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We’ve all heard of that old riddle that asks, “If a tree fell over in a forest and nobody heard it, would it have 
made any sound?”  We might translate that question to God and ask, “If a God of love chose to reach out to 
human beings with compassion and mercy, and nobody was interested or able to receive those gifts, would he 
still be God?”  Interestingly, there is more than one possible answer to that question.  My friend Rabbi Barry 
Cytron once told me that there is an old Jewish teaching that God actually needs us humans in order to be God, 
because it would be nonsense to speak of a God of love who did not, in fact, love anybody or was loved by them.  
Love isn’t a personal attribute like hair color or tone of voice.  Love is a relationship.  If it’s not something that is 
actually shared, then it doesn’t really exist at all—except as a nice idea. 

We Christians take a bit different approach in answer to that question.  Does God need us in order to be God?  
No.  Why not?  Because God’s very self is already a community of shared love, Father, Son and Holy Spirit.  For 
us, a God who is not eternally in relationship isn’t the real God. 

We rightly say as Christians that “God is Love.”  But love is not just a pleasant personality or open-ness to others.  
If there’s nobody on the receiving side of a so-called loving person, then he or she is not, in fact, a loving person.  
He or she is someone who might be in love someday, maybe.  A God for whom loving is just an optional activity 
is not truly God.   

This weekend I attended an open house for a high school graduate in our parish.  At one point in a conversation, 
one of the other parents asked me if I am an athlete, assuming that I am.  After choking back my laughter I told 
him that no, in fact I am not.  But the point is that I could be, if I decided to make the choices for that to happen.  
It’s an optional activity for me.  What that parent did not ask me is whether I am Fr. Mike Byron, who is a living 
person sitting right in front of him.  I am, and I could not choose to be otherwise.  I can’t be somebody else.  
That is a helpful way to think about a God whose very identity is shared love. 

And that is why today’s Feast of the Most Holy Trinity is so basic to our identity as believers of God.  This is a 
tenet of our church that can threaten to become so abstract, so philosophical, so irrelevant and finally, so boring 
that we can be tempted to wonder why it matters to speak of God as Trinity.  This is why:  If God’s very being is 
not constituted by loving communion, then God might choose someday not to love us—for whatever serious 
reason He might decide.  But we believe in a God for whom that is literally impossible.  For us, a God who must 
not love is not God.  And isn’t that the best news possible? 

It can be easy sometimes to imagine that God is a little too much like we are that way—someone who can pick 
and choose whom he wants to love, or maybe decide to just live alone and to love nobody.  We humans do have 
that option, if we so choose, but God does not.  And it can be tempting—even in the way that we pray—to think 
that God is someone who has to be prodded and convinced to be generous and good to us.  But that’s all wrong.  
Did you hear this gospel today?  “God so loved…”  The love of God for us was before any response on our part.  
God’s wish to save us is before any indication from us that we want to be saved.  It’s not a conditional love; it’s 
an expression of who God is. 

As a response, our psalm today has it exactly right: “Glory and Praise Forever.” 

 


