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Moderator Introduction

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

Moderator Introduction

This is a four point debate betweé&earchingonel103& nonTrinitarian and”rophetnick77a Trinitarian.
The format is as follows, point one is the subject of the Trinity, is it or is it not sound biblical doctrine,
point two is the being of the Father, paithree who is the person of the Son and point four who or
what is the Holy Spirit.

Each point will have an opening statement by the first participant and a rebuttal by the second. Each
participant will then each get one follow up comment or statemeneach point.Searchingonel033

will have the opening statement on point one aRtphetnick7 will have the opening statement on
point two, alternating between each participant on points three and four.

The debate will begin on Monday August 7, 2006 eaatigipant will have three days to respond to the
others statement or comments with a 1500 word limit for opening statements and each response.

As per the participants request this is a closed debate and we will not be able to post any comments,
statemens or question from anyone outside of this debate.


http://trinitydebate.blogspot.com/2006/08/this-is-four-point-debate-between.html

Christadelphian: Point 1 Opening Statement

Sunday, August 06, 2006

Searchingonel033 Point 1: Opening Statement
Point 1: The Trinityls it or is itnot sound biblical doctrine?

The doctrine of the trinity was declared to be an essential tenet of the Christian faith by the Athanasian
Creed of the 5th century:

1. Whosoever will be saved, before all things it is necessary that he hold the caditblic f

2. Which faith except every one do keep whole and undefiled, without doubt he shall perish
everlastingly.

3. And the catholic faith is this: That we worship one God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity;
4. Neither confounding the persons nor dividihg substance.

Prior to this date, no such statement of orthodoxy had been issued by any Christian council, nor any of
the early Christian leaders.

It is reasonable to question the legitimacy of such a doctrinal statement, made by uninspired men who
lived some 300 years after the apostolic era, which had no precedent in the first 400 years of Christian
history. Under such circumstances, why should such a doctrinal statement, made by a council of
however many men, be considered accurate and binding ddhalktians?

If such a doctrinal statement as this is truly accurate and binding on all Christians, then why not other
doctrinal statements made by other church councils, whether earlier or later?

Traditionally, the doctrine of the trinity has been assdeatbusing the following syllogistic reasoning:

* The Father is God

* The Son is God

* The Holy Spirit is God

* There is only one God

* Therefore, the one God must constitute Father, Son and Holy Spirit.

Such a syllogism is necessary because the Biblaagrewdescribes God in Trinitarian termaowhere is
He described as three persons in one being.

The doctrine has to be assembled gradually by inference and a chain of syllogistic reasoning, taking a
passage of Scripture from here, a passage from there cabbling them together into one formula in a
way which Scripture itself never does, to describe a concept which Scripture does not contain.

It must be noted that this particular syllogism results in a logical fallacy, that A is X, B is X, andiC is X, b


http://trinitydebate.blogspot.com/2006/08/trinity-debate_115485199603348143.html

there is only one X. This alone demonstrates that the reasoning is false. Accurate reasoning from the
Scriptures should not result in logical fallacies which have to be dismissed with hand waving
SELX Iyl dA2y&a &dz0OK | & Wo0lkkeRsedtd fgrmutate the go&tin& thehhed L F f 2
doctrine must submit to logic.

The syllogistic method by which the Trinity is assembled is useful as a demonstration that Trinitarians
acknowledge that God is nowhere described in the Bible as three persons ineing. Since God is
nowhere described in the Bible in this way, and since God is consistently described as one person, this
definition of God cannot be accepted as accurate.

There are four important points to be made here:

* Nowhere does the Bibleascribe God as three persons in one beajramn the contrary, He is
consistently described as one person, the Father

* Nowhere in the Bible is the doctrine of the trinity said to be the central tenet of the Christian faith, and

the doctrine itself (that Go constitutes three persons in one being), is completely absent from the

Bible, and on the contrary the Bible predicates salvation on knowledge of, and belief in, God as one
LISNAR2Y O00GKS CFOKSNLI FyR WSadza / KNAESIadzaAAG az2ysz oK

* None of the earliest Christian creedal confessions contain the statement that the trinity is an essential
tenet of the Christian faith

* The doctrine of the trinity as found in the Athanasian Creed (though not the Nicene Creed, which
containsno formal definition of the trinity), is absent from the Christian writings of at least the first 300
years of Christian history, being the product of long and gradual development over time, amid decades
of disputes, bickering, disagreement, and even vioke

We shall address these points one by one.

The first is that the Bible repeatedly describes God as one person (the Father), not three persons. The
LISNE2Y Il f LINRPy2dzya WI SQFX WIAAQZ WI AYQZ Whdnmt WaSQs
WD2R (KS CIFiKSND 02yS LISNAR2Y 2F GKNBS Ay 2yS 06SAy
WD2R (KS ClFIiKSNR:I WD2R (KS {2yQ> IyR WD2R GKS | 2f
invented by Trinitarians).

WearetoldexpDA Gt & G KI G Wore SordpedidRon@ngzbio- DRR12RE- 0 = beK | G W

is ong and there is no one else besideamQMabk 12:32t0 = Yy SPHSNJ WD2R A& GKNBS Ay
GKS 62NR WiNAYAGEQ FNRBY GKS . A0fS AconcépdnGoif SG St & dz
being three persons in one being is found nowhere in the Bible, ieeat gignificance.

t F NIAOdzZ F NI & Ay (GKS bSg¢ ¢SadlrySyidx GKS |LRadfSa N
CFriKSNR FTNRY WD2R (GKS {2yQ AYRAOFGAY3a (GKIFIG WD2RQ

one person, the Fatheg(otes).

We look in vain in any of the preaching speeches of the apostles (see the Acts), or even their letters and
epistles to mature Christians, for evidence that theyght people of a God who was three persons in
one being. The concept is entirely absent from their teaching.


http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Deuteronomy%206.6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Mark%2012.29
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Mark%2012.32
http://omnipotens.ath.cx/Presentations/One%20God%20-%20The%20Father.htm
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Deuteronomy6.6%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Mark12.29%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Mark12.32%7Cres=LLS:ESV

The second is that nowhere in the Bible is the doctrine of the trinity said to be the central tenet of the
Christian faith. On the contrary, salvédh 2y A a LINBRAOIFIGSR 2y (y26Ay3a GKI G
and that Jesus Christ is His son:

John 17:3-'Now this is eternal life that they knowyou, [the Father] the only true God, and Jesus
Christ whom you sent.

1 Corinthians 8:8-'yet for us there i®ne God, the Fatherfrom whom are all things and for whom we
live, andone Lord, Jesus Chrijghrough whom are all things and through whom we live.

Ephesians 4:4 ' Thele is one body and one Spirit, just as you too were called to the one hope of your
calling,

5 one Lord, one faith, one baptism,

6 one God and Fatheof all, who is over all and through all and in all.

These declarations are the complete opposite of theéesteent made by the Athanasian Creed.

The third is that none of the earliest Christian creedal confessions contain the statement that the trinity
is an essential tenet of the Christian faith. It is not found in the earliest creedal statements such as the
Wiz aidt SaQ / NB S Rofl oftRe confeSiond 6f h&EIderk & Smya, Irenaeus,
Tertullian, Hippolytus, Marcellus or Rufinpsdof).

This is significant, because it demonstrates that this insistence on the Trinity as an essential tenet of the
Christian faith was invented much later, and was a part of the original gospel message, nor even a
belief among the early Christians of the 2nd century.

The fourth is that the doctrine was as much an innovation as the doctrines of purgatory and
transubstantiation, demonstrable from the fact thatiihderwent the same process of centuries of
argument and development, remains disputed as to its details even among those who hold it, was nor
declared to be an essential tenet of the Christian faith (stilllesgssential tenet), for the first 400

years of Christian history, and is deriv@dinference fromScripture, rather than beingught explicitly

by Scripture, through a process of syllogistic reasoning.

Acomparisor2 ¥ (G KS W! LI2adft SaQ / NBSRQX (GUKS WbAOSYyS / NBSR!
RSY2yaGN) 1Sa OfSINIe (GKS RS@OSt2LIYSyli 6KAOK (221 LI
preserved completely in the early creedal satents we have considered), was almost completely

excluded from the later creeds. This demonstrates a clear departure from what was originally taught.

In summary:

* The Bible describes God as one person, the Father, and never as three persons

* There ae no verses in the entire Bible which say that you are a heretic if you deny the trinity (there
are plenty of verses in the Bible which say that you are a heretic if you deny that Jesus is a man)

* The teaching of the apostles was that to a true Christiere isone God and that one God isne
person, that one person ithe Father, Jesus Christ is Hisn, and themanwho is the mediator between


http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2017.3
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/1%20Corinthians%208.6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Ephesians%204.4
http://omnipotens.ath.cx/Presentations/1st%20Century%20Christian%20Doctrine%20And%20Pratice.htm
http://omnipotens.ath.cx/Presentations/Early%20Creedal%20Statements.htm
http://omnipotens.ath.cx/Presentations/Creeds%20Compared.htm
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John17.3%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:1Corinthians8.6%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Ephesians4.4%7Cres=LLS:ESV

Godandmenis Hs son.
* The Lord Jesus Christ himself says it is life eternal to knovttteataher is theonly true God

* The earliest Christian creedal statements make no mention of the doctrine of the Trinity whether

SELX AOAGEE 2NIAYLXAOAGtEeE RSaONAROS D2R Fa 2yS LISN
{LANRG | & tRAYLIANAGOK S yI2zdi SOHSyYy | LISNBR2YOX YR &l @
essential to the Christian faith



Trinitarian; Point 1 Rebuttal

Monday, August 07, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 1: First Rebuttal
Point 1: The Trinityls it or is it not sound biblical doctrine?

Before beginning it is imperative that we establish some fundamentals for the topic of conversation. The
first being that there is only one God and His name is Yahi@ettéronomy 4:35-; 2Samuel 22:32 ).
The second matter at hand is unequiadlg defining two terms from the onset. Those terms are (1)

G. SAy3aé YR O0HO dt SNE2YEé & (KS@ gAfft 06S dzASR NBLJ
6mM0 ¢KS GSNY a&. SAy 3¢ whatNhiveh . 8yndnyrEsRor thiswolBiFEB NSy OS (i 2
GyFridNBSE£é¢abyRSyiGdooaidl yOSodé . SAy3a Aa +y 2yiz2t2310

Yahweh consists of. It describes Deity.

6HO 4Gt SNER2yé gAff 0SS dzaSR Ay NBFSNByOS G2 SIOK YS
assuchareatadisadfdi  3S G2 (GNHz &8 RSAONAROGS D2R Ay | A& Fdzf fy
dZa SR Ay AlG&a Y2NXIE O2yy2dliA2y 2F KdzYhyas odzi NI G
personality, who thinks, has intelligence, saffareness, and the ability toreagsp ¢ KS &t SNR 2y a ¢

who Yahweh is.

I F@Ay3 SadlrofAaKSR GKIFGX tiAkaS Aljidz2aNd M2ay AlGG yrRIGYySR  aA2adxy
To this question | answer that it is sound Biblical doctrine. Before beginning this debate

Searchingone1033 ksd me what kind of Trinitarianism | hold to and | told him that | hold to orthodox
Trinitarianism as affirmed in the Nicei@onstantinople Creed and the Athanasian Creed. The question

was then asked if | would be arguing based on these creedsand myrésfo 6 & day2 dé L SELJ
would be arguing my point based on the inspired Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek Scriptures. | will stand by

my words and do exactly that, but | would first like to address the claim of illogic concerning the Trinity.

It was asseed that the Trinity is proven by means of a fallacious syllogism anditttatNJ& y' A G | NR | y &

I Oly26tft SRIS GKIFIG D2R Ad&d y26KSNBE RSaOMNmBdtok y GKS
fact, this Trinitarian acknowledges no such thing and aghgeabove definitions we see from the One

Being (Substance) of Deity there subsists, Three Persons. Next, we are nevdmttild reasoning of

the Athanasian Creed was fallacious or unscriptural; we are simply told that it is.

The example my opponentba dzi SR A& | FldzZ G& ylrf238 Ay OGKFd KS
D Ada - X |/ A& -3 o0dzi GKSNB Aa 2yfe 2yS - £€0X HKA
violate the law of norcontradiction that states something cannbé both true and false at the same

time and in the same sense. In other words, God cannot be both 3 Gods and 1 God at the same time and

in the same sense; neither can God be both 3 Persons and 1 Person at the same time and in the same

sense. But there iso rule of logic violated in the Trinitarian belief of 1 God eternally existing as 3

Persons.

Now concerning the propositions as set forth in the Athanasian Creed, we can see clearly that they are
scriptural and have their foundation in the very Word afdsObserve:


http://trinitydebate.blogspot.com/2006/08/prophetnick77-first-rebuttal.html
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Deuteronomy%204.35
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/2Samuel%2022.32
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Deuteronomy4.35%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:2Samuel22.32%7Cres=LLS:ESV
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(1) So the Father is Gosll&lachi 2:10L)
(2) the Son is Goddébrews 1:8-)
(3) and the Holy Ghost is Goalcfs 5:34°L).

(4) And yet they are not Three Gods, but One Gemigh 43:1AL1'L, 44:6'L, 8'L, 45:56"L, 14'L | 21-
22'L,46:9L0 P g

b2¢ a AG aidlyRaI GKS 9y 3f AaKThe&rakRany &ppliBationsiof | YR 2
the various Hebrew (El, Elim, Eloah, and Elohim), Aramaic (Elah, Elahin), and Greek (Theos) words
GNIyatlFiSR a GD2Ré Ay (GKS . A0fSd ¢KS |1 SoNBg 62NR
groups including:

(1) The one true God of creatiorsgnesis 1:1)
(2) Idols Deuteronomy 4:28-)

(3) False godgdges 11:24)

(4) Angels Psalm 8:5-)

(5) Men Exodus 7:1-)

God is described iDaniel 2:47- | & G 9f K St KAyé 6! N YIFIAO FT2NJ aD2R
is used in reference to:

(1) The one true God of creatioklétthew 4:10'L)
(2) Men Acts 28:6L)

(3) Idols Acts 19:26L))

(4) SatanZCorinthians 4:4-)

The reasons | make mention of thighat it is not enough that the Father ¢alledGod, the Son isalled

God, and the Holy SpiritéslledGod. The title in and of itself does not necessitate that each person

being called God is the one true God, nor does it irrefutably prove the Tilijtyppponent has claimed

that the Trinitarian must take a passage here and a passage there and string them together in order to
arrive at the doctrine of the Trinity. To this | say that the Trinitarian observes every passage in context

and then systematidly arrives at the doctrine. In other words, it is not random passages put together to
create foreign doctrine, but rather contextual readings put together to eliminate confusion,

contradiction, and error in the Word of God.

la L 2dzald a#aRESRY KHKB #RGAGa8DFT Aa y20 Sy2dzaAK (2
examine other areas and draw my conclusions based on the all the relevant data. Not only do the 3

t SNE2ya AYy jdzSaidAzy &aKIFINB (G§KS ( Anlbé sben D& iRkigiansi KS& | f
6:18'L, John 20:28-/, and2Corinthians 3:1% . Once again, this is not an exclusive title reserved for

Yahweh alone. So now we must extend our search into attributes that do exclusively belong to the one

true God, namely: (1) Eternality, (2) Omnipotence, (3) Onerisei, and (4) Omnipresence. There are

only three Persons in all of scripture who possess these attributes.

(1) The Father is eterndPgalm 90:2L), as is the SorMicah 5:2L ), and the Holy Spirit is as well
(Hebrews 9:14-).


http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Malachi%202.10
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Hebrews%201.8
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Acts%205.3-4
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.10-11
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2044.6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2044.8
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2045.5-6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2045.14
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2045.21-22
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2045.21-22
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2046.9
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Genesis%201.1
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Deuteronomy%204.28
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Judges%2011.24
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Psalm%208.5
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Exodus%207.1
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Daniel%202.47
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%204.10
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Acts%2028.6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Acts%2019.26
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/2Corinthians%204.4
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/2Corinthians%206.18
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/2Corinthians%206.18
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2020.28
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/2Corinthians%203.17
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(2) The Father is omnipoteriDaniel 4:35-), as is the SorMatthew 28:1&L ), and the Holy Spirit as
well (saah 40:12L).

(3) The Father is omniscierit}ohn 3:20-), as is the Sod¢hn 16:30- ), and the Holy Spirit as well
(1Corinthians 2:14.1°L).

(4) The Father is omnipreseritings 8:2%-), asis the SonJohn 3:13L), and the Holy Spirit as well
(Psalm 139:7.8'L).

Now as such the Trinity is already proven scripturally, for if there is only One Being who possesses these
attributes and there are Three Personbich exhibit them, then we must conclude that the Three
Persons constitute the One Being.

The case for the Trinity can be further proven in specific acts/functions which God alone can perform.
Although there are more | will establish this matter in theuth of three witnesses: (1) Creation, (2)
Salvation, (3) Indwelling.

(1) 1saiah 44:24- tells us that Yahweh has made all things, stretched out the heavens alone, and spread

out the earth by Himself, yet scripture reveals the Father as cre&aiah 64:8-), the Son as creator

(John 1:3L/, Colossians 1:16)), and the Holy Spirit as creat@iop 26:13-/, 33:4'L)). Combine this with

D2RQ& dzaS 27F GKS LI dzNGehesid IN® VirRl thzg Finitéridmhas ah afrtight & 2 dzNE A
case.

(2)1saiah 43:11- informs us that besides Yahweh, there is no savior. Salvation in scripture is presented

as a threefold process involving (1) Justification, (2) Sanctification, and (3) Glorification which is

accomplished via resurrectioCorinthians 15:424'L/, 53-54'L)). The Bible affirms that we are

justified by the FatherRomans 8:3f}), the Son Acts 13:39L), and the Holy SpiritlCorinthians 6:11

'L)). Likewise we are Sanctified by the FatHlédrhessalonians 5:2R), the Sonklebrews 2:11L), and

the Holy Spirit{Peter 1:2L0 @ ¢ KS 06 St ASOSNRA FE2NATFAOFGA2Y Aa LINE
which is an act that the FathetCorinthians 6:14 ), the SonJohn 6:3%0'L, 44:L)), and the Holy

Spirit Romans 8:11-).

(3) While dedicating the temple King Solomon asked this questio® a+ AR>X a2 Aff D2R AYF
the earth? Behold, the heaven and heaven of heavens cannot contain thee; howl@essahis house

0KF{G L KIKEBS 8:p7yStephdadn his final speech before he was stoned to death said that

God does not dwell in temples made with handsté 7:48- cf. |saiah 66:1L). Paul confirms this point

in his speech to the AtheniansAwts 17:24- . Tha being said we can see that God does indeed dwell
somewhere; that place being the bodies of believédSdrinthians 3:147'-, 6:19'L). Since we are the

temple of God, it makes no sense to believe that another other than God would dwell in us. From here

we see that the Father dwslin us 2Corinthians 6:18-), as does the Soi€6lossians 1:2%), and the

Holy Spirit2Timothy 1:14t0 ¥ KSy OS Fy2 0 KSMNNQ.EI YLX S 2F D2RQ& ¢ NA

So while an attempt was made to dismiss a doctrine based on its late arrival in Chistiessons of
faith or itsperceivedabsence from the earliest writings of second century Christi@lis Here for Ante
Nicene quotes on the Trinityit has been proven scripturally thite Trinity is in fact a Biblical doctrine.
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Christadelphian: Point 1 Counter Rebuttal

Friday, August 11, 2006

Searchingonel033 Point 1: Counter Rebuttal
Point 1: The Trinityls it or is it not sound biblical doctrine?

These points were not addressed:
* The Bible describes God ase person, the Fatherand never as three persons

* The pronouns 'He', 'His', 'Him', 'l', ‘Me’, 'My', and 'Mine' are useddscribe God, not 'God the Father'
2NJ U2S03s WeKS2Qr WeEKSYQI y2NJ INBE GKS ¢CNAYAGENRIFY
Holy Spirit' made in the Bible

* The Bible does not describe denial of the Trinity as a heresyjdasg desctie denial that Jesus is a
man as heresy

* The apostles taught that to a true Christian theren® God and that one God is one person, the
Father, Jesus Christ is His ssmanwho is the mediator betweeod and men

* Christ says it is life eternab know thatthe Father is the only true Gadhot Father, son and Holy Spirit

* The earliest Christian creedal statements describe God as one person (‘the Father Almighty"), Christ as
His son, the Holy Spirit as simply 'the Holy Spirit' (not a personjd@ndt say the Trinity is essential to
the Christian faith.

My opponent disagrees that God is nowhere described in the Bible as three persons in one being, so |
request a list okvery individual passage in the Bibkehich describes God #isree personsin one
being

Contrary to my opponent's claim, reasons were given 'why the reasoning of the Athanasian Creed was
fallacious or unscriptural'. | identified that it asserts the following errors:

* The Trinity is an essential doctrine of the Christian féitle Bible never says this)

* A definition of God which is not only absent from the Bible, but contradicts the Bible's explicit
definition of God as one persoddhn 17:3L' the Father isthe only true God; 1 Corinthians 8:6-
'there isone God, the FatheyEphesians 4:6¢ 'one God and Father of aJlL Timothy 2:4- 'one God
and one mediator between God and méhe man Christ Jesus'

* The logical fallacy that A is X, B is X, C is X, but there is only one X

It was asserted by my opponent that the analogy | providédearly not the belief of Trinitarians'and
yet he used this formula himself (his words in italics, my analogy inserted in bold):

(1) So the Father is Gosllélachi 2:10L)
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*Ais X

(2) the Son is Goddébrews 1:8-)

*Bis X

(3) and the Holy Ghost is Golcfs 5:34'L).
*Cis X

(4) And yet they are not Three Gods, but One Gemigh 43:1AL1'L, 44:6'L, 8'L, 45:56'L, 14'L | 21-
22'L,46:9'L)."

* But there is only one X

Note the inconsistent reasoning:
* The Father is a person

* The Son is a person

* The Holy Spirit is a person

* Therefore there are three persons

* The Father is God

* The Son is God

* The Holy Spirit is God

* But there is only one God

The logic of the syllogism is appealed to in one argument, but rejected in the other. The conclusion of
the second argument contradicts the premises.

My opponent acknowledged that the Trinity is derd systematically from Scripture, and presented the
traditional syllogism | predicted. Unable to find the doctrine preached by the apostles, he must
assemble it himself by taking a verse from this letter, a verse from this book, a verse from this epistle
and constructing arguments which the apostles never preached nor penned. Why did the apostles never
present such formulas?

As for the passages citeldebrews 1:8- does not refer to Christ as God (though it uses the term
THEQOS, used of the king of Israel in the psalm quoted), norAdde$:34'L define the Holy Spirit as

God (though it does represent lying to a Divinely appointed man filled with the Holy Spirit as equivalent
to lying to God). The reader can compare the claims made with the texts themdaives,
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Since the Holy Spirit itself is an attribute of God (referred to consistently 'the &pBibd'), and

explicitly the agent by which He workkp 26:13- 'by His spirit',Zechariah 4:8- 'by My spirit', 1
Corinthians 2:18 'by His spirit',Ephesians 3:16 'by His spirit’), we should expect to see it described
as omnipotent, omnipresent and eternal (though it is neslescribed as such separate from the Father).
In1 Corinthians 2:104.1'L the Holy Spirit is not referred to explicitly, Paul refers to 'the spirit of God',
which he defines at the end of the chapter as 'the mind of Gb&drinthians 2:186., quoting LXX

Isaiah 40:13-).

Supporting references for the following points drere:

*InMicah5:2t / KNRA &G A& y20 RSTAYSR Fa SUGSNYyFrfsz odzi &l
Ay GKS RA&aGIYG LIFadQur YR 20KSNJ LI aal MatnewYy 1 S
1:1'L), which a number of the Early Fathers acknowledged.

=N ]

A
A

* In Matthew 28:1&L Christ is not defined as omnipotent, bwasgivenall authority, so there was a
time when hedid not havethis authority, and there was one greater than himself vgawe himthis
authority.

* In John 16:30~ Christ is not defined as omniscient, the disciples simply say "You kninng#',
when Christ had previously stated explicitly that he did ik 13:32%). Christ's knowledge was
limited during his life in earthL(ke 2:52L 'Jesusncreasedin wisdom',Hebrews 5:8- 'he learned
obedience’), and still iRevelation 1:1- "The revelation of Jesus Chriathich God gave to hin):

* In John 3:13L the phrase ‘which is in heaven' is an interpolation (see Novum Testamentum Graece,
NestleAland 27th edition).

* Creator. InGenesis 1:26-'the pronouns 'us' and 'our' are used, but in verse 27 the noun and verb are

Ay (GKS &aAy3dzZ I NE RSOfINAYy3 2yfe 2yS LISNA2Y Aa AyQ
created mankind itis own image, in the image of Gdéa created them, male and feate he created

them'), repeated later ifGenesis 2:8-, 22'L; 5:1-2'L, andMatthew 19:4'L .

A range of Bible passages and Christian creedal confessions from the 1st to the 2nd centuries say the
Father created along(oof).

* Saviour Christ and the Holy Spirit adescribed as involved in the process of salvation not because
they effect it through their own acts, but because they are specifiegignts by which God saves
(Romans 6:2%, Titus 3:56'L, Galatians 3:153-, Hebrews 13:21'L), through justificationRomans
3:24-26'L; 5:1-2'L), sanctificationlebrews 10:18 ), and glorificationZ Thessalonians 1:12). It
should be noted that glorification is not effected by resurrection, but by that which takes place
subsequento resurrection John 5:289°L)).

Christ does not act independently of Gaalin 5:19-, 30'L; 8:28'L)), but isthe agentthrough whom
God worked Matthew 9:8'L, Acts 2:22%), by which God spokdd¢hn 12:4%0L , Hebrews 1:2), and
the man appointed by God to raise and judge the dead on His beoalf §:22'L, Acts 10:42L; 17:31

)

It should be noted that Christ also had to be justifigdl{mothy 3:16-), sanctified John 10:36-), and
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glorified John 7:39L; 11:4°L; 12:16'L , Acts 3:13L)), meaning he had to be saved through the same
process as those he came to save.

* Indwelling: My opponent makes the assumption 'Since we are timegie of God, it makes no sense to
be@eveAthat another other than God would dwell in us', and fails to take into account different senses of
WRgStEft Qb

A number of quotes were provided by my opponent from men who did not believe in the Trinity as he
definesit (proof).

Athenagoras: Only describes the Father and Son as God.

Theophilus: Uses the Greek word 'trias' (anachronistically translated 'trinity’, though it meant 'three’, or
'a graup of three', and was not used to refer to the Trinity until the 6th century, see Liddell, Scott, Jones
exhaustive Greek lexicon, edition 9), referring not to the trinity (three persons in one being), but
explicitly to a group of three, the Father, Worddawisdom (not Father, Son and Holy Spirit), of which
only the Father is identified as God.

Clement: No reference to the three of them being God.

Tertullian: Nowhere are all three referred to as God, and Tertullian was a Modalist in any case.
Hipplolytus Here God is explicitly two persons, not three.

Cyprian: Uses a word translated 'trinity’, but there is no definition of what this 'trinity" is.

The earliest of these quotes is dated to 1B/ AD, none of them are from creedal statements, and

none refe to 'a Triune Godhead'. In contrast, | supplied three creedal statements predating the earliest
guote by up to 100 years. This statement stands:

* The earliest Christiaoreedal statementslescribe God asne person('the Father Almighty'), Christ as

Hisson, the Holy Spirit as simply 'the Holy Spirit' (not a persomj,do not say Trinity is essential to the
Christian faith
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Trinitarian: Point 1 Closing Statement

Saturday, August 12, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 1: Closing Statement
Point 1: The Trinityls it or is it not sound biblical doctrine?
Once again the first point of debate is:

GCKS CtNAyREGe2NI Aa Ad y2d a2dzyR . A6t A0t R2OGNRYSK:

This is very important as Searchingonel0Z®s to divert the issue via red herring argumentation to
early Christian creeds and the alleged beliefs of the Church fathers.

L FILAf G2 aSS K2g L RARYQU |RRNBaa GKS . AofSQa Of
define what a Peran is in the sense Trinitarians use it, as well as demonstrated from scripture each
Personality. Let me mention that the Bible never describes the Father as one Person. By whatever

reasoning Searchingonel033 considers the Father to be a Person, | céimatiadied use it to prove the

Personality of the Son and the Holy Spirit.

The pronoun issue is a néssue. Trinitarians affirm One Being who is God. If the One Being speaks as a
gK2tS GKSYy $SQR SELISOG (2 aS$S aaAa fibtdsithe Qde BN Y 2 dzy & @
aLSI1a GKSy 6SQR SELSOG aAay3dzZ I NI LINPy2dzyad { SI NOK
are used by God and can only be explained in light of Higni. In other words, when one is speaking

F2N G§KS 2 i K® s pluabpoRourss BuckSaliahn 3:11td 2 SQR SELISOG G2 &8¢
pronouns when the Trinity converses amongst itself sucBesesis 1:26 or 3:22'L . (Cf.Genesis 11:7

'L & |saiah 6:8-).

¢tKS . A0fS AdGaStF¥ R2SayQi 2dzif AyS &ALISOATAO KSNBaiAs
Biblical doctrine and conclude that any dergaldeviation of these doctrines is heresy. Perhaps the

clearest statement we have concerning what heresy is may BBéter 2:1L which speaks of false

teachers bringing damnable heresies, denying the Lord Jesus. If denying Jesus is considered heresy then

it follows that denying the Trinity is heresy as well because denying the Trinity is denying the second

person of the Trinity who igktS WS adza 2F &AONALIIdzNBEd® 5SyeAiy3a WSadzaQ
the incarnation £John 4:3L), but to deny that Jesus was merely a man and nothing else is just good

sen®. The Bible presents a clear picture of the deity of Christ.

The Apostles teaching that there is One God is notGiA Y A G F NA | yd® 2 SQNB Y2y 20 KSA
taught that God was One Person, the Father, and once again | point out that by whatevéa criter
Searchingone1033 believes the Father to be a Person, | can use it to prove the Personality of the Son

FYR I 2f@ {LANRGO !'faz>x wWSadaQ O2yFANXIGAZ2Y 2F GKS
Fa (0KS a2 ylahn 520mS FBNRP& 2 GKS {2y Fa aiNHZS D2R®E

The earliest creedal statements make no comments about God being only one Person, this has been

read into them bySearchingonel033. We see the foundation of Nicene Trinitarianism in these creeds.

And notice that more precision in definition was only needed as deviant teaching arose (e.g. Arian
controversy). Even if no creed affirmed the Trinity that would have nofogaB 2y (G KS . Ao6f SQa
concerning the Nature and Persons of God. Once again, this is a red herring used to divert the issue.
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Now the request of INDIVIDUAL passages that show Yahweh to be One Being subsisting as Three
Persons L Qf f & | @ SmedzZherd i§ no SINGLK Sassage that states this. As | said, we arrive at
the doctrine of the Trinity systematically. Systematic theology brings consistency, harmony, and
exclusion of contradiction in the Bible. Without it we run into more problems tharpoasibly exist in

an inerrant Word of God.

/| 2y OSNYyAy3 GKS aettz23rays {SINOKAy3ad2ySmnoo RARyYQI
He just said that it was, and once again he is representing the belief as 3X = 1X. That would be false. We
would represent it as 1A, 1B, 1C = 1X. No illogic involved.

Next notice the straw man argument presented in arguing that the logic of one syllogism is appealed to
in one argument yet rejected in another. Notice the difference:

The Father is God, The SerGod, The Holy Spirit is God, and there is Only One God.
The Father i&\ Person, The SonAsPerson, The Holy SpiritAsPerson, and there are Three Persons.

See the difference? The difference is in the distinction made between Persons. The FAtRerden
distinct from the Person of the Son and the Person of the Holy Spirit. Yet there is no distinction in Deity.
Each is not A GadThey are the Same God!

y 27

b2 6SQNBE FTIFIOSR 4AUK GKS FGGSYLWG SR NS T HeblewsA 2 y &
FAGKE ¢

1:8'L does not refer to Jesus as God is ridiculdus. dzii dzy 12 G KS {2y KSisa
clear enough.

bSEG 6SQONB (2f R alyril NBFS NSRS G {BURG aRliRikely A y

appointed man filled with the Holy Spirit was. Such an interpretation is not warranted from the text.

Clearly the Holy Spiritwas liedtoinvéi# K& RAR { I dFy TFAf{ KeRadadll¢éKSIE NI (2
GKSY Ay @aod p A0Qa alAR GKFIG !'yryAla tASR (G2 D2RO®

¢CKS 1 2t@ {LANRG o0SAYy3 Iy aFdGNROdzISE 2F D2R Ay y2
attribute of God yet we know that the Pers@hrist is the Wisdom of GoiQorinthians 1:24-). No
one would claim that Christ is not a Person.

As for the eternality of the Son Micah 5:2%, additional witnesses can be added, this one was used

because of the clear implications of the phras&” A U & U Y(8dn eeflaktivg). First notéat this is

the only time this phrase appears in the entire Tanach. Secondly, notice the progression in emphasis,
GFNRY 2f R TONRAMNNBOSNI IBlKYy@EDPE y20G ARSY Pho@bs = §KSNJ
823La LIS 1AYy3a 2F D2RQ& 2 A &R #ofm evedlaStiBgahddNds@bs Gs obviausly S A y 3
aneternal attributeof God.

We can just as easily poita John 1:1t which speaks of the Word existing in the beginning making use

of the imperfect tense which represents a continuous or reoccurring action in past time. The only way

the Word could have been present in the beginning (no maitex far back the beginning extends) is to
havepreSEAAGSR G(KS o0S3AyyAy3d 2F (GAYSSE 6KAOK akKz2ga Si
beginning (via the incarnation) the Son has existed from all eterniBrdwerbs 30:4-' the question
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was asked concerning thevislE 2 ¥ D 2 Rificarnafiod)yJokokhdWdis redeemer lived before the
incarnation Job 19:25-).

Matthew 28:18L OSNII I Ayt & NBFSNER (G2 (GKS {2y la 2YYyALRGSY
in no way detracts from this fact. A.T. Robertson describes this achas & Y S f S sinkethere isldoa ( €

point in time where we are shown the giving of authority. The Theological Dictionary of the New
Testamentsaysi | A4 wD2RQ&A8 2YYALRGSYOSS AVolglKa-OM. / KNRA &G
28:18L0> SEGSYR& 20SN) 1KS 4 K2 {TONTH 26K R cartalBdSrébkok hdt Sy |
only an omnipotent being can create ex nihilo (fronthiog) which the Son has dongohn 1:3L;

Colossians 1:16 ; Hebrews 1:3-).

InJohn 16:30-' Jesus does not correct the statement that he knows all things. This is confirrdekrin

21:17'L postresurrection. An argument can only be made that Jesus was not omniscient if we focus on

KAa KdzYlFyirde Ff2ySeo LYLRaaArotS aiAyO0S sAlGKAYy GKS 2
the hour of His return is not a denial of omniscience, but ragken in His humiliated state. So even

if we excludelohn 16:30- s KA OK gl & | f &2 RdzZNAYy 3 / BoNR2A:0imQafterK dzY A £ A |
Christ was glorified.

The textual variant idohn 3:13- R2y Qi | FFSO0 GKS 2YYyALINBaSyoOoS 27 (K
Matthew 28:20L to bear witness to this fact. To be with the disciples always even unto the end of the

age would require that the Son be everywhere that disciples are. This is an impossible task without
omnipresence.

LQY 2dzi 2F aLl OS o6dzi Frftt2¢ YS G2 adGqldsSy

Tertullian: Not a modalist, in fact he "was branded with the charge of polytheism in circles where
modalism flourished." (Kelly, J.N.D., Early Christian Doctrine, p. 110)

Athenagoras:Too clear to misunderstand.

Theopholus:Used trias in the sense of the Trinity ($Seetnotes 2 & 3 in ANF, 2:101) or Triad (Kelly,
9/ 53 LI mMnanpuX ¢SNIdZ fAFY RSNAGSR KAa&a [FGAY GNRYALD

Hippolytus:Equally ascleag D2 R A a 2y SX (i KNS GdealsoKelly, EGDAERER G G A2y d¢

OQyprian:2 K& SELISOG Fy SEI O STAYAGAZ2Y GKFG RARYyQl O2°

2 yi St NI ASBaligrdmtésdherk h Y X

The earkst creedal statements do not define God as One Person; in fact they all list all Three Persons of
the Trinity thus laying the foundation for later more exact definitions.
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Moderator Comment

Sunday, August 13, 2006

Moderator Comment
We have now come to the end of the first of the Four Point Debate. Point two will be on the subject of

the being or person of the The Father. Prophetnick77 will make the opening argument and
Searchigone1033 will have the follow up rebuttal.



http://trinitydebate.blogspot.com/2006/08/end-of-point-onestart-of-point-two.html
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Trinitarian: Point 2 Opening Statement

Wednesday, August 16, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 2: Opening Statement
Point 2: The Person or Being of the Father

The topic of the Father is an interesting one because there is little disagreement concerning Him even
amongst the most adversarial positions. Muslims, Jews, Chistian WS K2 @ KQa 2 Ay SaasSasxz
/| KNAaGlIRSTLKAIFIYas az2N¥2yasz SGoOoX Fftt |O1y2e¢fSR3AS i
there is little to debate, but on the contrary, our views of the Father are all different.

Immediately | must define the Fatheras S NA 2y > GKS FTANRG t SNB2Y 2F GKS
the same as that of the Son and the Holy Spirit yet he is Distinct Personally from the other two.

¢tKSNB AayQi YdzOK (2 0SS alFAR Ay (GKA& i 2HeIkaher®2y OSNY
God. Where we disagree is in the Father being alone in possession of the Nature of Deity. | have set

forth my affirmative position on the Trinity in three points (Creation, Salvation, Indwelling), showing the

Father to be active in all thre@ o this list many things can be added, but they would be added for

naught. | will however revisit one point where Searchingonel1033 said that the Bible and Early Church

Fathers declared that the Father created alone. Such is not the case at all.

The sciptures cited in support of this all showed that Yahweh God created alone. As a Trinitarian |
readily affirm that truth because Yahweh is anity of Persons. One has to reason circularly to say

that the Father created alone. It requires first the betigdt Yahweh is only the Father, and then it takes

this belief and reads it back into every passage concerning Yahweh, concluding that they all speak of the
Father alone. Such is begging the question and must be pointed out as fallacious.

The Early Churdluotes simply affirmed that the Father is God Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth.

This is also a fact that | affirm as a Trinitarian as all three Persons were active in creation, the Father

included. The statements are not denials of the other two PeisonONB I G A @S | 6 Af AGASaA |y
LRAYG 2dzi GKIFG KS Géndzs 4:261 waRglogseddnret W viede drfy tofl NEt i

GKS ySEG OSNEBS (KS &aAy3IdzZ I NI y2dzy YR DSND 6 SNB dza
previows verse or how this in any way shows One Person as opposed to One Being. The Trinitarian

position explains this seeming contradiction with clarity and good reason.

That being said, it is obvious that Searchingone1033 does not deny the deity of the Fatlieres not
deny that the Father is eternal, omnipotent, omniscient, and omnipresent. Therefore | find myself
needing to affirm first the Personality of the Father.

Let me first state that Searchingone1033 made many appeals to God being One PersatheheyEt

never told us in what way the Father is a Person. It appears that this has been taken for granted.

Perhaps he believes that the pronouns 'He', 'His', 'Him', 'l', 'Me', and 'My" establish this fact, but | would
argue that they only help to builthe case. As per my definition in my first rebuttal to

{ SFNDKAy3I2ySmMnooQa 2LISyAy3a adrdiSySyidsx L gAaftt asi

The Father thinks (intelligence)
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Many, O LORD my God, are thy wonderful works which thou hast done, and thy thounjttisane to
usward: they cannot be reckoned up in order unto thee: if | would declare and speak of them, they are
more than can be numberedP§alm 40:5-)

How precious also are thy thoughts unto me, O God! how great is the sum of tRealh( 139:17%)
For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my wayh, thait. ORDIgaiah 55:8-)
The Father reasons (rational)

Come now, and let us reason together, saith the LORD: though your sins be as scarlet, they shall be as
white as shwv; though they be red like crimson, they shall be as wdshigh 1:138-).

The Father is selware (conscious)

And God said unto him, | am God Almighty: be fruitful and multiply; a nation and a company of nations
shall be of thee, and kings shall come ofithy loins; (Genesis 35:1% )

Be still, and know that | am God: | will be exalted among the heathen, | will be exalted in the earth.

(Psalm 46:18-)

Having now established firmly the Personality of the Father with a scriptural foundation we can look into
KA&d ARSyiGAGEe a CIFHGKSNX» 2kKé Aa |I'S OFtftSR acCl iKSNE
be answered in the following paragraphs.

The Father is known in relation to the Son. A Father cannot by logical necessity be a Father (that is, truly

I CHrOKSNL gAGK2dzi | OKAftR® 2KSYy 4S dzaS GSNyxya fA1S
brGA2yé 6S | NB dza A gymhbolic Kedse éSgnbiBlicatly Ghiesié e Ma@re ak thfe |

foundation of these movements and helped to symbolically birth them. Such is not the case with God

the Father.

Eternality

God the Father is eternal as evidencedPsalm 90:2 , ¢ FNRY S@OSNI FadAy3a (G2 SOSNI
andDeuteronomy 3327, 6 ¢ KS SGSNYIFf D2R A& (K& NBFdzZaSI I yR dz
D2RQ& L} ¢SNJ I yR RBRhagsALyYH)aswel adBis ghoiyBedi/St10- ) and purpose

(Ephesians 3:2t0 @ 9a il 6f AaKAYy3a (GKS CFGOKSNRaE SGSNYyIlFfAdGe A3
show the sense in whiche has eternally been the Father.

Immutability

God is immutable aBsalm 102:27% declaresg i K2 dz I NIi GKS &lYS FyR (K& &St
Yahweh emphatically stating His immutabiliMalachi 3:6- sayingd C2NJ L Y (GKS [ hw53X |
y 2 (i Jérbes informs us that there is no variation in the Father of liglatsiés 1:17). Thus the

immutability of God the Father is established from scripture which brings me to my next point.
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Logical Arguments

If God is eternal (which He is) and immutable (which He is), and @udRsither (which He is), then it

follows that God has always been the Father. We cannot understand this in the symbolic sense because

God has existed from all eternity, pexisting all that could be considered symbolic children. In other

words, toclaimi K 4§ D2R A& Y26y & ACFHOIKSHEKSYCHKRSHRY® 2{
(Hebrews 12:9-) or thed C I (i K S NJ (Rrfies 1: 773 6¢ be&ause angels are referredtocagi 2 y a4 2 F

D 2 RJbb 1:6L, 2:1'L) is necessarily false because all of these things are created. They alhtame

existence in time, not eternity.

There was a time when there was no light because God had to createGighesis 1:3-). Likewise

there was a time before men had spirits because God had to breathe the breath of life into the nostrils

of the first man AdamG&enesis 2:*) andEcclesiastes 12:% affirms that God gave the spirit to man.

We also see that by the Worf the LORD and the breath of His mouth were all the hosts of heaven

(angels) madeRsalm 33:6-). Even if one holds to the Arian position of Jesus beingiitstecfeation of

God, there is still no accounting for the Father being the Father before creation, from all eternity. Thus

S Ydzald O2y Of dzRS GKIFG Ay GKS NBIt aSyasS 2F GKS g2
exactly that an eternal Father witlan eternal Son.

We cannot conclude the Father to ever have not been the Father because of his eternality and

immutability, yet we cannot conclude the Father to be the Father in either sense (truly or symbolically)

without a child of some sort. If thereag a time when all things which were created were not in
SEA&GSYOSs GKSy ¢S OlyQi dGFr1S GdKAa Ay GKS adaevyozfA
former category. Therefore we can only reason that there had to have been an eternatlehi®hn of

God who could qualify the Father as Father. This is also the position supported by scripture and one that

will be dealt with in more detail in the next point of debate concerning the Son.

Now having stated all of this | expectto hearaloidk A y 34 Y2NB F20dzaSR 2y (KS C
anything else. | expect to see scripture passages calling the Father God, a point that | affirm. | expect to

see the topic shifted from the Father being God to the Son not being God, a point that | rejashdu

L g2dA R tA1S (2 aSS Y2 hdtauseyidRe eRigtiyy aVélid @dsadfottiowai 2 4SS
Father can be a Father from all eternity without having a Son who has been His Son from all eternity.
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Christadelphian: Point 2 Rebuttal

Searchingone1033 Point 2: First Rebuttal
Point 2: The Person or Being of the Father

The previous exchange reached an agreement that:
* The Bible does not describe God as three persons in any passage of Scripture

* The Trinity is derived by systematically associating texts which speak separately of the Father, son, and
Holy Spirit

* The Trinity as defined in the Nice@®nstantinopolitan and Athanasian Creeds was developed over
time from the 2nd century onwards, and was not declared in any creed to be an essential Christian
belief until at least the 4th century

Readers, ask yoursédithis is truly a doctrine taught by the apostles.
We move now to the Father. | believe in one God, the Father. My opponent believes in one God, the

Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit. | quoted directly from the earliest creedal confessions,
demonstratng that they expressed the belief that there is one God, who is one person, the Father.
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| 26 SASNE Yeé 2LIRyYySyid OflrAya Q¢KS SIFENIASaid ONB
2yfte 2yS tSNE2YQ® L Ay @AiS K StateddBritsRiékatEronitle 02 y
earliest creedal statements), refer to one person or more than one:

* | believe inGod the Father, Almighty

*WethanktheeK2f &8 CIF GKSNX ¢K2dzz ! fYAIKGE al adSNJ

* | believe inone God, the Father Almighty

* Do you believe itsod the Father Almighty?

* | believe inGod the Father Almighty

These statements refer to God as the Father, one person, and speak of Him using the singular pronoun
(which is used foone persor). Readers, ask yourself if the Father is one person or thareone. Even
Trinitarians acknowledge the Father is one person.

My opponent wishes to claim that the following statements are equivalent:

* | believe in God the Father, Almighty; Maker of Heaven and Earth

* We worship one God in Trinity, and TrinityUnity, neither confounding the persons nor dividing the
substance, for there is one person of the Father, another of the Son, and another of the Holy Spirit


http://trinitydebate.blogspot.com/2006/08/searchingone1033-first-rebuttal-point.html
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| ask the readers to consider if these statements are really equivalent. It is inaccuradéeridhet the

a4SO2yR aldl Gd4SYSyd A& YSNBfte | WOtFNATFTAOFGAZ2YQ 2F
statement was eventually abandoned when the Trinity was finally developed, and replaced in the creeds

with the second, proves that #éhfirst statement wagertainly notconsidered to be equivalent to the
a4S02yRZ y2NJ YSNBfeé& | WOtFINAFAOFIGA2YQ 2F AlGd ¢KS 2
teaching entirely, which required a totally different description.

Readers, askour Trinitarian friends which of these statements they confess. Ask them if they would
accept the first statement as a true definition of God.

ae® 2LIRYySyid OfFAYSR W¢KS aONRLIIdzNB&E OAGSR Ay &dzLil
I £ 2 y S QteExpliciy/sRiterdests to this effect have been provided from both Scripture and the earliest

creedal confessiongiéred @ ¢ KSasS adl (S Y SGoidceat&lon®Z (i o&AlY INBSEF SANI & EY
to a personpne person, theFather.

Likewise my opponent wishes to claim that the following statements are equivalent:
* | believe in God the Father, Almighty; Maker of Heaven and Earth

* | believe God the Father Almighty, amdGod the Son Almighty, and in God the Holy Spirit Almighty,
and that all three Persons were active in creation

My opponent wishes to claim that the first confession is equivalent to the second, on the basis that
Trinitarians believe that the Father, Sand Holy Spirit were all involved in creation. But that is not what
the first statement says. It says explicitly and exclusively@uat, the Fathefone person), is the maker
of heaven and earth. The earliest confessions say nothing about Jesus odytepitio being 'active in
creation’, and only attribute creation to the Father.

Readers, ask your Trinitarian friends which statement they confess. The first statement was the earliest
Christian creedal confession, but the Trinitarians who came latanddaed this statement for a

completely different statement with which it is incompatibleefe), since they did not believe this first
statement to be a true expression of theielkef.

My opponent wishes to claim that the first person pronoun does not necessarily refer to one person,
al éxya“wmy)\ﬁl- NALFYa I FFANY hyS . SAy3 gK2 Ad D2RX
$SQR SELISOG G2 &aSS aAy3adzZ I NI LINRPy2dzyaQo
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Ad D2RQZX 0 dziiwhb i§ farkeNakrsofdy § AoySOASYy T KSANJ Why S . SAy3IQ A&
WhyS . SAy3aQ aLlSria Fa | ¢K2¢t Plural ptcBoudeoNaEBrditariahdNE y 2 dzy
acknowledge when they make their argument @enesis 1:26 .

In grammar, personal pronouns do not coloaings they countpersons and therefore when the
singularpronoun is used, onlgne person can be speaking. When more than one person is speaking, the
plural pronounmust be used.

My opponent accepts that the plural pronoun refers to more than one person, but wants to claim that
singular pronouncan refer tomore than one persoralso. Ths is bad grammar, since the singular
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pronoun actually refers tone personnot more than one(check any English or Hebrew grammar
reference), and it is bad theology from the Trinitarian perspective because it fails to distinguish the three
persons, represnting God as one person instead of three. In the Athanasian Creed this is condemned as
‘confounding the persons'.

Li Aa ¢62NIK y20KAY3 GKFIG ¢NAYAGENRIya OSyadaNB az
one God, who is one person, andattperson is Jesus), for representing tileral pronounsas referring

to onlyone person so it is ironic that so many Trinitarians make an equally false argument by likewise
abandoning the true meaning of the grammar when it comes tosihgular pronoun

The fact is that the Bible states explicitly concerning God that 'The Lord our God is one Lord'

(Deuteronomy 6:6-, Mark 12:29L)), and thathe [one person] is one, and there is no one else besides

him [one person] Mark 12:32L)), never describing God as 'three in one'. This is not a description of

WhyS . SAyYyaQ 6K2 Aa WiKNBGNtpSHORAYaOXYy I20F LINFRK2d4/ ¥ 0
singular pronoun is used then we are being told repeatedly that Goxddgerson

CIFNJ FNRBY o060SAy3a W3t 23aaSEnaaigiS28Wasledpourded by mé i2sgndey G Of | A
detail, but since my argument was never addressed and the passage has been raised again, | shall repeat
it.

InGenesis 1:26& the plural pronouns 'us' and 'our' are used, but in verse 27 the noun and verb are in
the singular, indicating thatonly one persons involved in the act of creation of man and woman, thus
the translation 'God created manid inhisown image, in the image of Gée created them, male and
femalehe created them'.

This is repeated later iBenesis 2:8-/, 'he placed the marhe had formed',Genesis 2:22, 'the Lord
God made a woman from the pare had taken..he brought her',Genesis 5:2'L/, 'he made them...
Hecreated them male iad female.. he blessed them', and Christ described the creation of man and
woman as the act abne person who was not himse(Matthew 19:4'L, 'ne made them male and
female').

The bllowing is quote is from théootnote on Genesis 1:26& in the New English Translatipa standard

Evangelical translation produced by a committee which is uncompromisingly Trinitarian. All emphasis is
YAYSZT YR GKS StfALBAAA NIYIA R5F 2WHtaeS a i eRA a8kt &l Ay2lyl A22Fy
wrong (and | agree):

Walye /KNRARAGAFY GKS2ft23AFya AyidSNLINBLuttHisview a 'y Sl
imposes later trinitarian concepts on the ancient text.

[.]

In2 Sam 24:14 ' David uses the pluras representative of all Israghnd inlsa 6:8L the Lord speaks
on behalf of his heavenly court

In its ancient Israelite context thaural is most naturally understood as referring to God and his

heavenly court(seel Kgs 2:19-22'L; Job 1:612'L; 2:1-6'L}; Isa 6:18'L)). (The most welknown

members of thiscout NS5 D2 RQa Y Saal8ged $SNHNE seebdnt nhay raf& fo shis

IANRdzL) a4 a3I2RAKRAGOAYS o0SAy3acded {SS (KS y23S 2y (K
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If this is the case, God invites the heavenly court to participate in the creation of mgplerihps in

the role of offering praise seeJob 38:7L), but he himself is the one who does the actual creative
wWorkO @ HT O DQ
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the next point in the debate.
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Trinitarian: Point 2 Counter Rebuttal

Saturday, August 19, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 2: Counter Rebuttal
Point 2: The Persoor Being of the Father

Have you ever seen a comedian bomb on stage? Or perhaps watched your infant fall off of the bed after

being left unattended for a second or two? If you have then you know how painful it is and how these

things appearto happenéf 2 ¢ Y2(0A2y ® ¢KI Q& K2g L FStd 6KAEfS N
my opening argument. It was akin to watching a train wretkvas horrified by what | was witnessing.

I must immediately begin by pointing out the less than honest conclusiomy @ipponent.

1. It was NEVER agreed upon that scripture does not describe the one Being of God as Three Persons. In
fact that statement was supported.

2. Yes, the Trinity is arrived at by systematically studying the whole of scripture in context. The
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3. No doubt that the definition was given more precision in lateeds. Such is the destiny of all
GKS2f23ed .dzi fSiQa y2i0 O2y¥dzaS GKAa ¢AGK (GKS R20
the earliest Christiartssuch is not the case at all as has been sufficiently proven.

| must point outthatthesam& I t £  O8 G KAOK KIF & NXzy GKNRdzZAK2dzi | ff
fAGGES KSFR F3AFAY Ay (GKAAa 2yS IyR GKIFIGQa (GKS O2ya
L¥ KS gtyida G2 I NBdzS ONIIRIA Ligh§ yassmtan soriptured Ang (0 K G Q&
mention of creeds will be supplemental.

We now move into the repeated circular reasoning which is that there is One God who is One Person,
the Father. He takes this for granted and then reads into every passage of sctifgtuspeaks of God.
LQR tA1S G2 &S St sbfaldéna has HeéhProvidbtdpofem \8hat | darkskeieven
attempted.

Another red herring swims into the debate in the question posed to the readers of whether or not the
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Athanasian Creeds are further clarificaioof this phrase 6 dziT G KA & Aay Qi F+y | NBdzYSy
or will make. | would however say that the later creeds are a further and more precise treatment of the
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more attention in the years to come.

Next we have the claim of the Father creating alone. With the exceptitsa@th 64:8- , none of the

verses cited even say that the Father created. They all say that Yahweh/God created. Now it can be
reasonably deduced that the Father created from these verses because the Father is One of Three
Persons who equally share the Nature of Deity, and it was this One Divine Being who created. And once
again it must be noted that each of these verses speaks of One God (Yahweh) creating, NOT One Person.

Another straw man argument is given attributing$t$ YSy 4a G2 YS GKIFIG L KIF @S yS
dignify them with an explanation. Attention is then shifted back to the creeds as never saying the Son

FYR 1 2tf& {LANRG oSNB | OGA@S Ay ONBIGA2y¢ ae NBaLkR
wad aK2géy Ay Y& FANRG LRad 2F LRAYG md® LQR Ffaz2 LR
Oty Sldztrtfte OflFAY GKIFIG GKS ONBSRa R2y Qi ale lFyedk
creation.

And something I find to be extremestrange is that Irenaeus was quoted in one of the links as saying,

GhyS D2R (KS CFGKSNI ! fYAIKGET al {SNI2F KSI @Sy FyR
created.

Irenaeus said elsewhere:

GC2NJ gAGK | AY 6SNB |t gl & e IONIAtBeySpirit, bykndontafdNR | YR 2 A
GK2YI FNBSte yR alLkRyialyS2dzates 1S YFIRS ff (KAy3
FFGSNI hdzNJ A Y @ANF11488R) f A1 SySaaTQs

If his first statement can be taken as reflective of early Chridtelief (which of course it can be) then
his second statement can as well. There is no reason to assume that the early church would have
deviated from the testimony of scripture that the Father was not alone in the act of creation.

| find it strange thaa nonTrinitarian would tell a Trinitarian that his description of the Trinity was

inadequate. For the record, all Trinitarians agree that there is One Being that is God. We understand
GKFG D2R A& | y2dzy FyR y2i | [dRNh®D Pdityfalwsys s6&ksKk Sy OS
of the One Being of Deity. Now we also acknowledge that this One Being (i.e.

Nature/Essence/Substance) is shared equally by Three Persons. To level the charge of inadequacy in
description only shows the lack of substantiaj@nent against the points | have raised.

To continue, | was very careful to differentiate between the Three Persons (Father, Son, Holy Spirit) of
the One Being (God) speaking collectively, which would employ use of singular pronouns since it is the
One Béng speaking, and the Three Persons of the One Being conversing amongst themselves which
would employ the use of plural pronouns. And what is the response totttdas?alleged rule of

AN YYIFEN GKFEG 0SAy3a R2y Qi alLSF| odzi LISNER2Yya R2®

LQR a1 S EglisBdr Hebrews gtainddt refergnces state the rule that personal pronouns are
never used of Beings but always Persons. | happen to have in my possession my 2nd grade English
textbook. We shall now look to the section on Personal Pronouns and see ifdigieEment with

{ SINODKAy3I2ySmnooQa OflAY®D

G2 KSy | LINBy2dzy Aa dzaSR Ay LX I OS 2 FPetsonalSNE 2y Qa VI
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pronouns may also refer to thingé- Building English Skill€Evanston, IL: McDougal, Littell & Company,
1988) p. 42

Well there you have it even at an elementary level we are taught that personal pronouns can identify
things. If a Being is not a Person (as Searcingone1033 must claim in this case) then it is a Thing. Personal
pronouns are still appropriate.

As for coffounding the persons, | have done no such thing. This again is a caricature of the view that |
took the time to explain in detail. My reason for doing so was so that no possible misrepresentation
could occur, and although it has here, | believe the readibe able to reference my original

statements to see the falsity of the claim.

Concerning the Shema as was wrongly cited twice noleageronomy 6:6-'(6:4 is the proper

citation), there is no interaction with the verse itself. In Hebrew it reéd§, KSY I, AaNJ St | I K& S
St 2KSeydz | I ImmeligtelyS Qustpdinbautthat St 2 KEWH a2 D2RQUV Aa Ay (K
Secondly, theword SOKiFNéy af I GSR a a2ySé¢ Ay Ylye OSNEAZ2YyA A

unity (cf.Genesis 2:24/, 11:6'L; Ezek. 37:17).

LiQa K& SoOxiddies withidetermines whether or not a plurality in unity is in view. In
thiscased SOKVI2RREA FASa da ., | Kg SKE apyoRreasoh to assui thal YaBwelbis A & Y 2
not a plurality of persons, especially in light of verses suchesgsis 19:24 .

The argument was simply repeated feenesis 1:26 but there was once again no attempt to

KIENY2yAT S Gad nHcec ALK @ad wtd 2SQNBE GKSy RANBOGSR
inaccurate asS NI A 2 ya ®@ -SRIIDSR 14 R2NIES tASy GKIF G LNByYylSdza AydSNL
plurality of persons.

So Searchingonel033 is forced to admit that the Trinitarian concepts were held prior to-Nicaea

Constantinople or that the NET Bible commentady i O2 NNBE O ® L QR 1Kings2:12R2 Ay i 2 d
'L: Job 1:612'L); 2:1-6'L ), God does not speak using plural pronouns so any reference to them is

irrelevant. Isaiah 6 shows Yahweh conversing within Himself.

As far as the objection goes, my treatment was dealing specifically with the Father. | see titirag n
more than an admission that the argument | posed is too strong to be dealt with accordingly.
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Christadelphian: Point 2 Closing Statement

Tuesday, August 22, 2006

Searchingonel033 Point 2: Closig Statement
POINT 2: The person or being of the Father

My opponent acknowledges that his doctrine is inferred from various passages of Scripture, and not

taught explicitly in Scripture. Since my understanding of God is taught explicitly in Scrigeead
ySOSaaade G2 lFolyR2y AlG F2NI Ye 2LILRYySyidiQa LISNAZ2Y!I
which the apostles taught people the Trinity, or a single passage in which it was said to be essential

Christian doctrine, my opponent would haveaged when by now, but we both know such passages do

not exist.

My opponent asks where it is written that doctrines must be declared explicitly in order to be valid. |
have never said that inferred doctrines are necessarily invalid. Doctrines which asty iméerred

cannot be considered essential and necessary teachings, because therevislence that they were
taught at all(else we would not have to infer them).

Consider instead the Biblical evidence:

* Christ declared that it is eternal life to knatwe Fatheras the only true Godlphn 17:3-), meaning
that 1 John 5:28-' (where the grammar is ambiguous), must refer to the Father and not Jesus (you
Oryy2i KIFI@S (62 cNREFADFIRAL I NB WiKS

* The apostles repeatedly taught that God is one persoa Father(here)
* Acts 2: 3L,000'L are baptized with the knowledge that Godlie Father, and that Jesus Chris W |

man clearly attested to you by Godith powerful deeds, wonders, and miraculous sigret God
LISNF2NXYSR |Y2y3a @82dz KNRddzZIK KAYQ

* |n the Divine throne room visions of Exodus 24, Ezekiel 1, Daniel 7, Acts 7, and Revé&atmu4s
shown aone person, not three.

My opponent claimed that the Bible and the Early Fathers do not teach that the Father created alone.
Readers, judge for yourselvdsefeandhered = y2GAy 3 SaLISOALF & /ofeNARAGQA |
person who was not himself.

Ld 61 a FdzNIHKSNI Of FAYSR GKIFd GKS | LR &ah&t™®a WYyS@OSNI U
apostles did not simply teach that there is one God, they taught explicitly that thereei&od the
Father.

1 Corinthians 8:& yetfor us there ione God, the Fatheft

Since the apostles taught that theredse God who isthe Father, and since my opponent has agreed
the Father ione person('The Father i\ Person'), then th@ne Godis one person the Father. Note
that Christ iglistinguishedromD2 R> y 2 Ay Of dZRSR Ay WD2RQ®
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CKS ¢2NR USE2KAYU A& y20 F UL dzNI & y2dzyQd L KI &
refer either to a singular or plural subject, just like fish' and 'sheep'. It's the subjectaggdement
which identifies whether it is singular or plural, as in English.

Other nouns of this class include the following (places where the usage is singular are in parentheses):
* zequnim: old ageGenesis 21:2, 7'L; 37:3'L; 44:20'L)

* ne urim: youth ({ Samuel 17:3%)
* ‘adonim: lord (saiah 19:4-))

In English, if | say 'The figblue', you know I'm talking about one fish, not because 'fish' is the singular
form of 'fish', but becausés' is the singular verb. If | say 'the shese outside’, you know | am talking
about more than one sheep, not because 'sheep’ is the plural form of 'sheep’, but beaegise the

plural verb. The same applies to the Hebrew word 'elohim'. Whenever the verb is singular, the noun
refers toonly one person

When 'elohim' takes the plural verb, it refers to more than one person, such as the gods of the heathen,
men, or angelsBut the singular verb is used when 'elohim' is used of God Himself. This reinforces
repeatedly that God isne person

InGenesis 1:26, God (‘elohim”)said 'Let us make', addressing persons other than Himself (the angels
in His presence to whom He speaks, ak iflings 22:122'L/ andlsaiah 6:18'L)).

When the actual creation takes place in verse 27, the word 'elohim' is used with the singular form of the
verb 'make’, proving that the creation was carried outdnyy one person If the creation had been

carried out bymore than one personit would necesarily have been described with tipdural form of

the verb.

It is worth noting that the Jews (who may be relied upon to know Hebrew), always understood 'elohim'
and the singular verb to refer tone person and translated it with the singular word for G their

Greek translations of the Old Testament (THEOS). The Jews of course have for thousands of years
worshipped God as one person, and He has never seen fit to reveal they should do otherwise.

ad 2LLRySyd OttAYSR G(KIWSNRAYARRYPQSAFREYRRYRUARLIY
personal pronounsountpersond Y24 6SAy3Ia® L RzééyQG YFEGGOGSNI AF ¢
being ismore thanone male persab 1 KSy &2dz Ol yy2d dzaS GKS &Ay3dz | N
YiR®E LT @2dz 6AaK (G2 NBFSNI G2 GKS Syidrade sAldKz2dzi N

wSFRSNARZ L AY@GAGS &2dz (2 heRP B2dAAGA dzy RENAR (B F Bz #zy
Y2NB (KIFYy 2yS LISNA2YK LhQ Y5 WS NSWEBEENt Hasfalledd y It A &
to show otherwise (and cannot).

'y FLIISFE o1& YFERS G2 GKS 1 SoNBg 62NR WSOKFRQZ |y
wO2 YLRdzy R d)/7\ "éQCD Ly Tl @epardteemlﬁesfnmadmglﬁendwandsance}\a I dz
CNAYAGENRIYyaAa Ayaa GKFd D2R A& y24 | dzyAzy 27F as
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dzy Aig Qo

CKS |1 SoONBg 62NR WSOKIRQ FdzyOilAzya la (GKS 9y3aftArak
a4 dzOK lloEQDE&tefBomy 6:4-), meansone singley 2 dzy' = y 24 | WO2YLRdzy R dzy A
OSNIiFAyte y2a | WwO2YLRdzyR dzyAdeQuo ! OFRSYAO ¢ NRYA
(here).

It is of course meaningless to claim (as my opponent does), that God has always been the literal father
of Christ, since in order to be a literal father a person must cause a smmte into existencavhen
previouslythey did not exist(whereas my opponent wishes to claim that Christ has always existed).

The Bible says there was a time when God's fatherhood of Christ was still future, demonstrating that it
was not eternal:

2 Samuel 7:14 ' | will becomehis father anche will becomemy son.
Scripture also tells us the time that Gbdcamethe father of Christ:

Hebrews 1:5- Fori 2 g KAOK 2F GKS | y3ISt a Rody bhavdfate@b NI a1 & 3
yout K ' YR AY | y2GKSMIALE I 08 K3 aaF@aAXSNI FyR KS gAff ¢

Scripture thus tells us explicitly that there was a time when ®asl notthe father of Chrig and
Scripture tells us explicitly that there was a time when Gedamethe father of Christ.

Recognising that none of the earliest creeds declare the son and Holy Spirit to have been active in
creation, my opponent responds:

F Uoodi KS yaiyBigyRBout e S6@and Holy Spirit not being active in creation.'This is a
logical fallacy, an attempt to assert an argument in the basis of the absence of evidence.

In contrast, | have argugmbsitively, from the data which is actualig the creed. | have argued that the
Christians who wrote those creeds believed in one God, the Father Almighty, and that the Father
created all things. | have provided direct quotes from the creeds saying exactly this.

My opponent has claimed that these Christidmdieved in one God, the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, but
is unable to find a single statement to this effect in any of these creeds, and has been reduced to
claiming without evidence that they believed it.

| argue legitimately that the Christians whoote those creeds believed in one God, the Father
Almighty, and that the Father created all things, because that is whatatimlly wrote. This is
L2 AAGADPS SOARSYOS F2NJ Y& | NHdzYSyid FNRBY GKS ONBSRa

My opponent complans about my raising the earliest creeds (to which he is unable to give unqualified
consent), but | only raise them in response to his repeated claims that the Trinity was taught as essential
doctrine from the 1st century onwards. If such claims were trwwould find the Trinity explicitly

declared as such in these creeds (as it was in much later creeds), but we do not find it so much as
referred to, not even once.
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I have, of course, made a positive argument from Scripture, as a reading of both mamobsty web
pages will show (over fifty passages of Scripture have been quoted).
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Moderator Comment

Thursday, August 24, 2006

Moderator Comment
We have now come to the end pért two of our four point debate. At the half way point, | would like to

thank both participants for their willingness and diligence in presenting their differing points of view. We
will now be moving on to part three of our debate, the person of the. S@archingone1033 will have
the opening argument and Prophetnick77 will have the first rebuttal.
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Christadelphian: Point 3 Opening Statement

Friday, August 25, 2006

Searchingonel033 Point 3: OpenindStatement
POINT 3The Person of the Son

Readers, consider which is more authoritative, my opponent's inferences or the explicit teaching of the
apostles.

The apostles taught explicitly that Christ is Hgentby whichGodsaves Romans 6:23 ' 'the gift of

Godiseternal life in Christ JesusTitus 3:56'L 'renewing of the Holy Spirit, whorde[God] poured out

on us in full measura Jesus Christ our SavipGalatians 3:15-''in Christ Jesus the blessing of

Abrahamwould cometo the Gentiles'Hebrews 13:2@1'L 'God... working in us what is pleasing

before himthrough Jesus Chrigt'including justificationfomans 3:246'L ; 5:1-2'L)), sanctification

(Hebrews 10:10- ¥¢ S KI @S 0SSy YI RENK@&AR ONEI yOEESNAPROBT (¢
and glorificationZ Thessalonians 2:1P).

Did the apostles teach the Trinity as an essential Christian doctrine?

* Acts 2: 3L,000'L are baptized with the knowledge that Godtlse FatheE | Yy R G Kl G awSadza [/ |
man clearly attested to yoly Godwith powerful deeds, wonders, and miraculous sitret God
LISNF2NYSR | Y2y3 @82dz 6§KNRdzZAIK KAYQ

F 1O00a oY ¢KS | LI &KEE &S NI IyQikhe Ged-eleurforelitestagin &Y Wi
glorifiedK A & & SNIII RA aWE ¥ @AM a KAy I WSadza FNBY D2R o0y2i0 2c¢
* Acts 4: The apostles attribute all creation@wd as one persgrand refer to Jesus not as God e

servant of Godagain distinguishing Jesus from God)

* Acts 5: The apostles teach th@bdraisedJesuqagain distinguishing Jesus from God), and say that
GodexaltedJesusraising him to the right hand @od(as distinct from Jesus), preaching t@grone
that Jesus wathe Christ(not that Jesus was God)

F ! OGa 1Y {(SLKSYy LINBIOKSa WSadza Aa GKS azy 27 Yl
and says that heawJesus and God aso separate beingswith Jesus on the right hand Glod

F 1 O0Ga yY tS8S2LXS IINB o6 LXAT S RngtomofShhnd Bd nddeyoB Wi K S
WS & dz& , nbtKhitResiis & God
F o1 0Ga mny | K2dzSK2fR A& oF LWGIAT S Bppoiredt§M2 RES | LI &

andsay that3 & dza O2 dzf R LIS NJF 2Q¢dvasy A NIK Qriktdacandeohs s Gl S

* Acts 11: Peter defends his baptism of Gentiles who believe in the Lord Jesus Christ (not the Trinity),
but does not have to defend neglectitmteach that Jesus is really God
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* Acts 13: In a lengthy speech Christ is repeatedly distinguished from God, and the good news is that
'‘Godbrought to Israel a Saviadesus{not 'Jesus is God")

* Acts 17: God is repeatedly identified as one persoga'];k person other than Christ, who made the
world, and is 'going to judge the world in righteousnessaloyanwhom he designated' identifying
Jesus aa manwho isthe agent of Go¢glnot as God

Why did the apostleaever make arguments of my opponent?

Later Christians admitted the apostles never taught Jesus is God, but could not agréexghy (

The apostles predicate Christ's work of salvation on his teeimgn identical to thee he came to save
who really died and needed salvatiomére). But Trinitarians cannot accept that Christ really died
(here), and some Trinitarian Bibles obscure the fact he came 'in the flesh’, along with making other

translation errors motivated by biabdre).

Lacking explicit Biblical teaching that Jeisufie second person of the Trinity, Trinitarians attempt to
make a case that Jesus is God on the basis that he:

* |s called THEOS:

My opponent has rightly corrected this (my emphasis):

WA G Aa tha the Fatife? iszalkkd God, the Son is caled, and the Holy Spirit is called God.
'[he tjtle in and of itself ders not necessitathat each person being called God is the one true God,
R2Sa A0 ANNBTFdzilofe LINRPOS (KS ¢NAyAledQ

Jesus said the samégohn 10:3386'L).

* Forgave sins:

The disciples could forgive sid®ln 20:23-), and no one claims they are God.

* Performed miracles

Christ performed miracles not because he was God, but because gave him the power to do so, just like
other prophets sent by Godatthew 9:8'L | John 3:2L;14:1011'L).

Christ taught that the miracles were the work@®bdthrough him gohn 5:9'L, 30'L W (i K Scan{d8 y
Y2U0KAY 3 FTRR YL KRNMEKSYHQDA 1418-1 ®d Fatlerresiding in meerforms
his miraculous deed$, and Scripture states explicitly that he had no gowf his own, but received it
from God Matthew 28:18L | John 5:190'L/, 26'L/, 30'L; 8:28'L/, Revelation 5:12-).

The apostles likewise taught expligithat the miracles were performed l§yod throughChrist(Acts
2:22'L ' d manclearly attested to yolby Godwith powerful deeds, wonders, and mgalous signshat
D2R LISNF2NYSR | Y2)yAas 18:224z 17130 NPhdisbkns R: & ) Q

* Has authority to judge men
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Christ has the authority to judge men not because he is God, but becausa heiswhom God has
appointedwith this authority John 5:22%/, 27°L; 17:1-3'L Acts 10:42%; 17:31°L).

It is also claimed Jesus:

* Created all things

Christ explicitly attributed the creation tone persorwho wasnot himself (Matthew 19:4L).
* |s omnipotent, omniscient, and omnipresent

Christ had no power of his own, but received it from Gddtthew 28:1&L/, John 5:1R0'L, 26'L/, 30
'L 8:28'L; 14:10L; 17:1-3"L ), Acts 2:22L; 10:42'L; 17:31'L, Philippians 2:9-, Revelation 5:12-).

That Christ is not omniscient is proved by the fact that Christ hadqurslyi stated explicitly that there
was knowledge he did not havielérk 13:32L ), and Christ's knowledge has clearly been limited from
his life in earth up to and including his current life in heavarké 2:52L 'Jesusgncreasedin wisdom’',
Hebrews 5:8- 'he learnedobedience’'Revelation 1:1- "The revelation of Jesus Chrigthich God gave
to him').

That Christ is not omnipresent is proved by the fact that he told hisgptiésche would leave them and
return later John 13:33-/, 36'L; 14:2-3'L/, 18'L/, 28'L; 16:7'L)), and the fact that he actually left and it
was said by angels that he would return in the futubeté 1:911'L).

In Matthew 18:2CL, Christ says that he is present when two or three are gathered in his name, which
places a condition on his presence (if he was omnipresent he wouttkbe regardless of who was

gathered in what name), and the proof that this is not a declaration of omnipresence is the fact that

Paul says exactly the same of himself, and does not say that Christ is literally present, only the power of
Christ (L Corinthians 5:4' When you gather togethein the name obur Lord Jesus, ardcam with you

in spirit, along withthe power2 ¥ 2 dzNJ [ 2 NR WS & dza Q0 @

* Existed from all eternity and had no beginning in time

¢tKS . A0fS areéea GKSNB g41a | GAYS 6KSYy D2RYUaA Tl G4KSN
exigence is not eternal:

2 Samuel 7:14 'l will becomehis father anche will becomemy son.
Scripture also tellsauthe time that Godecamethe father of Christ:

Hebrews 1:5- C2 NJ (12 6 KAOK 2F (GKS | y3S{ Fod®AHavelath&@edS S NI al &
& 2 @8z&nd in another place & I WilibE higifather and he will be my sohé

Scripture thus tells us explicitly that there was a time when ®asl notthe father of Christ, and

Scripture tells us explicitly that there was a time when Gedamethe father of Christ. Thus thergas

a point in time at which Christ was brought into existence, since in order to be a literal father a person
must cause a son toome into existencevhen previouslyhey did not exist.
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InHebrews 1:6-> t | dzf & & & Y. 3deiA yo KON YKISA GKDA23R 6ProviviB thad 2 NI/ A Y
there was a time when Gditst brought Christ into the world, which could not have occurred if Christ

had always existed. This states explicitly that Christ was brought into the world, twice (commentators

usually attribute the second to the resurrection of Christ, again prodf@faist did not exist while he

was dead).

* |s coequal with the Father

That Christ is not cequal with the Father is proved by the fact that he himself declared his

subordination John 5:19-,30't Wi KS {2y Ol Yy R2 ¥ 2WIKVQIBK FHRZE Y2 KAWSES |
John 14:28-''My Father iggreater than 1), and the apostles taught that hethe servantof God(Acts

3:13L,26'L WA A &SNPl W2 WSHEZ QaSIRMIAPIE (130'L Your holy servant

WS & dza QU @

The later Trinitarian distinction that Christ is ontologically equal but functionally subordinate is made
nowhere in Scripture (which declares amqualified subordinatior), nor in the Nicene and Athanasian
Creeds (which declare amqualified equality).
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Trinitarian; Point 3 Rebuttal

Sunday, August 27, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 3: First Rebuttal

Point 3: The Person of thBon

2SS y2g Y20S AylG2 GKS LRAYydG 2F RSolrGS GKFG L KI @S
point out that my opponent has once agaiivlated the ruleof the debate with his link usage. His

argument was continued in the links. But | will fieatlt him for this nor ask that it be changed in any

way. As | see it the arguments are less than compelling on all counts. For the sake of space | will not be
LINBASYGAy3d I LRAYyUG o6& LRAYG NBTFdzitGAz2y (2 GKS O2Y
much substance to the points raised. Instead | will present an affirmative position on the Person of the

Son and His Deity.

One quick note is that the Biblical writers did explicitly teach that Jesus was the Savior, to this there is no
doubt Matthew 1:21°'L; Luke 2:11L; John 4:42L; Acts 4:12L/,5:31'L; Ephesians 5:22/; Philippians
3:20°L : 2Timothy 1:10L ; Titus 1:4L ; 2Peter 1:11L; 1John 4:14T S{iOd0 d® ¢2 al & |1 S Aa
alt griaarz2y¢ asSSya admissiok thaf He isviree Saviorivkile tying to/avoid actually

saying it. Once again we must remember that Yahweh sad@hiah 43:11t:;a L Y@ & Sfefand Y | | K¢
0SaARSA YS (KEIBES A& y2 al OgA2NE

| must at this point mention the Granville Sharp rule of Greek grammar. This rule states that when there

are 2 nouns that are both singular which describe a person, and these nouns are connected by the word
GIRZ ¢ GKS FANRG y2dzy KFE@Ay3a GKS INIAOES:E (KS asSoz2y
SAME PERSON. (*Note that the nouns cannot be personal names*) There is absolutely no exception to

this rule in all of the Greek New Testament. Having staités rule | find it necessary to present two

verses of scripture that unequivocally qualify Jesus as both God and Savior.

Titus 2:13L - while we wait for the blessed hopethe glorious appearing of our great God and Savior,
Jesus Christ, (NIV)

2Peter 1:1L /- Smon Peter, a servant and apostle of Jesus Christ, To those who through the
righteousness of our God and Savior Jesus Christ have received a faith as precious as ours: (NIV)

b2GAO0OS Ay 020K @SNESAa GKS y2dzy aD2®ihesedord®@udzd Kl &
G{l GA2NE oaliTNRav ¢6KAOK R2Sa y2i{DRIRIS yIRyotH H NI 2 NE S
refer to the Person of Jesus. Grammatically this is irrefutable. So not only is Jesus Savior, He is God!

Funnily enoughthesetwo b Sa 6SNB OF f f SR al YOAIdz2dzae Ay 2y S 2°
the case.

{ SFNOKAy3I2ySmnoo aSSvya G2 OGKAy{l OGKFG L Ydzad akKz2g
defined by the Nicen€onstantinopolitan & Athanasian creeds fotoitbe an essential Christian
R2ZOGNAYS o0dzi GNMzOKTFdzZ £ & L R2y Qi ®BibliéalwBightiaveld a1 A &
already done (see my first post of point 1). It then follows that if Jesus is the second Person of the

Trinity, and Jesus essential for salvation, then the doctrine of the Trinity is essential as well. In other
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words, it would have been impossible to preach about the only Jesus that can save, without a belief in
the Trinity.

Already discussed in previous posts were ttermality, omnipotence, omniscience, and omnipresence

of the Son. Attempts at refutation have been made via arguments against these divine attributes by

focusing on the Human Nature of the Son in his incarnation, and consequently, irrelevant conclusions

hadS 0SSy RNIgyd ¢KAa ola aSSy FNBY {SINOKAy3a2ySwmn
that substantial. Concerning the belief that Jesus is a man, | affirm this. Jesus is a man. Henisraot a

man, but He is a man nonetheless.

We must makehe distinction between the Son who has been the Son from all eternity, and Jesus who
is the Son incarnated. They are not two distinct persons or beings, but Jesus is the Son clothed in
humanity. Jesus is the One Person with Two Natures. There was a tiemethehSon had but one

nature of deity. When the nature of humanity was added, then the Son was incarnated as Jesus, the
Word was made fleshl¢hn 1:14L),

Now to supplement the above informatiy ¢ A G K | RRAGAZ2Y I f LINRP2Fa 2F / KNR
- Jesus claimed he was God!

INJohn5:18- G KS WSga& dzy RSNARAG22R LINBOAASt & WSadzaQ ¢2NRa
said that in claiming thise made himselét S1j dz- f GAGK D2 R®¢

InJohn 10:30 Jesus made the statement sayisgl. I YR Y& CWwhicKtBeNlkws NE 2y S¢
understood as a claim of deity since they picked up stones to stone Hiause He beingamanY | R S
KAY&aSt[.3B)2 RE

Concerning the forgiving of sins, it was the scribes who saw Jesus as blaspheming by forgiving sins
becauseonly Godcould forgive sinsMark 2570 @ | A& IABAY I GKAA F dziK2NAGe@
negate his being Gadin fact it stands to reason that only God could give such authority.

When Jesus stood trial and was adjuredlenoath to answer whether or not he was the Son of God his
reply wasg L theri#e proceeded to tell high priest that he would see Him (the Son of Man) coming
in the clouds of heaven sitting at the right hand of power. This was perceived as blasphtémayhigh
priest and he rent his priestly garment and condemned Jesus to diktk (14:6064'L). No doubt the
high priest saw this as a claim of deity.

¢CKSY 2F O02dzNBS {KSNBhnB:AS WHerkhdzdalh . TS TY22NIB | Gof NI AKYF YA y& |
Once again we see the Jews picking up stones to kill himedliately our attention shifts t&xodus

3:14'L where Yahweh told Moses to tell the peogleL. I &  Iii Il 38ét him. The Hebrew phrase

Ad GSKS28SK FFaKSN) SKSeSKé | yRS#HI aS XKW &dza ©\S&RG A G/S YKy
John 8:58- was,d LINAY ! 6N} 'Y ASYSGKIFEA S3II SAYADE

ax

-1 AM Passages

John 8:58L 'is one of many | AM statements that Jesus made which can be compared to | AM
statements which Yahweh made in the Old Testament, specifically the book of Isaiah. Aside from the
above mentioned verse, the Septuagint rendersther Hebrew phrasé | y AasKQIZ I SA YA d¢


http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%201.14
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%205.18
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2010.30
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Mark%202.5-7
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Mark%2014.60-64
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%208.58
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Exodus%203.14
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Exodus%203.14
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%208.58
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%208.58
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John1.14%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John5.18%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John10.30%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Mark2.5-7%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Mark14.60-64%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John8.58%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Exodus3.14%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John8.58%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John8.58%7Cres=LLS:ESV

41

InJohn 4:26- Jesis says to the woman atthewell,L G K G & LIS 16 SIF/IG 2S KiRKISS K2 (K
so)g KAfS  LINFftSt Oly 0S5 |5aRUF® wAeNBeBaidiILK & SK &S & K i
doesspeakp SK2f RO ATl ASSA YIAé | dzi2a K2 fFElly LI NBAYAOO®

WS & dza Q Jahe I8R% wHeng Hesaysy G K G @2dz YI e o6StAS@S GKFG L Y
ISY TG K20 A A INBXAYRNE OSy (i |sidh 43:10Kwh&&H? Saidip 2 KIR& & ¥ dz
YIe 1y26 IyR 0StAS@S yR dzyRSNAGFYR GKFG L FYéE 6K

Directly connected tohe above Isaiah passage and perhaps the most telling | am statemkiitris3:24

'L where Jesus saidtothe JewisL T &2dz 0SSt AS@PS y2G GKIFG L Y @2dz A
FLROKFYSAAGKS Sy @IKA& RAYVIANILISNF S OkedaEdngedniigk . | Ko SKQ
0StASOAYI YR dzy RSNAGEFYRAY3I (KF{G K&padhas: 14k aL ! aé

Due to the limited space | will not be able to give a full account of all the parallels and uséag&sfl

S A Ynithe LXX and NT, but | will give a reference of all significant passages (*some simply draw

LI NI £ f St a ¢AGK2dzi § K abdz@BSent®ried tBeielis alSslhaihidg 4 @3:1-35 4 A RS &
'L 5Ll 25 45:18L; 46:4'L; 51:12°L' & John 6:20- ; 8:28'L; 18:56'L, 8'L .

- OT Passages about Yahweh Applied to Jesus

The apostle John quotésaiah 6:910'L which was about Yahweh and applied the passage directly to

Jesus idohn 12:3&341'L ', After quoting Isaiah John offers us his @ydathed interpretation of the

passage andsays,¢ KS&4S GKAYy3& &FAR LAl Al K ¢ Krfefconkegofdhe 6 | L {
chaper shows the HIM to be none other than Jesus! Thus John tells us in the simplest of terms that

Jesus is Yahweh!

Likewise, Matthew, Mark, and Luke all aplggiah 40:3-' where it is said tdprepare the way for
Yahweh'and"make straight a highway for Gogto the ministry of John the Baptist who came before
Jesus to prepare the way for Jeshba(k 1:7'L; Luke 3:16L; John 1:27L).

~

And what | feel is probably the most compelling passag®isans 10:1% ¢ KA OK | LILJX A S &
K

w2 §
thatd 6 K2 8RB K £ £ OF £t dzll2y G KS dissdtyiSlesE | | K§ S K

f
£ f
- Titles of Yahweh Applied to Jesus

There are also the titles of Yahweh in the OT that are applied to Jesus in the New Testament that must

be considered. Those titles a@:] 2 NF2 N&FAEC A N&E (0  Ih QeRerdndmy 6o # & Psalm

136:3L Yahweh is called the [ 2 NR © [Rewise2ild Rndothy 6:15L , Revelation 17:14, & 19:16

'L Jesusis called thie[ 2 NR  2Ao, inlshibiRid: @ & 48:12'- Yahvehiscalled § KS CANEG I yR
Last Jesus as well is callédii KS CA N& iin ReweRtiorilKLE , 1'% ; a:8 1¢; 22:13L

- Jesus receives Worship

The Bible shows us Jesus being worshipped again and again without correction or apology. From

childhood Matthew 2:2'L '/ 11'L)) to adulthood, Jesus is worshipped. He received worship from a leper

in Matthew 8:2'L' and from Jairus iMatthew 9:18L . He was worshipped by the disciplesvatthew
14:33L;28:17L; Luke 24:525 G KS Y20 KSN 2 F VEBawRRIS Mary OKAf RNBY A



http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%204.26
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2052.6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2013.19
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.10
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%208.24
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%208.24
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.10-11
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2041.4
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.1-3
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.1-3
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.5
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2043.25
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2045.18
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2046.4
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2051.12
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%206.20
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%208.28
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2018.5-6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2018.8
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%206.9-10
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%2012.38-41
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2040.3
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Mark%201.7
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Luke%203.16
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/John%201.27
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Romans%2010.13
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Deuteronomy%2010.17
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Psalm%20136.3
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Psalm%20136.3
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/1Timothy%206.15
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%2017.14
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%2019.16
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%2019.16
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2044.6
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Isaiah%2048.12
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%201.11
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%201.17
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%202.8
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Revelation%2022.13
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%202.2
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%202.11
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%208.2
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%209.18
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%2014.33
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%2014.33
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%2028.17
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Luke%2024.52
http://bible.logos.com/passage/nlt/Matthew%2020.20
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John4.26%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah52.6%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John13.19%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah43.10%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John8.24%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah43.10-11%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah41.4%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah43.1-3%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah43.5%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah43.25%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah45.18%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah46.4%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah51.12%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John6.20%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John8.28%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John18.5-6%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John18.8%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah6.9-10%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John12.38-41%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah40.3%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Mark1.7%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Luke3.16%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:John1.27%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Romans10.13%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Deuteronomy10.17%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Psalm136.3%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:1Timothy6.15%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Revelation17.14%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Revelation19.16%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah44.6%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Isaiah48.12%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Revelation1.11%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Revelation1.17%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Revelation2.8%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Revelation22.13%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew2.2%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew2.11%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew8.2%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew9.18%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew14.33%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew28.17%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Luke24.52%7Cres=LLS:ESV
libronixdls:keylink%7Cref=[en]bible:Matthew20.20%7Cres=LLS:ESV

42

Magdalene and the other Mary iatthew 28:9'L . Jesus was worshipped by the man possessed with
the legion of demons iMark 56'- as well as the man who was born blindJdohn 9:38-. We even see
the angels worshipping JesusHebrews 1:6- .

Now contrast this with Peter being worshippedAats 10:25826'- where he immediately corrects the
manbysayingy { 4 YR dzLJX L Y &cdiBabl&nd Barabag rénging their gdrnyets and not
allowing the Greek to sacrifice to themAwts 14:1115'L claiming that they weré YSY 2 F f A1 S
LJ- a a ATBReyaposilé John fell down to worship an angel/messengBeielation 19:1 and this

angel saidto himd & S S (i K 2 dit isRIgar theih thaf 2esusirhust be God in order to receive the
same worship fiorded to God alone. And to solidify this fact we see the Lamb and God receiving the
exact same worship iRevelation 5:134'L. We know that Jesus is the Landblfn 1:29-) soif he

were not God then God would have shared worship with a lowly creature.

- Jesus Shares Glory with the Father

Yahweh said itsaiah 42:8-' that he would not give His glory to armr or his praise to graven images.

Again inlsaiah 48:11t ' he explicitly states that He will not give His glory to another. We have already

seen that Jesus is worshippeddato add to this Jesus Himself said in his famous prayer to the Father in
John17:5- ,a CF 6 KSNE It 2NARFe YS GgAGK GKS D[hw, L 1!5 2L¢

¢tKA&a OSNRS alL)SlIl1a @2fdzySax C2NJ 2yS Al GSftfa dza GK
Secondy, it tells us that the Son existed before the world existed. Thirdly, it tells us via the imperfect

GSyasS 2F WwWSadaAaQ LlraasSaarzy 2F GKAa 3Fft2NBX GKFG 1S
g2NRax GKS | OlGAz2y 2vasadbniimimuactivkin tielpasEthus ihdteinds nBvier2 NB

a time when he came into possession of this glory. It was ALWAYS HIS!!!

{ LI OS 42y Qi tt2g Fye Y2NB (GKFy L KIF@S |t NSFR& LI
regard to what Scriptw says concerning the Person of Jesus or his Hypostatic Union.

kkkkkkhkkkkkkkkkkkk Jesus dld not need to be Savédf***************

Searchingone1033 claimed that Jesus needed to be saved like any other man. Well the scriptures testify
unanimously that Jes came to save people from their sMdtthew 1:21'L)). Jesus had no sin to be

saved from agCorinthians 5:21' (who knew no sin; Hebrews 4:13-' (without sin); and1Peter 2:22

'L’ (who did no sin) so plainly tell usdebrews 9:14- tells us that Jesus offered himsalithout spot to

God.

[*Note: | purposely exceeded the 1500 word limit so as to keep things somewhat fair. Searchingone1033
has violated the parameters of the debate format many times up to this point and | have allowed this
without asking that he be disqualified. Forghieason | feel that | am entitled to a few extra words in my
presentation of the Son.*]
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Christadelphian: Point 3 Counter Rebuttal

Tuesday, August 29, 2006

Searchingonel033 Point 3: Counter Rebuttal
POINT 3The Person of the Son

Predictably, my opponent had no answer for the wealth of information | provided on what the apostles
actually taughtas essential doctrine. Hgaimsto affirm Jesus is a manybhe actually affirms that

Jesus is &sod-man'. The real issue is that the aposttady taught that Jesus was a mamgverthat he

was a 'Godnan'.

My opponent believes that he does not have to prove the apostles 'explicitly taught the Trinity as
defined by the Nicen&onstantinopolitan & Athanasian creeds’, yet that is the exact definition he has
undertaken to defend.

He falsely claims that his only task 'is proving the Trinity is inBd@agtal, but he has failed to define
exactly what he means BRiblical', and this is not what the Creeds he profess actually say. It appears
that my opponent believes thatny doctrine is 'Biblical' if it is derived from a humber of verses which
someone has put together. This would make the doctrines of purgatahypeaying to saints 'Biblical'.

My opponent's real task is not to prove that the doctrine is 'Biblical' in this loose and vague sense, but
that it isessential to salvationsince this is what the creeds he professes explicitly state.

He has been unable provide any evidence at all that it is impossible to preach 'the only Jesus that can
save' without 'a belief in the Trinity'. As | have shown, the apostles preached repeatedly aboudithe
whom Godappointed (Jesus Christ), but never preached the Tyjrand baptized thousands of people

K2 KIR y2 (y2sfSR3IS 2F (KAa 0StASTod ¢KAA O2YyiGNIR

failed to address it.

My opponent imagines | have never said Christ is our saviour, when in fact | have. Thénaeminade
is that he does not save w$ himself, but as the agent of God

The apostles taught explicitly that Christ is Hgentby whichGodsaves Romans 6:23 |, Titus 3:56'L
, Galatians 3:18-, Hebrews 13:221'L), including by justificatiorRomans 3:246'L’; 5:1-2'L)),
sanctification Hebrews 10:18-), and glorificationZ Thessalonians 2:12)).

It was claimed that God's application of the word 'saviour' to Himself means that none but God can be
called 'saviour', but we find men used as God's agents to save are calledirs@vidges 2:16., 18'L;
3:9'L 15'L 'TheLord raised u@ saviour; 31; 10:1; 13:5), just as Christ is.

My opponent's main arguments consisted of the following:
* In John 5:18- the Jews believed Christ was saying he was equal with God: Christ cotreatedy

sayingl i KS {2y Oy R2 3 2MyKR yhathirghERyyse 2 5: 5%, 302 ). See
alsoJohn 14:28-' ('My Father is greater than I'), and the fact that the apostles taught thas tiee

servantof God(Acts 3:13-,26'- WK A & aASNII yi WSAH#EzADINSHRAFBONI A &4 SR

WemIdK 2t & aSNBIyid wSadzaQoo

dzL.
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* The use of THEOS Titus 2:13L and2 Peter 1:1L: Aside from noting the fact that the grammar in
both places is ambiguous (readers, check standard Trinitarian Bible translations and commehtaries),
shall simply quote my opponent back to himself:

4t is not enoughthat the Father is called God, the Son is called God, and the Holy Spirit is called God.
The title in and of itself does not necessitathat each person being called God is the one @a,nor
does it irrefutably prove the Trinity.

Christ said the samgghn 10:3336'L)).

* 'l and my father are one": Christ proves this is no claim to deity, sayilwhim17:223'L that he is
praying that his disciples 'may be ojust as we are one'

* Christ can forgive sins: That Christ gave authority to the apostles to forgive sins proves that you don't
have to be God to forgive sins (mgponent claims that only God could give authority to men to forgive
sins, but provided no evidence for this, nor did he prove that a man with such authority from God could
not give it to others).

* ' am'". The loudest appeal was made to the Greek tex®afdus 3:14, which as my opponent

helpfully told usdoes notsay 'EGW EIMI' (Christ's words), but 'EGW BMWN'(which Christ did not

say); numerous Bible translations and commentaries (all Trinitarian), qualify Christ's 'l am' statements
with the relevant words implied in the Greek in each place, recognising that there is no use of a 'Divine
title' here.

* The trial: Christ was asked if he was the son of God, and answered 'l am', proving that his only claim
was to be theson of God not to be God; that the high priest saw this as blasphemy is irrelevant, since it
is not described as blasphemy under the Lot if Christ hadactuallyclaimed to be God explicitly, so
many times in his ministry, why was this accusatiemerraised at his trial bgny of the witnesses?

* The glory: It was alleged that Christ must be God since God said that He would not shareyhigthylo
another, but Christ shares that same glory with his disciplésltm 17:22- ('The glory you gave to nme
have given to them)

* God's titles applid to Jesus: This only proves that Christ is God's representatiggdatus 23:2@1'L

an angel is given the name of Yahweh when he ac®oaks agent, and iActs 7:30L' Stephen says that
when 'Yahweh' spoke to Moses in the burning bush, it was really an angel); the claim was made that
Romans 10:13 applies Joel's words to Jesus, but Jesus isn't even referreRionirans 10:12

* Jesus receives worship: the Greek word translated worship simply means to bow down, and does not
necessarily refer to worship of someone as Gbi; used when a man in Christ's parable bows to

another man fatthew 18:2¢'-), and used when Christ says he will make the enemies of his servants
bow at their feet Revelation 3:9-)

| agree with my opponent that Christ never sinned (I have never said otherwise), but this doesn't change
the fact that the apostles predicate Christ's work of salvation on his being a man identical to those he
came to save, who really died, and needed savafrom death (Hebrews 5: 'Christ offered both

requests and supplications... to the one who was ablsaee him from deathand he waseard
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because of his devotion’).

It should be noted that Christ also had to be justifigdl{mothy 3:16-), sanctified John 10:36-), and
glorified John 7:39-; 12:16'L, Acts 3:13L ), meaning he had to be saved through the same process as
those he came to save.

Questions | want answered:

* |f such statements as these Creede binding on all Christians, then why not other doctrinal
statements made by other church councils, which contain equally 'Biblical' statements?

* Why does the Bible say it is essential to know the Father is the only true God, not the Father, Son, and
Holy Spirit?

* Why does no single passage in the Bible describe God as three persons?

* Why would a doctrine which is allegedly essential for salvation not be taught by the apostles or
declared explicitly in Scripture?

* Where does the Bible say that the@ctrine of the Trinity is essential for salvation?
* Why does the Bible say it is essential to believe that Jesus is a man, not that Jesus is God?

* Why did the apostles baptize thousands of people without teaching them the Trinity, or even that
Jesus i&0d?

* Why do the apostles repeatedly say that the saving work of the atonement was based on Jesus being a
man, not on Jesus being God, or a 'Gaan'?

* What evidence is there that the Greek and Hebrew words for 'he' can refer to more than one person?
* In Matthew 11:11L 'andLuke 7:28-, Christ says that of those who have been born of a woman,

there was nonareater than John the BaptisScripture says that Christ was born of a wonidatthew
1:26'L, Galatians 4:4 ), so who is greater, John the Baptist or Christ?

* Did Jesus die, or did only Jesus' body die?
* Can God die?
* God cannot be seen by meh Timothy 6:16-), so when men saw Jesus, who did thegse

* Why did the apostles use none of the arguments for the Trinity, nor any of the quotes, which my
opponent does?

* What arguments and quotedid the apostles use to convince people of the Trinity?

* Why could my opponent only find two verses in thaiee Bible which apparently call Jesus 'THEOS'?
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Trinitarian: Point 3 Closing Statement

Wednesday, August 30, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 3: Closing Statement
Point 3: The Person of the 80

Let me begin by stating that | unapologetically stand by my use of extra words in my last post, but
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as | said in my very first post:

G. ST2NB 0S3AAYyYyAy3a GKA&A RSolFGS {SINOKAy3dIz2ySmnoo | &
told him that | hold to orthodox Trinitarianism affirmedin the NiceneConstantinople Creed and the

Athanasian Creed.he question was then asked if | would be arguing based on these creeds and my

NB & LJ2 y a S | explaineddhyta wodild be arguing my point based on the inspired Hebrew, Aramaic
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done this. If the Trinity can be proven (which it has been) to be Who and What God is then it follows
GKIFIG AGQa SaaSydaAalt G2 alrt@driiazye .dzi 2yO0S | 3ILAYyS

L gAff y26 RSFTAYS Yé dz&aS 2F GKS 62NR . Ao0fAOFf® a.
scripture and brings harmony to the text and our theology. The Trinity by this standard is clearly Biblical

since nothing has ever been set forthto éoN> RA Ol 2 NJ NBFdziS AdG® { SI NOKAY 3;
be the extraBiblical language employed by the creeds, but as Robert Lethamisik A & 61 & Yy SOS a3
0SOlFdzaS KSNBGAOA YAadziSR (K S[1].Inothdr Bordd, BothdbdzLILI2 NI (K S
orthodox and heterodox were using the same words to describe different things, therefore the orthodox
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arguments, but is this the case? As | stated, there was nothing of substance in disproving the Trinity

therefore | presented an affirmative position that nullified all arguments against the Trinity. Oncg agai

Jesus is a man, yes GodMan. To say that the apostles taught that Jesus was merely a man is

ridiculous in light of their praying to Jesdg{s 7:59L ; 1Corinthians 1:2) and their worship of Jesus

(see last pet), and their calling Jesus Gadalin 20:28-). Even secular reference is made to this fact

(see Pliny the Younger, Epistles X.96)
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other than God could bealledd { I A 2 NXP¢ ¢KS Of LAY gl & GKIG 2yte | I |
Savior. He did after all say that there is NO SAVIOR BESIDE HIiMs®vveoare referring to the

salvation of our souls and the conferment of eternal life. Something the men in Judges could not do.

Jesus never corrected the men in John 5 in fact to say that He could do nothing of Himself only showed
the essential unityofi KS CF GKSNJ I yR GKS {2y® WSadzaQ adl iSYSyi
to function, not ontology. Regardless of what my opponent would have you believe, functional
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being GodPhilippians 2:8*L ' so eloquently explains the humiliation of the Son kb. 2:7L, 9°L).
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position?

LOR y2GS8S G4KFG I'h nbobDa O®KSELLNEBIAAY WSRIIRIDA @A BIA§ I2 B L
text. But that ignores the Isaiah parallels.
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Incarnate Word (Bernard), cf. Joh. 1:14; Joh. Znbiihe glory of the Eternal Word mentioned in Joh.

17:24¢[2]

Searchingone1033 actually helped the Trinitarian position by mentioning the Angel of Yahweh. Clearly
when read in contet there is no mistaking that the Angel of Yahweh is indeed Yahweh Himself. Many

have concluded thisto bethe pley OF Ny I §S / KNA&ald FyR gA0GK 3JI22R NBI a
LI aal 3Sa a2 LQfft L} A GéneswBa:7RS;E12182 ;24:PLY85; MBIAFZ NSy O0S &
'L Exodus 3:22'L: 13:21-22"L cf. 14:1920'L; Numbers 22:3485'L ' cf. 22:38'L' & 23:12'L: Judges

2:1-4"L: 6:12-23'L; 13:323'L,
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conclude that God the Father was? There are simply tanymexamples of Jesus being worshipped to
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'L wasclearly referring to the Father (vs. 3Revelation 3:9-'is the exception, not the rule.

Answers to Questions

1.Irrelevant(Creedt | Ay QUG GKS AaadzSo

2.John17:3- LJX | 0Sa WSadza 2y GKS alryS tS@gSt 27F a
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3. Single passagesddlatthew 28:1¢L .

4. It was taught by the apostles as seen in their benedictions and doxol&desrthians 13:14-
2Thessalonians 3:5; 1Peter 1:2L; Jude 2E621°L).

5. The necessity of the Trinity for salvation is the logical conclusion drawn from identifying God as
Triune.

6. John refuted a Gnostic heresy (Docetism) that denied Jesus came in thietiegthad no problem
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with His Deity.

7. The apostles did teach thdesus was God\¢ts 20:28-0 | yR (G KSe& ot LJWGAT SR Ay WS,

(Acts 2:38L,8:12'L/ 16°L |, 10:48L, 19:5'L) using the Trinitarian formula He prescribédiatthew
28:19'L).

8. The apostles say no such thingt desus would have needed to be a man to atone for sin since blood

was necessanLgviticus 17:114).

bd LQfEf FyasSNI i KS§WiateSiderica i8 tferedhiatihé Greek §ndzSebréwi viyds
F 2 NJ caniidb réfer to One Being?

10. Jesus is greate€olossians 1:158'L).
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12. No, God cannot die (nor did He).

13. Yes, God can be seen by m@eriesis 32: 30 ; Exodus 24:1%; Judges 13:22 )t No, the Father
cannot be seen by meddghn 1:18-; 6:46'L; 1John 4:12L/, 20'L )

14.1rrelevant (Perhaps there was no argument against it)
15.Irrelevant (Who says the people needed convincing?)

16. | used 2 versedifus 2:13L' & 2Peter 1:1L) that are irrefutable grammatically via the Grarwill
Sharp rule. | can list plenty stating that Jesus is Gadbah 9:6-; John 1:14-/ 18'L; 20:28'L; Romans
9:5'L; Philippians 2:8-; 1Timothy 3:16L' (TR)Hebrews 1:8-; 1John 5:20-)

Notes

[1] Letham, RoberfThe Holy Tinity: In Scripture, History, Theology, and Worstihillipsburg, NJ: P&R,
2004) p. 2.

[2] Robertson, A.TWord Pictures in the New Testamgibhn 17:22L' (ESword Bible Software).
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Moderator Comment

Thursday, August 31, 2006

Moderator Comment

We have now come to the end of part three of our fqoint debate. We will now be starting the last
section the person or being of the Holy Spirit. Searchingone1033 will have the opening argument and
Prophetnick77 will have the first rebuttal.

Also, at this time | would like to invite both participantghiéy wish to make one summary statement
consisting of 2500 words with no external links or rebuttals by either party. Because Searchingone1033
had the opening argument at the start of the debate, Prophetnick77 will have the first summary
statement.

Summaly statements are not to be presented as arguments only a recap of stated beliefs on each of the
four points of the debate.

Friday, September 01, 2006

Moderator Correction

Correctio, Prophetnick77 will have the opening argument in this fourth and final point in our debate.
Searchingone1033 had the opening arguments in one and three and Prophetnick77 had the opening
argument in points two and four. Sorry for any confusion.



http://trinitydebate.blogspot.com/2006/08/end-of-part-threestart-of-point-four.html
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Trinitarian: Point 3 Closing Statement

Saturday,September 02, 2006

Prophetnick77: Summary Statement

Readers, so far you have seen me argue affirmatively for the doctrine of the Trinity from a scriptural
standpoint. Any reference | have made to creeds for the most part has been to acknowledge that the

debate has gotten off topic and needed to be brought back to the-Bmathed scriptures. Now let me

say that | fully affirm every statement thatthesecréed YI { S o6dzi L R2y Qi ySSR @K
doctrine of the Trinity. The Bible is certainly sufficient for this task

Since this post is a summary and not actually part of the arguments, | want to take the time to finally

comment on the creeds. | think th&earchingone1033 in arguing against them is not only missing the

point of this debate, but the point of the creeds themselves. The creeds in question were drafted as
statements of faith in response to heresy. They were defensive declarations that reaffiha already

accepted doctrines of the Church. Had the teachings of Arius and later the Pneumatomachians (a.k.a.
Macedonians) been the normative views of God then there would have been no controversy. More

precise definitions would not have been necegdamt once again as Robert Letham saéid; KA a ¢ a
ySOSaalrNeE 0SOlId&AaS KSNBGAOa YAadzaSR (GKS . Ao6fS (2 a

Philip Schaff noted in the introduction to Hiistory of the Christian Church
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error. The doctrine of the holy Trinity, for instance, was believed from the beginning, but it required, in
addition to the preparatory labors of the antéNicene age, fifty years of controversy, irhich the
strongest intellects were absorbed, until it was brought to the clear expression of the Niceno
Constantinopolitan CreedThe Christological conflict was equally long and intense, until it was brought
G2 + aStitSYSyid oe [likKS O2dzyOAtf 2F [/ KIft OSR2y ®¢

YR ONMzOKFdzf @ ALISIF{AYy3IZT 6S R2y Qi ySiStefadtsthat Bt @ 2y
GKS SINIASAG /KNRARaAGAlIYyad SYOSRRSR ¢NAYAGENAREFY aONB
benedictions2Cor. 13:14-; 1Pet. 1:2L), as well as doxologies or compact doctrinal statetee

asserting the deity of JestBgm. 9:5L; Phil. 2:611'L0 Iy R (2 I NBdzS (soligioreli KA & A &
the very Word of God. We need to remember that the New Testament was not bound together in one

book the way we have it now, and had it been, a good number of the people to whom it would have

been given were illiterate; therefore Christians wabging hymns or recite short phrases which were

passed along orally from the apostles to the churches.

b2¢ KI@GAy3 F200Sy GKIG 2FF 2F Y& OKSaduz LQR tA1S
present all of the relevant data that | would realiked to because of the word limits, and believe me,
there is much more that | could presenbut what has been presented so far has not been refuted.
{d2NBsx ¢S KI @S aSSy YvYeée 2LIRySyd ale GKAy3a
atery 6 A @Sa GKFG I NByQld O2yaraidsSyd gAdK GKS

u» =
S >
>F —0

Likewise, you have seen me ignore some of his points of argument, not because they were too strong to
be dealt witht on the contrary | ignored them because they were either off topic or unsubsta.
Truth be told, | have wasted much of my word limit addressing arguments that | would have just as soon
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ignored, and correcting caricatures of my actual arguments that | never should have had to in the first
placer but such is the nature of debate amluis is an ugly fact that | was aware of entering into this
dialogue.

It has been made clear from my posts and more importantly scripture that there are Three Persons who
possess all of the essential attributes of Deifihe Father, The Son, and The Hapyrit. All Three

Persons are Eternal, Aowerful, AlKnowing, and Evar NBa Sy i o 2 SQ@S aSSy | GdSYL
a2 o0dzi aONALIIdzNBE RA&FINBSad 2SQ@S aSSy GKS Kdzylhy
while his deity is purposely igned so as to make it appear that the Bible presents a finite Son, a created

being separate from the Father. But once the scriptures are viewed as one homogenous whole, we see

that this is anything but true.

| was accused of stringing together random vérse2 ¥ & ONA LJG dzNB G2 F2N¥Y R2O0GNR
the pages of the Bible, when the fact is that | have examined the Bible from beginning to end and
systematically arrived at the doctrine of the Trinity. | feel it necessary to explain my methodemgy

CANRG 2F Iff LQY I (KSAadulRomank B120Ewhii2bdsichllsvates G KSA &
GKFG D2RQa SGSNYIFf LR6SNI I YR RAJAY blividusly belleve df ST NI &
a God, but there are a number of things out there vying for my devotion, adoration, and worship so |

was faced with the decision of which God is the right God. | have come to believe in the God ef Judeo
Christianity, Yahweh becausetdis Word.

2KFG L YSHyYy Aa (GKAAaX 2dzi 2F [ttt GKS It4GSNYylraAgdS «a
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Science & Health with Key to theriptures, etc.) that have allegedly come from all of these other gods,

the Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek scriptures of Ju@bdstianity are the only ones that stand up to the

claim of divine authorship via the accuracy and fulfillment of predictive prophetrnal consistency,

SUOX

So now | am forced to approach the scriptures with the supposition that because of their divine
authorship they cannot lie and by consequence cannot contradict themselves, because God who is their
source cannot lieHeb. 6:18L). Can an infinitely perfect God testify to having been seen and not having
been seen at the same time and in the same sense? Of course not! This would violate the law of non
contradicion and God cannot contradict Himself therefore His Word cannot contradict itself.

So while the Bible tells me in more than one place that no man has ever seen God or can see God and

live Ex. 33:20-; John 1:18L; 6:46'L; 1John 4:12L) it also tells me that God has indeed been seen by

human eyes and these men have survivéerf. 32:30-; Ex. 24:11-; Jud. 13:2220 @ ¢ Kdza L QY f S¥
reconcile an apparent contradiction in scripture that was inspired by a God who cannot contradict

Himself. The only way this is possible is with a Trinitarian theology.

A polytheistic theology is cleg out of the question because the scriptures from cover to cover
unabashedly pronounce that there is one and only one God in all of existeraé @:35L , 6:4'L; |s.
43:1011'L, 44:6'L, 8'L 45:56"L, 14'L 21-22'L 46:9'L; Mal. 2:1CL; Mk. 12:32'L; Rom. 3:30~-;

1Cor. 8:6L; Eph. 4:6L; 1Tim. 2:5L; Jam. 2:19). A Unitarian theology allows the contradiction to stand
and offers no sufficient explanation. A Trinitarian theology brings harmony to the text because it allows
for multiple Persons to share One Nature of Deity. Heattd hree Persons are equally God without
violating monotheism, yet one or even two of the Persons can claim to have never been seen, while
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another can have been seen, and both statements are true.

This is one small example out of margnother being the se of plural pronouns iGenesis 1:26 (cf.

Gen. 3:22-;11:7'L; 1s. 6:8L). Now as | briefly commented on in my closing rebuttals to Points #1 and
#2 the Trinitarian has no problem explaining such an apparent aberration of language, yet the Unitarian
view farces the text to say that God consulted the angels in creation and as we have seen, irrelevant
texts that do not use plural pronouns were cited in support of this ideal(kgs. 22:1922'L’; Job 1:612

'L 2:1-6'L). The Trinitarian view rightly notes that the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit were all active in
creation, which agrees perfectly withenesis 1:2@7'L/, notto mention the passages of scripture
GKSNB GKS | SoNBs ( SEed 128405 HyaR 2Rsl BI04 R é o
reference to the One God Yahweh.

It is this same method of that | consistently use to interpret every word of scripture. Scripture cannot be

G0 KS2 LY S dzBréathed@2Tina BB YR O2y G+ AYy O2yGNI RAOGAZ2YaAD L
Therefore you have seen me argue in favor of the Trinity based uposupjgsition that the Bible is

true and God cannot lie. If the Bible tells me that there is only One Being in existence that possesses the
essential attributes of deityigaiah 4310'L ), and then turns around and shows me that there are Three

Persons who possess these attributes and also share One Néate 28:19'L ), then | am forced to

arrive at a Trinitarian conclusion. These are some of the facts that | mentioned in my opening post and
continued in Point #1 ofhis debate.

When the topic turned to the Father in Point #2 you saw me present a scripturally sound and logically
irrefutable proof for the eternality of the Son based upon the eternality and immutability of the Father.
In fact the case was so strong thatthe subsequent rebuttal, it was asked that it be held until Point #3!

To review the argument, The Father is G 2:1CL) --> The Father is Eterndg. 90:2L) --> The

Father is ImmutableMal. 3:6'L). If these statements are true then logic demands that the Father has

always been the Father. Likewise they demand that the Father must have always had a child otherwise

GKS (K&ENE aal ¥SIHyAay3dt Saaed 90Sy Ay (KS aevozftAd as$s
somethingor someoneexisted alongside the Father from all eternity. Since the Son created all that

exists and without Him was not anything made that was mdadér 1:3-; Col. 1:1617'L) then it

follows that the Son has been the one who was with the Fattoen all eternity. He preexisted

everything else that would be able to even be considered a child of God.

The preexistence of the Son was also demonstrated in Point #3 by showing the use of the imperfect
tense ofJohn 17:5t'in terms of the Son possessing glory with the Father from before the foundation of
the world. Likewise this was shown from my closing rebuttal to Point #1 by mentioning the imperfect
tenseand its use idohn 1:2% .
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fatherhood was yet future and he based this ugBamuel 7:14- ' andHebrews 1:5- which is a quote

of Psalm 2:7- and2Sam. 7:14 6 KAt S ySAGKSNI GSEG yS3IIFisSa W2KyQa &
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for the how the Father can be eternal, immutaband the Father without a Son. In other words,
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they are:

1. The abovementioned concerning the Father having a Son from all eternity.
2. The use of plural pronouns for a God that Searchingone1033 believes to be one person.
3. The crieria by which Searchingonel033 asserts that the Father is a person.

4. The criteria by which Searchingone1033 denies that more than one person can share one essential
nature.

hy | Y2NB LISNRALKSNIf A&aadzsSI LQR fthiahgBagdiréferehog ¢ ¢ KI G
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why this one being cannot exist in three inseparable persons.

And then there is the issue of the logical fallacies such as thedbauestions he asked in his last
NEaLR2yaS O2yOSNYyAy3a (GKS | NHdzySyida GKS lLkRadfSa dza
guotes | use to prove the Trinity. The questions assume that the apostles had to argue with people
concerning the Trinitpr that they had to convince people of the Trirityhis is an unproven

assumption. Also, the apostles did use the quotestus&k S 2y f & (GKAyYy3I AataKFd (GKS
GKSe ¢gSNB GKS 2NAIAYIE aLISIF{SNEX LQY (GKS 2yS | dz

Already mentioned were the caistent red herrings concerning the creeds and now more recently the

Waz2dzZ afSSLIQ ljdzSadAiazy GKFdG sFa FalSR® LQR 23S G2
of his body but that is not the topic of debate. But we can be confidenttti@body is the only thing

GKIFd RASa 2y lye2ySaeo bl (dz2NBEa OSNIIAyteée R2y Qi RASO

Ly Of2aAy3 LQR 2dza éunity of Gofl has Beens® forihSmdlsuported with & 0 KS ¢ N.
scripture.

The first point of debate was whether or not the Trinity wasoand Biblical doctrine. It has been shown

to be exactly that via my arguments concerning the attributes of deity inherent in the Three Persons
(Father, Son, Holy Spirit) as well as the divine functions in Creation, Salvation, and Indwelling. The titles
GRPR¢ YR a[ 2NRé 6SNBE (KS AOAy3a 2y GKS OF1So

The second point was the Person or Being of the Father. | set forth an affirmative position on the
CriKSNRa LISNE2yFfAGe +ta ¢Sttt a4 KAa SGSNYyELft FIGKS
refuted even with the two references quoted against it.

¢KS GKANR LRAY(O ¢gla GKS t SNaR2Yy 2F (KS {2y®d L &4K2g
dzy RSNARUGIFYRAY3 2F GKSY (GKFd 1'S gl a D2Rd® L Ffaz oNR
Jesusinlisal@a YR W2Ky® ¢KA& 6l a G2LIISR 2FF 6A0GK || KgSKQ
passages speaking of Yahweh applied to Jesus. Overwhelming evidence was shown that the Son was

indeed worshipped by his followers and secular history corroborategiféict, and it was written off as a

YSNBE G02¢6Ay3 R2¢gyeé 0STF2NB WSadzad | I NRft& O2YLISttAyY
worshipped. And finally, | answered all the relevant questions that my opponent demanded | answer
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The fourth point of debate on the Holy Spirit will prove to be interesting. Until then | leave you with one

of the Trinitarian benedictions of the apostle Paul¢ KS 3INJ} OS 2F GKS [ 2NR WSadza
God,andthecommiA 2y 2F (GKS | 2f @& DKR@iI1epE gAIGK &2dz | ff
Notes

[1] Schaff, Philigilistory of the Christian Church, 8 vgReabody, MA: Hendrikson, rprt. 2006). Vol. 1, p.
10.
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Trinitarian: Point 4 Opening Statement

Thursday, September 07, 2006

Prophetnick77-- Point 4: Opening Statement
Point 4: Who or Whais the Holy Spirit?

In response to the question asked of Point 4 | must answer that the third Person of the Trinity is WHO
the Holy Spirit is and God as to His essential nature is WHAT the Holy Spirit is.

Now as has been sufficiently demonstrated ieyious posts, the Holy Spirit is by nature God as
evidenced by His being in possession of all of the attributes of Deity, i.e. EterHelire(vs 9:14-),
Omnipotence lcaiah 40:12- ), OmnisciencelCorinthians 2:14.1'L), Omnipresenceqsalm 139:718
*L). The Holy Spirit is also called GAdté 5:34'L) as well as Lor@Corinthians 3:1% ). The Holy
Spirit CreatesGenesis 1:24; Job 26:13L; 33:4'L), RegeneratesTIitus 3:5L), Gives Life2Corinthians
3:6'L), Justifies{Corinthians 6:11% ), SanctifieslPeter 1:2L), Resurrects Romans 8:11 ), Indwells
BelieversZTimothy 1:14L), and Searches the Heattorinthians 2:1f-). His Deity is firmly
established beyond refutation.

Since this is true then my main task in this post is to set forth the personality of the Holy Spirit. | will

judge this according to the definition | laid out for theS N G LISNR 2y é Ay Yé 2Ly Ay 3
same criteria | used to establish the Father's personality in Point 2 (i.e. intelligence, rationality, and
consciousness.)

The Holy Spirit has a Mind and Knowledge (intelligence)

And he that searchetthe hearts knoweth what is the mind of the Spirit, because he maketh
intercession for the saints according to the will of G&tbrians 8:27*)

Forwhat 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 GodiCrinthians 2:1%)

The Holy Spirit Reasons (rationality)

For it seemed good to the Holy Ghost, and to us, to lay upon you no greater burden than these
necessary thingsActs 15:28L))

The Holy Spirit is SeAware (consciousness)

As they ministered to the Lord, and fastéldde Holy Ghost saidSeparatane Barnabas and Saul for the
work whereuntol have called them Acts 13:2L))

2t e

CKAZ aK2df R 68 adFFAOASYydG (2 LINROS G(KIG wikS |
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criterion logically necessitates denying the personality of anyone who possesses these traits.
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