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Aim: The aim of this dissertation is to look closely into the Biblical account of how Peter denying Jesus could have an impact on how Jesus has a divine knowledge and used it to have a precognition of Peter’s wrongdoing, despite Peter claiming that said wrongdoing would never happen. A secondary aim being how this idea of a divine knowledge could impact one’s beliefs of the philosophical notion of free will. 
With this, I am hoping to prove in this dissertation how free will and precognition in a biblical sense can coalesce with one another with the idea of linear omniscience and true omniscience, and how Judaeo-Christianity can come to terms with free will in their religious texts.
Methodology and Main Theories: The intro of the dissertation will outline a thesis of an argument based on the title, suggesting that Peter’s denial of Jesus is a part of the Divine Knowledge of God, as Jesus is fully God as due to the Hypostatic Union, shows a negative correlation between people having free will and God’s knowledge of future events, as depicted by this premonition of Jesus to Peter. The dissertation will then be able to touch into what constitutes divine knowledge and if the Scripture supports if this is what occurred, rather than a prediction that any person is able to do with the idea that they might be right.
A minor point to potentially have here is the morals of Peter’s actions, and whether him denouncing Jesus was the correct thing to do under the circumstances, as if he didn’t do it, he may be unable to spread Christianity as much as he did in the future (see: Book of Acts). However, if Peter was honest, he may have been executed as well, meaning that while he was true to the Word of God and did good in his actions, he would not be able to perform any more good deeds as a result.
A large portion of the dissertation will be creating a discussion on a pair of theological ideas that I have given the name of linear omniscience and true omniscience. In short, these are the religious and philosophical ideas that God’s nature of being omniscient, or knowing all that there is to know, and how different this could be depending on one’s viewpoint of how omniscience would work.
Linear omniscience would be the knowledge that connects event to event, as a being that is linearly omniscient would know what would happen in each circumstance and which decisions and events would occur, even down to the minutia. This would mean that we as people have no free will and all that has happened would be already determined in a premade plan of what was to come. True omniscience would be the knowledge a higher being could have that encompassed all knowledge that could happen, and knowing what would happen to a certain extent, but also what could happen if this predetermined look into what the world does would change.
For instance, a person has a choice between two options, Option A and Option B. Under the terms of linear omniscience, a divine being simply knows which option will be chosen, and free will is but an illusion for those who are sapient. However, the terms of true omniscience mean that while the choice of the option is known (for the sake of argument it is Option A will be chosen), the divine being also knows what would occur should Option B be chosen, and all consequences available as a direct or indirect result. With this, the concept of free will has more flexibility, and an argument could be made for its existence.
[bookmark: _GoBack]After debating these arguments of omniscience and their potential links to both consequence and free will, it will all be linked back to the scripture, as to whether Peter’s actions were truly predicted by a being that has divine knowledge. The conclusion will take all the arguments that have been presented and then make an academic stance as to whether the Apostle Peter had free will in his actions that people may consider to be amoral on account that he denounced his religion.
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