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The United Pentecostal Church International prosluaetract called60 Questions on the
Godhead with Bible Answems which it seeks to debunk the doctrine of thanity and defend
the Oneness position of Modalism. Here | haveadpced the UPCI's questions in bold italics
and their brief responses in bold. My responsestlamse which appear beneath each of the
UPCI's questions/answers.

1. Is the word trinity in the Bible”No.

This is absolutely true, the word ‘Trinity’ is niot the Bible—in the same respect
that a plethora of other words we use to describ&dal doctrines are not in the

Bible (e.g. monotheism, incarnation, millenniunt.etTo quote F.F. Brucél et

us not be misled by the foolish argument that beedbe term ‘Trinity’ does not

occur in scriptures, the doctrine of the Trinitytiherefore unscriptural.”

2. Does the Bible say that there are three personghie GodheadNo.

This question is ambiguous. Do they mean does tibde Bexplicitly use the
phrase, ‘there are three persons in the Godhea@rerthey asking if such a
concept can be found in Scripture? In responsbdgddrmer question, of course
not, this phrase occurs no more in the Scripturas tloes a statement from Jesus
saying, ‘I am God almighty, maker of heaven andhe'aBut if they are asking if
the Bible teaches the doctrine that within the bamg of God there exists three
eternally distinct Persons, then yes! The Biblesdsgey such a thing! The doctrine
of the Trinity is derived logically from observimgp less than three self-evident
truths of scripture:

a) Monotheism: There is only one eternal and immutdkdel that actually
exists.
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b) There are three distinct Persons all shown to &mal, namely the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Spirit.
c) Each of the three Persons is identified as Godiedy).

The Hebrew Scriptures plainly declare that ‘YahwehGod; there is no other
besides him’ (Deut. 4:35). Israel's declarationfaith the Shema says, ‘Hear O
Israel, Yahweh our God, Yahweh alone’ (Deut. 6:4)order to assert that
Yahweh alone is the God of Israel and subsequémdlyest of the universe. The
book of Isaiah is replete with such comments aanlithe first and | am the last,
beside me there is no God... Is there a God besi@e¥Yaa, no Rock, | know not
any’ (Is. 44:6-8) and ‘I am Yahweh there is no othHgesides me there is no
God...I am Yahweh, there is no other’ (Is. 45:5-6).

Father: In a prayer for help Isaiah speaks on lhetidkrael saying, ‘...Yahweh

our father, our redeemer, from everlasting is tagna’ (Is. 63:16). Likewise the
psalmist speaks of God saying, ‘from everlastinguerlasting, you are God’ (Ps.
90:2). From this we conclude that the Father ig@ttleternal.

Son: Likewise the Son has been with the Father fairaternity as is seen from
John 1:1; 17:5. John 1:1 tells us that ‘in the begig was the Word and the
Word was with God and the Word was God.” The vess (v) is the third
person imperfect of the vetb be(giy). The imperfect tense denotes continuous
action in the past so no matter how far back ourdsiican conceive, the Word
existed before that. But its use in all three ddsutells us three different things
about the Word: (1) The Word pre-existed the begmn(2) The Word was
always with God (the Father); (3) The Word was aisvas to his essential nature
God. John 17:5 again utilizes the imperfect tensenndesus says, ‘Father glorify
me alongside yourself with the glory tHapossessed ixov) with you before
the world existed. The imperfect tenselgbossesseds sixov) shows us that
Jesus has always possessed this glory alongsideather.

Holy Spirit: Hebrews 9:14 clearly calls the Holy ipthe Eternal Spirit
(mvevpatog aiwviov), but this can further be substantiated in thatioly Spirit
was present in the beginning (Gen. 1:2). For theitSjp be present in the
beginning he must have existed prior to the begimni

Each of the three persons is called God and pesfdire actions of God in
Scripture, but this is not a point of disagreemastthe Oneness Pentecostal
acknowledges that all three are God, they simpligbe these three persons to be
manifestations of one person.

Does the Bible speak of the Father, Son, and Holgdst?Yes.

Obviously, and it speaks of them in terms of etlyrdistinct persons as indicated
in the answer to question #2.



Do these titles as used in Matthew 28:19 mean ttia¢re are three separate and
distinct persons in the Godhead<o, they refer to three offices, roles, or relatioship
to humanity.

The unorthodox language of ‘separate’ must firstlisgounted. We certainly do
not believe that any separation exists within Ged;do however recognize the
distinction in persons which Matthew 28:19 cleaiyws in its use of the definite
article the (to0) before listing each person as well as the ustefconjunction
and (kai) which connects all three. The claim that theseraerely offices, roles,
or relationships to humanity is unfounded. Fathedhand Sonship angersonal
relationships. These relationships do not exisirtafrom persons. We have
already established the eternal relationship betwkee Father and Son above in
the answer to question #2. Likewise, the Son aedHbly Spirit's pre-existence
negate the claim that these are mere titles usesfenence to their relationship to
humanity. God enjoyed perfect fellowship within isielf before the creation of
all things.

Does the Bible use the word three in reference tod3 Only one verse in the entire
Bible does so-I John 5:7. It speaks of the Fathethe Word (instead of Son), and the
Holy Ghost, and it concludes by saying, “These theeare one.”

The Bible doesn’'t need to use the word three iaregfce to God for it to teach
the doctrine of the Trinity. This argument is akinquestion #1 in regards to the
word Trinity being found in Scripture. We don’t meéhe word three to count
three divine persons. The answer provided for goe#2 nullifies this argument.

Does the Bible use the word one in reference to Goes, many times. For example,
see Zechariah 14:9; Malachi 2:10; Matthew 23:9; Mak 12:29, 32; John 8:41; 10:30;
Romans 3:30; | Corinthians 8:4; Galatians 3:20; | Tmothy 2:5; James 2:19.

No arguments here, the word ‘one’ is certainly userkeference to God which is
completely consistent with Trinitarian belief in ©&od.

Can the mystery of the Godhead be understod@®?. Romans 1:20; Colossians 2:9; |
Timothy 3:16.

The question is not specific enough. Can the mysiéthe Godhead (i.e. Deity)
be understood in what way or to what degree? lthigy question they are asking
if we can fully understand God then the obviousagtss no. To fully understand
God would require us being at the very least etu@&od if not greater than him,
this is not the case. Yahweh spoke through thehmblsaiah saying, ‘For as the
heavens are higher than the earth, so are my weglgsrithan your ways, and my
thoughts than your thoughts.” (Is. 55:9) Zophar tReamathite asked the
guestions, ‘Can you fathom the mysteries of God? y&ai probe the limits of the
Almighty?’ (Job 11:7, NIV) If they are asking ifd@ can be understood to a
certain degree than the answer is yes, God camderstood to the degree that he
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has revealed himself in Scripture. It is from thieat we know of his tri-
personality. Remember, the saints are ‘the mirgstéChrist and stewards of the
mysteries of God’ (1Cor. 4:1).

Has the Christian only one Heavenly Fathe?es. Matthew 23:9.

No arguments here although it must be pointed lmattthe Father is one of three
distinct persons of God. We know the Father inti@tato the Son. Logically we
would state the argument as follows: One cannat Bather without a child.

Then why did Jesus say to Philip, “He that hath seme hath seen the Father” (John
14:9)? Because Jesus is the express image of God’s perddabrews 1:3. The Greek
word for person in this verse literally means “subtance.”

I would agree with this assessment but qualify uttfer. Yes, Jesus is the exact
representation of the Father’s substance becaegesttare one and the same substance.
But Jesus’ comment to Phillip must be understoodigint of John’s prologue and the
incarnation. John shows a distinction between taiesdhs of the Father and the Son in
John 1:1-3. This is evident in that tford was with God'(rpog tov 6edv). The
prepositionnpog (with the accusative) denotes intimacy, fellowshapliving union, a
motion towards, or a facing (cf. Mat. 13:56; 26:38k. 6:3; 9:16; 1Cor. 16:6; 2Cor.
5:8)—meaning that the Word was ‘with’ God in anrnmate and personal sense which is
only possible if there are multiple persons.

Does the Bible say that there are two persons ia GodheadNo.

Again, the Bible doesn’t have to explicitly staket there are two persons in the
Godhead for there to be two persons in the Godhad. obviously if the Bible
teaches that there are three persons in the Godwéadh it does) then that
necessarily includes two, but the question is mdaas to suppose only
binitarianism which the Bible does not teach.

Does the Bible say that all the Godhead is reveaiedone person?Yes, in Jesus
Christ. Il Corinthians 4:4; Colossians 1:19; 2:9; Hebrews 1:3.

Colossians 2:9 seems the most relevant passagamerie merely states that all
the fullness of deity dwells bodily in Christ Jestise key term here is ndeity
(BedtnTog) but ratherbodily (cwuatiki®g) for we could accurately say that the
fullness of deity is within any one of the threegmns of the Trinity, but it is the
Son alone whom we can say it dwells bodily.

Is the mystery of the Deity hidden from some pe@ptes. Luke 10:21-22.
| don't believe that any defense can be made okelL1®21-22 having reference

to the mystery of Deity. The plain sense of thespgs is that no one intimately
knows (yivwoket) the Son except the Father and no one intimatatyMs the
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Father except the Son—and it is the Son who chotzsesveal the Father to
others. This is a very apt presentation of thardisbn between the persons of the
Father and the Son.

Who is the Father?The Father is the one God, particularly as reveabkin parental
relationship to humanity. Deuteronomy 32:6; Malachi2:10.

This was explained in the response to question #8itbmerits a few more
comments. We've already seen that the Son haswigethe Father since before
the beginning of creation from passages such as 1dh18; 17:5. The problem
with this interpretation is that it makes the Falleed of God dependent upon his
creation. But the Creator is not dependent uponcteation for anything. The
Father is the Father in relation to the Son akascase with every Father. The Son
is begotten by an eternal generation. To draw atogyg, the Sun generates rays
of Sunlight... There was never a time when the Sus m& generating Sunlight
nor was there a time when Sunlight was not gengraten the Sun. Now let's
suppose the Sun were eternal—this would mean thntsi always been from all
eternity generating Sunlight.

Where was God the Father while Jesus was on eaffiie¢ Father was in Christ. John
14:10; Il Corinthians 5:19. He was also in heaveripr God is omnipresent.

Again, these comments need to be qualified becasshey stand they can be
agreed upon by Trinitarians. What must be mader atethat there is a definite
distinction in Person as is evidenced from manygdestatements throughout the
Gospel of John. One example will suffice. In JohB0O5Jesus says| can do
nothing on my own. As | hear, | judge, and my juelginis just, because | seek not
my own will but the will of him who sent mdé&sus makes it clear in the plainest
of language that he can do nothing on his own dkasespeaking of the one who
sent him (i.e. the Father, vs. 26). For the onenmsstion to be correct in
asserting that Jesus is both Father and Son tlegrwtbuld have to discount this
verse. Their attempt to solve the problem by sayirag the Father is the divine
nature and the Son is the human nature does nok Wwecause it then
depersonalizes God or separates God into two pemhich is self-contradictory
to their position on his oneness. | will point dliit natures do not send natures to
do anything, persons send persons.

Did the prophet Isaiah say that Jesus would be father? Yes. Isaiah 9:6; 63:16.

Isaiah 63:16 says nothing about Jesus so we camsgighat verse immediately.
But Isaiah 9:6[5 MT] is probably one of the mosuséd verses in all of Scripture
when dealing with oneness theology. The argumestt ielies on equivocation in
that it asserts that ‘father’ is being used coesigy when in fact it is not. In this
verse we are told of a name that the Messiah beathlled—it is very important
to note that this is a prophecy foretelling a fetievent—this is completely
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contrary to the oneness position of the Fathergot#tie Father in the OT but the
Son in the NT.

Secondly, ‘eternal father’ is not the best rendgiof the Hebrewryar. ‘Father

of eternity’ or ‘father of the age to come’ woule lmore appropriate. If we
understand this to mean father of eternity thes fité perfectly with the Biblical
presentation of the Son as the creator of all #ifdg. 1:3; Col. 1:16; Heb. 1:2)
but it is more likely that we should take it in teense of ‘father of the age to
come’ because this fits with the overall themehaf passage. This is a messianic
prophecy speaking directly of the messianic kingtdg®. The Messiah will usher
in this kingdom/age and can rightly be describetfadber of the age to come’ in
the same sense that we could describe Martin Luteer‘father of the
reformation.’

When God said, “Let us make man in our image” (Gese 1:26), was He speaking to
another person in the Godhead®o. Isaiah 44:24; Malachi 2:10.

God was absolutely conversing within himself. Tlse wf plural pronouns here
and elsewhere is clear enough in pointing this ©he alternative view that God
was speaking to angels is contradicted by IsaiaB44dr that God was speaking
using the ‘royal we’ is based on an anachronigadmg of the text. Ecclesiastes

12:1 uses the word fareator in the plural §'87i2) while Psalm 149:2 uses the

word makerin the plural ¢@va). All of this coupled with the fact that therease
creator argues highly in favor of a multi-perso@ald.

How many of God’s qualities were in Chris&ll. Colossians 2:9.

Trinitarians would agree although we recognize teatain prerogatives were laid
aside in the incarnation. The Son cooperated fuiiyh the humanity that he
added to himself (see Phil. 2:5ff).

How may we see the God who sent Jesus into thed@dBly seeing Jesus. John 12:44-
45; 14:9.

The question implies a recognizable distinctiopénsons. We have the Son who is sent
and the Father who sends. One wonders how the ssid®diever can ignore such a
blatant reality.

Does the Bible say that Jesus is the Almighty@s. Revelation 1:8

Agreed.

Whom do some designate as the first person in tivaty? God the Father.

Absolutely—the Father is the first person in thénity because it is the Father
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who begets the Son and spirates the Spirit. TheeF& unbegotten while the Son

is begotten by the Father by an eternal genergsiea response to question # 13)
yet the Son does not beget or spirate; the Spoitgeds forth from the Father by

an eternal procession (Jo. 15:26) yet the Spinbisbegotten nor does he beget or
spirate.

Whom do some designate as the last person in thety?? The Holy Ghost. But Jesus
said that He was the first and last. Revelation 17-18

The response given to this question is completelgothnected from the question
itself. We speak of the Holy Spirit as the thirdgman of the Trinity because it is
the Spirit who proceeds from the Father through $lom. ‘First and Last’ is
merely a title of Yahweh.

How many persons did John see sitting on the throndheaven?One. Revelation 4:2.

It is here assumed that ‘one’ must mean ‘one pétadrthis is nothing more than
circular reasoning. There is nothing in the texsiggest one and only one person
as it would be just as easy to assume ‘one beipghuhe throne, which is what
the book of Revelation supports. John sees at teamspersons on the throne in
Revelation, the Father and the Lamb. Jesus s&@welation 3:21The one who
conquers, | will grant him to sit with me on mydhe, as | also conquered and
sat down with my Father on his throndESV). Notice how Jesus makes a
definite distinction between himself and the Fatasrwell as explicitly stating
that they share the same throne.

If Jesus is the first and the last, why did God siaylsaiah 44:6 that He was the first
and the last”Because Jesus is the God of the Old Testament incate.

No argument from Trinitarians here. But it must gmented out that the title is
appropriate for any of the three persons of Yahweh.

Did Jesus tell Satan that God alone should be wopgled?Yes. Matthew 4:10

Again, no argument from Trinitarians on this poifdod alone should be
worshipped, but it is imperative that we worship thod of Scripture which is the
Triune God, Yahweh.

Does the devil believe in more than one Gdd@. James 2:19.

James 2:19 actually has referencalémons(daiuévia) which is a plural noun,

not specifically the devil (i.e. Satan). But Tranians share in monotheism. By
the way, why should we care what the Devil or desnbelieve in? We aren’t
expected to emulate them, are we?

Does the Bible say that God, who is the Word, waslmflesh?Yes John 1:1, 14.
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The Greek text of John 1:1 tells us that the Werdistinct from the God he is
with in the second clause&adi 6 Adyog fv Tpdg TovV Bebv). The lack of the article

beforefedg in the third clausexfi 6sdc qv 6 Adyoc) tells us that the Word is not

the Father. See answer to question #2. John ldawsdas clear if not a clearer
distinction in saying that the Word made fleshis only begotten of the Father.

For what purpose was God manifested in the flesh® save sinners. Hebrews 2:9, 14.
Trinitarians would agree.

Was Jesus God manifested in the fles¥i@s. | Timothy 3:16.

The textual evidence argues in favor of readirgas opposed tdesog in
1Timothy 3:16 but this variant is insignificant ¥¢hat the passage is teaching.
Trinitarians would once again agree that Jesusod @anifest in the flesh; we
simply deny that he is the Father manifest in thgH.

Could Jesus have been on earth and in heaven atdhme time?'es. John 3:13.

The question and answer given here are too singpliskesus is the Son/Word
incarnate—this is important in understanding thesgion. There was a time
before the Son/Word was Jesus—in other words, podhe incarnation Jesus
was not Jesus. With this understanding of Jesuweasncarnate Word/Son we
need to realize that ‘Jesus’ is not separate frenintimanity or body. He was not
‘physically’ present in heaven at the moment ofrJ8HL3.

Every believer must grapple with the questions eamag the times when Jesus
lacks knowledge of certain events, or when he Ig mnone place at one time, or
his being given power/authority—all of these thingsuld seem to contradict

God’s omniscience, omnipresence, and omnipotenae.tiey are answered in
the incarnation and the hypostatic union. Too often position is taken that ‘in

Jesus’ humanity’ he did this or ‘in Jesus’ deitg Hid that but this misses the
point of the incarnation and the hypostatic unidhis tendency leads towards
Nestorianism which was an ancient heresy thatdtatg Jesus was two persons.

The truth of the matter is that Jesus in his ingom united two natures perfectly
and completely in his one person, but willfullydaaside certain prerogatives of
deity. This is not to say that he did not posshesd prerogatives but rather that
he willingly opted to cooperate with the limitat®of humanity. So in answer to
the question, the answer is no. Jesus could onlghlysically present where he
was, although his nature of deity which is shamgabadly with the Father and Holy
Spirit is all-pervasive and fills the known univerand beyond.

The oneness believer answers the question affwelgtibecause they create a
division in the natures of deity and humanity whitdgically results in a
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Nestorian understanding of a divine and human Cl&khough they would
vehemently reject such a description of their Weli&he result is Nestorian
because they are forced to personalize the tworesmnf Jesus. They have the
human nature on earth with the divine nature irveea-the human nature prays
to the divine nature—the human nature was senthéylivine nature—the human
nature does the will of the divine nature, etc.e($2avid K. Bernard’'sThe
Oneness of GofHazelwood, MO: Word Aflame, 2000], 176-78).

Does the Bible say that there is but one Lord@s. Isaiah 45:18; Ephesians 4:5.

Again, Trinitarians would agree with this statematlihough we would qualify it
by saying that the one Lord exists as three etigrdatinct persons.

Does the Bible say that Christ is the Lordyzs. Luke 2:11.
Trinitarians agree. For the record, Arians do ak.we

Does the Bible say that the Lord is God/es. | kings 18:39; Zechariah 14:5; Acts
2:39; Revelation 19:1.

The NT uses the titléord (x0prog) for both the Father and the Son, making a
distinction between the two. Luke 10:21 says, ‘Hattsame hour he rejoiced in
the Holy Spirit and said, “I thank you, Fatheord (xUpie) of heaven and earth,
that you have hidden these things from the wiselarterstanding and revealed
them to little children; yes, Father, for such weasir gracious will.” The Son
clearly calls the Father Lord. In Acts 2:36 we planly told, “Let all the house
of Israel therefore know for certain that God [fegher] has made him botlord
(kopiov) and Christ, this Jesus whom you crucified.” Therse immediately

before this makes reference to Psalm 110:1 in which (LORD) tells *jx
(Lord) to sit at his right hand until he makes bieemies his footstool. This is

without question in reference to the Father andSbe as it is applied in the NT
(see Heb. 10:13)

How could the church belong to Jesus (Matthew 16)3hd yet be the church of God
(I Corinthians 10:32)?Because Jesus is God in the flesh.

While Trinitarians certainly agree that Jesus isl @othe flesh, this conclusion is

not necessary to answer the question. The Churchelang to Jesus in the same
sense that it belongs to the Father because thbeemake up the Church have
been given to Jesus (Jo. 6:37) by the Father.

Will God give His glory to anotherMNo. Isaiah 42:8.
Again, Trinitarians affirm the full deity of Chrishe shares the essential nature of

deity with the Father and the Holy Spirit. The glas properly ascribed to all
three persons.
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Was there a God formed before Jehovah, or will tedye one formed afterRo. Isaiah
43:10.

Yet another proposition that Trinitarians affirmabveh is the only God in
existence, there were none before and there witidne after.

What is one thing that God does not knowhother God. Isaiah 44:8.

How is this question relevant to the ‘Godhead’? ©omeld infer from the question
that Oneness Pentecostals equate Trinitarianisnm Viiitheism (which is
obviously the case with David K. Bernard in his bdte Oneness of Ghdout
this is a straw man argument since Trinitariandiamdy monotheistic.

What is one thing that God Cannot dd?e. Titus 1:2.

Again, how is this question relevant?

How many Gods should we know2nly one. Hosea 13:4.

The same inference of Tritheism is made; to knoevthune God Yahweh is to
know only one God.

How many names has the Lord@ne. Zechariah 14:9.

Yes, and the name as given in Zechariah 14:9 isvéhh

Is it good to think upon the name of the Lord?es. Malachi 3:16.

Relevance?

Does the Bible say that God alone treads upon tlaves of the sea¥es. Job 9:8
Agreed, but this question is asked in order toupethe next one which doesn'’t
necessitate that Jesus is God (although Trinitari@tly affirm the deity of

Christ).

Why, then, was Jesus able to walk upon the Sea afil€e (Matthew 14:25)Because
He is God the Creator. Colossians 1:16.

Peter walked on the water as well, does it follbatthe was God the creator? of
course not. Job 9:8 has nothing to do with Matthdw25, 29.

Is God the only one who can forgive sir¥es. Isiah fic] 43:25; Mark 2:7.

Again, Trinitarians would agree with this but thepeestions maintain the same
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uni-personal assumptions that we have seen thromgfibe argument is that if
the Father is God and Jesus is God then Jesushbmaube Father. If God does
something and Jesus does something then Jesusliar@decause there is only
one person who is God Jesus must be the FatherthBrg is nothing to these
actions that cannot be explained in light of thmity; in fact these things cannot
be rationally explained apart from the Trinity.

Why, then, could Jesus forgive sin in Mark 2:5-1B&cause He is God the Savior.

Yes, Jesus is God the Savior but remember that de given authority (Mat.
28:18). Note that this authority was given to tlma $h eternity, not at any point
of time, it has always been his but the fact thatEather gave it to him shows a
distinction in person.

Is Jesus the true GodY¥es. | John 5:20.
Agreed, but again, Jesus is NOT the Father.

If God and the Holy Ghost are two separate personbjch was the Father of Christ?
Matthew 1:20 says that the Holy Ghost was the Fathewhile Romans 15:6, II
Corinthians 11:31, and Ephesians 1:3 say that God ag the Father. There is no
contradiction when we realize that God the Father ad the Holy Ghost are one and
the same Spirit. Matthew 10:20; Ephesians 4:4; | Qinthians 3:16.

To begin with, the Holy Spirit and the Father ame DISTINCT (not separate)
persons—there is no separation within the beinGad. Secondly, the Father is
the Father of the Son and this is an eternal distin, not a temporal one. The
Father was the Father in relation to the Son befwancarnation (see Jo. 1:1-18;
17:5). To say that the Father and the Holy Spnetthe same Spirit is ambiguous
as a Trinitarian could say the same thing but @efirdifferently. ‘Same Spirit’
need not mean ‘same person’ as it can have refeterisame being/substance’.
When Paul asked the Lord who He was, what was theveer?: | am Jesus.” Acts 9:5.
Jesus is Lord. Trinitarians affirm this.

When Stephen was dying, did he call God JestY&3. Acts 7:59.

Jesus is God. Trinitarians affirm this.

Did Thomas ever call Jesus God'eas. John 20:28.

Same answer as above.
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How could Jesus be the Savior, when God the Fatheid in Isaiah 43:11, “Beside me
there is no Savior?”Because “God was in Christ, reconciling the worldunto
himself.” Il Corinthians 5:19.

Jesus can be the savior because within the onegy lméiryahweh exists three
eternally distinct persons. All three persons waaiéve in the redemptive plan.

Does the Bible say that Jesus was God with ¥&3. Matthew 1:23.

Technicallyx 11np means ‘God IS with us’ (cf. Is. 8:10), but yes,tMaw does
apply the name to Jesus.

Did Jesus ever say, “| and my Father are one¥eés. John 10:30.

Yes and the Greek readsyw kai 0 matrp €v éopev. ‘Eopev is the 2nd person
plural of the verkeiw and translates literally dae are’ while €v is the neuter

form of the numeral one signifying that it is nané person’ but rather ‘one
thing’ that the Father and the Son are (which egpesfectly with the doctrine of
the Trinity). Jesus literally said, ‘I and my fatlvee are one [thing].’

Can it be proved scripturally that Jesus and thetRar are one in the same sense that
husband and wife are one”No. The Godhead was never compared to the
relationship of a husband and wife. Jesus identifte Himself with the Father in a
way that husband and wife cannot be identified witreach other. John 14:9-11.

The Trinitarian argument is not that the Father desus are one the same way
that a husband and wife are one. The only comparisat would possibly be

made here by a Trinitarian is that the Hebrew wiord‘'one’ (7n&) is used to

describe both. This is actually two logical falkein one. First they have created
a faulty analogy and secondly they attribute thaédlatious argument to
Trinitarians and then attempt to knock it down wherfact we don’t hold this
argument to begin with. Trinitarians do believetttiee Father, Son, and Holy
Spirit are one as nothing else in existence is ®here is no perfectly analogous
picture of the intimate relationship shared witthie Trinity.

Does the Bible say that there is only one wise Go@®. Jude 25.

And again, Trinitarianism is monotheism—the barrafequestions concerning
‘one God’ are pointless in that proving monothedoesn’t prove modalism nor
does it disprove Trinitarianism.

Does the Bible call the Holy Ghost a second or thiperson in the Godhead®Ro. The
Holy Ghost is the one Spirit of God, the one God Haself at work in our lives. John
4:24; | Corinthians 3:16-17; 6:19; 12:13.

John 4:24 is clearly in reference to the Fatherclwlgan be seen easily from



reading the verse immediately before it. Also, Jegh24 shows us the three
persons of the Trinity in the worship for it is tRather who seeks our worship in
Spirit (i.e. the Holy Spirit) and Truth (i.e. th@ig see Jo. 14:6). As far as the title
‘third person’ is concerned, again, the title doesaed to present for the doctrine
to be taught. The Father begets, the Son is begdtte Spirit proceeds. It's that
simple.

Can Trinitarians show that three divine persons veepresent when Jesus was baptized
by John? Absolutely not. The one, omnipresent God used thee simultaneous
manifestations. Only one divine person was presentesus Christ the Lord.

Notice that all they have done here is re-staté fiemise in the conclusion
without actually having shown this to be true. Theyassumed that one God
means one divine person and therefore concludehhes divine persons cannot
be shown at Jesus’ baptism. But because Trinitsigan show the Father, the
Son, and the Holy Spirit to be three persons amuitarianscan show the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Spirit to be present at Jdsagtism, it then logically
follows that Trinitariansan show three divine persons present at Jesus’ baptis
It is a common argument from the modalist that dmenipresence of God
accounts for all three modes or manifestations doainJesus’ baptism but this
claim is light on substance.

The fact is that God is omnipresent, but this tea#ét shared by each member of
the Godhead. It is illogical to claim that Jesusigdeity (as the Father) spoke to
Jesus in his humanity (as the Son) from heavenewdesus as the Spirit (his
omnipresent deity) descended upon himself (in hisdnity). This violates the

law of non-contradiction as the modalist would haree person being three
persons at the same time and in the same sensgndigbt claim that these are
not ‘persons’ at all but rather ‘three manifestasioof one person’ but this is
shown false in that each ‘manifestation’ exhiblie gualities of personhood. In
the account of Jesus’ baptism alone we see atdheleast the Father speaking
and the Son being the subject of the words spokeamnrefutable proof of at least
two personalities. Omnipresence does not accounstdich nonsense and the
burden of proof is on the modalist to show such.

Then what were the other two of whom Trinitarianpeak? One was a voice from
heaven; the other was the Spirit of God in the fornof a dove. Matthew 3:16-17.

Voices come from persons and the Holy Spirit isvalndo be a person all
throughout Scripture.

What did the voice say at Jesus’ baptisffirhou art my beloved Son, in whom | am
well pleased.” Mark 1:11. As the Son of God, Jeswsas the one God incarnate.

Again, a definite and clear distinction is seerthia Father in heaven speaking



59.

60.

about the Son on earth at Jesus’ baptism. Yess Je€eiod incarnate, but it is the
Son who was incarnated, not the Father!

Does the Bible say that God shed His blood and tlatd laid down His life for us?
Yes. Acts 20:28; | John 3:16. God was able to doithbecause He had taken upon
Himself a human body.

Textual variants in Acts 20:28 aside, the Trinaarcan certainly affirm that God
added a human nature and was incarnate in a huway for the purpose of
redeeming mankind on the cross.

The Bible says that God is coming back with all teaints (Zechariah 14:5) and also
that Jesus is coming back with all his saints (I &ssalonians 3:13). Are two coming
back? No. Only one is coming back—our great God and Sawi, Jesus Christ. Titus
2:13.

Again, Jesus is God. The Father and Jesus are émspns, not two Gods.
Questions like this are straw man arguments in tthey keep assuming a bi/tri-
theism on the part of Trinitarians.



