 15 But he who is spiritual appraises all things, yet he himself is appraised by no one. 16 For WHO HAS KNOWN THE MIND OF THE LORD, THAT HE WILL INSTRUCT HIM? 

But we have the mind of Christ.”
1 Cor 2: 6-16 (NASB)
Keep in mind there is no need to go beyond the natural into some supernatural world of mystical, superstitious, religious speculation.  The technical information found in the bible about God must also be consistent with what we observe in nature.  And it is.

“If there is a good, all-knowing and all-powerful God, and if this God is the architect, builder, and sustainer of all nature, and if the Bible is the inspired word of this God, then, what the Bible has to say about nature must be consistent with what we observe in nature.”
Nobie H Stone, 2014

In reality, the bible gives much technical information to which our reasoning has been blinded due to the religionization of scriptures by the limited imagination of theologians.  Remember, the “rulers of this age” includes the religious leaders; those who consider themselves to be theologians.  
It is the same problem Jesus had with the Pharisees of His time.
Yet, the bible does contain much information to which they were blinded. 
The bible records a wealth of data about many topics that are in the realm of information claimed to be the domain of modern science.  Such a topic would be the physical characteristics of any entity that exists in reality, not in imagination, not in superstitious religion, but in physical reality.  The bible claims that there is such an entity that is real, existed before the existence of the universe, created the universe, and that entity is referred to in ancient Hebrew words Yĕhovah 'elohiym and in English language bibles as “God,” or “Lord.” That entity described in the bible is not necessarily the same as what comes to mind when those English words is used in our modern culture. 

The Likeness of Yĕhovah 'elohiym:
This chapter is about the physical characteristics of the God of the bible as described in the information found in the bible, stripped of all religious interpretation.  It is not about the character of God.  It is not about the physical characteristics of Jesus.  It is about the physical characteristics of the non-incarnate “God” of the bible, that Extra-Terrestrial Intelligent Life Form referred to in the English Version of the Judeo-Christian Bible as, “God”.

Seeking God’s Face.

“If my people, which are called by my name, shall humble themselves, and pray, and seek my face, and turn from their wicked ways; then will I hear from heaven, and will forgive their sin, and will heal their land.”

Yĕhovah (via Solomon), ca. 953 BC, 2Chron 7:14 (KJV)

“Beloved, now are we the sons of God, and it doth not yet appear what we shall be: but we know that, when he shall appear, we shall be like him; for we shall see him as he is..”

1 John 3:2 (KJV)

The ancient Hebrew here translated face, as in seeking God’s face, is paniym the all-around; a plural form of, in every direction.  It is the root word from which we get the word panorama.  In other words, we are to seek all there is to know about God.  It is often interpreted to mean we are to get in God’s face, get close to God.  But that is the limited religiousizing of a much more complex passage of scripture, beyond the imagination of most theologians.

When I was a child, I was taught that no one can look upon God and live.

Whatever, there are actual examples of people having an encounter with God, encounters that are very close to looking upon God—so much so, that physical features are described.

Recorded in the bible are many of these encounters with the non-incarnate God of the bible.

And all physical encounters have features in common.

Actual Physical Sightings/Encounters:

Documented Physical Encounters/Sightings:

Job’s Whirlwind

Moses’ Burning Bush

Moses on Mt. Sinai

Column of fire by night and cloud by day

Elijah’s Still Small Voice

Elijah’s Chariot and horses of fire

Ezekiel’s Whirlwind by the river Chebar

Jesus Baptism

The Transfiguration

Pentecost

Paul’s Bright Light on the Road to Damascus

John’s Description of the Throne Room

Non-Physical Sightings

Ezekiel’s Dream

Physical Features from Communications w/God

Ezekiel and Fire from Heaven

(Knowledge of how to direct lightening, and manipulating the situation so as to demonstrate it indicates Knowledge of lightening, electricity, conductance, plasma, conductivity of dry versus moist air, electrical nature of water…)

Isaiah’s Request for God’s Presence

Let’s look first at the well known “burning bush” incident.

1 Now Moses kept the flock of Jethro his father in law, the priest of Midian: and he led the flock to the backside of the desert, and came to the mountain of God, [even] to Horeb. 

2 And the angel of the LORD appeared unto him in a flame of fire out of the midst of a bush: and he looked, and, behold, the bush burned with fire, and the bush [was] not consumed. 3 And Moses said, I will now turn aside, and see this great sight, why the bush is not burnt. 

4 And when the LORD saw that he turned aside to see, God called unto him out of the midst of the bush, and said, Moses, Moses. And he said, Here [am] I. 

5 And he said, Draw not nigh hither: put off thy shoes from off thy feet, for the place whereon thou standest [is] holy ground. 

6 Moreover he said, I [am] the God of thy father, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob. And Moses hid his face; for he was afraid to look upon God. 

7 And the LORD said, I have surely seen the affliction of my people which [are] in Egypt, and have heard their cry by reason of their taskmasters; for I know their sorrows; 

8 And I am come down to deliver them out of the hand of the Egyptians, and to bring them up out of that land unto a good land…”
 
Exodus  3:1-22 (KJV) 

What did Moses actually observed and record in this passage of scripture?  What information about the physical characteristics of God can we glean from this record?

Moses saw something.

What he saw is referred to by three descriptors:
1.  Angel hayah of the LORD (messenger of the existence [existence in a timeless sense.]
2.  The LORD Yĕhovah itself (the existence in a timeless sense)
3.  God 'Elohiym (the plural form of the essence of might, power, force, energy, ie. The Higher Powers
Moses perceived it to be fire, but it was not fire in all its features.  

It “appeared” to be the visible flame of fire, or at least some form of continuously existing force or energy touching, but not consuming a bush.

Whatever it was possibly had glowing, emitting light, flickering, or some other characteristics associated with the flame of fire.

It touched, was inside, or hovered above (“out of the midst of”) something, but it did not consume what it appeared to be in contact with. (Compare this with what appeared to be tongues of fire resting on people on the day of Pentecost.)

It was something Moses had not observed before so he changed course to observe it more closely.

Whatever it was, it had physical characteristics:

It was had capability of observation (it saw Moses’action)

It was had capability of interpreting action (intelligence)

Whatever it was had capability to contain information (It knew Moses’ name without introduction.)

Whatever it was had capability of communication 

It communicated to Moses in Moses’ native language (at least Moses perceived it to be the sounds of spoken language Compare this to Acts 2:6 where every man heard in his own native language.  It does not say those under the “flame” spoke in everyone’s native language, but that each hearer heard in their own native language.  Compare this to Paul’s hearing the spoken words from the great light that knocked him from his horse where others only heard rumblings.)
It understood Moses’ spoken response

It issued commands 

It knew history

It claimed to be the higher power of Moses’ ancestors.

It claimed to have seen, heard, and interpreted items that were far of in time and space, knowing affliction and sorrow of the people of Hebrew people in Egypt.

It claimed those Hebrew people in Egypt as his own people.

It had purpose (intelligence, engineering, or whatever you want to call putting facts and actions together to cause a desired effect.)

It had wisdom, the ability to put power and intelligence together to a constructive end.  Compare this to ’Elohiym creating the universe by his power, intelligence, and wisdom.

It possesses all the characteristics necessary to consider it to be extra-terrestrial intelligence as in the highly acclaimed scientific project, “Search for Extra-Terrestrial Intelligence” (SETI.)

It is not physically flesh and blood—not a hydrocarbon based life form such as us.
As such, it is most likely not limited to the ecosphere around planet earth.
What appears as flames of fire is not dependent upon physical matter to exist because it is not consuming the physical matter of the bush
It has the power to interact with its physical environment. (It is constrained to the proximity of the bush.)
It is aware of its own existence.
It is aware of its surroundings.
It is aware of, and recognizes nearby intelligent life form.
It is aware of time, including the past, present, and future.
It has knowledge of events and places in the past, present, and future.
It has Power to interact with its surroundings.
It has Intelligence as it can communicate intelligently with a human.
It has a will of its own (It came for a purpose.)
It has self esteem (Take your shoes off when you are in my presence.)
It has Wisdom, it can, and does, use intelligence to judge a constructive course of action.


Detail from Biblical Technical Accounts
There are many religious concepts of what the physical existence of the God of the bible should look like—From an invisible spirit (spirit being an undefined concept), to the commonly expressed phrase, ”the light of His glory,” to an old man with a long gray beard leaning on a cane.  Some people actually consider the God of the bible to be just a concept invented by the creative religious evolution of the imagination of humankind.  And many of these concepts are rooted in the religious imagination of mankind.
Imaginative Human Concepts of the Physical Features:

First it might be profitable to list a few of these non-biblical religious concepts independently of whether or not they are mentioned in or in accord with the bible.

That list of concepts includes:

An old man with a long gray beard leaning on a cane,

.

.

Some religious “super power” that could not allow suffering.
An imaginary invisible “Higher Power”

The list goes on…
Biblical Physical Features of God:

Is it possible to compile an actual physical description of the God of the bible from actual scriptural descriptions or references to the attributes of the God of the bible?  

And that compilation does not fit any of the human imagined descriptions of God.
This is to be the God that claims to be the eternal existence that created the universe, and that at one time became flesh and dwelt among us, not a physical description of that fleshly manifestation—the God that is not limited to that human body and continues to exist after that fleshly existence left this earth.  This is to be the God that in the future existence creates a new heaven and earth where corruptible physical bodies will not be.

There are several places we can look.

Maybe we should make a list of these places before we glean the detail from each.

We can look at the original meaning of the word that is used for the name used for God in the first verse of the bible.

We can look at the powers attributed to that entity such as power, intelligence and wisdom.

We can look at such biblical passages as what Moses saw at the burning bush experience.

Or look at the description as tongues of fire on the day of Pentecost.

Or in revelations the description of that which sat on the great white throne.

Or Elijah’s experience of the still small voice or the fire that lit the alter that had been soaked with water.

Or Jeremiah’s description of the attributes that were employed in the creation of the universe.

What about the shekinah of glory 

The pillar of light that followed or led the Israelites in the desert.

Or the glow that lingered on the face of Moses after his experience with being in the presence of God.

Or what is the depth of the meaning of Jonah’s reply to the sailors who enquired of Jonah what he was about that caused the sailors to be struck with shock and awe.

God is a spirit and they that worship Him…Jn 4:24 

Job’s Whirlwind

Some form of energy (described as whirlwind)

Able to communicate (possibly verbally[?] With Job)

Demonstrated Vast knowledge of natural Science
 apparently for the purpose of proving identity as the one who was there long before humans existed, during the formation of the universe and ecology as it was before and in the time of Job.  Such knowledge included the origin of the continents after the planet earth was completely covered with ocean having no continents and before the ecology existed.

Then the LORD answered Job out of the whirlwind, and said, Who [is] this that darkeneth counsel by words without knowledge?
Job 38:1, 2  
Then answered the LORD unto Job out of the whirlwind, and said,  Gird up thy loins now like a man: I will demand of thee, and declare thou unto me.
Job 40:6, 7  
Moses’ Burning Bush

Some form of energy (described as like a non-consuming fire in a bush)

Moses on Mt. Sinai

Elijah’s Still Small Voice

This explanation is not mine, but copied from http://www.internetmonk.com/archive/rethinking-the-still-small-voice
11 And he said, Go forth, and stand upon the mount before the Lord. And, behold, the Lord passed by, and a great and strong wind rent the mountains, and brake in pieces the rocks before the Lord; but the Lord was not in the wind: and after the wind an earthquake; but the Lord was not in the earthquake:
12 And after the earthquake a fire; but the Lord was not in the fire: and after the fire a still small voice.
13 And it was so, when Elijah heard it, that he wrapped his face in his mantle, and went out, and stood in the entering in of the cave. And, behold, there came a voice unto him, and said, What doest thou here, Elijah?
1 Kings 19:11-13  (KJV)

Elijah went to Mt. Sinai because he thought he was the only faithful follower of the Lord left. He saw himself in the same dilemma as Moses faced after the people had sinned with the golden calf. With this in mind, Elijah went back to the place where Israel’s first prophet had met with God, where God had shown his glory and spoken to Moses, where the covenant was restored, where God had cut new tablets of stone for the people, where God answered Moses’ prayers and gave Israel a new start. Elijah was hoping God would do the same in his day, and start over again with him.
The Lord passes by with spectacular display, but DOES NOT SPEAK to Elijah (1Kings 19:11-12)
The Lord, as it were, “plays along” with Elijahâ€”to teach him a lesson. He takes Elijah through all the same experiences as Moses had. You have Elijah in the cave. You have the Lord “passing by.” You have spectacular displays of glory, here in earthquake, wind, and fire. One big difference: the Lord is not in any of this! When God passed by Moses, he proclaimed his Name to him, and Moses bowed down and worshiped (Exodus 34:6-8). God spoke. In contrast, when the Lord passed by Elijah, he said NOTHING. He didn’t communicate a thing.

And then, there was a silence. This is a better translation than “a still, small voice.” Absolute silence. Not God speaking to Elijah in “a gentle whisper,” but no sound whatsoever. Here’s how NRSV puts it:

He said, ˜Go out and stand on the mountain before the Lord, for the Lord is about to pass by. Now there was a great wind, so strong that it was splitting mountains and breaking rocks in pieces before the Lord, but the Lord was not in the wind; and after the wind an earthquake, but the Lord was not in the earthquake; and after the earthquake a fire, but the Lord was not in the fire; and after the fire a sound of sheer silence.
1Kings 19:11-13 (NRSV)
This phrase, sometimes translated “still small voice” is not describing some secret, tender, quiet communication between God and Elijah. It’s describing “the calm after the storm,” the intense silence that came after the bombastic display of God’s glorious power. It was not God whispering to Elijah but a silence that got Elijah’s attention and caused him to come out of the cave. Only at that point did God speak to him again.

Elijah’s Chariot and horses of fire

And it came to pass, as they still went on, and talked, that, behold, [there appeared] a chariot of fire, and horses of fire, and parted them both asunder; and Elijah went up by a whirlwind into heaven.
2Ki 2:11
Paul’s Bright Light on the Road to Damascus

Some form of energy (described as a bright light)

Revelation 4:  Great White Throne

Non-Physical Sightings

Ezekiel’s Dream

Physical Features from Non-Sightings

Ezekiel and Fire from Heaven

Knowledge of how to direct lightening, and manipulating the situation so as to demonstrate it indicates Knowledge of lightening, electricity, conductance, plasma, conductivity of dry versus moist air, electrical nature of water…

Isaiah’s Request for God’s Presence
In The Image of God

 “And God said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth.  So God created man in his [own] image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them.” Gen 1:26,27 (KJV)

Warning:  What you are about to read is not the doctrine of any established religion.  The following is based on the reality of what the ancient scripture of the bible actually says rather than any religious interpretation.

The image of God is an enigma.

One thing most theologians will readily admit is, we really do not understand all there is to know about God.

In the realm of religion, there is a major problem.   Critics look at a traditional religious model of God as put forth by theologians, and then argue that the God of the bible cannot exist as a God, because that model is incompatible with reality.  These critics do not realize the God of the theologians and the God of the bible are distinctly different concepts.

It might help to limit the definition of God to what the bible actually says. 

For centuries theologians have debated the image of God.

This article is not intended to answer all the questions as to the Image of God, but is intended to make theologians re-think what they think they know about the nature of God.  As I read the word, it seems God does a lot of things that look stupid to people who wear the title theologian, so theologians who want their God to look good, fudge the translation to give the false impression that their idea of God is the real God.

But in the end, the theologians are the ones with egg on their faces.  Sadly, many of the traditional religious definitions of the nature of God are used by critics to come to the logical conclusion that such a God cannot exist.  At least It (God) cannot exist as defined by theologians.  A careful study of the ancient scripture reveals the fact that much of what the original ancient scripture says reveals the ignorance of many theologians.  

As it turns out, reality and the ancient scriptures are more in accord with each other than is the accord of the religious explanations of theologians with either reality or ancient scripture.  Religion appear to have departed both reality and scripture.

Therefore, it is fruitless and futile to argue the various points of religion.  Rather, it is more profitable to search the ancient scripture and compare that with reality.

With that said, the following question bears further investigation.

Just what is meant by “The Image of God?”

Theologians seem to be hung up on the meaning of the English word “image” as having to do with physical appearance.

But then when they look at the physical appearance of the “image” of a human, they realize that is not what they imagine God is considered to be like.  

So, they have to make up an interpretation that rationalizes away the dilemma.  

Then, what is this “image” of God to which humans are supposed to have a similitude?

Is it possible that the answer may be found in the ancient scriptures?

Not if you must meet all the requirements of traditional religious thought according to scholarly theologians.  That is why many theologians, when asked where you find the “Trinity” in the bible, are forced to say the trinity is not to be found in any single verse of the bible.  (Read further and you will find that it really is.  Theologins just do not recognize it, because of the non-biblical way they have defined it.)

When a scientist versed in the science of information recognition takes a fresh look at the ancient scriptures, a completely different point of view is revealed. 

Ignoring traditional religious interpretation, such a scientist looking at the ancient scriptures sees information theologians have either never recognized, or long ignored.

If you will notice, that biblical statement quoted above, at the beginning of this article, has a reduplication of the concept “image” in the next phrase, referring to the same concept as “likeness” rather than “image”.  

Referring to the original language the word translated “image” comes from the root meaning of shadow.  And the word translated, “likeness” comes from the root meaning of resemblance, or to imagine in one’s mind.

Could it be that, the meaning common to both words that are translated into “image” and “likeness” has nothing to do with physical appearance, rather similitude of nature?

Also, if you will notice, whatever that nature is, it has the power to have dominion over physical items, to have the ability/power to have physical control over the ecology.

Further research into the ancient scriptures reveals a single verse that contains three aspects of the nature of God that are also present in humans.  This single verse is so important that it is repeated in two places in the ancient scripture.  

Those three aspects of God are referred to as:  Power, Intelligence, and Wisdom.

(As we will see, as this article develops, those three aspects have been anthropomorphized into the “Father,” the “Son,” and the “Holy Spirit.”)

Why is it that theologians have not recognized this when it is obvious to the point of view of a scientist steeped in the science of information recognition?  Possibly it is the blinding by traditional religious doctrine taking precedence over actual statements found in the ancient scripture.  Possibly it is by design as God set up the great scientific double-blind test as described in my book, Eyewitness to the Origins.  But that is getting off the subject of this article.  (www.EyewitnessToTheOrigins.com.

Back to the subject of this article.  There are three features that the ancient scripture attributes to God.  Just what are they?  Just what is this image/likeness of God?

As it turns out, these three aspects/features define what we recognize as intelligent life.  In our search for extraterrestrial life that is similar to ourselves, we are looking for something with intelligence—the ability to be self aware, to recognize and understand information, something with wisdom—the ability to make prudent use of such understood information, and with the power to make physical differences by the application of such intelligence and wisdom.

That is quite a mouthful

Foremost of these three is Power.  The basic concept here called power is in fact, the ability to control physical matter—as in the bible verse quoted, the example given is to have dominion(power) over the ecology.  In the ancient Hebrew language the words used to express this concept are, 'el, koach, and etc. Variously translated, strength, power, might, force, ability, etc.  The plural of 'el, 'elohiym, (powers) is variously translated as ruler, judge, or God, as in one having powers.  Note, this plural 'elohiym form is the most used name for God (the Father.) thus describing God as the “Powers”.

The second is Intelligence.  The basic concept here is to understand information—to not only recognize knowledge, but to make sense of the knowledge., ( the ancient Greek word for it is Logos, from which we get the concept of logic, and which we typically translate into the English word, “Word.”  In the ancient Hebrew it is variously, Tabuwn, (from the root, biyn.), shama`, yada`, etc. and is variously translated understanding, intelligence, or discretion.

Third is the concept of Wisdom.  In the ancient Hebrew language this concept is typically expressed by the word Chokmah and when imparted to one by God is referred to as the Ruach of Chokmah or in the Greek it is Pneuma of Sophia or as translated into English, the Spirit of Wisdom.  According to traditional theology, this is the third person of the triune God, coequal, coeternal with the Father and the Son, and is referred to as the “Holy Spirit” which imparts wisdom to those who possess this “Holy Spirit.”

Thus, all three aspects of the image of God, the nature of God, (the Trinity according to theology) are expressed in the single verse in Jeremiah 10:12 and repeated again in Jeremiah 51:15 where the creation of the universe is described as being the product of all three aspects of God:  

“He hath made the earth by his power, he hath established the world by his wisdom, and hath stretched out the heavens by his discretion.”  Jer 10:12.  

“He hath made the earth by his power, he hath established the world by his wisdom, and hath stretched out the heaven by his understanding.” Jer 51:15.

The Anthropomorphic Image of God:  The Trinity

Could it be that the religious doctrine of the Holy Trinity is an anthropomorphism of the three aspects of the nature (or image) of God as actually presented in the bible?

The Father:

I haven’t spent much effort to study the anthropomorphism of Elohiym to Heavenly Father.  It seems obvious that the Father (with a capital ‘F”) as referred to in the New Testament (286 times in KJV) is in reference to the God/LORD (Elohiym/ Yĕhovah) of the Old Testament by the context found around that multitude of times it is used.  Speculation says it is because “Father” concept carries with it the concept of “originator.”  In any case, it is obviously the anthropomorphism of the concept of the Elohiym name for God carrying the meanings of strength, power, might, force, ability, into the Father concept of what theology refers to as the first person of the Trinity.

The Son:

The ancient scripture of the bible explicitly states that the intelligence aspect of the nature (image) of God became Jesus in the flesh.  “In the beginning was the word (Logos/intelligence) and the word (intelligence) was with God, and the word (intelligence) was God.  The same was in the beginning with God.  All things were made by Him (intelligence) and without Him (intelligence); was not anything made that was made….And the word (intelligence) was made flesh, and dwelt among us, (and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,)…” Jn 1.

The Holy Spirit:

In both the Hebrew language of the Old Testament and the Greek language of the New Testament, there is a word that represents a single concept that theologians have been taught is a single word with two distinctly different meanings.  In both cases, that single word does not a dual meaning.   Rather it expresses the single meaning of  “invisible power/force/energy.”  In the Hebrew language that word is ruach.  In the Greek Language, that word is pneuma.  As I said, it is not a word with a dual meaning, rather a single concept that has multiple applications.  It is equally used in reference to the invisible power of the wind or of the invisible force that influences humans to make prudent decisions (wisdom)  In both languages, it is overtly referred to in both the Old and New Testaments as the “spirit of wisdom” when it refers to the filling of an individual human with the drive to make prudent decisions.

In the narrative of the exchange between Jesus and a teacher of the Jews (Nicodemus) the teacher is criticizes for not understanding these things, that for the human to be complete—to be endowed with eternal life, the higher birth, where one is born of this invisible force, must have occurred.  Jesus explained that just as the invisible force (sometimes translated wind, sometimes spirit) moves without being seen, so does the one who is born of this invisible force, but in both cases, one can see the result of it.

This concept of “invisible force” is not a dual meaning word, but a single concept that includes the invisible power of the wind or of the invisible force that imparts wisdom.  Today, if these languages were still the prevailing mode of communication, that concept would also include such invisible power/energy/force/influence as electricity or magnetism. 

The creation account found in Proverbs 8 is a depiction of that invisible force claiming to be present and taking part in the creation events.  That invisible force is named Wisdom.  “I wisdom dwell with prudence, and find out knowledge of witty inventions… The LORD possessed me in the beginning of his way, before his works of old.  I was set up from everlasting, from the beginning, or ever the earth was…. Then I was by him, [as] one brought up [with him]: and I was daily [his] delight, rejoicing always before him…”

The granting of Super Powers to the Anthropomorphic Image of God:

Could it be that omnipotence, omniscience, and other omni’s attached to the Judeo Christian God are, in general, logical extensions of religious tradition to make the God of the bible fit the religious superpower of what humans think God should be?

According to the ancient scriptures of the bible, the more accurate description of the physical being of the God of the bible is some form of the overall concept of energies/powers/forces, possessing the attributes of intelligence and wisdom, and existing without the necessity of and transcendental to that stuff called matter.  Whatever It is, It claims to have existed before, and to have caused to come into existence, mater in the form of the universe.

Modern theology has devised the doctrine of creation ex-nihlo, the creation of something from nothing.  However, the ancient scripture explicitly states It  (God) made light out of darkness, not out of nothing.  Is this not far from the speculation of modern science that the current observable universe came into existence from darkness, from a black hole, not from “nothing”?  In any event, this example demonstrates the difference between what the ancient scripture actually says and the logical extensions from that into the human concept of a supernatural God.

So, What is the Image of God in Which Humans are Made?

If the “image of God” is not the traditional theological anthropomorphic contortions of what the bible says then, just what is that image?  Could it be that the physical human body is not that which is made in the image of God, rather that human image is the non-material human aspects of (1.)  Power—the ability to control the physical environment, (2.) Intelligence—the recognition of self awareness and the ability to understand knowledge and, (3.) Wisdom—the prudent use of that understood information, imparted by the indwelling of the Holy invisible power?  

If so, could it be these features are not necessarily connected to physical matter?  Could it be, the concept that is referred to in science fiction as “life force” is, in fact, some form of the only thing defined by modern science as eternal—some form of energy possessing these three attributes?  (Law of conservation of energy states energy can be neither created nor destroyed—in other words, energy is eternal.)  Is it not then reasonable that there could be continuation of this combination of aspects of the human existence once this mortal body ceases to function?  If that is what the Image of God is, then could not that same image in which humans are made, have the same continuation of existence after this mortal life is over?  But then, now I am guilty of speculating beyond what is explicitly stated in the bible.

Therefore, in Conclusion, What is the answer?

As Ayn Rand so famously said “Contradictions do not exist. Whenever you think you are facing a contradiction, check your premises. You will find that one of them is wrong.”

Could it be that the problem that makes the bible look in conflict to what God is assumed to be, is in the traditional premises of what God is?  

Check your concept of God against what the bible says rather than the concept of God that is traditionally speculated by human theologians.

This opens up a whole Pandora’s box of questions as to the validity of logic that purports to disprove the bible, or rather, to disprove the ancient scriptures on which the bible has been derived.  Does disproving imaginative interpretations of the ancient scripture disprove the ancient scripture itself?  I don’t think so.

Could it be that the God of the bible is more interested in meaningful communicating with another form of intelligent life than It is in being always right, all knowing, all powerful, all present, all religious, all what-not…?  Could it be that the striving for a future Bride of Christ is the culmination of that long awaited goal of the God of the bible??

Could there really be such a thing as life after death?

Remember the warning at the beginning of this article.  This is not the accepted doctrine of any established religion.  It is simply an organized collection of notes of research that is partial and on-going.  It is published here to get you to thinking for yourself.
And the “Image of God” is still an enigma.
Physical Attributes of Resurrected Life 
According to the Bible

“   [be] ready always to [give] an answer to every man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you…” I Peter 3:16 (KJV)

 “And God said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth.  So God created man in his [own] image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them.” Gen 1:26,27 (KJV)

“Beloved, now are we the sons of God, and it doth not yet appear what we shall be: but we know that, when he shall appear, we shall be like him; for we shall see him as he is..”

1 John 3:2 (KJV)

Could it be that a study of the physical Attributes of the resurrected life as phusically described in the bible could lead us to a better understand of the God in whose image we are made?

Does the bible really say that we will someday be restored back into our resurrected flesh and blood body to live in a restored Garden of Eden type environment?

Does the bible really say that gravity will not be a limiting factor on our future life form?  

Does the bible really say that that future life form is capable of extra-terrestrial existence?  

Does the bible say we will, or will not have need of light from the sun?

Does it say we will not be confined to this planet?

Will we really be able to walk through walls and float in the air (or absence of air?)

Some theologians say we will have a physical body similar to what we have now, but absent all the aches and pains and the growing old.  Such a body would be hydro-carbon flesh and blood and would need food, water, air, light, gravity. That would be all the things that would be present in a restored Garden of Eden type environment.  But it would be capable of existing only in the thin layer around the planet earth between a few feet below sea level to a height of maybe up to about three miles.  That is a very small space when considering the celestial vastness.  It is also very small compared to the New Jerusalem described in Revelation 21:15 as being a cube in shape and one and a half thousand miles high.  If sitting on the United States, this New Jerusalem would cover more than the west half from Canada to Mexico and from San Francisco to Kansas City, and be just as high as it is across.  Humans could not live in it higher than the lower one five hundredth of the bottom level.  It would reach up into what we consider to be outer space.  However, the bible distinctly says the future life form body will be extra-terrestrial (celestial), so that is not a problem.

There is a clue in Jesus flat out statement that theologians don’t get it.  That is where Jesus says, “Ye do err, not knowing the scriptures, nor the power of God.  For in the resurrection they … are as the angels of God in heaven.  But as touching the resurrection of the dead, have ye not read that which was spoken unto you by God, saying, I am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob? God is not the God of the dead, but of the living.”  
This encounter with the Pharisees is recorded in Matthew 22:29-32.  It is also recorded in  Mark 12:24-27, and Luke 20:34-38.

In that profound statement Jesus says that in the resurrection, there is something physically different.  That different life form has a similarity to angels that are extra-terrestrial, existing in the extra-terrestrial environment of celestial space.  The current hydrocarbon based life form does not have that capability.

Luke’s account of the same incident added the detail that the resurrection life form cannot die, is equal to the angels (whatever that means,) and are the children of God who was a life form without flesh and blood when He appeared as some form of fiery energy and spoke out of the bush that appeared to be burning without being consumed by the fire.

It may not be a subject that is vital to salvation of the soul, but, Jesus chided Nicodemus for not understanding the difference between the physical life form and the spiritual life form.  

Paul flat out called those who do not understand it, fools.  That is pretty strong language for not understanding something we traditionally consider to be beyond understanding.  Later modern translations soften Paul’s comment to “foolish,” but sometimes Paul was very stern and blunt, using crude language that theologians think has no place in the bible—he did call them fools.

Perhaps it is worth taking a look at what the bible actually says concerning the physical attributes of the resurrection life form.

Here I am, using the terms resurrection life form and spiritual life form interchangeably.  Is that scriptural?  Apparently, yes.  It is in accord with Jesus telling the Pharisees the resurrection life form cannot die, and is a child of God who was talking out of the bush that appeared to be afire, and telling Nicodemus that both the physical and the spiritual life form must be present for a flesh and blood human to even see the kingdom of God. 

A few years ago— it has been over thirty years now—when I first translated the third chapter of John from the original language, I made a significant discovery.  This is the passage of scripture where Jesus chided Nicodemus for being ignorant on the subject.  The discovery was that Jesus did not change the subject back and forth between wind and spirit as it is presumed in English translations.  The switching back and forth in the translations illustrates the continuing ignorance on the subject even among theologians.  

There is a problem common to theologians and scientists alike of a lack of understanding of what the bible actually says on this subject.  We are discussing reality here, not religion.  This subject touches on the realm of modern science, as in the current interest in a project known as SETI (Search for Extra-Terrestrial Intelligence.)  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SETI   

Anyway, back to the subject of the third chapter of the book of John.  There is a word in the ancient Greek language that is translated into two completely different concepts in English.  The word is pneuma.  Sometimes it is used in reference to the wind.  Other times it refers to a spirit.  It has long been assumed by people who think in English that it is a single word, with two distinctly different meanings.  But that is not so.  It has a single meaning to those who think in Greek, but it is a meaning for which there is no single word in the English language, and translators face the dilemma of choosing which English application to use.  Theologians insist on translating the ancient Greek word pneuma as either wind or spirit, but not its single common meaning.  The meaning common to both wind and spirit is the concept of invisible force/power/energy/etc.  That is what a spirit as well as the wind, was in the mind of an ancient Greek—an invisible force/power/energy/etc.  A spirit was not some nebulous fantasy superstition as is commonly believed today.  If we were still speaking Greek today, electricity, magnetism, radio waves and the like would also be called pneuma.
Back to the subject, Jesus chided Nicodemus for not understanding the difference between the terrestrial flesh and blood body and the extra-terrestrial, invisible force body.  Extra terrestrial does not mean existing only beyond the earth, but existing not limited to earth, not limited to the environment conducive to the existence of flesh and blood in that narrow band around the face of this planet.  Remember, The bible says a couple of things that might sound in contradiction if you do not have an understanding in this realm.  It says, “Flesh and blood cannot inherit the Kingdom of God,”
 and, “the kingdom of God…not with observation… is within you.”
  The kingdom of God is a kingdom populated by an invisible force based type of bodies, not physical human hydrocarbon based type of bodies.  And, as Jesus explained to Nicodemus, both the physical and the spiritual must be simultaneously present in the human body for it to be a member of this spiritual kingdom.

To reiterate the exchange between Jesus and Nicodemus:

Jesus said, “Except a man be born anōthen  (a most high/superior birth
), he cannot see the kingdom of God.”

Apparently, Jesus was talking about the birth of the extra-terrestrial intelligent resurrection (spiritual) life form we all must have to be a part of, or to even see, the kingdom of God.

Nicodemus, misunderstanding this special birth to be a special kind of physical birth asked what seemed to Nicodemus to be a rhetorical question with “no” for an answer, a question about entering a second time into his mother’s womb.

Jesus immediately corrected the error and emphasized the seriousness of the subject saying, “Verily, verily, I say unto thee, Except a man be born of water (idiom for physical, non-anōthen) birth with the breaking of the water) and [of] the pneuma (Invisible Force…), he cannot enter into the kingdom of God.”  To drive the point home, Jesus then added, “That which is born of the flesh is flesh; and that which is born of the pneuma is pneuma.  Don’t be amazed that I said you must be born anōthen (superior, most noble…)”

Then Jesus goes on to explain what the result of being born of the pneuma is like, “The pneuma moves according to its own will, and you hear the sound of it, but you cannot tell where it is coming from or going to:  So is every one that is born of the pneuma”  

Note in that last sentence, it cannot be the wind that the word pneuma is referring to because wind has no will of its own.  Jesus did not change the subject.  He is still talking about the properties of the life form that sees and occupies the kingdom of God.
It is at this point that Nicodemus continued to express lack of understanding and Jesus chided him.  “Jesus answered and said unto him, Art thou a master of Israel, and knowest not these things?”

Note that several things are missing in the traditional preaching of this passage of scripture.  One, it is so important that a religious leader was chided for not understanding.  Two, preachers of today do not understand what that exchange was about.  Three, a few physical properties are mentioned.  The pneuma life form is invisible, and it has a will of its own.  Four, the Kingdom of God was currently present at the time of the discussion, but invisible to the mortal life form. 

It was later, in the encounter with the Pharisees mentioned above that Jesus flat out told the theologians that they don’t get it.

Where else in the bible do you look to discover physical attributes of the resurrection life form?  It is obvious there is a distinct physical difference between the physical terrestrial life form we observe around us today, and the extra-terrestrial life form, sometimes called spiritual, described in the bible that is to be our resurrection life form.  So you look for clues anywhere the spiritual existence is mentioned.

In Roman 1;3,4, Paul contrasts the physical form of Jesus and the spiritual / resurrection form of Jesus by presenting physical details.  The physical is flesh, the resurrection is spirit (pneuma).

Rom 1:3   
Concerning his Son Jesus Christ our Lord, which was made of the seed of David according to the flesh;

Rom 1:4   
And declared [to be] the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of holiness, by the resurrection from the dead:

First Corinthians chapter fifteen is a gold mine of information on the physical attributes of the resurrection life form.  Paul gets a very adamant about it.

First he calls anyone who does not understand it a shameful fool.  Then he proceeds to explain a few of the physical differences between the mortal flesh and blood intelligent life form and immortal extra-terrestrial intelligent life form.  As we go through it, note the overtly stated physical details as well as the details simply mentioned.  

Here is where and how Paul calls those without understanding of the Extra-Terrestrial life form shameful fools,
“…some have not the knowledge of God: I speak [this] to your shame.  But some [man] will say, How are the dead raised up? and with what body do they come?  [Thou] fool…” 1Cor 15:35-37 (KJV)
He then goes on to explain by analogy, illustrating that it is a completely different life form.  

In the simplest direct illustrative analogy, Paul explains that there is a  difference between the current physical body and the resurrection body.  He compares it to the difference between the life form of the seed before it goes into the ground and the resulting life form of the plant that rises from the ground when the seed is buried.  Note that this is a very loose definition of “body” when applied to plant life.  The definition may be just as loose when Paul uses it to refer to the resurrection life form

“[Thou] fool, that which thou sowest is not quickened, except it die:  And that which thou sowest, thou sowest not that body that shall be, but bare grain, it may chance of wheat, or of some other [grain]:  But God giveth it a body as it hath pleased him, and to every seed his own body.”  
1Cor 15:37,38 (KJV)
A more difficult analogy, but closer in application is the fact that people are already familiar with the fact that the body flesh of various different life forms is different.

“All flesh [is] not the same flesh: but [there is] one [kind of] flesh of men, another flesh of beasts, another of fishes, [and] another of birds.”  
1Cor 15:9 (KJV)
Finally, Paul makes the overt statement of the physical facts, not an analogy at all.  He simply, says there are Extra-Terrestrial (celestial ) bodies, and Terrestrial bodies.

“[There are] also celestial (Extra-Terrestrial) bodies, and bodies terrestrial: but the glory of the celestial (Extra-Terrestrial) [is] one, and the [glory] of the terrestrial [is] another.”  
1Cor 15:40 (KJV)
Then Paul adds another dimension to the variety of different kinds of Extra-Terrestrial bodies just so the hearer won’t think he is saying we will become a star or some other physical heavenly physical/material body.

“[There is] one glory of the sun, and another glory of the moon, and another glory of the stars: for [one] star differeth from [another] star in glory” 
1Cor 15:41 (KJV)
Finally, Paul starts listing specific physical properties of the resurrected Extra-Terrestrial life form versus the mortal terrestrial life form.  

“So also [is] the resurrection of the dead.”  
1Cor 15:42a (KJV)
The terrestrial life form is corruptible.  It has a life cycle ending in corruption (decay).  The Extra-Terrestrial life form does not corrode (decay).

“It is sown in corruption; it is raised in incorruption:” 
1Cor 15:42b (KJV)
The terrestrial is a dead, decaying body.  The Extra-Terrestrial is exceptionally good.

“It is sown in dishonour (a dead body); it is raised in glory (a most glorious condition, most exalted state):” 
1Cor 15:43a (KJV)
In another view, the terrestrial life form has puny power compared to the extra-terrestrial life form’s dynamic power.  The terrestrial’s force/power (Greek word used here relates to feebleness) is puny in comparison to the /power/force/energy (pneuma) of the Extra-Terrestrial life form.  Incidentally, the Greek word for this property of the Extra-Terrestrial life form is dynamis indicating the same meaning as the Hebrew word Elohiym used as the descriptive name for the entity that created the universe in the first verse of the bible.  This is one of the three major physical properties that are characteristics of the God of the Bible.  These properties are, Elohiym/dynamis (force/power/energy/etc.), intelligence, and wisdom.

“It is sown in weakness; it is raised in power:”
 1Cor 15:43b (KJV)
The terrestrial life form is an air breathing physical body.  The Greek word here translated “natural” means having the nature and characteristics of the breath, the principal of animal life, which men have in common with the brutes.  The Extra-Terrestrial life form has pneuma, invisible power within as discussed above, as opposed to the terrestrial life form having to breathe air.

“It is sown a natural (air breathing) body; it is raised a spiritual (pneuma/invisible force) body.”  
1Cor 15:44a (KJV)
Just to emphasize the point, Paul reiterates the fact that the terrestrial life form and the Extra-Terrestrial intelligent life form are two distinctly different things.  It is not a re-fabrication of the old body.

“There is a natural body, and there is a spiritual body.”  
1Cor 15:44b (KJV)
Continuing, Paul says the first life form (the prototype?) was made an intelligent air-breathing, mater-based (in the scientific sense of matter) life form, and the last (final type?) life form, an intelligent invisible force/power… (pneuma.)  It is interesting to note the Greek phrase translated “first man” is prōtos anthrōpos literally interpreted “prototype human.”

“And so it is written, The first man Adam was made a living soul; the last Adam [was made] a quickening spirit.”  
1Cor 15:45 (KJV)
Just to be perfectly clear, Paul reiterates, the pneuma (invisible force…) life form was not first.  It is the air-breathing type that was first.  The invisible-force… life form is afterward.

“Howbeit that [was] not first which is spiritual, but that which is natural; and afterward that which is spiritual.”  
1Cor 15:46 (KJV)
In the next few phrases, Paul hammers home a different point.  It is the fact that mortal life form is physical matter  and the resurrected man is in the image of God, that which is extra terrestrial, referring to the fact that Elohiym, the Hebrew name for the Lord, in its root meaning, is the plural form of power.  Simply stated, Paul is saying the resurrection life form is more in the image of the supernatural God than is the mortal life form.

Then, to be doubly perfectly clear, Paul says it again in another phraseology.  

The first life form for humans is terrestrial, confined to the environment of the earth, made from dirt.  That is to say, the first life form for humans is made from physical matter. 

“The first man [is] of the earth, earthy:” 
1Cor 15:47a (KJV)
And the second human life form is “Extra-Terrestrial powers.”  The traditional translation here, “the second man [is] the Lord from heaven” (KJV) is cumbersomely religious.  I call it, religious theobabble.  It has caused problems for theologians for centuries when they assume Paul suddenly inserted a change of subject.  Rather, the realistic depiction of the basic meanings of the actual original words makes more sense in this context.  Translating  what is traditionally rendered “the Lord from heaven” into “extra-terrestrial powers” is more in accord with the context of Paul’s teaching as he continues on, and more in accord with the whole bible physical description of the Elohiym life form.  Note that in the next few phrases Paul actually refers to the image of God as being this extra-terrestrial life form.

“the second man is extra-terrestrial powers.”  
1Cor 15:47b (MOST)
Paul continues, saying the same thing over and over again in different words.  It is as though he was frustrated with the widespread misunderstanding—or lack of understanding of the difference between the terrestrial and the Extra-Terrestrial.

The major difference between the first, terrestrial and the second, Extra-Terrestrial Intelligent life forms is the fact that the terrestrial is earthy and the extra-terrestrial is celestial.

“As [is] the earthy, such [are] they also that are earthy: and as [is] the heavenly, such [are] they also that are heavenly.”  
1Cor 15:48 (KJV)
Moreover, the past is different than the future—we shall pass from terrestrial to Extra-Terrestrial.  Moreover, as in the past where we have had the appearance of something earthy, in the future, we shall look like something out of this world.

“And as we have borne the image of the earthy, we shall also bear the image of the heavenly.”  
1Cor 15:49 (KJV)
Again, that terrestrial body with which we are familiar is not the future life form we will have in the future kingdom after our fleshly death (inherit).  The corruptible terrestrial body cannot go past the grave and be the body of the future Extra-Terrestrial life form—It cannot happen. 

“Now this I say, brethren, that flesh and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of God; neither doth corruption inherit incorruption.”  
1Cor 15:50 (KJV)
Yet another related point, Paul admits, it may not be obvious now, but instead of us all lying dead (as it obviously appears), we shall instead be changed.

“Behold, I shew you a mystery; We shall not all sleep, but we shall all be changed,” 
1Cor 15:51 (KJV)
The change shall only take a moment, but it will happen.  We shall all be changed.  As to when it will happen, it seems obvious from that above phrase that it will happen without our laying dead for a while.  But the next phrase says something about a trumpet.  The question for the theologian has to do with is this a universal one time sounding of the trumpet as some teach, or is this a last event in each mortal life, different in time for each of us.  There is the possibility that this occurrence of the word trumpet may be related to the root meaning of the Greek word which comes from movement, as in the last twitch of mortal life is when it may happen.

“In a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, at the last trump: for the trumpet shall sound, and the dead shall be raised incorruptible, and we shall be changed.”  
1Cor 15:52 (KJV)
For sure, it will happen.  The terrestrial, mortal, corruptible, decaying life form will somehow take on the incorruptible immortality of an Extra-Terrestrial intelligent life form

“For this corruptible must put on incorruption, and this mortal [must] put on immortality.”  
1Cor 15:53 (KJV)
And when it does happen, we shall have passed from death into life that will not end.

“So when this corruptible shall have put on incorruption, and this mortal shall have put on immortality, then shall be brought to pass the saying that is written, Death is swallowed up in victory.”  
1Cor 15:54 (KJV)
Paul’s celebration cheer:

“O death, where [is] thy sting? O grave, where [is] thy victory?”  
1Cor 15:55 (KJV)
So, from what the actual words of the ancient scripture explicitly dictate, we will not be restored back into mortal bodies in a re-creation of the original Garden of Eden, as some theologians seem to believe.  There is no urgency to preserve our dead bodies for some future potential use.

Instead, it is more responsible for us to understand that better things are coming.  There is no going back to the prototype.

The question remains.  Just what is the form of this extra-terrestrial intelligent life?

Now we are getting into the realm claimed by modern science.  We are not talking about religion any more.

As mentioned earlier in this article, modern science has a project to discover if there really exists a form of life that is extra-terrestrial.  They call it SETI, the acronym for Search for Extra-Terrestrial Intelligence.  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SETI   

Just what is the requirement for something to be considered an Extra-Terrestrial Intelligent life form?  Let’s review.  The extra-terrestrial part is easy.  It exists somewhere not on this planet.  That does not mean it cannot exist here on this planet also, but it must be able to exist some where else.  The intelligent part, and the life part, are a bit more complex.  Just what is intelligence and what is life?  Among the scientific community there is not complete agreement, but at a minimum, intelligent life must have similarity to us in three ways.  It must (1) be capable of having an effect on matter, have power to physically effect matter), including the capability to communicate, (2) possess true (not artificial) intelligence—be self aware, have retention of information, have logic to perceive cause and effect, and (3) have wisdom, the capability to make prudent use of that intelligence and power—the ability to make decisions that not only preserve its existence, but to make it better.

The first inclination in looking for life similar to us on another planet seems to be to look for an environment where a form of matter similar to us—a hydrocarbon based life form can exist.  For such a life form to exist requires a similar ecology to be present.  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Extraterrestrial_life 

Thinking beyond the earthly human life form, there is consideration of another form of matter, one that may be machine based.  Such a life form theoretically could evolve from the mortal human life form, would not be limited to any single planet or environment because it could sleep for thousands of years, the time required for present technology travel between extra-terrestrial bodies and it could exist in the hostile extra-terrestrial environment of outer space, withstanding the extreme cold temperatures and lack of air or food.

However, there is another possibility that has been generally overlooked by scientists and theologians alike.  That is some form of intelligent energy.  As such, it would not even be limited to matter at all.

Energy has many very strange properties when contrasted to matter.

But could there be a life form that is energy based rather than matter based?  One that transcends the universe in that it could have existed before the universe came into existence and could outlast the present universe?  Could there possibly be a life form that caused the universe to come into existence out of a black hole at an event such as a “Big Bang?”  All these characteristics are attributed to the life form described in the bible as the Elohiym—the God of the bible who 
“hath made the earth by his power, he hath established the world by his wisdom, and hath stretched out the heavens by his intelligence. 
(Jeremiah 10:12 & 51:15)  
These same three attributes of this extra-terrestrial life form are later described as the power (invisible force,) as being the father, the intelligence (logos) becoming flesh and dwelling among us, and as the wisdom becoming the invisible power that dwells within us leading us into wise direction in life.  And we are described as being made in the image of this extra-terrestrial intelligent life form.

This just touches the surface of the subject that Jesus criticized the Pharisees for not understanding even before Paul wrote the details of it in his first letter to the Corinthians.  There is much more to be found in the pages of the bible.

So, Did this raise more questions than it answered?  If so, it accomplished its purpose.

I was going to summarize the list of details discussed in this article, but I have run out of space.  How about you summarizing it, adding more you find elsewhere in the bible, and sending it to me.  Just email it back to me at SimpleTruth@AnOldScientist.com.

Oh, about the question:  Does the bible say we will, or will not have need of light from the sun?  Read Rev 21:23, and Rev 22:5 and see what you think it says.

 Appendix A:  Glossary of Technical Meanings 

A Glossary of Technical Meanings of Religious Words and Phrases is found on the internet at,  www.ScienceAndTheBible.net/glossary.  Note:  This glossary on the internet is an incomplete work in progress and is therefore put there instead of in the books that refer to it so it can be continuously updated rather than delay publication of the books.  And by no means is it claimed that the stuff here is perfect.  It needs much more work.  Currently it is a collection of writings and notes gathered from my prior works.  Hopefully it will grow into a more systematic glossary.

Note: H#### or G#### refers to Strong’s Word Numbers in the original Hebrew or Greek languages.

Words have meaning:

The first rule of biblical interpretation:  Words have meaning.

If you want to know what the bible really has to say on any particular subject, you first have to know the meanings of words related to that subject—not the English words, but the original words in the original language before they are translated.

If you want to know what the bible has to say on any technical subject such as the origin of the universe, you have to figure out what the words mean in the technical realm rather than the religious realm.  

The original technical meanings of many ancient Hebrew words of the ancient Hebrew Scriptures are far from the meanings we find in our English translations of today.

Some words have had their meaning completely lost—what we see in the bible is the best guess of religious scholars.

Many words have not completely lost their meanings, but are only translated with a religious bias.

Others have not been translated from the original language at all.  They have simply been re-written with English letters to sound similar to the original language word.  This is called transliteration as opposed to translation.  Although the word transliterate is assumed to have been invented only as recent as 1861 by German philologist Max Muller, the practice of transliteration was in widespread use long before

Some words were transliterated, not because we do not know their original meanings, but politically correctness among religious circles dictated their strict meaning to be unacceptable, so they were only transliterated.

Others, such as the names of people or places, were transliterated to preserve the sound of the names rather than their meanings.  One example of this is the name of one of King David’s mighty warriors called “Snorter.”  It is not translated, rather it is transliterated into “Naharai.” 

Other words are translated beyond their meanings to a more specific or limited meaning than the original language word.  Many words have a broad meaning such as the ancient Hebrew word ruach.  It means “invisible force, power or energy.”  However, it is never translated as such, rather, religious theologians decide from the context which invisible force it is talking about and translate it either wind, or spirit, the invisible mover around us, or the one within us.  Thus, ruach is commonly perceived as a word with two separate meanings rather than the one.  However, if we were still speaking ancient Hebrew, electricity, magnetism, etcetera would also be called ruach.  The Greek equivalent word is pneuma, from which we get the modern English word “pneumatic” when referring to the energy that drives some power tools.  For more on limited meaning, see “Language,” and “Hermeneutics” under the entry for “Foundations of the earth.

These are but a few of the reasons why there is a need for this glossary of the technical meanings of religious words.  Discovering the original technical meanings allows a technically correct translation rather than a religiously correct rendition.  This allows the bible to be translated more in accord with reality, and to have more internal agreement with itself, especially among the many creation accounts found in the bible.

The persistent problem is, the bible is assumed to be about religion, not about technical reality.  Technology and reality are assumed to be in the realm of science.  There is a saying that is popularly being passed around that says something like, “The bible is not a science book, but where it touches on science it is right.”  That statement is very misleading.  That statement is used to dismiss the subject of science and to ignore the questioning of intellectually honest doubters.

The topic of the ultimate origins—the creation-evolution debate—is where the bible not only touches on a subject that is in the realm of science,  It delves into it deeply.  The bible has a lot more technical stuff to say on that topic than most theologians ever dreamed.  In the bible there are nearly three dozen major accounts of creation, and many minor ones.

Yet, what you hear theologians agreeing upon (the religious method of science by consensus) as to what it says on the subject of the origins, is so far from what it really says that their traditional interpretation of the technical stuff up front in the first book in the bible has become known as “the Judeo-Christian Creation Myth” and intellectually honest scholars have relegated it to the status of myth along with the creation myths of other religions.  Then the argument arises, If you cannot believe the first thing the bible says, how can you believe the rest of the bible?

And that has been a major stumbling block to intelligently honest scholars, including our children who have been brought up in the church and then go to college and learn it is not true.

The problem is, most of what the bible really says in the realm of technical stuff about the beginnings, is ignored.  It is ignored for several reasons.  In no particular order those reasons are:

The people doing the biblical interpretation are theologians, not scientists and they do not recognize scientific principles when they see them—they do not even know the technical meanings of the words in the original language.

Theologians are inclined to believe that there is only one account of the origins in the bible.  In fact, there are many—almost three dozen of them are major accounts, backed up by many more minor mentions of it.

Most of those accounts are ignored because those biblical accounts do not agree with theologians pre-conceived idea of what should be said on that topic.  And there is where the pre-conception includes what is known as the Judeo-Christian Creation Myth rather than what the rest of the bible actually has to say on the subject.

Theologians have adopted the politically correct stance that their interpretation of the one out of many accounts, their interpretation that disagrees with all the others, is the “official” schedule of creation.  More on that elsewhere in my books.

Many of the things the ancient scriptures of the bible says have been unbelievable to theologians because the reality of it had not been discovered by modern science.  In many cases it can be demonstrated that since they could not believe what it really says, they simply fudge the translation (interpret it) to agree with reality as they saw it at the time of translation—or at the time they practiced science by consensus as in the trial of Galileo for which they had to issue a formal apology some three hundred fifty years later.
But the big reason is, words really do have meaning, and many of the words mean something theologians are not familiar with.  In the original language they have technical meanings that have been ignored.  Those technical meanings have been either not recognized, or simply ignored, in favor of religious meanings.  It is the technical meaning of each word that this Glossary is all about.
If you want to understand what the bible has to say about technical stuff, about things that are in the realm of science, to be sure of what it says, you must apply the scientific method rather than the religious method.  The scientific method is to state what it might say, then test that hypothesis against reality.  The religious method is to say what you think it might say then get the same opinion of someone with more credentials than yourself.  Science by consensus, or science by political correctness are examples of the religious method.

Reviving an ancient language that has gone through long periods of not being used is an art.  The meanings of many words have been lost.  The good part of it is, when a language is not being used, the meanings of words do not change.

This Glossary/Lexicon has been a long time in the development.  It is the product of thousands of hours of studying science and the bible.  Some of the entries are from the third edition of the book, Eyewitness to the Origins, published in 2008, after over fifteen thousand hours of study, the equivalent of about seven and a half years of full time scientific research work.  And that was six years ago.  Many of the entries in this Glossary/Lexicon were published in the periodical, Science and the Bible Ezine during the past six years.  Those are the result of recognizing the discrepancy between the religious interpretation of the ancient languages of the bible, and the vast display of reality found therein.  Comparing the reality of factual discoveries of modern science and how those words were actually used in those ancient writings of the bible sheds new light on the meanings of many words—meanings that had been lost to, or obscured by, religious interpretation.

Abiogenesis:  the process of life arising from non-living matter

Abiogenesis is life arising from non-living matter, Modern science sometimes adds the assumption that it means without intelligent guidance.  The bible emphatically insists upon the processes having, at least once, occurred with outside intelligent guidance.  Spontaneous generation is a different concept.  It is life arising spontaneously—without interference by an intelligent being—from non-living matter.

Adam: Transliteration of the plural of a word meaning “reddish”--Ruddy Ones

Referring to the sparsely haired reddish skin of the first intelligent terrestrial inhabitants of the land (humans).  “Let us make Ruddys in our own image.”  Its technical meaning is not, “first man” but is a word describing an external physical characteristic of the first intelligent life form on this planet.  The religiously accepted meaning of “first man” is an interpretation from the context of how it is used, not from what it means.

Gen 1:26, 27 And God said, Let us make “Ruddy Ones” in our image, after our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth.  So God created “Ruddy Ones”in his own image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them…..
Continued on the internet at www.ScienceAndTheBible.net/glossary
God:  The English word “God” fails to reflect the Hebrew.
Etymology of the Word "God"

From The Catholic Encyclopedia, Etymology of the Word "God."
http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/06608x.htm
(Anglo-Saxon God; German Gott; akin to Persian khoda; Hindu khooda). 

God can variously be defined as:

· the proper name of the one Supreme and Infinite Personal Being, the Creator and Ruler of the universe, to whom man owes obedience and worship; 

· the common or generic name of the several supposed beings to whom, in polytheistic religions, Divine attributes are ascribed and Divine worship rendered; 

· the name sometimes applied to an idol as the image or dwelling-place of a god.

The root-meaning of the name (from Gothic root gheu; Sanskrit hub or emu, "to invoke or to sacrifice to") is either "the one invoked" or "the one sacrificed to." From different Indo-Germanic roots (div, "to shine" or "give light"; thes in thessasthai "to implore") come the Indo-Iranian deva, Sanskrit dyaus (gen. divas), Latin deus, Greek theos, Irish and Gaelic dia, all of which are generic names; also Greek Zeus (gen. Dios, Latin Jupiter (jovpater), Old Teutonic Tiu or Tiw (surviving in Tuesday), Latin Janus, Diana, and other proper names of pagan deities. The common name most widely used in Semitic occurs as 'el in Hebrew, 'ilu in Babylonian, 'ilah in Arabic, etc.; and though scholars are not agreed on the point, the root-meaning most probably is "the strong or mighty one." 

	


That religious analysis ending with the phrase, “strong and might one,” from The Catholic Encyclopedia, Etymology of the Word "God." is simple and sounds convincing.  But the phrase, “strong and might one” is completely contrary to the fact that the ancient Hebrew word 'elohiym that is used in the bible is plural, not singular.  It is more correctly translated into multiple modern concepts related to “power” such as strong, energy, force, influential, power.  Modern science has differentiating definitions and mathematical equivalents to differentiate each of these concepts.  In contrast, in ancient Hebrew, it appears to be all one concept, but recognized as including multiple (plural) concepts or aspects.
Extra versions

http://www.blbclassic.org/Bible.cfm?b=Gen&c=1&t=KJV#conc/26
Howbeit we speak wisdom among them that are perfect: yet not the wisdom of this world, nor of the princes of this world, that come to nought:  But we speak the wisdom of God in a mystery, even the hidden wisdom, which God ordained before the world unto our glory:  Which none of the princes of this world knew: for had they known it, they would not have crucified the Lord of glory.  But as it is written, Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of man, the things which God hath prepared for them that love him.  But God hath revealed them unto us by his Spirit: for the Spirit searcheth all things, yea, the deep things of God.  For what man knoweth the things of a man, save the spirit of man which is in him? even so the things of God knoweth no man, but the Spirit of God.  Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the spirit which is of God; that we might know the things that are freely given to us of God.  Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth; comparing spiritual things with spiritual.  But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness unto him: neither can he know them, because they are spiritually discerned.  But he that is spiritual judgeth all things, yet he himself is judged of no man.  For who hath known the mind of the Lord, that he may instruct him? But we have the mind of Christ.
1Co 2:6-16 (KJV)












� See Etymology of the Word “God” in Appendix A


� Genesis 1 And Lessons From Space, by Nobie Stone, Vienna, WV, The Warren Christian Apologetics Center, 2014, 160 pp. ISBN: 978-1936548-10-1, $19.99


� natural science, noun:  any of the sciences (as physics, chemistry, or biology) that deal with matter, energy, and their interrelations and transformations or with objectively measurable phenomena http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/natural%20science


� 1Cr 15:50  Now this I say, brethren, that flesh and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of God; neither doth corruption inherit incorruption.


� Luke 17:20,21  And when he was demanded of the Pharisees, when the kingdom of God should come, he answered them and said, The kingdom of God cometh not with observation:  Neither shall they say, Lo here! or, lo there! for, behold, the kingdom of God is within you.


� The Greek word anōthen here commonly translated “again” has nothing to do with a repetition of any kind, rather it is a term meaning top, high, superior, etc.  An anōthen birth might even be translated to mean a most noble birth, implying a supernatural birth.


�	 There is more to it than that and a treatise on the two methods can be found in the book, Eyewitness to the Origins…


�	 See Ezine January 2010 about how ancient information traveled through time to arrive where it is today.





1
© Copyright, 2016 Max B. Frederick.  All rights reserved.


