Only Omnipotence and Omniscience
Omnipotence – What does it mean for God to have “all potential”?

Lots of options available here. If you ever answer questions about omnipotence make sure you consider what the word means.

Descartes – The “classic” view that God can do anything God pleases, including breaking the laws of logic

If we define God as TTWNGCBT then it follows that God can do absolutely anything, including the logically impossible. God is perfectly capable of creating a rock too heavy to lift because the “law” of non-contradiction doesn’t constrain God. This may create problems because if God is capable of acting in an unconstrained way his actions could be arbitrary and tyrannical. More pressingly, the problem of evil becomes acute: if God can break logical laws then why can’t he create a utopia in which human beings have free will without the problem of suffering?
Aquinas – God is “absolutely” powerful and can do anything that does not involve a contradiction in task or self

This view of omnipotence limits God to the extent that he cannot be contradictory. God cannot act in a way that creates a contradiction within a task (eg. Creating an object that is both black and white [or blue and gold?]), nor can he do something that contradicts his nature (God cannot perform an evil act because it would contradict his benevolent nature). This resolves lots of problems with the Descartes position but does create a limitation on God (albeit an understandable one?); Descartes may respond by noting that one could conceive of a God unconstrained by logic or nature who would be greater…

Vardy and Macquarrie – God created the world in a way that means he limits his own power

Under this view God is omnipotent in much the same way as Descartes’ view. However, there is a significant caveat. For some reason God chooses to limit his own power for the benefit of the world that has been created. This clearly links with the problem of evil and implies that God thinks it is in some way beneficial to limit his own power to intervene in suffering (perhaps the Irenaean view?) – whether this is an acceptable trade-off is your decision!
Theresa of Avila – God’s power is love

The government could, if they wanted, lock up everyone who disagrees with them in order to silence dissent. The military could use their power to force people to do things. This might be termed “the power of the sword”. Much discussion of God’s power might be seen in these kind of terms (the ability of God to force or compel things to happen by virtue of his might) but Theresa wants us to think about it in terms of the “power of love”. We can be forced to do things differently because the moral persuasion of the experience of love compels us to do so. People don’t give to charity because they are made to do so by might, they do it because they are compelled to do so by love. Perhaps it is the power of God’s love that makes him omnipotent?
Omniscience – What does it mean to say that God has “all knowledge”?

Theists have always wanted to say that “God knows everything”. This is partly to do with justice (God must know everything to be in a position to judge and reward. However, the central concern is whether God knows the future which might be seen as causing the future and undermining the justice of judgement.

Calvin – God knows all things (including the future) and this predetermines human action

By holding to full omniscience Calvin asserts that God is not limited by human action. However, the trade-off is that human free will is severely curtailed. This is not a logical contradiction but it raises serious questions about justice. As Augustine said: “For to confess God exists and at the same time to deny that He has foreknowledge of future things is the most manifest folly…  One who is not prescient of all future things is not God”.
Schleiermacher – God knows our future because he knows us so intimately

“In the same way, we estimate the intimacy between two persons by the foreknowledge one has of the actions of the other, without supposing that in either case, the one or the other’s freedom is thereby endangered.  So even the divine foreknowledge cannot endanger freedom”. God can legitimately claim to know what will happen on the basis that he knows us so well. The big question here is whether this “knowledge” is actually predetermination? Could God predict our actions wrongly? If not, then are our actions genuinely free at all? If so, this isn’t foreknowledge but a really good guess…

Boethius – God knows our “future” because it is his “eternal present”

When discussing this issue Boethius considers the nature of God’s “knowledge”. He contends that, because God is outside of time, there is no such thing as the “future” for God: all things exist in God’s “eternal present”. It is therefore a mistake to ask “does God know the future” because God doesn’t have a future; God knows our future but in the eternal present. God’s knowledge of events is not predetermining them, but is simply an observation of what is happening according to free human choice. Boethius therefore argues that God knows all things but is still in a position to judge because he does not cause all these things to happen.

Process Theology – God knows all that can be known, but this doesn’t include the future as it doesn’t exist yet

Process theologians like A N Whitehead suggest that God is “sempiternal” (everlasting within the flow of time). The “future” is something that doesn’t actually exist yet and it is therefore something that cannot be “known”. Under this view God knows everything, but only the things that are actually capable of being known. Some might argue that this is a severely limited conception of omniscience, but that depends on your view of God’s relationship with “time”.
