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Introduction 

 

The Christian religion claims to be the fulfillment of the 

writings of Moses and the Prophets of the Tanakh. However, I 

have spent the last 14 years of my life realizing that it bears little 

to no resemblance of the religion handed down to Moses and the 

Prophets of the Tanakh. Before I begin I want to assure the reader 

that I am not in any way, attacking the original writings of Yeshua 

the Messiah, or the Apostle Paul. What I am attacking is 

Christianity’s attempts to conform those writings to the Greco-

Roman Philosophies of their Gentile Ancestors.  

 

1.The first piece of evidence that I present to the reader is the 

Historical documents that prove that at least a large portion of the 

New Testament was written in Hebrew, not Greek.1 This is 

aggravated by the fact that it is undisputed that Messiah and the 

Apostles spoke Hebrew and Aramaic to their audiences. The 

modern day Bible translations for English speakers are based on 

Greek texts which do not fully reflect the meaning of the Hebrew 

in the way that the Jews would have understood it.  

 

2. One of the primary examples of this is the Christian doctrine of 

God.  The Hebrew word Elohim was the generic word for God in 

the Tanakh. However, this word was also used to refer to the false 

gods of the nations, idols, departed spirits, angels, and men.2 It did 

not necessarily refer to the Almighty. This is significant when 

Christians use John 20:28 to justify the existence of another god 

in the Christian heresy of the Godhead. There is no such concept 

in the Tanakh. Traditional Christianity essentially teaches four 

gods.  

                                                           
1The Panarion of Epiphanius of Salamis. Nazoraeans, 29. Against 

Nazoraeans 9,4; Eusebius, Church History, Book III, Chapter 24, 6;  

Chapter 38, 2; Chapter 39, 16; Book V, Chapter 10, 3; Book VI, 

Chapter 14, 2; Jerome, Lives of Illustrious Men, Chapters III and V; 

Edward Gibbon, History of Christianity, 185-186, FN 152. 
2Exo. 7:1, 21:6, 22:8, 9, Deut. 10:17, 1 Sam. 2:25, Psa. 45:6, 7, 82:1, 

82:6, 136:2, 138:1  
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Ultimately, the one God is a Pantheistic Monad from which all 

things emanate. Immediately emanating from the Monad is the 

Father and the Son and then the Holy Spirit from the Father and 

the Son. Thus, the Monad (primary God) manifests itself as three 

subordinate gods. This is a radical departure from the Tanakh and 

even from Christianity’s own early tradition. In the original 

Nicene Creed (325) we read, “We believe in one God, the Father 

almighty”. It does not say that the one God is an abstract Monad 

or a Trinity. The only time the New Testament uses the Greek 

word Theos or in English God, and attaches a numeric value to it 

(Thus a monotheistic context), it is referring to the Father; never 

to the Son or Spirit.3 And the fact remains, the one God is never 

said to be a divine nature. The Bible never refers to the one God 

as three persons or an essence, but always one person.4 This 

person has a name. It is not the generic term God. It is not Holy 

Trinity. It is Yah; one person. If you believe that there are three 

divine persons that are absolutely equal, and may receive prayer 

and worship you believe in three gods. Play all the words games 

and cast all the verbal sorcery you will, you my friend are a 

Pagan.5  

 

3. Christians believe that what matters is the soul not the external 

affairs of the body which is why they reject the Kosher Laws. This 

is due to their ignorance of the Talmudic category of Common 

Foods which they have confused with Unclean Foods. Modern 

English translations do even more to aid this misunderstanding by 

                                                           
3John 17:1-3, 1 Cor. 8:6 
4Deut. 32:39 , 2 Kings 19:19, Neh. 9:6, Psa. 83:18, 86:10, Isa. 40:25, 

43:10,  44:6-8, 45:5,18, 22, 46:5,9, 61:4, 64:6, Joel 2:27 
5 Deut. 6:4 
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adding to the Greek text in Mark 7 and mistranslating Mark 7 and 

Romans 14. This spiritual-physical dialectic was the foundation 

upon which the Cathar heretics and other Gnostic groups justified 

their rejection of the physical world and as such some Cathars 

even took this to mean that free sex was permitted because what 

happens with the body is irrelevant to the soul. I have personally 

known Christians who justified their sin of pre-marital sex by 

saying that Jesus freed them from law.  As we shall see later, the 

idea that the true self is a pure soul, a ghost in the shell, is in fact 

a Pagan idea and nowhere taught in the Bible.  

 

4. This leads me to the next point. Christianity teaches a Gnostic 

view of sex. Due to their misunderstanding of 1 Cor. 7, Christians 

teach that it is good for a man to be unmarried. This is in direct 

contradiction to Gen. 2:18 "It is not good for the man to be alone; 

I will make him a helper suitable for him." Yet the Christian 

tradition has taught the exact opposite. It glorifies the Monastic 

and Ascetic life which is traditional in Pagan cultures. Paul says 

in 1 Cor. 7, “26 I think then that this is good in view of the 

present distress, that it is good for a man to remain as he is. 27 Are 

you bound to a wife? Do not seek to be released. Are you released 

from a wife? Do not seek a wife. 28 But if you marry, you have not 

sinned; and if a virgin marries, she has not sinned. Yet such will 

have trouble in this life, and I am trying to spare you. 29 But this 

I say, brethren, the time has been shortened…” 

 

You see, the Corinthian believers were under persecution and 

were constantly in need of retreat. It would have been difficult for 

a man to flea persecution with a wife and small children. Paul’s 

prescriptions in this Chapter were specifically for this period and 

not general rules for all believers in all times.  

 

5. Christianity rejects the Sabbath, the 4th Commandment written 

with the finger of God. The Sabbath is a creation ordinance (Gen. 

2:3). It is as natural as heterosexual marriage (Gen. 2:24, Mat. 

19:4-5), the headship of the man over the woman (1 Cor. 11:3), 

man’s dominion over all creation (Gen. 1:26,28) and labor (Gen. 

2:15). The Sabbath pre-dates the Jewish Commonwealth by many 

centuries. The Sabbath Commandment; or the Fourth 
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Commandment of the Decalogue, is clearly in the context of nine 

other moral commandments. The idea that the 4th Commandment 

is now expired is a violation of the first principle of Biblical 

interpretation: Context. Some Christians think Sunday is the new 

Sabbath. It is a common assumption that the apostles met for 

sacramental worship on Sunday; yet this is not true. Acts 20:11 

says, “When he had gone back up and had broken the bread and 

eaten, he talked with them a long while until daybreak, and then 

left.” As we can see the breaking of bread was not sacramental. 

Moreover, Acts 2:42-47 says that the disciples met daily to hear 

the apostle’s doctrine, for worship and for breaking bread. Thus, 

the fact that they met on the first day of the week does not 

constitute a new Sabbath, otherwise every day of the week would 

be a Sabbath according to Acts 2:46-47. Also, in Acts 20 Paul was 

preparing to travel in the daytime on the first day of the week 

(Days begin with evenings. See Gen. 1), necessarily inferring that 

he did not regard it as a Sabbath. Moreover, in 1 Cor. 16:1, 2 Paul 

commanded work to be done on the first day of the week.6 If the 

first day of the week was the Christian Sabbath, then Paul should 

have commanded them to prepare on another day other than 

Sunday. As a side note, for the first few centuries of Christian 

history, worship was conducted on the 7th day Sabbath. It was the 

Roman and Alexandrian tradition that changed this.7  

 

When one examines the best works the Christians have produced 

to explain their view of this huge change in the Mosaic law, as in 

John Owen’s Hebrews Commentary, they fall head long into Full 

Preterism. In order to justify this radical change, they will say that 

there has been a complete renewal of the earth; some even 

claiming that the New Heavens and the New Earth are already 

here, messiah has already returned and the resurrection has 

already happened. Yet, there is not one language spoken in the 

earth. There are still racial differences. Death is still with us. 

People still wear clothes. The Christians still eat meat, and the 

graves are still full. But we must give it to the Full Preterists, that 

                                                           
6 This is private not public. Vincent’s Word Studies Vol. 3, pg. 288, 

“Lay by him in store…Lit., put by himself treasuring. Put by at home.” 
7Socrates Scholasticus, Church History (Book V), Chapter 22; Sozomen, 

Ecclesiastical History (Book VII), Chapter 19 
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they are consistent in claiming these things because the feast of 

Trumpets is a shadow of the second coming. The harvest feasts 

are shadows of the resurrection. To claim that the “Jewish Feasts” 

have all been abrogated commits one to believe that the second 

coming and the resurrection have already happened! 

 

6. The final problem is that Western Christianity teaches the innate 

immortality of the soul. The Bible always speaks of immortality 

as belonging to God alone and something gained in salvation, not 

innate.8 Pagans believe in an eternal process of reincarnation, and 

past lives.9 This is grounded in their idea of the immortality of the 

soul. The destructive influence of this error is made manifest in 

the Christian doctrine of Hell which has influenced many to reject 

Messiah. The Scriptures teach that in Hell, Yah destroys the souls 

of wicked men. It does not say he tortures them forever. Yeshua 

said,  

 

Mat. 10:28 Do not fear those who kill the body 

but are unable to kill the soul; but rather fear Him 

who is able to destroy both soul and body in hell. 

 

And with reference to Mark 9:43-48, which is used to defend 

eternal torture, the original reference in Isa. 66:24 reads,  

 

“Then they will go forth and look On the corpses 

of the men Who have transgressed against Me. 

For their worm will not die And their fire will not 

be quenched; And they will be an abhorrence to 

all mankind.” 

 

We see that those in Hell are corpses not living bodies being 

tortured forever. 

 

In conclusion, it is inexcusable, but understandable, why the Jews 

have rejected Messiah for so long. Can the religion that claims to 

fulfill theirs be a religion of four gods, of swine eating, blood 

                                                           
8 Rom. 2:7, 1 Cor. 15:53-54, 1 Tim. 6:16, 2 Tim. 1:10 
9  Phaedo by Plato; Fourth Ennead, 7th Tractate by Plotinus 
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drinking, the celebration of pagan holidays, prayers to statues, a 

pagan view of the soul, the body and sex, a rejection of the 

Sabbath, and a doctrine of eternal torture? Not to mention that 

Christian Theologians like John Chrysostom in his Eight Homilies 

Against the Jews, which was championed during the Nazi regime, 

have advocated pure hatred towards these people. The answer is 

simple: NO.  
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Chapter I 

Modern Christians Hate the Bible 

 

Mat 5: 17 “Do not think that I came to abolish 

the Law or the Prophets; I did not come to abolish 

but to fulfill. 18 For truly I say to you, until 

heaven and earth pass away, not the smallest 

letter or stroke shall pass from the Law until all 

is accomplished.19 Whoever then annuls one of 

the least of these commandments, and 

teaches others to do the same, shall be called 

least in the kingdom of heaven; but 

whoever keeps and teaches them, he shall be 

called great in the kingdom of heaven. 

 

Acts 6: 11 Then they secretly induced men to say, 

“We have heard him speak blasphemous words 

against Moses and against God.” 12 And they 

stirred up the people, the elders and the scribes, 

and they came up to him and dragged him away 

and brought him before the  Council. 13 They put 

forward false witnesses who said, “This man 

incessantly speaks against this holy place and the 

Law 

 

Acts 18:21 but took leave of them, saying, “I must 

by all means keep this coming feast in Jerusalem; 

but I will return again to you, God willing.” And 

he sailed from Ephesus. 

 

Acts 21: 17 After we arrived in Jerusalem, the 

brethren received us gladly. 18 And the following 

day Paul went in with us to James, and all the 

elders were present. 19 After he had greeted 

them, he began to relate one by one the things 

which God had done among the Gentiles through 

his ministry. 20 And when they heard it 

they began glorifying God; and they said to him, 

“You see, brother, how many thousands there are 
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among the Jews of those who have believed, and 

they are all zealous for the Law; 21 and they have 

been told about you, that you are teaching all the 

Jews who are among the Gentiles to forsake 

Moses, telling them not to circumcise their 

children nor to walk according to the 

customs. 22 What, then, is to be done? They will 

certainly hear that you have come.23 Therefore 

do this that we tell you. We have four men 

who are under a vow; 24 take them and purify 

yourself along with them, and pay their expenses 

so that they may shave their heads; and all will 

know that there is nothing to the things which they 

have been told about you, but that you yourself 

also walk orderly, keeping the Law.25 But 

concerning the Gentiles who have believed, we 

wrote, having decided that they should abstain 

from meat sacrificed to idols and from blood and 

from what is strangled and from 

fornication.” 26 Then Paul took the men, and 

the next day, purifying himself along with 

them, went into the temple giving notice of the 

completion of the days of purification, until the 

sacrifice was offered for each one of them. 

 

Acts 24:14 “But this I confess to you, that 

according to the Way which they call a sect, so I 

worship the God of my fathers, believing all 

things which are written in the Law and in the 

Prophets. 

 

Acts 25: 6 After he had spent not more than eight 

or ten days among them, he went down to 

Caesarea, and on the next day he took his seat 

on the tribunal and ordered Paul to be 

brought. 7 After Paul arrived, the Jews who had 

come down from Jerusalem stood around him, 

bringing many and serious charges against 

him which they could not prove, 8 while Paul said 
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in his own defense, “I have committed no offense 

either against the Law of the Jews or against the 

temple or against Caesar.” 

 

Rom. 2:12 For as many as have sinned without 

Law will also perish without Law, and as many 

as have sinned in the Law will be judged by the 

Law 
 

Rom. 2:17 Indeed you are called a Jew, and rest 

on the Law, and make your boast in God, 18 and 

know [His] will, and approve the things that are 

excellent, being instructed out of the Law, 

 

Rom. 3:20  Therefore by the deeds of the Law no 

flesh will be justified in His sight, for by the Law 

[is] the knowledge of sin. 

 

Rom. 3:31 Do we then make void the law through 

faith? Certainly not! On the contrary, we 

establish the law. 

 

Rom. 4:7 “Blessed [are those] whose Lawless 

deeds are forgiven, And whose sins are covered; 

 

Rom. 6:15 What then? Shall we sin because we 

are not under Law but under grace? Certainly 

not! 

 

Rom. 6:19  I speak in human [terms] because of 

the weakness of your flesh. For just as you 

presented your members [as] slaves of 

uncleanness, and of Lawlessness [leading] to 

[more] Lawlessness, so now present your 

members [as] slaves [of] righteousness for 

holiness. 

 

Romans 7:7  What shall we say then? is the Law 

sin? Certainly not! On the contrary, I would not 
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have known sin except through the Law. For I 

would not have known covetousness unless the 

Law had said, “You shall not covet.” 

 

Rom. 7:12 Therefore, the law is holy, and the 

commandment holy and just and good. 

 

Rom. 7:14 For we know that the law is spiritual 

[Not merely national and political-DS], but I am 

carnal, sold under sin. 

 

Rom. 7:22 For I delight in the law of God 

according to the inward man. 

 

Rom. 7:25 I thank God through Yeshua the 

Messiah our Master! So then, with the mind I 

myself serve the Law of God, but with the flesh 

the Law of sin. 

 

Rom. 8:4 That the righteousness of 

the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not 

after the flesh, but after the Spirit. 
 

Rom. 8:6-7 For to be carnally minded is death, 

but to be spiritually minded is life and peace. 

Because the carnal mind is enmity against God; 

for it is not subject to the Law of God, nor indeed 

can be. 

 

Rom. 12:19 Beloved, do not look for revenge but 

leave room for the wrath; for it is written, 

“Vengeance is mine, I will repay, says the Lord.” 

 

Rom. 13: 8 Owe nothing to anyone except to love 

one another; for he who loves his neighbor has 

fulfilled the law. 9 For this, “You shall not 

commit adultery, You shall not murder, You shall 

not steal, You shall not covet,” and if there is any 

other commandment, it is summed up in this 
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saying, “You shall love your neighbor as 

yourself.” 

 

1 Cor. 5:1 It is actually reported that there is 

immorality among you, and immorality of such a 

kind as does not exist even among the Gentiles, 

that someone has his father’s wife. [Lev. 18:7-8] 

 

1 Cor. 5:7 Clean out the old leaven so that you 

may be a new lump, just as you are in 

fact unleavened. For Messiah our Passover also 

has been sacrificed. 8 Therefore let us celebrate 

the feast, not with old leaven, nor with the leaven 

of malice and wickedness, but with the 

unleavened bread of sincerity and truth. 

 

1 Cor. 5:13 But those who are outside, God 

judges. Remove the wicked 

man from among yourselves. [Deut. 17:7, 21:21, 

22:21, 24:7]  

 

1 Cor. 7:39 The wife is bound by the law as long 

as her husband lives; but if her husband be dead, 

she is at liberty to be married to whom she will; 

only in the Lord. 

 

1 Cor. 9:8 I am not speaking these 

things according to human judgment, am I? Or 

does not the Law also say these things? 9 For it 

is written in the Law of Moses, “You shall not 

muzzle the ox while he is threshing.” God is not 

concerned about oxen, is He? 10 Or is He 

speaking altogether for our sake? Yes, for our 

sake it was written 
 

1 Cor. 9: 20 To the Jews I became as a Jew, so 

that I might win Jews; to those who are under the 

Law, as under the Law though not being myself 

under the Law, so that I might win those who are 
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under the Law; 21 to those who are without 

law, as without law, though not being without 

the law of God but under the law of Christ, so 

that I might win those who are without law. 

 

1 Cor. 14:34 The women are to keep silent in the 

churches; for they are not permitted to speak, 

but are to subject themselves, just as the Law also 

says. 

 

2 Cor. 6:14 Do not be unequally yoked together 

with unbelievers. For what fellowship has 

righteousness with Lawlessness? And what 

communion has light with darkness? 

 

Eph. 6:1 Children, obey your parents in the Lord, 

for this is right. 2 Honor your father and 

mother (which is the first commandment with a 

promise), 3 so that it may be well with you, and 

that you may live long on the earth. 

 

Gal. 3:21 Is the Law then contrary to the 

promises of God? May it never be! 

 

Gal. 5: 14 For the whole Law is fulfilled in one 

word, in the statement, “You shall love your 

neighbor as yourself.” 

 

Gal. 6:2 Bear one another’s burdens, and thereby 

fulfill the law of Christ. [He says this right after 

quoting Lev. 19:18 in Gal. 5:14] 

 

Col. 2:16-17 So let no one judge you in food or in 

drink, or regarding a festival or a new moon or 

sabbaths, which are a shadow of things to come, 

but the body of the Messiah. [Here we see Paul 

encouraging the Colossians not to be intimidated 

by the judgments of their Gentile Pagan 

tribesmen for becoming like Jews and showing 
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them that the Feasts are not merely shadows of 

things in the past but of the future, and that is why 

they should still keep them!] 

 

1 Tim. 1:8 But we know that the Law is good, if 

one uses it lawfully 

 

2 Tim. 3:16 All Scripture [is] given by 

inspiration of God, and [is] profitable for 

doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for 

instruction in righteousness,17 that the man of 

God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for 

every good work. 

 

1 John 2: 6 the one who says he abides in 

Him ought himself to walk in the same manner as 

He walked. 

 

Christians of all shapes and sizes, for all their thousands 

of factions and doctrinal divisions share a basic uniform 

assumption about the Bible that they all learned from the Catholic 

Church: The Jewish/Hebrew law, and the unique significance of 

the Jewish/Hebrew people, though the basis for the entire 

ontological, cosmological, epistemic, ethical and political system 

of the Bible, was abrogated, and replaced by the Gentile Church 

and its accompanying Greco-Roman Philosophical tradition at the 

resurrection of the Messiah. The Catholic Church would invent a 

new heresy known as “Judaizing” in its Synod of Laodicea. Canon 

29 states, “Christians must not judaize by resting on the Sabbath, 

but must work on that day, rather honouring the Lord’s Day; and, 

if they can, resting then as Christians.  But if any shall be found 

to be judaizers, let them be anathema from Christ.” The 

Profession Of Faith, From The Church Of Constantinople 

required the catechumen to profess, “in one word, I renounce 

absolutely everything Jewish.”10 This came to be known as 

Replacement Theology. The Catechism of the Catholic Church 

                                                           
10 Medieval Sourcebook: Professions of Faith Extracted from Jews on 

Baptism: http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/source/jewish-oaths.asp. 



20 
 

(TCOCC) 751 states that the “Church, the first community of 

Christian believers recognized itself as heir to” the Nation of 

Israel. An heir is someone who receives the property of someone 

else at their death. This implies that the Nation of Israel is no more 

and has been replaced by the Catholic Church. TCOCC 1962 

states, “The Old Law is the first stage of revealed Law. Its moral 

prescriptions are summed up in the Ten Commandments.” This is 

all a game though because the Catholic Church does not believe 

in Monotheism. makes many images and worships them, the holy 

name of Yahuwah is not spoken by its people, and the Sabbath is 

not kept in this Church. So they believe, neither the first, the 

second, the third, nor the fourth commandments. However, the 

Catholic Church would invent another category of law in order to 

justify their disobedience to most of the Bible: Ceremonial Law. 

TCOCC 582 states, “Jesus perfects the dietary law, so important 

in Jewish daily life, by revealing its pedagogical meaning through 

a divine interpretation: “Whatever goes into a man from outside 

cannot defile him. . . (Thus he declared all foods clean.).”11 

TCOCC 2174  states, “Jesus rose from the dead “on the first day 

of the week…For Christians it has become the first of all days, the 

first of all feasts, the Lord’s Day Sunday: We all gather on the day 

of the sun”.12 TCOCC 2175 states, “Sunday…for Christians its 

ceremonial observance replaces that of the sabbath.”  

                                                           
11 This phrase “Thus he declared all foods clean” (Mark 7:19) is not in 

the bible. The words “Thus he” are italicized meaning they are a scribe’s 

addition.  The argument is that katharizon must mean “He declared” 

clean due to its masculine construction instead of neuter. The Christian 

is relying on a textual variant. The problem is, the way the Christian 

translates the passage, the word katharizon must be considered an 

adjective, but the word is a verb. Cleansing and declared clean are very 

different uses of the word clean. The former is a verb, the latter is an 

adjective while declared is the verb. Also take into account the cross 

reference in Mat. 15:17 and the curious absence of the statement, “Thus 

he declared he declared all foods clean”. 
12 First of all, Messiah did not rise from the dead on the first day of the 

week. The preparation day on which Messiah died was related to the 

Passover not the weekly Sabbath; thus it was not Friday. ( John19:14-

15) Secondly, the only passage that seems to state (though the wording 

is not clear) that Messiah rose from the dead on Sunday is Mark 16:9. 

However, this passage is not in the oldest Greek text Codex Sinaiticus. 
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TCOCC 2176 states, “Sunday worship fulfills the moral command 

of the Old Covenant, taking up its rhythm and spirit in the weekly 

celebration of the Creator and Redeemer of his people”. TCOCC 

2177 states, “Also to be observed are the day of the Nativity of Our 

Lord Jesus Christ, the Epiphany, the Ascension of Christ, the feast 

of the Body and Blood of Christi, the feast of Mary the Mother of 

God, her Immaculate Conception, her Assumption, the feast of 

Saint Joseph, the feast of the Apostles Saints Peter and Paul, and 

the feast of All Saints.” 

 

TCOCC 1340 states, “By celebrating the Last Supper with his 

apostles in the course of the Passover meal, Jesus gave the Jewish 

Passover its definitive meaning. [Definitive denotes its abrogation. 

DS] Jesus’ passing over to his father by his death and 

Resurrection, the new Passover, is anticipated in the Supper and 

celebrated in the Eucharist, which fulfills [Replaces.-DS] the 

Jewish Passover”. TCOCC 527 states, “Jesus' circumcision…is 

the sign of his incorporation into Abraham's descendants, into the 

people of the covenant. It is the sign of his submission to do the 

Law…This sign prefigures that "circumcision of Christ" which is 

Baptism.” 

 

So here we see the Catholic Church doing everything it can, not 

to adopt the Jewish faith, and be grafted into the Olive Tree of the 

Abrahamic Covenant of Grace13 but to abrogate and replace it with 

its own Greco-Roman inventions. The Renewed Covenant of 

Jer.31:31-32 will be replaced by Christianity’s New Testament.  

The Nation of Israel will be replaced by the Gentile Church. The 

Hebrew Gospels and the Hebrew writings of Paul,14 will be 

                                                           
The fact is, Messiah stated clearly that he would be in the grave 3 days 

and 3 nights. Mat. 12:40.This is impossible with the Friday to Sunday 

view of the Christian Church.  
13 Rom. 11:17-24. 
14The Panarion of Epiphanius of Salamis. Nazoraeans, 29. Against 

Nazoraeans 9,4; Eusebius, Church History, Book III, Chapter 24, 6;  

Chapter 38, 2; Chapter 39, 16; Book V, Chapter 10, 3; Book VI, Chapter 

14, 2; Jerome, Lives of Illustrious Men, Chapters III and V; Edward 

Gibbon, History of Christianity, 185-186, FN 152. 
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replaced by Greek manuscripts.  The Monotheism of the Tanach 

will be replaced by the pagan Triune Godhead of Christianity, 

directly contradicted by the Torah,15 which ultimately worships a 

monad huperousia pursuant to Plotinus’ Ennead 5. Following 

from this the Hebrew names of the creator and the messiah, 

Yahuwah and Yeshua will be replaced by a Generic title: God, 

and the name of the Greek deity Iasos later to be translated Jesus. 

The Torah and all the hundreds of relational, political and 

economic laws revealed by Yahuwah himself will be replaced by 

pagan Monasticism, Asceticism, and Feudalism. The Sabbath day, 

which was sanctified and blessed by Yahuwah in the second 

chapter of the Bible as an integral part of the created order, will be 

replaced by the day of the Sun. The annual Sabbaths of the fall 

and spring feasts will be replaced by the Catholic Church’s 

liturgical calendar, celebrating the Bohemian pagan Christmas, 

the pagan celebrations of Astarte and her mystical Easter egg, and 

the pagan celebration of Halloween. The Protestant Christians, 

following Rome’s Replacement theology, still replace these feasts 

with their innovation known as The Lord’s Supper. Protestant 

Christians also follow the Catholic Catechism’s replacement of 

circumcision with Baptism.16  Following from this, the Creator’s 

calendar, which measures years by the ripe barley, the abib, and 

holding to Geocentrism, will be replaced by the Solar calendar of 

Rome and Jesuit Heliocentrism with the Gregorian Calendar. This 

religion would go on to justify prayer and worship to idols and 

statues and trinkets and a legion of other grotesque and 

                                                           
15 Deut. 6:4: Christians pray to three persons.   
16Gal. 2: 3 But not even Titus, who was with me, though he was a Greek, 

was compelled [Anagkazō] to be circumcised. 

Does Paul use this word Anagkazō elsewhere in Galatians so we can see 

how he is using it? Yes! In Gal. 6: 12 Those who desire to make a good 

showing in the flesh try to compel [Anagkazō] you to be circumcised, 

simply so that they will not be persecuted for the cross of Christ. 13 For 

those who are circumcised do not even keep the Law themselves, but they 

desire to have you circumcised so that they may boast in your flesh. So 

here we see that Titus was not compelled to be circumcised, meaning, 

that he was not pressured into taking circumcision FOR THE PURPOSE 

OF JUSTIFICATION, thus throwing his lot in with this sect of men who 

taught that circumcision played a role in justification. (Gal. 5) Paul did 

not abrogate circumcision.  
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abominable insanities explicitly condemned in the Torah. The past 

150 years has seen an even bigger failure in Christianity to 

maintain any kind of religious order in Western Civilization 

following the Communist revolutions of the 18th and 19th 

centuries. Without the Hierarchy of the Catholic Church, the 

baseless, arbitrary theology of Christianity fell like a stack of dry 

leaves in the face of Marx and Engels’ wicked brilliance. The 

Torah established a Theocratic Republic17 which killed anyone 

who prophesied falsely and promoted worship of another God.18 

This is a direct contradiction to the allegiance modern Christians 

have to the French Revolution’s doctrines of absolute religious 

toleration and freedom of speech. The Torah taught that the racial 

tribe of the Hebrews was more significant than any other people 

on the earth.19  Paul repeats this racial supremacy in his writings,20 

acknowledging the God-given racial privileges of the Jewish 

people.21 Modern Christians reject this with their belief that all 

men are created equal. The Torah, though bestowing equal 

administrations of justice,22 affirmed supremacies of privilege 

and franchise. Yahuwah gave Levites privileges and 

responsibilities no other class had. However, they were not given 

franchises other classes enjoyed.23 The first-born son is given an 

unearned portion of inheritance.24 Not only is  slavery condoned 

in the Bible, a person of Hebrew blood could only be enslaved for 

six years25 while a person of foreign blood could be held in 

hereditary slavery.26 No mechanistic equality. The Gibeonites, 

though given administrations of justice,27 were second class 

citizens in the Nation of Israel.28 Women are regarded as the 

                                                           
17 Exo. 3:16; 18:25-26; Num. 11:16-17, 1 Sam. 8. 
18 Deut. 13. 
19 Deut. 7:6, 14:2, Zech. 2:8. 
20 Rom. 1:16. 
21 Rom. 3:1-2. 
22 Lev. 24:17-20. 
23 Heb. 7:11-13, Num. 18: 21-24. 
24 Deut. 21:15-17. 
25 Exo. 21:2. 
26 Exo. 21: 2-6, Deut. 15:12-15, Lev. 25:44-46; Philemon. 
27 2 Sam. 21:1-6. 
28 Josh. 9:22-27. 
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property of either their husband or father,29 could only inherit 

property if there was no male heir30 and are as a gender clearly 

referred to as ontologically subordinate to men.31 Women are also 

to hold no teaching office in the religious assemblies.32 Modern 

Christian women especially despise the Bible’s teaching on Head 

Coverings.33 Paul teaches in Rom. 13:1-5 that Governments are 

established by Yahuwah. Modern Christians, in direct defiance of 

the Bible, following the French thinkers, say that Governments are 

established by the people. The Bible also condones the right of the 

state to physically enforce morality on the population.34  While 

some Fascist Christians do believe this, their Fascism is far too 

liberal to qualify for a true Bible-believing Philosophy. And 

finally, the Bible explicitly condemns the modern banking 

system, which Christian Capitalism glories in, with its prohibition 

against usury.35 Thus, as we have seen, Christianity has stayed 

fundamentally consistent, since the 4th century and John 

Chrysostom’s Eight Homilies Against the Jews, in demonizing 

and rejecting everything Jewish. Modern Christians, without any 

doubt, truly hate the Bible.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
29 Deut. 22:28, Exo. 20:17. 
30 Num. 27:8. 
311 Cor.11:3, 1 Pet. 3:5-7, Eph. 5: 22-24, 1 Tim. 5:14, Titus 2:4-5. 
32 1 Cor. 14:34, 1 Tim. 2:11. 
33 1 Cor. 11:5-15. Heinrich Ewald, The Antiquities of Israel (1876), 

202.  
34 Prov. 18:6, 20:30, 23:13-14, 26:3. 
35 Deut. 23:19 
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Chapter II 

The Genocide of Judaism 

 

 

Christians believe that their religion is the fulfillment of 

Judaism. This could not be further from the truth. The Christian 

religion is a calculated rejection of Judaism and the Bible. The 

only way it survives is through the monkery of Christian 

theologians who have made a career and a nearly 2000 year 

practice of butchering the text of the Bible. They are not alone. 

The Messiah rejecting Jews did the same thing to the Tanakh in 

order to confuse Christian Theologians and create problems for 

them.36  Christianity deludes its people into thinking that it is 

justified in its rejection of the Torah through a system of Theology 

known as Replacement Theology. This Theology is based on a 

misunderstanding of Jer. 31:31-32 which states in the Christian 

Bibles that God will make a New Covenant with Israel; not like 

the Mosaic Covenant. There is a dispute concerning the meaning 

of the word chadash because there are two different uses of it in 

the Hebrew.37 Many passages in Acts and Paul’s writings make it 

clear that this passage should be understood of a renewed, not a 

new Covenant,38 implying that the worship, doctrine and lifestyle 

of the Jewish believers in Moses and the Messiah was not to 

undergo any radical change, though it was the Abrahamic 

Covenant, not the Sinai Covenant that was Renewed.39 In fact, for 

centuries after the age of the Messiah, believers continued to keep 

the Torah until they were suppressed by the Catholic Church, 

which said Church, has dominated the thinking of both Catholic 

and Protestant Christians. In a popular History book taught in 

Universities in our very city we read, “However, over the years, 

                                                           
36 The Masoretic text contradicts older Hebrew texts. The Eastern 

Orthodox Church has complained about this for many centuries. That is 

why they use the Septuagint which pre-dates the Masoretic text by 

many centuries.  
37 Strong’s H2318-H2319. 
38 Ezek. 11:17-20, 34:23-25, Acts 2:39-41, 2 Cor. 6:16, 1 Pet. 2:9-Exo. 

19:6, 1 Cor. 10:1-6, Acts 7:38, Rom. 4:1-5, Psa. 32:1-2, 2 Cor. 3:3-Psa. 

40:8, Acts 15:11, Gal. 3:14-16, 6:16, Rom. 3:21-30. 
39 Gal. 3 
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particularly after more and more non-Jews became followers of 

Christ, Christians forgot or devalued the Jewish roots of their 

faith, and some thinkers began to show hostility toward Judaism 

and Jews that had tragic consequences in later centuries. Several 

factors fueled this anti-Judaism; resentment against Jews for their 

refusal to embrace Jesus…resentment against those Christians 

who Judaized, that is, continued to observe Jewish festivals and 

the Jewish Sabbath, [They were not Christians but Messianic 

Jews. - DS] regard the synagogue as holy, and practice 

circumcision; and anger that Judaism remained a vital religion, 

for this undermined the conviction that Christianity was the 

fulfillment of Judaism and the one true faith.”40   

 

A similar account was given by an ancient Christian Historian 

name Epiphanius of Salamis41 where we read that the Natsarim, 

adherents of Messianic Judaism, were distinguished from 

Christians in name, were the original believers in the Messiah, 

distinguished themselves from Rabbinic Tradition and were 

suspected of denying the Trinity Doctrine. Jerome also mentions 

them.42 Replacement Theology became so dominate in Christian 

Theology that Anti-Semitic Creeds such as the Profession of 

Faith, From the Church of Constantinople required, “As a 

preliminary to his acceptance as a catechumen, a Jew ‘ must 

confess and denounce verbally the whole Hebrew 

people…replying in these words: ‘I renounce all customs, rites, 

legalisms, unleavened breads and sacrifices of lambs of the 

Hebrews, and all the other feasts of the Hebrews, sacrifices, 

prayers, aspersions, purifications, sanctifications and 

propitiations, and fasts, and new moons, and Sabbaths, and 

superstitions, and hymns and chants and observances and 

                                                           
40 Perry, Chase, Jacob, Jacob, Von Laue, Western Civilization: Ideas, 

Politics, and Society, Volume I: To 1789, (Wadsworth: Boston, MA, 

2013, 2009), 187. 
41 The Panarion of Epiphanius of Salamis. Nazoraeans, 29. Against 

Nazoraeans. 
42 Letter 75, From Jerome to Augustine (A.D. 404), Chapter 4.  
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synagogues, and the food and drink of the Hebrews; in one word, 

I renounce absolutely everything Jewish”.43 

 

Tell me, how does one who believes in the Messiah, renounce the 

Hebrew people and everything Jewish when the Scriptures are 

written in Hebrew, the Messiah himself was Hebrew, and the 

name of God is Hebrew? This is the fundamental contradiction of 

the Christian religion that has created the platform for so many 

savage Anti-Semitic movements in its history. One can read The 

Canons of the Fourth Lateran Council, 1215 A.D., CANON 68, 

and think he is reading  

something written by Adolf Hitler.44 And yet the facts stand as 

they are to the horror of the Christian Church: 

 

1. The Bible and probably the entire Renewed Covenant was 

written in Hebrew or at the very least a Semitic language.45 A 

popular objection is that Hebrew was a dead language by the age 

of the Messiah. This is contradicted by the Messiah’s own use of 

Hebrew in Mat. 27:46 and Acts 26:14. Josephus says 

in Antiquities of the Jews, Book XX.11, that educated Jews 

struggled to learn Greek not Hebrew. During the Bar Kochba 

Revolt Jewish coinage was inscribed with Hebrew. Also the Dead 

Sea Scrolls contained much Hebrew and were dated up to 318 

A.D. There is also the Mishna and the Gemara which was written 

in Aramaic. Moreover, please consider the absurdity of the 

assertion that as the Messiah taught in a Semitic tongue that his 

words were being written down in Greek! This is why Eastern 

Churches have attested to the original of the Aramaic New 

Testament, the Peshitta.  

 

                                                           
43 Medieval Sourcebook: Professions of Faith Extracted from Jews on 

Baptism, From Assemani, Cod. Lit., 1, p. 105: 

http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/source/jewish-oaths.asp. 
44 See also the Black Death Jewish persecutions.  
45 The Panarion of Epiphanius of Salamis.Nazoraeans, 29. Against 

Nazoraeans 9,4; Eusebius, Church History, Book III, Chapter 24, 6;  

Chapter 38, 2; Chapter 39, 16; Book V, Chapter 10, 3; Book VI, 

Chapter 14, 2; Jerome, Lives of Illustrious Men, Chapters III and V; 

Edward Gibbon, History of Christianity, 185-186, FN 152. 

http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/source/jewish-oaths.asp
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2. The Messiah was a Hebrew and kept the Torah. The Messiah’s 

name was not Jesus. There is no “J” in the Hebrew or in the Greek 

alphabets. The Geneva Bible did not have the Jesus spelling and 

neither did the 1611 King James version. The Iesous spelling does 

not appear in the Greek either. Iesou is the English spelling of the 

popular Greek manuscripts used by modern Christian 

Theologians. However, in the Codex Sinaiticus, the Iesous name 

appears nowhere.  The development of the name Jesus does have 

some unmistakable Pagan roots with the Greek god Iasus. This is 

not an isolated incident. The Greek “New Testament” also 

(coincidentally?) changes the name of the prophet Eliyahu to 

Helios the Greek Sun God. Our Anglo-Catholic tradition, since 

the writing of the 1611 KJV Bible, has changed the 

word Passover to the pagan celebration of Easter in Acts 12:4.46 

Acts 7:45 and Heb. 4:8, when speaking of the prophet 

Yĕhowshuwa, contain the same spelling of Yĕhowshuwa as for 

the Messiah.  

 

The Apostles and the Messiah spoke against Rabbinic Tradition, 

not the Torah. Messiah stated plainly that he did not come to do 

away with the Torah.47  

 

3. The Torah commanded Israel not to take the Creator’s name in 

vain (By the way, this command is not contained in the “New 

Testament”).48 Moreover, the Creator commanded Israel to swear 

by his name.49 The name of the creator is ָהֹיְהי (Yahuwah, Yahweh 

or Yah in the contracted form50).51  Yahweh is a conjugation (3rd 

                                                           
46 Alexander Hislop, Two Babylons, 147. 
47 Mat. 5:17-19. 
48 Exo. 20:7. 
49 Deut. 6:13, 10:20, Psa. 68:4, 103:1.  
50 Strong’s, H3068. 
51 Martinez and Tigchelaar, The Dead Sea Scrolls; Discoveries in the 

Judaean Desert, Vol. IX. Qumran Cave 4, Manuscript 

120.pap4QLXXLeviticusb; See also the Moab Stone. 
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masculine singular form) of ָהָיה (hayah)52. God is not the name of 

the Creator. It is merely a generic title.53 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
52 Strong’s, H1961. 
53 The name Jehovah, “is grammatically impossible; it arose through 

pronouncing the vowels of the “kere” (marginal reading of the 

Masorites:  = “Adonay”) with the consonants of the “ketib” (text-

reading:  = “Yhwh”)—”Adonay” (the Lord) being substituted with one 

exception wherever Yhwh occurs in the Biblical and liturgical 

books…These substitutions of “Adonay”and “Elohim” for Yhwh were 

devised to avoid the profanation of the Ineffable Name (hence  is also 

written , or even , and read “ha-Shem” = “the Name “)…“Jehovah” is 

generally held to have been the invention of Pope Leo X.’s confessor, 

Peter Galatin”). Jewish Encyclopedia, “JEHOVAH”:  

http://www.jewishencyclopedia.com/articles/8568-jehovah 

http://www.jewishencyclopedia.com/articles/8568-jehovah
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Chapter III 

Christian Trinitarianism: The Continuation of the Pagan 

Mystery Schools 

 

 

“Rosinus: That is mineral, animal, and 

vegetable. A mineral Stone, a vegetable Stone, 

and an animal Stone, three in name but one in 

essence.”  

 

Rosarium Philosophorum  

 

For a fuller examination of this issue I have written 

Conquering the Verbal Sorcery of Trinitarianism.
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1. The only time the New Testament uses the Greek word Theos, 

commonly translated God, and attaches a numeric value to it 

(Thus a monotheistic context), it is referring to the Father; never 

to the Son. And the fact remains, the One God is never said to be 

a divine nature. The Scripture does describe the Father as the one 

person who is, the one and only God,54 the only true God,55 one 

God, the Father,56 and one God and Father of all.57 Moreover, 

Yeshua commanded that prayer be offered only to one person, the 

Father Yah.58  

 

2. The bible never refers to the One God Yah as three persons or 

an essence, but always one person.59  

 

3. The teaching of the Early Christian Fathers is summed up in 

these six propositions:60 

                                                           
 
54 John 5:44. 
55 John 17:3. 
56 1 Cor. 8:6. 
57 Eph. 4:6. 
58 Mat. 6:9. 
59 Deut. 32:39, 2 Kings 19:19, Neh. 9:6, Psa. 83:18, 86:10, Isa. 40:25, 

43:10,  44:6-8, 45:5,18, 22, 46:5,9, 61:4, 64:6, Joel 2:27. 
60Justin Martyr (Dialogue with Trypho, C 62, 100, Apol I. 13, Apol I. 16, 

Apol II. 13); Theophilus of Antioch (To Autolycus, Book II, C 10); St. 

Irenaeus (Against Heresies, Book I, C 22 (New Advent) C 19 (Old 

version), Book III, C 15 (New Advent) C 16 (Old version), Book III, C 

19. 2); Tertullian (Against Praxeas, C XIII); Origen (Commentary on the 

Gospel of John (Book II).6, (Book VI).23, Contra Cels. Book  VIII C 

14, The First Seven Ecumenical Councils, Leo Donald Davis, pg. 49); 

Novatian (On the Trinity, C 13, 31);  Alexander of Alexandria (Epistles 

on Arianism and the Deposition of Arius 1.12, To Alexander, Bishop of 

the City of Constantinople); Athanasius, Discourse Against the Arians 

1.58, 2.16, 4.1, 4.9-10, (De Decretis); Eusebius (Eusebius of Caesarea 

to Euphration of Balanea); Eusebius the Historian (Ecclesiastical 

History Book I, ii, Leob Classical Library, Eusebius Vol. I Page 18); 

Cyril of Alexander (NPNF - 2nd series, Vol. 14, The Seven Ecumenical 

Councils, pg. 202); Gregory Nazianzen, (Fourth Theological Oration, 

30); Basil the Great, (Letter 38, 125, 236-In some older works Letter 

391); Bishop Bull, A Defence of the Nicene Creed, 627.  
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I. There is but one God, the Father. II. There are at least two (not 

mere names or modes) truly distinct persons61, the Father, the Son 

or Word of God and the Holy Ghost. These persons are not only  

hypostases or subsistences but individual beings.62 III. These 

Persons are generically consubstantial, i.e. the divine Persons are 

homoousios, not monoousios.63 IV. There is but one 

beginning/cause (monarchia), one font/fountain or principle of 

divinity, God the Father, who alone is autotheos, God of and from 

Himself. Thus, the Son and Holy Spirit derive their being, 

divinity, and in the case of the Son, personhood from Him; the 

Son by generation, and the Holy Spirit by procession. V. This 

derivation is not limited only to the person of the Father, or the 

divinity of the Father, but rather, from both the personhood and 

divinity of the Father. VI. The Son is subordinate to the Father and 

this subordination does not pertain to the economy of salvation 

only but also to the order of being before all worlds.   

 

4. The Council of Constantinople 381 A.D. and later creeds, 

changed the meaning of the original Nicene Creed 325 A.D. into 

a sense contradictory to its original intention by  removing the 

phrase “of the essence of the Father” and  Nicea’s anathemas. In 

the Nicene Creed 325 A.D. we read, “Homoousion to Patri” 

(consubstantial with the Father). Yet this was translated, “unius 

substantiae cum Patre” in the Latin by Hosius, or whoever first 

translated the Greek into Latin. Thus homoousios became 

monoousios. A generic sense was replaced by a numeric sense. In 

                                                           
61 I do not believe that the distinct personhood of the Holy Spirit should 

be made a dogma. It should be left in the same ambiguity as Nicea 325 

left it in.  
62 Leo Donald Davis, The First Seven Ecumenical Councils, pg. 61; 

J.N.D. Kelly, Early Christian Doctrines, pg. 234-235: The sense of the 

Nicene Fathers is said by Davis to mean “two individual men, both of 

whom share human nature while remaining individuals” and by Kelly as 

“common to several individuals of a class”. This is in direct contrast to 

the sense they were rejecting which sense Davis describes as “numerical 

identity, that is, that the Father and the Son are identical in concrete 

being” and Kelly describes as “an individual thing as such”. 
63 Ibid. 
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other words, Nicea 325 A.D. affirmed multiple beings that had the 

same type of nature but only one of those beings was the One God 

and that was the Father because he is the only source and cause of 

all, thus the supreme being. Constantinople 381 A.D. and later 

creeds affirmed one being. This is a radical change in meaning.64 

The reason why this change was needed was to buttress the 

establishment of Neoplatonism.  

 

5. The idea that God is an essence that manifests itself in three 

persons is a result of Neoplatonism that primarily arose with the 

influence of Plotinus through Origen, Pseudo-Dionysius and 

Victorinus’ influence on Augustine.65 Neoplatonism taught a 

Pantheistic system which posited an absolute singularity, The 

One, as the ultimate principle, which all finite things are eternal 

manifestations, being one substance with The One.66 This infinite 

emanation constituted a hierarchy of being with intermediaries at 

each level of the hierarchy. In the case of traditional Pantheism 

and Gnosticism, Porphyry and Iamblichus asserted that one 

moved up the chain through occult knowledge that was revealed 

to the person by the intermediary.67  At the culmination of spiritual 

disciplines, according to Plotinus’ Philosophy, man’s entire nature 

is rescinded in order to be dissolved into The One through mystic 

trance. Christianity continued this basic metaphysical structure. 

The Christian Doctrine of Divine Simplicity is the Neoplatonic 

Doctrine of The One.68  The western Christian Doctrine of the 

                                                           
64 David Waltz, The Nicene Creed vs. the Niceno-Constantinopolitan 

Creed. 
65 Vladimir Lossky, Vision of God; Paul Rorem, Pseudo-Dionysius;  

J.N.D. Kelly, Early Christian Doctrines, 269-270. 
66 Plotinus, Enneads 5, 6,; Gordon Clark, Hellenistic 

Philosophy (Appleton-Century-Crofts: New York, 1940), 229-230. 
67 Edward Moore (St. Elias School of Orthodox Theology) 

“Neoplatonism”; “Gnosticism”: Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy. 
68 Turretin, “Proof that God is perfectly simple…(3) from his perfection, 

because composition implies imperfection”. Institutes of Elenctic 

Theology, Volume 1, 3rd Topic. Q 7 (P & R Publishing: Phillipsburg, 

NJ, 1992), pg. 191; St. Augustine, On The Trinity, Introductory Essay by 

William G. T. Shedd, D.D., “The instant there is a monad, there is a 

triad”; Bonaventure, “there is something prior to every imperfect or 

composite being.” (Muller, Vol. 4, pg. 41); Lossky, The Mystical 



36 
 

Filioque collapses the Economic and Ontological actions of God, 

thus blatantly aligning itself with Pantheism. The traditional view 

of Christian Church Government was also taken straight from 

Neoplatonism.69 This structure also produced the same Pagan 

Monastic theory of ethics and sex that we find in traditional 

Hinduism and Buddhism.70 As was perfected in the Eastern 

Church, Plotinus’ ecstasy was transitioned into Hesychasm 

through which the communicant is united to God in a “union in 

ignorance.”71  My concern is summarized by a standard Western 

Civilization text, “Medieval thinkers sharply differentiated 

between spirit and matter…The Medieval individual’s 

understanding of self stemmed from a comprehension of the 

universe as a hierarchy instituted by and culminating in 

God…God’s revelation reached down to humanity through the 

hierarchical order…Thus, all things in the universe, from angels, 

men, and women to the lowest earthly objects, occupied a place 

peculiar to their nature and were linked by God in a great, 

unbroken chain.”72 

                                                           
Theology of the Eastern Church , Chapter 2, “The Divine Darkness” 

(Saint Vladamir’s Seminary Press: Crestwood, New York, 1976).  

Divine Simplicity is the Eastern Christian Doctrine of Huperousia found 

in the Essence and Energy Distinction.  
69 Dionysius, The Ecclesiastical Hierarchies, Celestial Hierarchies, 8th 

Letter; Paul Rorem, Pseudo-Dionysius, 20-41. Rorem points out on page 

32 that Bonaventure gave the pope of Rome the highest place of authority 

as “a natural extrapolation of Dionysian principles.”; UNAM 

SANCTAM”, Bull of Pope Boniface VIII, November 18, 1302, “For, 

according to the Blessed Dionysius, it is a law of the divinity that the 

lowest things reach the highest place by intermediaries”.  
70 Isaac Taylor, Ancient Christianity. 
71 Lossky, Vision of God, (St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press: Crestwood, 

NY, 1983), 132. 
72 Perry , Chase,  Jacob,  Jacob,  Von Laue, Western Civilization: Ideas, 

Politics, and Society, Volume I: To 1789, (Wadsworth: Boston, MA, 

2013, 2009), 259. 
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As we can clearly see, Divine Simplicity, Pantheism, Hierarchical 

Ecclesiology and  Monasticism are parts of a connected 

Epistemological and Metaphysical  system. To adhere to one, is 

to adhere to all of them and you cannot believe the doctrine of the 

Trinity without explicitly adhering to the Doctrine of Divine 

Simplicity. This is the circle in the middle of the triangle. It makes 

all the rest of these doctrines necessary. It collapses nature and 

will, requiring Pantheism. It makes knowledge subject to a 

Hierarchical system of implicit faith, because it puts God in an 

incompatible metaphysical category to human language: 

huperousia. The Filioque doctrine collapses the ontological and 

economical actions of God, pace Pantheism. Finally, it makes 

Monasticism necessary by perceiving essential human nature as 

the obstacle to overcome to achieve ultimate enlightenment.  
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Chapter IV 

A Consideration of Pertinent Scriptures Regarding the Trinity 

Doctrine 

 

 

John 8:54 Jesus answered, “If I glorify Myself, 

My glory is nothing; it is My Father who glorifies 

Me, of whom you say, ‘He is our God’; 

 

John 14:28 You heard that I said to you, ‘I go 

away, and I will come to you.’ If you loved Me, 

you would have rejoiced because I go to the 

Father, for the Father is greater than I. 

 

John 17:1 Jesus spoke these things; and lifting up 

His eyes to heaven, He said, “Father, the hour 

has come; glorify Your Son, that the Son may 

glorify You, 2 even as You gave Him authority 

over all flesh, that to all whom You have given 

Him, He may give eternal life. 3 This is eternal 

life, that they may know You, the only true God, 

and Jesus Christ whom You have sent. 

 

Mark 13:32 But of that day or hour no one knows, 

not even the angels in heaven, nor the Son, but 

the Father alone. 

 

Eph. 4:5 one Lord, one faith, one baptism, 6 one 

God and Father of all who is over all and 

through all and in all. 

 

1 Cor. 8:6 yet for us there is but one God, the 

Father, from whom are all things and we exist for 

Him; and one Lord, Jesus Christ, by whom are all 

things, and we exist through Him. 

 

1 Tim 2:5 For there is one God, and one 

mediator also between God and men, the man 

Christ Jesus 
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1. Gen. 1:26 Then God said, “Let Us make man in Our image, 

according to Our likeness; and let them rule over the fish of the 

sea and over the birds of the sky and over the cattle and over all 

the earth, and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth.”  

 

This passage definitely denotes the pre-existence of Yeshua. John 

17:1-5, John 3:13. What it does not do is denote the numeric 

substantial identity between the Father and the Son. If I said to 

you, let us go get some coffee; that does not imply that we are the 

same numeric being.   

 

2. Gen. 19:24 Then the Lord rained on Sodom and Gomorrah 

brimstone and fire from the Lord out of heaven, 25 and He 

overthrew those cities, and all the valley, and all the inhabitants 

of the cities, and what grew on the ground. 26 But his wife, from 

behind him, looked back, and she became a pillar of salt. 

 

Tertullian says, Against Praxeas, C 16, 

 

“For when He speaks of all power and all 

judgment, and says that all things were made by 

Him, and all things have been delivered into His 

hand, He allows no exception (in respect) of time, 

because they would not be all things unless they 

were the things of all time. It is the Son, therefore, 

who has been from the beginning administering 

judgment, throwing down the haughty tower, and 

dividing the tongues, punishing the whole world 

by the violence of waters, raining upon Sodom 

and Gomorrha fire and brimstone, as the Lord 

from the Lord. For He it was who at all times 

came down to hold converse with men, from 

Adam on to the patriarchs and the prophets, in 

vision, in dream, in mirror, in dark saying; ever 

from the beginning laying the foundation of the 

course of His dispensations, which He meant to 

follow out to the very last. Thus was He ever 
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learning even as God to converse with men upon 

earth, being no other than the Word which was to 

be made flesh.”73 

 

And again, Against Marcion, Book II, C 27, 

 

“Now we believe that Christ did ever act in the 

name of God the Father; that He actually from the 

beginning held intercourse with (men);[Same 

context as above quote-DS] actually communed 

with patriarchs and prophets; was the Son of the 

Creator; was His Word; whom God made His Son 

by emitting Him from His own self, and 

thenceforth set Him over every dispensation and 

(administration of) His will, making Him a little 

lower than the angels, as is written in David.”74 

 

Here we see that the name Yah is not applied to Messiah in a 

Numeric sense as if he was the same subject as Yah but in a 

Nominal sense, that he acted in Yah’s name as he was begotten of 

the Father, and is his icon and representative on Earth.75 

Trinitarians think this is Unitarianism, when in fact it is the 

Ancient Faith, the truth and the life. 

 

3. Isa. 6:1 In the year of King Uzziah’s death I saw the Lord sitting 

on a throne, lofty and exalted, with the train of His robe filling the 

temple. 2 Seraphim stood above Him, each having six wings: with 

two he covered his face, and with two he covered his feet, and with 

two he flew. 3 And one called out to another and said, “Holy, 

Holy, Holy, is the Lord of hosts, The whole earth is full of His 

glory.” 

 

John 12: 38 This was to fulfill the word of Isaiah the prophet 

which he spoke: “Lord, who has believed our report? And to 

whom has the arm of the Lord been revealed?” 39 For this reason 

they could not believe, for Isaiah said again, 40 “He has blinded 

                                                           
73 http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/0317.htm 
74 http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/03122.htm 
75 John 5:43, Heb. 1:3 
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their eyes and He hardened their heart, so that they would not see 

with their eyes and perceive with their heart, and be converted 

and I heal them.” 41 These things Isaiah said because he saw His 

glory, and he spoke of Him. 42 Nevertheless many even of the 

rulers believed in Him, but because of the Pharisees they were not 

confessing Him, for fear that they would be put out of the 

synagogue; 43 for they loved the approval of men rather than 

the approval of God. 

 

Samuel Clarke says in The Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, 

 

“And Cyril of Jerusalem, speaking of this very 

passage in Esaias, where he saw God sitting upon 

the Throne of his glory: The Father (saith he) hath 

no man seen at any time; but he which then 

appeared to the Prophets, was the Son…Thus 

when ‘tis said of Moses and the seventy Elders 

Exod. xxiv, 10, that they saw the God of Israel, 

and that there was under his feet as it were a 

paved work, etc. it must be understood that they 

saw, not the Invisible Father, but the Son 

appearing in the Name and Person of the 

Father. 
 

All which, is much confirmed by St. Stephen’s 

Expression, Acts vii; 30, 32, that the ANGEL of 

the Lord [viz. the Angel of the Covenant, the 

Angel of his Presence, whom the Name of God 

was, and by whom God always speaks, upon 

which account he is stiled the Word of God] 

appeared to Moses in the Wilderness in a flame 

of Fire in a Bush;—stating, I AM the God of the 

Fathers, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, 

and the God of Jacob.”76  

 

This is what we read in Acts 7: 

 

                                                           
76 Pg. 104-105 
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“30 After forty years had passed, an 

angel appeared to him in the wilderness of 

Mount Sinai, in the flame of a burning thorn 

bush.31 When Moses saw it, he marveled at the 

sight; and as he approached to 

look more closely, there came the voice of the 

Lord: 32 ‘I am the God of your fathers, the God 

of Abraham and Isaac and Jacob.’ Moses shook 

with fear and would not venture to look. 33 But 

the Lord said to him, ‘Take off the sandals from 

your feet, for the place on which you are standing 

is holy ground. 34 I have certainly seen the 

oppression of My people in Egypt and have heard 

their groans, and I have come down to rescue 

them; come now, and I will send you to Egypt.” 

 

Yet we read in Exodus 3:7 that Yahuwah is speaking. However, 

from verse 2 we know that it was not the person of Yahuwah 

speaking but the angel of Yahuwah. Here we see how the Word 

of Yah, Yeshua, is identified with the Father with reference to 

Nominal Numerics not Cardinal Numerics. With reference to 

Cardinal Numerics the two persons are distinct. With reference to 

Nominal Numerics, the Word speaks for the Father as if the two 

were wearing the same jersey or as Clarke puts it that the Word 

appears in the name, or bore the name of the Father in the 

Economia. 

 

4.  Isa 9: 6 For a child will be born to us, a son will be given to 

us; And the government will rest on His shoulders; And His name 

will be called Wonderful Counselor, Mighty God, Eternal Father, 

Prince of Peace. 

 

Let us first consider the reading of the LXX: 

 

Isa. 9:6 For a child is born to us, and a son is 

given to us, whose government is upon his 

shoulder: and his name is called the Messenger 

of great counsel: for I will bring peace upon the 

princes, and health to him. 7 His government 
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shall be great, and of his peace there is no end: it 

shall be upon the throne of David, and upon his 

kingdom, to establish it, and to support it with 

judgment and with righteousness, from 

henceforth and forever. The seal of the Lord of 

hosts shall perform this.77  

 

It appears the Mighty God, Eternal Father language is missing 

from the LXX. But let us assume the wording is original for a 

moment. Samuel Clarke says of this passage on pages 369-370 of 

his The Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity,  

 

“The Mighty God, The everlasting Father, [These 

words, The everlasting father, are very ill 

rendered; For it is absurd to say of the Son, that 

he is the everlasting Father, the Father of Himself: 

But the phrase…ought to be translated as in the 

best Copies of the LXX…and in the Vulgar Latin, 

Pater futuri faculi, The Father (or Lord) of the 

Age to come: As Heb. ii; 5, 8. Unto the Angels 

hath he not put in subjection the World to come, 

whereof we speak; But—–thou hast put all things 

in subjection under His Feet:]” 

 

I agree with Clarke here. The Hebrew for “eternal” here is 

“ad”. This word refers to a perpetual future series, not an eternal 

realm. This is saying that the Messiah, will be, at the time and after 

his ministry, the Father of the coming age. 

 

5. Dan 7:9 I beheld till the thrones were cast down, and the 

Ancient of days did sit, whose garment was white as snow, and the 

hair of his head like the pure wool: his throne was like the fiery 

flame, and his wheels as burning fire. 

 

Who Is The Ancient Of Days? 

 

                                                           
77 http://www.ecmarsh.com/lxx/Esaias/index.htm 
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Is this one who sits on the throne the Son, as the imagery is a snow 

white garment and wooly hair? No, the Ancient of days is the 

father, which is proven by subsequent verses. 

 

Dan 7:13 I saw in the night visions, and, 

behold, one like the Son of man came with the 

clouds of heaven, and came to the Ancient of 

days, and they brought him near before him. Dan 

7:14 And there was given him dominion, and 

glory, and a kingdom, that all people, nations, 

and languages, should serve him: his 

dominion is an everlasting dominion, which shall 

not pass away, and his kingdom that which shall 

not be destroyed. 

 

The Son appeared in another vision with clouds of heaven and 

came to the Ancient of days, and power and dominion was given 

to him.  

 

Who Is The King Of Kings? 

 

There are only three persons in the Bible to whom this title is 

attributed to, so who then is the ultimate and supreme King of 

Kings? 

 

The First King of Kings, is Nebuchadnezzar: 

 

Dan 2:36 This is the dream; and we will tell the 

interpretation thereof before the king. Dan 2:37 

Thou, O king, art a king of kings: for the God of 

heaven hath given thee a kingdom, power, and 

strength, and glory. Dan 2:38 And wheresoever 

the children of men dwell, the beasts of the field 

and the fowls of the heaven hath he given into 

thine hand, and hath made thee ruler over them 

all. Thou art this head of gold. 

 

The Second King of Kings is the master Yeshua,  
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Rev 19:16 And he (viz. Yeshua) hath 

on his vesture and on his thigh a name written, 

King Of Kings, And Lord Of Lords. 

 

The Third King of Kings is the Almighty Elohim,  

 

1 Tim 6:15 Which in his times he shall shew, who 

is the blessed and only Potentate, the King of 

kings, and Lord of lords; Who only hath 

immortality, dwelling in the light which no man 

can approach unto; whom no man hath seen, nor 

can see: to whom be honour and power 

everlasting. Amen. 

 

So the ultimate and supreme King of Kings is the Almighty Yah, 

who is the only Potentate, while the Son of Yah and 

Nebuchadnezzar were given this title by the Almighty God. 

 

6. Mark 10:18 And Jesus said to him, “Why do you call Me good? 

No one is good except God alone.  

 

Mat. 19: 17 And He said to him, “Why are you asking Me about 

what is good? There is only One [There is only unity that is good?-

DS] who is good; but if you wish to enter into life, keep the 

commandments.”  

 

We see here that “who” denotes personhood intended of the word 

“one” here not unity.  

 

Samuel Clarke says,  

 

“Mat xix, 17. There is none good, but One, [Heis, 

ONE PERSON,] that is God…The meaning is; 

that the Father, as he alone is [Autotheos] God of 

Himself, and underived; so He only is…the 

original absolute underived GOOD…And yet it 

is not improbable, but our Saviour by this manner 

of expression might intend to insinuate, that the 

young man who thus addrest to him, had given 
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him a title, which was really due to him in such a 

sense, as the person that gave it him was not then 

at all aware of.”78  

 

In order for a Trinitarian to use this scripture as referring to 

Yeshua they must deny that the Father is God for only one person 

was meant in that passage. 

 

7. Mat. 24: 29 “But immediately after the tribulation of those 

days the sun will be darkened, and the moon will not give its light, 

and the stars will fall from the sky, and the powers of the heavens 

will be shaken. 30 And then the sign of the Son of Man will appear 

in the sky, and then all the tribes of the earth will mourn, and they 

will see the Son of Man coming on the clouds of the sky with power 

and great glory. 31 And He will send forth His angels with a great 

trumpet and they will gather together His elect from the four 

winds, from one end of the sky to the other. 32 “Now learn the 

parable from the fig tree: when its branch has already become 

tender and puts forth its leaves, you know that summer is 

near; 33 so, you too, when you see all these things, recognize 

that He is near, right at the door.34 Truly I say to 

you, this generation will not pass away until all these things take 

place. 35 Heaven and earth will pass away, but My words will not 

pass away. 36 “But of that day and hour no one knows, not even 

the angels of heaven, nor the Son, but the Father alone. 37 For 

the coming of the Son of Man will be just like the days of 

Noah. 38 For as in those days before the flood they were eating 

and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, until the day 

that Noah entered the ark, 39 and they did not understand until 

the flood came and took them all away; so will the coming of 

the Son of Man be. 

 

Mark 13: 32 But of that day or hour no one knows, not even the 

angels in heaven, nor the Son, but the Father alone. 

 

                                                           
78 The Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, 48-52 
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Omniscience is universally recognized as an attribute of God.  

Thus, the Son is here denoted as clearly subordinate to the Father.  

 

8. John 1:1 In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with 

God, and the Word was God. 2 He was in the beginning with 

God. 3 All things came into being through Him, and apart from 

Him nothing came into being that has come into being. 4 In Him 

was life, and the life was the Light of men. 5 The Light shines in 

the darkness, and the darkness did not comprehend it. 

 

This passage is one of the most popular passages Trinitarians use 

to prove that Yeshua was the same being as Yah. But as I have 

pointed out already, when the context is Monotheism, the Father 

is always denoted as being the one God.79 He is denoted as being 

the ultimate cause and the cause of the Son and Holy Spirit.80 

Glory ultimately redounds to him.81 And finally, he is the only one 

commanded to receive prayer.82 And here in John 1 we see that 

the Bible clearly states that the Son was not the ultimate cause of 

creation but that it came through him as a ministerial cause.83  The 

Father being the ultimate cause.  

 

Now the first line of this translation needs some analysis. The 

Greek text reads,   

 

Ἐν ἀρχῇ ἦν ὁ λόγος καὶ ὁ λόγος ἦν πρὸς τὸν θεό

ν καὶ θεὸς ἦν ὁλόγος 

 

Here we see that the definite article comes before Theon, denoting 

the Father as The God. There is no article before the Theos that 

refers to the Son. Thus, John is not denoting Yeshua to be The 

God. In Hebrew, the word used for a mighty one is Elohim. As we 

                                                           
79 John 5:44, 17:1-3, 20:17, 1 Cor. 8:6, Eph. 1:17, 4:6, 1Thess. 3:13, 2 

Thess. 2:16  
80 John 15:26, 16:28 
81 Phil. 2:11, 4:20  
82 Matt. 6:9 
83 John 1:3, 1 Cor. 8:6, Col. 1:16, Eph. 3:9 
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have already seen, Elohim does not necessarily refer to the 

Almighty.84 Thus, the proper translation of John 1 should be: 

 

In the beginning was the Word, and the Word 

was with the one God, and the Word was a mighty 

one. He was in the beginning with the one God.  

 

The Ebionite and Unitarian heresies say that the Son was created 

with his Incarnation and this passage refers to the idea of the Word 

or an internal reason within the Father. Fascinating that in their 

ignorant attempts to avoid Hellenism, they proclaim its truth from 

the rooftops. That was the position of Hellenism. Clarke says, 

 

“The [Logos, the] Word or Son of the Father, sent 

into the world to assume our flesh, and die for the 

sins of mankind; was not the…internal reason or 

wisdom of God, an attribute or power of the 

Father; but a real person, the same who from the 

beginning had been the word, or revealer of the 

will, of the Father to the World… 

 

Of the writers before the time of the council of 

Nice, Theophilus, Tatian and Athenagoras, seem 

to have been of that opinion, that the logos the 

Word, was…the internal reason or wisdom of the 

Father; and yet, at the same time, they speak as if 

they supposed That Word to be produced or 

generated into a real person. Which is hardly 

intelligible: and seems to be the mixture of two 

opinions: the one, of the generality of Christians; 

who believed the word to be a real person: The 

other, of the Jews and Jewish Christians; who 

personated the internal wisdom of God, or spake 

of it figuratively…as of a person.”85 

 

                                                           
84 Exo. 7:1, 21:6, 22:8, 9, Deut. 10:17, 1 Sam. 2:25, Psa. 45:6, 7, 82:1, 

82:6, 136:2, 138:1 
85 Clarke, 287-288 
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Interesting that the Jews and the Ebionites would join Hellenism 

in order to Protest Hellenism.  

 

One of the dumbest things about the Trinitarian position is that in 

making the Father and the Son the same numeric being they totally 

destroy the Son’s Mediation, the whole reason he came to begin 

with!  

 

Matt. 27:46 About the ninth hour Jesus cried out 

with a loud voice, saying, “Eli, Eli, lama 

sabachthani?” that is, “My God, My God, why 

have You forsaken Me?” 

 

If Messiah was the same numeric subject as the Father, the reality 

of Messiah’s Penal Substitution86 becomes meaningless. 

 

9. John 1: 18 No one has seen God at any time; the only begotten 

God who is in the bosom of the Father, He has explained Him. 

 

The Westcott and Hort Text has the reading, “monogenes theos” 

which does not mean “only God”.  The Byzantine Majority Text 

and the Textus Receptus have the reading “mongenes uios” which 

means “only begotten son”. The NASB which emphasizes the 

Westcott and Hort Text reads, 

 

“No one has seen God at any time; the only 

begotten God who is in the bosom of the Father, 

He has explained Him.” 

 

The only major translation that reads “only God” is the ESV. The 

word mongenes means begotten. It does not mean unique or only.  

 

Gordon Clark states,  

 

 

“…when Dr. Buswell says that the Greek fathers 

did not know as much Greek as we do, it must 

                                                           
86 Isa. 53:10c 
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surprise the student to learn that Athanasius and a 

hundred Greek bishops, whose mother tongue 

was Greek, knew less Greek than we do, and in 

particular did not know that monogenesis derived 

from ginomai rather from gennao. Even so, the 

two verbs are themselves derived from an earlier 

common stem. At any rate, 

the genesin monogenes derives immediately 

from genos. This word as a matter of fact suggests 

begetting and generation, as much as if it had 

been derived from gennao.”87 

 

 

Dr. John V. Dahms states,  

  

“John 1:14, 18; 3:16, 18; 1 John 4:9 teach than 

Christ is God’s monogenēs Son. 

That monogenēs implies that he was begotten is 

the understanding of Justin Martyr Apol. 1.23 (c. 

A.D. 150); Dial. Trypho105 (c. 153). Theophilus 

of Antioch (115-181) Theophilus to 

Autolycus2.10 seems to assume such an 

understanding. Tertullian (c. 197-c. 225) Against 

Praxeas vii evidently had such an understanding. 

And Hilary of Poitiers On the Trinity 1.10; 6.39 

(before 358) implies that the Latin Bibles with 

which his readers were familiar had unigenitus in 

John 1:14, 18. Moreover the fact that Isaac could 

be described as Abraham’s monogenēs son (Heb. 

11:17), despite Ishmael, is not surprising. Philo 

had stated: “He [Abraham] had begotten no son 

in the truest sense but Isaac” (de Abr. 194: cf. de 

Sac. 43) and had even spoken of Isaac as 

Abraham’s “only (monos) son” (de Abr. 168: 

cf. de Abr. 196; Quod Deus Imm. 4).”88  

                                                           
87 The Trinity, 120 
88 Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 32/4, Dec. 1989, 

495 
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Lee Irons states,  

 

“Traditionally, the doctrine of the eternal 

generation of the Son was supported by an appeal 

to the five Johannine texts in which Christ is 

identified as monogenes (Jn 1:14, 18; 3:16, 18; I 

Jn 4:9). As early as Jerome's Vulgate, this word 

was understood in the sense of "only begotten" 

(unigenitus), and the tradition was continued by 

the Authorized Version. However, most scholars 

of this century reject this understanding and 

believe, instead, that the idea behind the word is 

more along the lines of "only" (RSV) or "one and 

only" (NIV) [3]. One of the main arguments is 

that the -genes suffix is related to the verb 

ginomai rather than gennao, thus acquiring the 

meaning "category" or "genus." 

 

Unfortunately, this argument requires a selective 

reading of the evidence. It ignores the wealth of 

lexemes that have the -genes suffix. After 

searching Thesaurus Linguae Graecae on CD-

ROM (a comprehensive collection of all extant 

Greek literature up to the 6th century AD), my 

estimate is that there are approximately 120 such 

words in the Greek vocabulary. Of these, 30% are 

not listed in Liddell and Scott, but the lexicon's 

glosses of 55% contain such words as "born" and 

"produced." For example, neogenes is glossed as 

"newly produced," and theogenes, "born of God." 

A mere 11% involve meanings related to "kind" 

(e.g., homogenes means "of the same genus"), 

while the remainder of usages have 

miscellaneous meanings. The sheer 

preponderance of the evidence would indicate 

that monogenes in the Johannine literature could 



53 
 

very well mean "only begotten." At least, it 

cannot be ruled out on the basis of etymology. 

 

If this meaning is now considered a very live 

possibility, then an inspection of some of the 

Johannine texts will render that possibility all the 

more likely. In the first text monogenes is used as 

a substantive: "The Word became flesh and made 

his dwelling among us. We have seen his glory, 

the glory of the only begotten from the Father, 

full of grace and truth" (Jn 1:14). In the second 

text, I follow the textual variant found in the 

Bodmer papyrus, dated c. 200, and other ancient 

manuscripts: "No one has ever seen God, but the 

only begotten God, who is in the Father's bosom, 

has made him known" (v. 18). The NIV 

completely misses the point ("God the One and 

Only ... has made him known"), for it is not the 

fact that the Son is the only God (as opposed to 

another god) but the fact that he is begotten of 

God (and thus truly God) which enables him to 

make God known. On balance these passages 

provide strong support for the interpretation 

"only begotten." 

 

Further support may be marshaled from I John 

5:18, which, though it does not use the word, 

shows that John taught that the Son is begotten of 

God: "We know that anyone born of God does not 

continue to sin; the one who is born of God keeps 

him safe, and the evil one cannot harm him." It 

seems reasonable to suppose that "the one who is 

born of God" is the Son of God. Some follow the 

textual variant "keeps himself" and see this as 

referring to the believer. However, this would 

lead to a redundant statement. It seems likely that 

John is pointing to the similarity between two 

sonships - that of the believer and that of Christ. 

Christ, of course, is the Son by nature, and we are 
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sons by grace. But the point is that the ontological 

Son of God will protect the adopted sons of God 

from the evil one. Although it would be 

dangerous to make too much out of the different 

tenses (aspects) used, the distinction may be 

signaled by the fact that the believer is 

ho gegennemenos of God (perfect), while Christ 

is ho gennetheis (aorist). Be that as it may, the 

fact that the verb gennao is used in this context at 

least suggests the idea of generation. It also adds 

credibility to the traditional etymology of 

monogenes (mono + gennao) by providing at 

least one text where gennao is used in reference 

to Christ's sonship.”89 

 

Thus, we see that the Son was produced from the essence 

of the Father. Folks, if monogenes meant “one of a kind”, 

then the Son could not be one being with the Father. He 

would be of a different kind. And get this: these people 

actually accuse my position of Arianism! What a laugh! 

 

10. Rom. 9: 3 For I could wish that I myself were accursed, 

separated from Christ for the sake of my brethren, my 

kinsmen according to the flesh, 4 who are Israelites, to whom 

belongs the adoption as sons, and the glory and the covenants 

and the giving of the Law and the temple service and the 

promises, 5 whose are the fathers, and from whom is the Christ 

according to the flesh, who is over all, God blessed forever. Amen. 

 

Samuel Clarke says, 

 

“the sense is not difficult. For, as the same 

Apostle tells us, 1 Cor. xv, 27, that when he saith, 

All things are put under Christ, tis manifest that 

He is excepted, which did put all things under 

him: so here in like manner, when he repeats the 

                                                           
89 Irons, Lee,  “The Eternal Generation of the Son”, http://www.upper-

register.com/papers/monogenes_print.html 
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very same thing, that Christ is God over all; and 

ch. X, 12, that he is Lord over all; and Acts x, 36, 

he is Lord of all; tis manifest again, that He must 

needs be expected, by Communication of whose 

Divine Power and Supreme Authority, Christ is 

God or Lord over all.”90 

 

Curious that this passage was the passage the Sabellians used to 

prove the Father and the Son are the same person. St. Hippolytus, 

Against Noestus (A Sabellian), 

 

“6. Let us look next at the apostle’s word: Whose 

are the fathers, of whom as concerning the flesh 

Christ came, who is over all, God blessed for 

ever. This word declares the mystery of the truth 

rightly and clearly. He who is over all is God; for 

thus He speaks boldly, All things are delivered 

unto me of my Father. He who is over all, God 

blessed, has been born; and having been made 

man, He is (yet) God for ever. For to this effect 

John also has said, Which is, and which was, and 

which is to come, the Almighty. And well has he 

named Christ the Almighty. For in this he has said 

only what Christ testifies of Himself. For Christ 

gave this testimony, and said, All things are 

delivered unto me of my Father; and Christ rules 

all things, and has been appointed. Almighty 

[Thus not by nature.-DS] by the Father. And in 

like manner Paul also, in setting forth the truth 

that all things are delivered unto Him, said, Christ 

the first-fruits; afterwards they that are Christ’s at 

His coming. [1 Cor. 15:24 and following-

DS] Then comes the end, when He shall have 

delivered up the kingdom to God, even the 

Father; when He shall have put down all rule, 

and all authority, and power. For He must 

reign, till He has put all enemies under His feet. 
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The last enemy that shall be destroyed is death. 

For all things are put under Him. But when He 

says, All things are put under Him, it is manifest 

that He is excepted which did put all things 

under Him. Then shall He also Himself be 

subject to Him who put all things under Him, 

that God may be all in all. If, therefore, all things 

are put under Him with the exception of Him who 

put them under Him, He is Lord of all, and the 

Father is Lord of Him, that in all there might be 

manifested one God, to whom all things are made 

subject together with Christ, to whom the Father 

has made all things subject, with the exception of 

Himself. And this, indeed, is said by Christ 

Himself, as when in the Gospel He confessed 

Him to be His Father and His God. For He speaks 

thus: I go to my Father and your Father, and to my 

God and your God. If then, Noetus ventures to say 

that He is the Father Himself, to what father will 

he say Christ goes away according to the word of 

the Gospel? But if he will have us abandon the 

Gospel and give credence to his senselessness, he 

expends his labour in vain; for we ought to obey 

God rather than men.”91 

 

Tertullian, Against Praxeas, Chapter 13, 15, 

 

“But when Christ alone (is mentioned), I shall be 

able to call Him God, as the same apostle says: 

Of whom is Christ, who is over all, God blessed 

for ever. Romans 9:5 For I should give the name 

of sun even to a sunbeam, considered in itself; 

but if I were mentioning the sun from which the 

ray emanates, I certainly should at once 

withdraw the name of sun from the mere beam. 

For although I make not two suns, still I shall 

reckon both the sun and its ray to be as much two 
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things and two forms of one undivided 

substance, as God and His Word, as the Father 

and the Son… And therefore, inasmuch as he had 

said that the Word of God was God, in order that 

he might give no help to the presumption of the 

adversary, (which pretended) that he had seen the 

Father Himself and in order to draw a distinction 

between the invisible Father and the visible Son, 

he makes the additional assertion, ex abundanti as 

it were: No man has seen God at any time. 1 John 

4:12 What God does he mean? The Word? But he 

has already said: Him we have seen and heard, 

and our hands have handled the Word of life. 

Well, (I must again ask,) what God does he 

mean? It is of course the Father, with whom was 

the Word, the only begotten Son, who is in the 

bosom of the Father, and has Himself declared 

Him. John 1:18 He was both heard and seen and, 

that He might not be supposed to be a phantom, 

was actually handled. Him, too, did Paul behold; 

but yet he saw not the Father. Have I not, he says, 

seen Jesus Christ our Lord? 1 Corinthians 9:1 

Moreover, he expressly called Christ God, 

saying: Of whom are the fathers, and of whom as 

concerning the flesh Christ came, who is over all, 

God blessed for ever. Romans 9:5 He shows us 

also that the Son of God, which is the Word of 

God, is visible, because He who became flesh 

was called Christ. Of the Father, however, he says 

to Timothy: Whom none among men has seen, 

nor indeed can see; and he accumulates the 

description in still ampler terms: Who only has 

immortality, and dwells in the light which no man 

can approach unto. 1 Timothy 6:16 It was of Him, 

too, that he had said in a previous passage: Now 

unto the King eternal, immortal, invisible, to the 

only God; 1 Timothy 1:17”92 
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Hilary exegetes Rom. 9:5 against the Sabellian view (Try to ignore 

his language of a Godhead): 

 

Hilary of Poitiers, On the Trinity (Book VIII), 

 

“37. Unless perchance the frenzy of utter 

desperation will venture to rush to such lengths 

that, inasmuch as the Apostle has called Christ 

Lord, no one ought to acknowledge Him as 

anything else save Lord, and that because He has 

the property of Lord He has not the true Godhead. 

But Paul knows full well that Christ is God, for 

he says, Whose are the fathers, and of whom is 

Christ, Who is God over all. Romans 9:5 It is no 

creature here who is reckoned as God; nay, it is 

the God of things created Who is God over all. 

 

38. Now that He Who is God over all is also Spirit 

inseparable from the Father, learn also from that 

very utterance of the Apostle, of which we are 

now speaking. For when he confessed one God 

the Father from Whom are all things, and one 

Lord Jesus Christ through Whom are all things; 

what difference, I ask, did he intend by saying 

that all things are from God and that all things 

are through Christ? Can He possibly be regarded 

as of a nature and spirit separable from Himself, 

He from Whom and through Whom are all 

things? For all things have come into 

being through the Son out of nothing, and the 

Apostle has referred them to God the Father, 

From Whom are all things, but also to the 

Son, through Whom are all things. And I find 

here no difference, since by Each is exercised the 

same power. For if with regard to the subsistence 

of the universe it was an exact sufficient 
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statement that things created are from God, what 

need was there to state that the things which are 

from God are through Christ, unless it be one and 

the same thing to be through Christ and from 

God? But as it has been ascribed to Each of Them 

that They are Lord and God in such wise that each 

title belongs to Both, so too from 

Whom and through Whom is here referred to 

Both; and this to show the unity of Both, not to 

make known God’s singleness. [HUGE!-DS]The 

language of the Apostle affords no opening for 

wicked error, nor is his faith too exalted for 

careful statement. For he has guarded himself by 

those specially appropriate words from being 

understood to mean two Gods or a solitary God: 

for while he rejects oneness of person he yet does 

not divide the unity of Godhead. For this from 

Whom are all things and through Whom are all 

things, although it did not posit a solitary 

Deity in the sole possession of majesty, must yet 

set forth One not different in efficiency, since 

from Whom are all things and through Whom 

are all things must signify an Author of the same 

nature engaged in the same work. He affirms, 

moreover, that Each is properly of the same 

nature. For after announcing the depth of the 

riches and wisdom and knowledge of God, and 

after asserting the mystery of His inscrutable 

judgments and avowing our ignorance of His 

ways past finding out, he has yet made use of the 

exercise of human faith, and rendered this 

homage to the depth of the unsearchable and 

inscrutable mysteries of heaven, For of Him and 

through Him and in Him are all things: to Him be 

glory for ever. Amen. Romans 11:36 He employs 

to indicate the one nature, that which cannot but 

be the work of one nature. 
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39. For whereas he has specially ascribed to God 

that all things are from Him, [WHICH HILARY 

CLEARLY IDENTIFIES AS THE FATHER-

DS] and he has assigned as a peculiar property to 

Christ, that all things are through Him, and it is 

now the glory of God that from Him and through 

Him and in Him are all things; and whereas the 

Spirit of God is the same as the Spirit of Christ, 

or whereas in the ministration of the Lord and in 

the working of God, one Spirit both works and 

divides, They cannot but be one Whose properties 

are those of one; since in the same Lord the Son, 

and in the same God the Father, one and the same 

Spirit distributing in the same Holy Spirit 

accomplishes all things. How worthy is this saint 

of the knowledge of exalted and heavenly 

mysteries, adopted and chosen to share in the 

secret things of God, preserving a due silence 

over things which may not be uttered, true apostle 

of Christ! How by the announcement of his clear 

teaching has he restrained the imaginations of 

human wilfulness, confessing, as he does, one 

God the Father and one Lord Jesus Christ, so 

that meanwhile no one can either preach two 

Gods or one solitary God; although He Who is 

not one person cannot multiply into two Gods, 

nor on the other hand can They Who are not two 

Gods be understood to be one single person; 

while meantime the revelation of God as Father 

demonstrates the true nativity of Christ.”93 

 

11. John 10:29 My Father, who has given them to Me, is greater 

than all; and no one is able to snatch them out of the Father’s 

hand. 30 I and the Father are one.” 
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The sense of this passage is not that the Father and the Son are the 

same numeric being, but that the two have a relationship. Just as 

Moses writes,  

 

Gen. 2:24 For this reason a man shall leave his 

father and his mother, and be joined to his wife; 

and they shall become one flesh. 

 

This passage is not saying that husband and wife are the same 

numeric being. It is saying there is a union of two beings. Thus we 

read,  

 

John 14:10 Do you not believe 

that I am in the Father, and the 

Father is in Me? The words that I say to you I do 

not speak on My own initiative, 

but the Father abiding in Me does His works. 

 

 

12. John 20:28 Thomas answered and said to Him [Jesus], “My 

Lord and my God!” 

 

The sense of this passage is the same as #3. Yeshua is 

identified with the Father with reference to Nominal Numerics not 

Cardinal Numerics. As Yeshua himself states,  

 

John 5:43 I have come in My Father’s name 

 

The Hebrew word used in John 20:28 was Elohim. As we have 

already seen, Elohim does not necessarily refer to the Almighty 

Yah. What is being taught here is that Yeshua is the representative 

of Yah on Earth.   

 

13. Acts 13:33 that God has fulfilled this promise to our children 

in that He raised up Jesus, as it is also written in the second Psalm, 

‘You are My Son; today I have begotten You.’ 

 

Samuel Clark said in his Modest Plea (Actually compiled by 

Arthur Ashley Sykes), page 69,  



62 
 

 

“There are indeed figurative and metaphorical 

senses, wherein persons may very elegantly be 

said to be begotten or generated into a New State 

when they are invested with some extraordinary 

New Powers, Thus God is said in Scripture to 

have Begotten us unto a lively Hope by the 

Resurrection of Christ from the Dead [1 Pet. 1:3-

DS]. And to Christ himself, upon his being raised 

from the Dead, he saith, (Acts xiii;, 33,) Thou art 

my Son, This Day have I begotten thee. But never 

was That, stiled in any senfe a Generating or 

Begetting, before which the person generated was 

Every thing he could be after it; A Generating, 

which implied in it “- No Change at all, no not so 

“much as in any Mode of Existence; “No Change 

“more,” than there is in “God the Father “himself, 

upon Every” New Act” ‘or Exertion of his Power. 

What the Writers before and at the time of the 

Council of Nice, call the Generation of the Son’, 

always means a Real Generation…by which he 

was really…generated from the Father by his 

Power and Will.” 

 

14. Act 20:28  Take heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the 

flock, over the which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to 

feed the church of God, which he hath purchased with his own 

blood. KJV 

 

Act 20:28  Take heed unto yourselves, and to all the flock, in which 

the Holy Spirit hath made you bishops, to feed the church of the 

Lord which he purchased with his own blood. ASV 

 

If it is Yeshua’s blood that was shed does this verse not affirm 

Yeshua to be the One God? What is usually left out of the 

discussion, though Shedd mentions this, is that there are an even 

number of manuscripts that read “Church of the Lord (kyrios)” , 

and not “Church of God (theos).” The manuscripts are divided 

evenly here. In the ASV version of the Bible, Acts 20:28 does not 
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contain the reading, “Church of God” but has “Church of the 

Lord.” We see this translation very early in the writings of the 

Church Fathers, such as St. Irenaeus, Against Heresies (Book III, 

Chapter 14),  

 

“2. But that Paul taught with simplicity what 

he knew, not only to those who were [employed] 

with him, but to those that heard him, he does 

himself make manifest. For when the bishops and 

presbyters who came from Ephesus and the other 

cities adjoining had assembled in Miletus, since 

he was himself hastening to Jerusalem to 

observe Pentecost, after testifying many things to 

them, and declaring what must happen to him 

at Jerusalem, he added: I know that you shall see 

my face no more. Therefore I take you to record 

this day, that I am pure from the blood of all. For 

I have not shunned to declare unto you all the 

counsel of God. Take heed, therefore, both to 

yourselves, and to all the flock over which 

the Holy Ghost has placed you as bishops, to rule 

the Church of the Lord, which He has acquired 

for Himself through His own blood.”94 

 

Samuel Clarke says in his Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity point 

538, page 86, 

 

“538. Acts XX, 28. To feed the Church of God, 

which He hath purchafed with his own Blood. 

 

In This place, the word, God may be underftood 

of Christ, in like manner as in Joh, i, 1 . But many 

Antient Copies read it, and the most antient 

Fathers cite it, The Church of the LORD. Or, if 

the word, God be underftood to mean the Father; 

then, his own Blood muft fignify, the Blood of his 

own Son. Or elfe, (which feems the molt natural 
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Interpretation of all,) if God in this place fignifies 

the Father, the following words, hath purchafed 

with his own Blood may be underftood of Christ, 

in the fame manner of Speaking that St. John in 

his first Epistle frequently uses, and particularly i 

Joh. iii, 5, Ye know that HE was manifested to 

take away our Sins; and in HIM is no Sin: Where 

the Words, He, and Him, muft of neceffity  be 

referred to Christ, though without any antecedent 

mention of him, the Father only having been 

before fpoken of, ver, i, Behold what manner of 

Love the FATHER hath beftowed upon us, &c. 

And the fame feems to be the true conftruction of 

thofe other words, ver, 16, Hereby perceive we 

the Love of GOD, …becaufe  …HE (viz. Chrift) 

laid down his Life for us: Which St Paul expreffes 

more fully, Rom, v, 8,  GOD commendeth his 

Love towards us, in that while we were yet 

Sinners, CHRIST died for us.” 

 

15. Col.2:8 See to it that no one takes you captive 

through philosophy and empty deception, according to the 

tradition of men, according to the elementary principles of the 

world, rather than according to Christ. 9 For in Him all the 

fullness of Deity dwells in bodily form, 10 and in Him you have 

been made complete, and He is the head over all rule and 

authority; 

 

Samuel Clarke says in his The Scripture Doctrine of the 

Trinity, page 124, point 645, 

 

“Col. ii, 9. For in Him dwelleth all the Fulness of 

the Godhead bodily. 

 

Ch. i, ver.19, It pleased the Father, that in him 

should all Fulness dwell, and Joh. xiv, 10, The 

Father that dwelleth in Me, he doth the Works.” 
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In explaining his view of the term Godhead, Clarke says on page 

479, 

 

“The Father, God Almighty…And that with Him, 

by immediate union with him, and ineffable 

Communication of Being and Power from him, 

always Are his Son and his Spirit: So that, not in 

his own person only, but in and by his Son and 

Spirit, is His  divine Power, Glory and Majesty, 

continually and plenarily manifested.” 

 

16. 1 Tim. 3:16 And without controversy great is the mystery of 

godliness: God was manifest in the flesh, justified in the Spirit, 

seen of angels, preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the 

world, received up into glory. KJV 

 

Triunists often point to 1 Tim. 3:16 as the clincher in a Theology 

Proper debate. Their argument is founded on a weak foundation. 

First, the θεός reading is unique content from deprecated 

manuscripts in the Majority text family. Even the Romanist 

version does not contain this reading.95 Erasmus even rejected it 

as spurious.96 Daniel B. Wallace on the θεός reading in 1 Tim. 

3:16 says,  

 

“The textual variant θεός in the place of ὅς has 

been adamantly defended by some scholars, 

particularly those of the ‘majority text’ school. 

Not only is such a reading poorly attested 

[Footnote: …Not one firsthand of any Greek 

witnesses prior to the the 8th century read θεός…-

DS] but the syntactical argument that ‘mystery’ 

being a neuter noun, cannot be followed by the 

masculine pronoun (ὅς) is entirely without 

weight. As attractive theologically as the reading 

θεός may be, it is spurious. To reject it is not to 
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deny the deity of Christ, of course; it is just to 

deny any explicit reference in this text.”97 

 

The well-known commentary on the Greek of the New Testament, 

Vincent’s Word Studies states concerning 1 Tim. 3:16,  

 

 “God ( Θεος  ) 

 

But the correct reading is ος  who. The antecedent 

of this relative is not mystery, as if Christ were 

styled “the mystery,” but the relative refers to 

Christ as an antecedent; and the abruptness of its 

introduction may be explained by the fact that it 

and the words which follow were probably taken 

from an ancient credal hymn. In the earlier 

Christian ages it was not unusual to employ verse 

or rhythm for theological teaching or statement. 

The heretics propounded their peculiar doctrines 

in psalms. Clement of Alexandria wrote a hymn 

in honor of Christ for the use of catechumens, and 

Arius embodied his heresy in his Thalia which 

was sung in the streets and taverns of Alexandria. 

The Muratorian Canon was probably composed 

in verse. In the last quarter of the fourth century, 

there are two metrical lists of Scripture by 

Amphilochius and Gregory Nazianzen.”98 

 

17. Titus 2:13 Looking for that blessed hope, and the glorious 

appearing of the great God and our Saviour Jesus Christ; 

 

2 Peter 1: 1 Simon Peter, a servant and an apostle of Jesus Christ, 

to them that have obtained like precious faith with us through the 

righteousness of God and our Saviour Jesus Christ 

 

                                                           
97 Daniel B. Wallace, Greek Grammar Beyond the Basics: An 
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Tit. 3:4 But after that the kindness and love of God our 

Saviour toward man appeared, 5  Not by works of righteousness 

which we have done, but according to his mercy he saved us, by 

the washing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost; 

6  Which he shed on us abundantly through Jesus Christ our 

Saviour. 

 

Some maintain, utilizing the famous Granville Sharp Rule, that 

these verses identify God with Jesus Christ. Granville Sharp’s first 

Rule is,  

 

“When the copulative kai connects two nouns of 

the same case, if the article ho, or any of its cases, 

precedes the first of the said nouns or participles, 

and is not repeated before the second noun or 

participle, the latter always relates to the same 

person that is expressed or described by the first 

noun or participle ...”99 

 

Pursuant to this rule, Yeshua and the Father would have to be the 

same person. The only escape for the Trinitarians here is to say 

that God is a person distinct from the Father, Son and Holy Spirit. 

This makes four persons in the “Godhead” which some have 

maintained in the past, (Gilbert of Poiters) but this has been 

soundly rejected by the Church.100 Personally, I have never come 

across anyone who openly defended such a position.  

 

Granville Sharp was opposed in A Vindication Of Certain 

Passages In The Common English Version Of The New Testament 

by the Rev. Calvin Winstanley, A.M. and by the recent Jehovah’s 

Witness Apologist, Greg Stafford in numerous articles that can be 

read online.  
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1807), 3 
100 The Council of Reims (1148) 
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As for the Scriptures cited, there is a conjunction in both instances. 

The reason why they are coupled with the title “savior” is because 

the salvation of the Father comes through the Son. 

 

Samuel Clarke states in his Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, page 

36,  

 

“1 Tim i…2 From God our Father, and Jesus 

Christ our Lord…ii ; 3, 5...This is good and 

acceptable in the Sight of God our Saviour, —. 

For there is One God; and One Mediatour 

between God and Men, the Man Christ Jesus. 

 

…Note, In This Epistle, and That to Titus God the 

Father is frequently stiled God our Saviour ; and 

sometimes in the very fame Sentence, wherein he 

is joined with, and distinguished from, our Lord 

Jesus Christ : As ch. i, 1 , God our Saviour , and 

the Lord Jesus Christ:  And Tit. 3; 4, 6, God our 

Saviour,—through Jesus Christ our Saviour.” 

 

18. 1 John 5:7 For there are three that bear record in heaven, the 

Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these three are one. 

 

Vincent’s Word Studies remarks on this passage,  

 

“The Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost, and 

these three are one. 

 

These words are rejected by the general verdict of 

critical authorities. For the details of the 

memorable controversy on the passage, the 

student may consult Frederick Henry Scrivener, 

“Introduction to the Criticism of the New 

Testament;” Samuel P. Tregelles, “An Account 

of the Printed Text of the Greek New Testament;” 

John Selby Watson, “The Life of Richard Porson, 

M.A.;” Professor Ezra Abbot, “Orme's Memoir 

of the Controversy on 1 John 5:7;” Charles 
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Foster, “A New Plea for the Authenticity of the 

Text of the Three Heavenly Witnesses,” or 

“Porson's Letters to Travis Eclectically 

Examined,” Cambridge, 1867. On the last-named 

work, Scrivener remarks, “I would fain call it a 

success if I could with truth. To rebut much of 

Porson's insolent sophistry was easy, to maintain 

the genuineness of this passage is simply 

impossible.” Tregelles gives a list of more than 

fifty volumes, pamphlets, or critical notices on 

this question. Porson, in the conclusion of his 

letters to Travis, says: “In short, if this verse be 

really genuine, notwithstanding its absence from 

all the visible Greek manuscripts except two (that 

of Dublin and the forged one found at Berlin), one 

of which awkwardly translates the verse from the 

Latin, and the other transcribes it from a printed 

book; notwithstanding its absence from all the 

versions except the Vulgate, even from many of 

the best and oldest manuscripts of the Vulgate; 

notwithstanding the deep and dead silence of all 

the Greek writers down to the thirteenth, and of 

most of the Latins down to the middle of the 

eighth century; if, in spite of all these objections, 

it be still genuine, no part of Scripture whatsoever 

can be proved either spurious or genuine; and 

Satan has been permitted for many centuries 

miraculously to banish the 'finest passage in the 

New Testament,' as Martin calls it, from the eyes 

and memories of almost all the Christian authors, 

translators, and transcribers.”101 

 

The only modern version of the Bible that takes the reading, “The 

Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost” is the NKJV. 

  

19. I John 5:20 And we know that the Son of God has come, and 

has given us understanding so that we may know Him who is true; 
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and we are in Him who is true, in His Son Jesus Christ. This is the 

true God and eternal life. 

 

Dr. George B. Winer’s Grammar of New Testament Greek, page 

195 says, 

 

“The pronoun HOU’TOS sometimes refers, not 

to the noun which stands nearest to it, but to one 

more remote, which is to be regarded as the 

principal subject, and which therefore was to the 

writer the nearest psychologically, than any 

other: A. iv. 11, HOU.TOS’ [this] (IE.SOUS’ 

KHRI.STOS’ [Jesus Christ] in ver. 10, though 

HO THE.OS’ [the God] is the nearest noun) 

ESTIN HO LI’THOS [is the stone]. So in 1 Jo v. 

20, HOU.TOS’ ESTIN HO ALETHI.NOS’ 

THE.OS’ this is the true God, the pronoun refers 

to HO THE.OS’ [the God] –not KHRI.STO’ 

[Christ] (which immediately precedes), as the 

older theologians maintained on dogmatic 

grounds; for, in the first place, ALETHI.NOS’ 

THE.OS’ [true God] is a constant and exclusive 

epithet of the Father [This checked out-DS]; and, 

secondly, there follows a warning against 

idolatry, and ALE.THI.NOS’ THE.OS’ is always 

contrasted with EI’DO.LA [an idol].” 

 

Vincent’s Word Studies states concerning this passage,  

 

 “This. God the Father. Many, however, refer it 

to the Son.”102 

 

Greek Grammar Beyond the Basics: An Exegetical Syntax of the 

New Testament by Daniel B. Wallace, page 326-327, 

 

“1 John 5:20…This text is exegetically 

problematic for a variety of reasons…This issue 

                                                           
102 http://www.studylight.org/commentaries/vnt/view.cgi?bk=61&ch=5 



71 
 

cannot be decided on grammar alone. But suffice 

it to say here that there are no grammatical 

reasons for denying that [the true God] is 

descriptive of Jesus Christ.” 

 

Here we have Wallace admitting that though this verse does not 

rule out the Sabellian interpretation, it does not positively affirm 

it either! This verse is therefore, on the admission of the best of 

the Sabellian Greek scholars, sterile. 

 

Critics will object that Jesus is the eternal life (1 John 1:1-3) to 

which I will reply, have you not read John 5:26 For just as the 

Father has life in Himself, even so He gave to the Son also to have 

life in Himself? Jesus does not possess life absolutely but by way 

of derivation from the Father, the One God and Eternal Life 

ultimately and absolutely.  

 

20. Rev. 1: 8 “I am the Alpha and the Omega,” says the Lord 

God, “who is and who was and who is to come, the Almighty.” 

 

Rev. 1:17 When I saw Him, I fell at His feet like a dead man. And 

He placed His right hand on me, saying, “Do not be afraid; I am 

the first and the last, 18 and the living One; and I was dead, and 

behold, I am alive forevermore, and I have the keys of death and 

of Hades. 

 

Samuel Clarke says in The Scripture Doctrine of the 

Trinity, pages 62-64, 

 

“414. [Rev. 1] 8. I am Alpha and Omega, 

the Beginning and the End, saith the Lord, [in 

several MSS …the Lord God,] which is and 

which was and which is to come, the Almighty. 

[Gr. ὁ παντοκράτωρ, the Supreme Lord over 

all]…” 

 

Παντοκράτωρ [Supreme over All] was ordinarily 

by Ancients (Saith the learned Bp. Pearson) taken 

for the Father: As Origen, book the 7th against 
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Celsus;…the prophecies, in which (saith he) 

either…the Supreme God over all, or the Son of 

God, or the Holy Spirit was believed to be the 

speaker. And according to this general 

Confession did Polycarp begin his Prayer at his 

Martyrdom; …O Lord God Almighty, [or 

Supreme over all;] the Father of thy beloved and 

blessed Son Jesus Christ.—And Constit. Apost. 

Lib. I. proem…Who have taken confidence to 

call the Supreme God, Father. Pearson on the 

Creed, pag. 41, Edit. 4th. 

 

Again, pag. 42 By the First, [the 

Title…Almighty,] they seem to signify the Rule 

and Dominion which God hath over all. And 

again: From the Use of the sacred Writers, from 

the Notation of the Word in Greek. And from the 

testimony of the Ancient Fathers, we may well 

ascribe unto God the Father, in the Explication of 

this Article, [I believe in God the Father 

Almighty…] the dominion over All, and the rule 

and government of all. 

 

Again, pag. 43. He——–is——– the only 

Potentate; because He alone hath all Power , of 

Himself; and whosoever else hath any, hath it 

from Him, ether by donation or permission. And 

again: He hath all Power over every thing, as 

being Absolute and Supreme.” 

 

First, I would like to point out that the Alpha and Omega reading 

in Rev 1:11 is not found in the Westcott-Hort nor in the Majority 

Text. It appears in the Textus Receptus which is well known for 

its textual additions. Samuel Clarke’s point is defended by an 

examination of Scripture. In Rev. 1, verse 2 we have a distinction 

between God and Yeshua Messiah; 1:4 distinguishes between he 

which was and is and is to come from Yeshua Messiah; 1:6 refers 

to Yeshua’s God as the Father; 1:12-13 distinguishes between the 

voice that cried Alpha and Omega from the son of man; Rev. 21 
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distinguishes between the Lord God and the Lamb as does Rev. 

22. Now Rev. 1:17 is the strongest passage for the Triune 

Sabellianism. However, as Clarke pointed out, Rev. 1:17 does not 

include the language of “the Almighty” [Παντοκράτωρ]. 

 

This word, Παντοκράτωρ shows up in 10 passages in the New 

Testament and none of them refer to the Son. They all refer to the 

Father.  

 

21. Acts 7:59 They went on stoning Stephen as he called on the 

Lord and said, “Lord Jesus, receive my spirit!”  

 

Trinitarians will demand that this passage refers to Yeshua as Yah 

Almighty because he is receiving prayer. First, whenever prayer 

is mentioned in didactic portions of scripture it is always to be 

given to the Father alone:  

 

Mat. 6:6 But you, when you pray, go into your 

inner room, close your door and pray to your 

Father who is in secret, and your Father who 

sees what is done in secret will reward you. 

 

Mat 6:9 “Pray, then, in this way: ‘Our 

Father who is in heaven, Hallowed be Your 

name. 

 

John 14: 13 Whatever you ask in My name, that 

will I do, so that the Father may be glorified in 

the Son. 

 

John 15:16  You did not choose Me but I chose 

you, and appointed you that you would go and 

bear fruit, and that your fruit would remain, so 

that whatever you ask of the Father in My 

name He may give to you. 

 

John 16:23 In that day you will not question Me 

about anything. Truly, truly, I say to you, if 

you ask the Father for anything in My name, He 
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will give it to you. 24 Until now you have asked 

for nothing in My name; ask and you will receive, 

so that your joy may be made full. 

 

Rom 1:8 First, I thank my God through Jesus 

Christ 

 

Rom 7:25 Thanks be to God through Jesus 

Christ our Lord! So then, on the one hand I myself 

with my mind am serving the law of God, but on 

the other, with my flesh the law of sin. 

 

Eph 2: 18 for through Him [Christ-DS] we both 

have our access in one Spirit to the Father. 

 

Eph 6: 18 With all prayer and petition pray at all 

times in the Spirit, and with this in view, be on the 

alert with all perseverance and petition for all the 

saints 

 

1 Tim 2:5 For there is one God, 

and one mediator also between God and men, 

the man Christ Jesus 

 

Heb 13:15 Through Him then, let us continually 

offer up a sacrifice of praise to God, that is, the 

fruit of lips that give thanks to His name. 

 

1 Pet 2:5 you also, as living stones, are being 

built up as a spiritual house for a 

holy priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices 

acceptable to God through Jesus Christ. 

 

1 Pet 5: 10 After you have suffered for a little 

while, the God of all grace, who called you to 

His eternal glory in Christ 

 

What about Acts 7:59? When Stephen is said to call on the Lord 

we have the Greek word “epikaleō”. This is from the root “kaleō”. 
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This word is never translated a single time as prayer in the New 

Testament.  Just like in all the previous passages we have 

considered, Yeshua is the mediator and bridge to the Father. 

Stephen sees the Lord Yeshua when he says, “Behold, I see 

the heavens opened up and the Son of Man standing at the right 

hand of God” and invokes him as his mediator and only bridge to 

God. It wasn’t like Stephen was in a corner with his eyes closed 

and his head bowed praying to Yeshua. In Luke 16:22 we read,  

 

“Now the poor man died and was carried away 

by the angels to Abraham’s bosom; and the rich 

man also died and was buried. 23 In Hades he 

lifted up his eyes, being in torment, and *saw 

Abraham far away and Lazarus in his 

bosom. 24 And he cried out and said, ‘Father 

Abraham, have mercy on me, and send Lazarus 

so that he may dip the tip of his finger in water 

and cool off my tongue, for I am in agony in this 

flame.” 

 

So does this passage prove that we should pray to Abraham? No. 

An invocation is not a prayer. So these passages are very clear. 

We pray to Father, through the Son in the Spirit. The Son and the 

Spirit are man’s apparatus; man’s equipment to perform divine 

activity and participate in divine nature (2 Pet. 1:3-5). Prayer to 

Yeshua is Sabellian heresy. 

 

22. Matt. 28:8 And they left the tomb quickly with fear and great 

joy and ran to report it to His disciples. 9 And behold, Jesus met 

them and greeted them. And they came up and took hold of His 

feet and worshiped Him. 

 

Trinitarians will complain that only Yah can receive 

worship and glory.  

 

Isa. 42:8 "I am the LORD, that is My name; I will 

not give My glory to another, Nor My praise to 

graven images. 
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I reply,  

 

John 8:54 Jesus answered, “If I glorify Myself, 

My glory is nothing; it is My Father who glorifies 

Me, of whom you say, ‘He is our God’; 

 

In Clarke’s Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, Part 1, Section 4, 

page 69, Clarke defends this premise, “that All prayers and praises 

ought primarily to be offered to Him [The Father-DS], and that 

everything ought to be directed ultimately to His Honour and 

Glory.” Clarke offers many scripture passages but I think these are 

the clearest and most powerful to prove his case: 

 

John 4:23 But an hour is coming, and now is, 

when the true worshipers will worship the 

Father in spirit and truth; for such people the 

Father seeks to be His worshipers. 

 

John 14:13 And whatsoever ye shall ask in my 

name, that will I do, that the Father may be 

glorified in the Son. KJV 

 

Rom 1:8 First, I thank my God through Jesus 

Christ for you all, because your faith is being 

proclaimed throughout the whole 

world. 9 For God, whom I serve in my spirit in 

the preaching of the gospel of His Son, is my 

witness as to how unceasingly I make mention of 

you 

 

Rom 7:25 Thanks be to God through Jesus Christ 

our Lord! So then, on the one hand I myself with 

my mind am serving the law of God, but on the 

other, with my flesh the law of sin. 

 

Eph 5: 19 speaking to one another in psalms 

and hymns and spiritual songs, singing and 

making melody with your heart to the 

Lord;20 always giving thanks for all things in the 
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name of our Lord Jesus Christ to God, even the 

Father; 

 

Phil 3:3 for we are the true circumcision, 

who worship in the Spirit of God and glory 

in Christ Jesus and put no confidence in the flesh 

 

Col 3: 16 Let the word of Christ richly dwell 

within you, with all wisdom teaching and 

admonishing one another with psalms 

and hymns and spiritual songs, singing with 

thankfulness in your hearts to God. 17 Whatever 

you do in word or deed, do all in the name of the 

Lord Jesus, giving thanks through Him to God the 

Father. 

 

1 Pet 2:5 you also, as living stones, are being 

built up as a spiritual house for a holy priesthood, 

to offer up spiritual sacrifices acceptable to God 

through Jesus Christ. 

 

1 Pet 4:11 Whoever speaks, is to do so as one who 

is speaking the utterances of God; whoever 

serves is to do so as one who is serving by the 

strength which God supplies; so that in all things 

God may be glorified through Jesus Christ, to 

whom belongs the glory and dominion forever 

and ever. Amen. 

 

Objection:  Doesn’t Phil. 2:9-11 command worship to 

Yeshua? Phil 2:9-11, 

 

“9 Therefore God has highly exalted him and 

bestowed on him the name that is above every 

name, 10 so that at the name of Jesus every knee 

should bow, in heaven and on earth and under the 

earth, 11 and every tongue confess that Jesus 

Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.” 
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Clarke deals with this nicely on page 132, 

 

“Joh. V; 22, 23. For the Father judgeth no man, 

but hath committed all judgment unto the Son: 

That all men should honour the Son, * even as 

they honour the Father: He that honoureth not the 

Son, honoureth  not the Father which hath sent 

him. 

 

*…The meaning is not, that the Sons authority 

should like That of the Father, be looked upon as 

Underived, Absolute, Supreme, and Independent; 

but that, as the Jews already believed in God, so 

they should also for the future believe in Christ, 

chap. Xiv, 13 AS they already honoured God the 

Father, so they should also for the future honour 

the Son of God; honour him as having All 

judgment committed unto him; honour him, to the 

Honour of the Father which sent him; 

acknowledge him to be Lord, to the Glory of God 

the Father.” 

 

In John 17 we read,  

 

3 This is eternal life, that they may know You, the 

only true God, and Jesus Christ whom You have 

sent. 4 I glorified You on the earth, having 

accomplished the work which You have given Me 

to do. 5 Now, Father, glorify Me together with 

Yourself, with the glory which I had with You 

before the world was. 

 

It is asserted by the Triunusts that this glory is equal to the Father’s 

glory. But the passage does not say that. Yeshua does not say that 

he deserves the same glory or enjoyed the same glory that the 

Father has by nature in eternity. He is saying that he enjoyed glory 

with the Father before the creation. That much I admit to. The 

glory which the Son had was derived and participatory. That is, 

the Son partook of the Father’s glory pertaining to his 
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subordinated person but similar nature before the creation and all 

his actions in the economia redound ultimately to the glory of the 

Father. I offer these Scriptures; and to add even more mental 

torment upon the Triunists. Take note of the passages that mention 

that the Father is the God of Jesus Christ: 

 

Heb 1:1 God, after He spoke long ago to the 

fathers in the prophets in many portions and in 

many ways, 2 in these last days has spoken to us 

in His Son, whom He appointed heir of all things, 

through whom also He made the world. 3 And He 

is the radiance of His glory and the exact 

representation of His nature 

 

Mat 16: 27 For the Son of Man is going to come 

in the glory of His Father 

 

John 8:54 Jesus answered, “If I glorify Myself, 

My glory is nothing; it is My Father who glorifies 

Me, of whom you say, ‘He is our God’; 

 

Eph.1:17 that the God of our Lord Jesus Christ, 

the Father of glory, may give to you a spirit of 

wisdom and of revelation in the knowledge of 

Him. 

 

Phil. 2:11 and that every tongue will confess that 

Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the 

Father. 

 

Phil. 4:20 Now to our God and Father be the 

glory forever and ever. Amen. 

 

2 Pet. 1:17 For when He received honor 

and glory from God the Father, such an utterance 

as this was made to Him by the Majestic Glory, 

“This is My beloved Son with whom I am well-

pleased” 
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Rev. 1: 5 and from Jesus Christ, the faithful 

witness, the firstborn of the dead, and the ruler of 

the kings of the earth. To Him who loves us and 

released us from our sins by His blood— 6 and 

He has made us to be a kingdom, priests to His 

God and Father—to Him be the glory and the 

dominion forever and ever. Amen. 

 

I also offer quotations from Clarke and Bull, which fully explain 

my view: 

 

On page 272 of Clarke’s Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity he states 

of the Son, 

 

“that he Was with God, and that he was [Theos] 

Partaker of Divine Power and Glory with and 

from the Father before the World Was.” 

 

Bishop Bull, Defence of the Nicene Creed, Vol. 1, page 113, 

 

“Now in this ascription of glory, the same honour, 

the same glory and majesty, is evidently given to 

the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, 

conjointly…Hence the Arians never willingly 

used this form of doxology, but changed the 

[meth ou-DS] (with Whom), into [di ou], or [en 

ho] (through Whom, or, in Whom), with the 

design, of course, of intimating, that in nature the 

Son is inferior to, and therefore alien from the 

Father . On the other hand, several, even of the 

Catholics, prior to the Council of Nice, (as also 

the author of the Constitutions in other places,) 

employed the phrase  [di ou] (through Whom), 

and others again combined the 

two…understanding, that is, that it is through the 

Son that the glory of the Father is manifested, and 

that all the glory of the Son redounds to the 

Father, as the fountain of deity: and that the Son, 

nevertheless, ought to be adored together with the 
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Father, as a partaker of the same divine nature and 

majesty. [I would qualify that assertion only to 

say that sameness of nature does not entail exact 

equality. A Father and his newborn son have the 

exact same type of nature. Yet the newborn does 

not have the same powers and attributes of his 

Father. -DS] To speak more plainly, the ancient 

Catholics, when they glorified the Father through 

the Son, meant to express the subordination of the 

Son, in that He is the Son, and the pre-eminence 

of the Father in that He is the Father; and on the 

other hand, by worshipping the Son with the 

Father, they meant to express His 

consubstantiality, and His subsistence with the 

Father in the same divine essence and nature. 

That the Arians however altogether disliked the 

expression [meth ou] and accordingly, whenever 

they were in power, changed that received 

formula of doxology in the public Liturgies into 

[di ou], is testified by ecclesiastical history.” 

 

 

23. Mat. 28: 19 Go therefore and make disciples of all the 

nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father and the Son and 

the Holy Spirit, 20 teaching them to observe all that I commanded 

you; and lo, I am with you always, even to the end of the age.” 

 

It is curious that not a single place in the New Testament will one 

read of this actually happening. Every time we read of someone 

being baptized it is in the name of the Messiah alone. Acts 2:38, 

8:16, 10:48, 19:5, Rom. 6:3, Gal. 3:27. Eusebius states in his 

Church History (Book III, Chapter 5),  

 

“2. For the Jews after the ascension of our 

Saviour, in addition to their crime against him, 

had been devising as many plots as they could 

against his apostles. First Stephen was stoned to 

death by them, and after him James, the son of 

Zebedee and the brother of John, was 
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beheaded, and finally James, the first that had 

obtained the episcopal seat in Jerusalem after 

the ascension of our Saviour, died in the manner 

already described. But the rest of the apostles, 

who had been incessantly plotted against with a 

view to their destruction, and had been driven out 

of the land of Judea, went unto all nations to 

preach the Gospel, relying upon the power 

of Christ, who had said to them, Go and 

make disciples of all the nations in my name.”103 

 

Here we see Eusebius quoting a different version of Matt. 28:19 

and one that agrees with the rest of the New Testament.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
103 http://newadvent.org/fathers/250103.htm 
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Chapter V 

Did The Messiah And The Apostles Do Away With The Dietary 

Laws? 

 

 

What were the original antediluvian rules concerning 

food? In Gen. 1:29-30 we read that Yah originally gave man a 

vegetarian diet.104  This is confirmed in the life of Noah where we 

read of the vegetable food taken for animals aboard the ark in Gen. 

6:21. We see then that both man and beast were Vegetarians 

before the flood, although animals were kept for many purposes 

including sacrifice.105  In Gen. 7:1-5 we read the first mention of 

clean and unclean animals. In Gen. 9:3 Yah gave man permission 

to eat animal flesh for food. This is immediately after the flood. 

Thus, it is revealed why Yah commanded seven clean animals to 

be taken aboard the ark: It was now his intention that animals be 

used for food. The eating of unclean animals would have led to 

their extinction because only two were brought. This proves the 

clean and unclean distinction referred to food as well as to 

sacrifice; and all of this centuries before there was any Levitical 

Priests. In Leviticus 11 we have Yah’s Kosher Laws given to 

Moses. The word used for these unclean meats in Leviticus 11 

is abomination or in the Hebrew, ץקש (sheqets).106 This is the 

same word used by Yah to describe what Israel’s attitude should 

be towards idolatry.107 The defilement of the unclean foods was 

the same defilement as adultery, homosexuality and bestiality.108 

In Deut. 14:3 Yah refers to unclean foods as the same 

abomination109 as adultery, homosexuality and bestiality. These 

laws were given for the sake of holiness unto God, not to 

distinguish Jew from Gentile.110 The dietary law against eating 

blood was specifically applied to sojourning Gentiles!111 In Lev. 

                                                           
104 Matthew Poole, Synopsis Criticorum, Gen. 1:30. 
105 Gen. 4. 
106 Strong’s H8261. 
107 Deut. 7:25. 
108 Lev. 11: 43, 18:20-23. 
109 Strong’s H8441. 
110 Lev. 11:44. 
111 Lev. 17:1-12. 
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11:46-47 Yah gave a definition of food as it pertains to meat: 

clean animals. Flesh then is not the same thing as food. Only 

clean animals can be considered food according to the Torah.  

 

Objection: Mark 7:19 abrogates the dietary laws.  

 

Ans. Examine as many Christian commentaries as you will, they 

do not explain the cross reference in Mat. 15:17 and the curious 

absence of the statement, “Thus he declared all foods clean”. As a 

matter of fact they do not even justify the existence of the phrase, 

“Thus he declared”.  The best Christian argument is that 

katharizon must mean He declared clean due to its masculine 

construction instead of neuter. This translation relies on a textual 

variant.  The problem is, the way the Christian translates the 

passage, the word katharizon must be considered an adjective, but 

the word is a verb. Cleansing and declared clean are very different 

uses of the word clean. The former is a verb, the latter is an 

adjective, while declared is the verb. Christian Theologians admit 

the radical (Gnostic? Pagan?) implications of the Christian 

interpretation.112 Imagine telling John or some other early Jewish 

believer that what matters is the soul not the external affairs of the 

body. Mark 7:19 does not include the phrase “Thus he declared” 

in the Greek text.113 In the well-known Blue Letter Bible website’s 

Interlinear we see that the Greek word Katharizo is supposed to 

be the Greek basis for the English words Thus he declared! 

 

                                                           
112 Leon Morris, The Gospel According to Matthew (Pillar New 

Testament Commentary), 398-399. 
113 Examine an Interlinear New Testament. 
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Hold on, Katharizo means thus he declared? We see in the same 

reference the definition of the word Katharizo and its use in the 

New Testament: 

 



87 
 

 
 

Here we see that Katharizo does not mean thus he declared. We 

see that Katharizo is a verb not an adjective. Fascinating that the 

KJV does not have the Thus he declared all foods clean reading 

either. We are then faced with deliberate, despicable priest-craft.  
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Lastly, the word that is translated defile in Mark 7, in our English 

translations is deceitful.  The Greek is κοινός (koinos). This word 

is never used in the New Testament to refer to Levitical or 

Ceremonial uncleanness and Peter is even clear to make this 

distinction in Acts 10:14 and Acts 11:8. The word for Ceremonial 

uncleanness is akathartos. The same error is made by Christian 

translators in Rom. 14. Christian Commentators as famous as 

Calvin and Henry admit that the word in Rom. 14:14 is common, 

not unclean in their commentaries on Rom. 14:14.   

 

Calvin says of Rom. 14:14,  

 

“By the word common, in this place, he means 

unclean” 

 

Matthew Henry says of Rom. 14:14,  

 

“So that now there is nothing unclean of itself, 

every creature of God is good 

nothing common: so the margin, ouden 

koinon nothing which is common to others to eat, 

from the use of which the professors of religion 

are restrained: nothing profane in this sense the 

Jews used the word common. It is explained by 

the word akatharton, Acts 10:14, 

nothing common or unclean. It was not only from 

the revelation made to Peter in this matter, but 

from the tenour and tendency of the whole gospel, 

and from the manifest design of Christ's death in 

general, that Paul learned to count nothing 

common or unclean. This was Paul's own 

clearness, and he practised accordingly.” 

 

The Jews had created another tradition in which they added 

another level of prohibition to foods: Common.  

 

Objection: 1 Tim. 4:1-4 abrogates the dietary laws.  
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Ans.  Does this mean we can kill and eat human flesh?  First, this 

passage is not a condemnation of dietary laws. It is a 

condemnation of Anchorism/Asceticism. Pork and shellfish and 

other scavenger animals are not food. They are garbage disposals. 

Their job is to clean up the garbage and refuse of the earth. When 

Paul says that all food is good to eat he is saying the exact same 

thing that the Mosaic Law says.114  

 

Objection: Acts 10 abrogates the Kosher laws.  

 

Ans. At no time does Peter eat unclean meat and he specifically 

tells us what the vision meant in vs. 28: “God has shown me that 

I should not call any man common or unclean”.  It did not mean 

the end of the Kosher laws. It meant that Rabbinic tradition was 

wrong and the ancient view of Gentiles found in Exodus 12 should 

be restored. When Peter stated that it was unlawful to associate 

with a Gentile he was not talking about the Torah. He was talking 

about the Talmudic-Rabbinic Tradition. The Torah made a special 

effort to bridge the Jews with the Gentiles in Exo. 12:48-49. The 

law that Peter is referring to is creedalized in Tosapoth, Jebamoth 

94b, “If you eat with a non-Jew, it is the same as eating with a 

dog.” See also Acts 11:17-18.  

 

In general, the objections to the Kosher laws are usually based on 

a misunderstanding of what food is.  If absolutely every creature 

that moves is food, then this ultimately implies that humans can 

be randomly killed and eaten.  

 

Objection. Gen. 9:3 contradicts the non-food principle.  

 

Ans. The word food in Gen. 9:3 is not the primary word for food. 

The primary word for food is ma’akalv115 which comes from the 

root word ‘akal116, to eat. The word here in Gen. 9:3 

is ‘oklah.117 This word is used for fuel for a fire, consumption of 

                                                           
114 Lev. 11:46-47. 
115 Strong’s H3978. 
116 Strong’s H398. 
117 Strong’s H402. 
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land, and even enjoying a Sabbath rest.118 It is a general word for 

consumption, exploitation or a general dominant use of 

something. Of course it can refer to eating food but that is a 

particular case. What Gen. 9:3 is saying is that all the living things 

of the earth are given to man for his use in whatever way he wants. 

Does this verse mean that Yah gave Jellyfish, Blowfish, 

Triggerfish, Barracuda, or a host of other toxic animals for food?  

 

There are other confusions:  

 

1. Leaven is forbidden due to the circumstances of Passover not 

to the substance of Leaven. It is not un-Kosher.  This is a positive 

law not a natural one. This is a conflation between the substance 

of something with its modes and circumstances.  

 

2. Appeals to Deut. 14:21 conflate substance with mode and 

circumstance. The dead animal is forbidden due to its 

circumstantial death, not its essential nature, or what it is.  

 

3. Hawah’s fruit was forbidden due to its circumstantial 

providence as being involved with a positive law not a natural law.  

 

4. The Torah did not forbid eating dairy with meat. Deut. 14:21 

says nothing about eating meat and dairy. On the contrary 

Abraham did this very thing in Gen. 18:8.  

 

5. Some people appeal to Acts 15 and assert that the Bible only 

commands Gentiles to abstain from things contaminated by idols 

and from fornication and from what is strangled and from blood. 

This is probably one of the stupidest parts of Christian Theology 

and one I have heard numerous times come out of the mouths of 

even seasoned Christians. So you don’t have to love Yah with all 

your heart soul and mind? You don’t have to abstain from taking 

Yah’s name in vain? It is now  moral to have sex with animals? 

You can now marry your brother or sister? You can now get a 

tattoo?119 You can now cross-dress?120 You no longer need to 

                                                           
118 Lev. 25:6. 
119 Lev. 19:28 
120 Deut. 22:5.  
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honor your lawful parents?121 You no longer have to reward your 

laborers?122 Love your personal enemies?123 Love your 

brethren?124 

 

Finally, and by way of conclusion, if you are anti-Kosher, tell me, 

exactly why were these animals considered unclean? Did Yah 

chose these animals arbitrarily? Why is it, that the clean animals 

of the Kosher law seem to be the animals that eat the most 

wholesome diets and have the least tendency to carry disease, 

toxins and parasites, while the unclean animals are filled with the 

vilest scum of the earth? Is this all just a coincidence?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
121 Eph. 6. 
122 1 Cor. 9:9, 1 Tim. 5:18. 
123 Luke 6:35. 
124 John 13:34. 
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Chapter VI 

The Weekly Sabbath 

 

1. The Sabbath is a creation ordinance (Gen. 2:3) which shows 

that this commandment was not introduced as a ceremonial 

element in the Jewish Commonwealth instituted on the basis of 

the Levitical Priesthood. What was sanctified was a day, not a 

principle that could be applied to another day. The Sabbath is 

thus natural law and will never be abrogated in the dispensation 

of men in the same way that heterosexual marriage (Gen. 2:24, 

Mat. 19:4-5), the headship of the man over the woman (1 Cor. 

11:3), man’s dominion over all creation (Gen. 1:26,28) and labor 

(Gen. 2:15) are also universal principles in the dispensation of 

men. One strong confirmation of the Sabbath’s natural and 

abiding nature was the opposition against the French 

Revolutionary Calendar’s ten-day work week during the French 

Revolution.  

 

2. The Ten Commandments hold a special place in the plan of God 

as they were distinctly written with the finger of Yah and carried 

in the sacred Ark of the Covenant as is compared with the rest of 

the laws written by Moses. (Deut. 10:1-4, Exo. 34:27-28) 

 

3. The Ten Commandments were known and authoritative before 

the Two Stone Tablets given to Moses and the Jewish 

Commonwealth. The first recorded prohibition to commit murder 

is Exo. 20. The first recorded prohibition to commit idolatry is 

Exo. 20. The first recorded prohibition to commit adultery is Exo. 

20. The first recorded prohibition to commit homosexuality is 

Lev. 18. Yet Abel’s murder (Gen. 4) was condemned as if men 

knew it was wrong to murder. Jacob abhorred idolatry in Gen. 

35:1-4. Joseph refused to commit adultery as if he knew it was sin 

(Gen. 39:9). Also, Sodom and Gomorrah were judged for 

homosexuality. (Gen. 19) 

 

4. The Sabbath Commandment; or the Fourth Commandment of 

the Decalogue, is clearly in the context of nine other moral 

commandments. The idea that the 4th Commandment is now 
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expired is a violation of the first principle of Biblical 

interpretation: Context.  

 

5. Yeshua the Messiah did not do away with the law.  

 

Mat 5: 17 “Do not think that I came to abolish 

the Law or the Prophets; I did not come to abolish 

but to fulfill. 18 For truly I say to you, until 

heaven and earth pass away, not the smallest 

letter or stroke shall pass from the Law until all 

is accomplished. 19 Whoever then annuls one of 

the least of these commandments, and teaches 

others to do the same, shall be called least in the 

kingdom of heaven; but whoever  keeps and 

teaches them, he shall be called great in the 

kingdom of heaven. 

 

Take bestiality for example. Every Christian I know thinks that 

bestiality is a sin. Yet there is no prohibition in the New Testament 

against bestiality. Bestiality was forbidden by Yah in Lev. 20:15.  

 

Moreover, when Paul defines love he quotes the second table of 

the Ten Commandments.125 Lastly, the apostle John defines what 

sin is for us by appealing to the law: 1 John 3:4 “Whosoever 

committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the 

transgression of the law.” KJV 

 

6. The law has been abrogated as it functions as a way to receive 

justification and to the regenerate as a curse in its condemning and 

fearful threats (Gal. 3:10-13; Rom. 10), not as the rule of morals. 

With reference to morals, the Ten Commandments are the rule of 

life. (1 John 3:4). 

 

7. It is a common assumption that the apostles met for sacramental 

worship on Sunday; yet this is not true. Acts 20:11 says, “When 

he had gone back up and had broken the bread and eaten, he 

talked with them a long while until daybreak, and then left.” As 

                                                           
125 Rom. 13:8-10. 
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we can see the breaking of bread was not sacramental. Moreover, 

Acts 2:42-47 says that the disciples met daily to hear the apostle’s 

doctrine, for worship and for breaking bread. Thus, the fact that 

they met on the first day of the week does not constitute a new 

holy day, otherwise every day of the week would be a Sabbath 

according to Acts 2:46-47. Also, in Acts 20 Paul was preparing to 

travel in the daytime on the first day of the week (Days begin with 

evenings. See Gen. 1), necessarily inferring that he did not regard 

it as a Sabbath. 

 

8. In 1 Cor. 16:1, 2, Paul commands work to be done on the first 

day of the week. If the first day of the week was the Christian 

Sabbath, then Paul should have commanded them to prepare on 

another day other than Sunday.126 

 

9. For the first few centuries of Christian History, worship was 

conducted on the 7th day Sabbath. It was the Roman and 

Alexandrian tradition that changed this.127  

 

Socrates Scholasticus, Church History (Book V), Chapter 22 says,   

 

“For although almost all churches throughout the 

world celebrate the sacred mysteries on the 

sabbath of every week, yet the Christians of 

Alexandria and at Rome, on account of some 

ancient tradition, have ceased to do this.”128 

 

Sozomen, Ecclesiastical History (Book VII), Chapter 19 says,  

 

“The people of Constantinople, and almost 

everywhere, assemble together on the Sabbath, as 

well as on the first day of the week, which custom 

is never observed at Rome or at Alexandria. 

There are several cities and villages in Egypt 

where, contrary to the usage established 

                                                           
126 This is private not public. Vincent’s Word Studies Vol. 3, pg. 288, 

“Lay by him in store…Lit., put by himself treasuring. Put by at home.” 
127 See also the Council of Laodicea. 
128 http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/26015.htm 
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elsewhere, the people meet together on Sabbath 

evenings, and, although they have dined 

previously, partake of the mysteries. The same 

prayers and psalms are not recited nor the same 

lections read on the same occasions in all 

churches.”129 

 

10. According to the Roman Catholic Council of Trent’s 17th 

session, it appears that the Protestant Reformation was being 

seriously considered until the speech by Archbishop Reggio 

pointed out that the Church’s change of the Sabbath from Saturday 

to Sunday was indicative of her authority over the scripture.130 The 

Augsburg Confession repeats this Roman Catholic argument in 

Article XXVIII: Of Ecclesiastical Power,  

 

“They [The Roman Catholics-DS] refer to the 

Sabbath-day as having been changed into the 

Lord’s Day, contrary to the Decalog, as it seems. 

Neither is there any example whereof they make 

more than concerning the changing of the 

Sabbath-day. Great, say they, is the power of the 

Church, since it has dispensed with one of the Ten 

Commandments!” 

 

11. The Messiah did not rise from the dead on the first day of the 

week. The preparation day on which Messiah died was related to 

the Passover not the weekly Sabbath; thus it was not Friday.131 

Secondly, the only passage that seems to state (though the wording 

is not clear) that Messiah  rose from the dead  on Sunday is Mark 

16:9. However, this passage is not in the oldest Greek text, Codex 

Sinaiticus. The fact is, Messiah stated clearly that he would be in 

the grave 3 days and 3 nights.132 This is impossible with the Friday 

to Sunday view of the heretical Christian Church.  

 

Objection: What about Col. 2:16-17?  

                                                           
129 http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/26027.htm 
130 Félix Bungener, History of the Council of Trent, 298 
131 John 19:14-15. 
132 Mat. 12:40. 
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Ans. Do we find that the Colossians are being condemned for 

NOT observing feast days and Sabbaths? Who would be doing 

that to former pagans? Could it be that they were being 

condemned FOR OBSERVING the Kosher Laws and the 

Sabbaths? Next, what about the phrase, “things which ARE 

a mere shadow of what is TO COME”? The are, (estin in the 

Greek) is present tense not past tense.  It is not saying they were a 

shadow. It says they are a shadow.  The Christian interpretation is 

that the Sabbaths and Feasts were shadows of something already 

come, namely Yeshua the Messiah. This is obviously incorrect. 

The celebrated Protestant Commentators, Gill, Poole and Calvin 

completely miss this and Jamieson-Fausset-Brown  and Henry 

devilishly change the are to a were. 

 

Many have attempted to point out the Reformer Andreas 

Carlstadt’s affirmation of the 7th day Sabbath. Having examined 

his Regarding the Sabbath and Statutory Holy Days, I found his 

position too ambiguous to cite. Though, to be fair, Barnas Sears’ 

The Life of Luther does record Carlstadt as holding to a 7th day 

Sabbath.133  

 

Thus, we can fairly conclude that Sabbath denial and Sunday 

Sabbath keeping is apostasy and much of this apostasy has been 

enabled by the Roman Catholic religion.  

 

Objection: The reason we worship on Sunday and do not keep the 

Sabbath is because Messiah rose from the dead on the first day of 

the week.  

 

Ans. First, the argument is totally arbitrary. Where does the Bible 

say that when someone rises from the dead, that this is a basis for 

a new Sabbath day? Second, there is not a single passage in the 

New Testament that states that the messiah rose from the dead on 

the first day of the week.  

 

                                                           
133 The Life of Luther by Barnas Sears, pg. 362. 
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The only passage that seems to state (though the wording is not 

clear) that Messiah rose from the dead on Sunday is Mark 16:9. 

However,  

 

1. It does not say that he rose from the dead in this verse. It says 

he rose up.  Mark uses this same word (ἀνίστημι, G450) in Mark 

1:35 to refer to Yeshua waking up early in the morning.  

 

Mark 1:35 In the early morning, while it was still 

dark, Jesus got up, left the house, and went away 

to a secluded place, and was praying there. 

 

2. In Mark 16:1-8 we see that when the disciples came to 

his tomb early in the morning he was already gone. Not 

only so, we read,  

 

Mark 16:7 But go, tell His disciples and Peter, 

‘He is going ahead of you to Galilee; there you 

will see Him, just as He told you.’”  

 

So when the disciples reached his tomb early in the morning on 

the first day of the week, not only had he already risen, he had 

already began his trip to Galilee. Now, though there are difficult 

chronological issues in this narrative to make it fit with John 20, 

the point remains that the passage nowhere says he rose from the 

dead on the first day of the week, but that on the first day of the 

week, his disciples found that he had already risen from the dead.  

 

3. This passage in Mark 16:9 is not in the oldest Greek text, the 

Codex Sinaiticus.  

 

Moreover, the preparation day on which Messiah died was related 

to the Passover not the weekly Sabbath; thus it was not Friday.134 

The fact is, Messiah stated clearly that he would be in the grave 3 

days and 3 nights.135 This is impossible with the Friday to Sunday 

view of the Christian Church. 

                                                           
134 John 19:14-15. 
135 Mat. 12:40. 
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Chapter VII 

The Seasonal Sabbaths 

 

Acts 2:1 When the day of Pentecost had come, 

they were all together in one place.  

 

Acts 18:18 And Paul after this tarried there yet a 

good while, and then took his leave of the 

brethren, and sailed thence into Syria, and with 

him Priscilla and Aquila; having shorn his head 

in Cenchrea: for he had a vow. 19 And he came 

to Ephesus, and left them there: but he himself 

entered into the synagogue, and reasoned with 

the Jews. 20 When they desired him to tarry 

longer time with them, he consented not; 21 But 

bade them farewell, saying, I must by all means 

keep this feast that cometh in Jerusalem: but I 

will return again unto you, if God will. And he 

sailed from Ephesus. KJV 

 

Acts 20: 16 For Paul had decided to sail 

past Ephesus so that he would not have to spend 

time in Asia; for he was hurrying to be in 

Jerusalem, if possible, on the day of Pentecost. 

 

Acts 25: 7 After Paul arrived, the Jews who had 

come down from Jerusalem stood around him, 

bringing many and serious charges against him 

which they could not prove, 8 while Paul said in 

his own defense, “I have committed no offense 

either against the Law of the Jews or against the 

temple or against Caesar.” 

 

1 Cor. 5: 6 Your boasting is not good. Do you not 

know that a little leaven leavens the whole 

lump of dough? 7 Clean out the old leaven so that 

you may be a new lump, just as you are in 

fact unleavened. For Christ our Passover also 

has been sacrificed. 8 Therefore let us celebrate 
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the feast, not with old leaven, nor with the leaven 

of malice and wickedness, but with the 

unleavened bread of sincerity and truth. 

 

1 Cor. 16: 8 But I will remain in Ephesus 

until Pentecost; 9 for a wide door for 

effective service has opened to me, and there are 

many adversaries. 

 

Christian Theologians, try as they might, tangle themselves in 

many contradictions as they attempt to make the Bible teach that 

Paul abrogated the Torah. Acts 25:8 is the most difficult passage 

for Christian Theologians to interpret regarding the Seasonal 

Sabbaths. Calvin, Henry and Poole completely avoid it.  John Gill 

contradicts himself in his Commentary. He states that Paul feigned 

obedience to the Torah for peace sake and for an opportunity to 

preach, but then in other places such as Acts 20:16, Gill states that 

Paul did not keep the feast of Pentecost. Which is it? Here is the 

problem for the Christian: Paul says in Acts 24:14, “But this I 

admit to you, that according to the Way which they call a sect I do 

serve the God of our fathers, believing everything that is in 

accordance with the Law  and that is written in the Prophets”. 

Paul was a Jew. He believed in the Jewish Messiah and kept the 

Jewish Torah. There is some serious textual controversy 

concerning Acts 18:21, but the versions that do speak to Paul 

keeping the feast of Passover, clearly state he went to Jerusalem 

to keep the feast. Moreover, Acts 2:1, 20:16, 1 Cor. 5:8 and 1 Cor. 

16:8 all contain apostolic observance of the Seasonal Sabbaths. 

Calvin states that Paul presented himself at these feasts because of 

the opportunity to publish his message, “For the same 

purpose did Christ oftentimes go up to Jerusalem…not for any 

religion’s sake”.136 This is a case of professional lying. Yeshua 

observed the feasts.137 All the famous Christian Commentators, 

Calvin, Gill, Henry, etc. admit that Messiah kept the Passover in 

John 2. Calvin even admits in his Commentary on John 2, “that 

along with others he might observe the exercises of religion”. 

                                                           
136 John Calvin, Commentary on Acts 2:1.  
137 Luke 2:41-43,  22:15-19, John 2:13-23, 7:2-14.  
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Reader, are you starting to see why the Reformation failed and we 

are left with thousands of factions? The Reformed cannot get their 

story straight when it comes to the Torah. The same contradictory 

explanation is given for Acts 20:16 and 1 Cor. 16:8. Also, the 

Hebrews historically believe Gen. 6:3 is talking about Jubilee 

cycles which extend until the end of this dispensation.138 And of 

course, early Messianic believers practiced the Seasonal Sabbaths 

for centuries into the Christian period.139 The Quartodecimanism 

debate considered such occasions.140 

 

Objection. The Seasonal Sabbaths were a yoke of bondage which 

the Jews were unable to bear and unable to keep!141  

 

Ans. Noah walked in the Commandments of Yah blameless142, as 

did Job143 and David speaks of those “whose way is blameless, 

Who walk in the law of the Lord”144 and he goes on to speak of 

how the Torah is a delight145, and how he loves the Torah.146 Does 

that sound like a curse and a burden that no man can bear? 

Moreover, we read in the Renewed Covenant of Zacharias and 

Elizabeth who, “were both righteous in the sight of God, 

walking blamelessly in all the commandments and requirements 

of the Lord.”147 And Paul himself admits, “I have committed no 

offense either against the Law of the Jews or against the temple 

or against Caesar.”148 The notion that the Torah was impossible 

to keep and was a curse in itself is the height of blasphemy! So 

what is Peter referring to in Acts 15:10? It obviously is not the 

                                                           
138 Todd D. Bennett, Appointed Times. 
139 Perry, Chase, Jacob, Jacob, Von Laue, Western Civilization: Ideas, 

Politics, and Society, Volume I: To 1789, (Wadsworth: Boston, MA, 

2013, 2009), 187.  
140 The Church History of Eusebius, Book V, Chapters 23-25. 
141 Acts 15:10. 
142 Gen. 6:9. 
143 Job 1:1-8. 
144 Psa. 119:1.  
145 Ibid., vs. 92. 
146 Ibid., vs. 97. 
147 Luke 1:6.  
148 Acts 25:8. 
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Torah. We have already proved that. Yeshua says, “The scribes 

and the Pharisees have seated themselves in the chair of 

Moses…They tie up heavy burdens and lay them on men’s 

shoulders, but they themselves are unwilling to move them with so 

much as a finger.”149 Paul uses the same word in Galatians 5:1, 

that Peter uses in Acts 15:10, and he describes this burden as an 

attempt to be justified by the Torah.150 From the entire context of 

Galatians, especially 2:11-16, the great burden and curse that Paul 

warned us of was falling under the deceitful doctrine of the 

Talmudic Jewish Theology, which twisted the Torah and 

proposed a doctrine of Justification by works without regard to 

blood atonement. Thus, Peter is referring to the Rabbinic 

Traditions added to the Torah in a confused path of self-

righteousness.  

 

Objection. Col. 2:16-17 abrogates the Seasonal Sabbaths as 

shadows of things already come.  

 

Ans. Where in Col. 2 do we find that the Colossians are being 

condemned for not observing the Seasonal Sabbaths? Who would 

be doing that to former pagans? Could it be that they were being 

condemned for observing the dietary Laws and the Sabbaths? 

Thirdly, what about the phrase, “things which are a mere shadow 

of what is to come”? The are, is (estin) in the Greek, and is present 

tense not past tense.  It is not saying the Sabbaths were a shadow. 

It says they are a shadow of things to come (In the future).  The 

Christian interpretation is that the Sabbaths and 

Feasts were shadows of something already come, namely, the 

Messiah. This is obviously incorrect. The famous Christian 

commentators, Gill, Poole and Calvin completely miss this and 

Jamieson-Fausset-Brown and Henry, in great devilish deceit, 

change the are to a were. Lastly, the Christian interpretation is 

wrong because this passage is not a shadow-substance 

juxtaposition. In Heb.10:1, which is a clear shadow-substance 

juxtaposition, the word for substance or image is (eikōn). Yet here 

in Col. 2:17 we have the word (sōma). This is the word used so 

                                                           
149 Mat. 23:1-4. 
150 Gal. 5:4.  
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many times in the New Testament for the Congregation, the body 

of Messiah. At the end of Chapter 1 Paul is rejoicing at their recent 

conversion from Paganism. This is reinforced in Chapter 2 verse 

13 where he mentioned the fact that when they were unbelievers 

they were uncircumcised. Paul then rejoices that Yah through 

Yeshua redeemed them and overcame the dark powers that had 

once dominated them. In light of this he then moves to our 

passage. These newly converted previous Pagan Gentiles should 

then disregard the criticisms of their fellow Gentiles who now 

condemn them for their new lifestyle of diet and Sabbath keeping. 

Paul urges them not to listen to their vain Philosophies but to listen 

to the body of Messiah, the Congregation. I am amazed at how 

many ways the Christian Bibles either mistranslate or add in 

italicized words to hide the clear reading of the Greek text here.  

 

Objection. Gal. 4:9-10 abrogates the Seasonal Sabbaths.  

 

Ans. This is a difficult verse and Christianity itself does not have 

a monolithic interpretation of this passage. I will admit that this is 

the strongest passage the Christian Theology has at its disposal. 

However, as we shall see, if this is the strongest argument for their 

case it convinces me even more that they are wrong. The 

terminology used in the Tanach for the Sabbaths is Sabbaths, new 

moons and set feasts, not days, months and years.151 Moreover, 

how can the Galatians, a pagan people, return to practices they 

never observed?152 I would ask the reader to view verses 8 and 9. 

Here Paul is asking the Galatians why they would want to return 

to elements that they practiced when they knew nothing of the 

creator.  

 

We read in the Torah, that Yah forbid Israel to observe times:  

 

Lev. 19:26 Ye shall not eat any thing with the blood: neither shall 

ye use enchantment, nor observe times. KJV 

 

                                                           
151 1 Chron. 23:31 
152 This is admitted by both Calvin and Henry.  
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Deut. 18:10 There shall not be found among you any one that 

maketh his son or his daughter to pass through the fire, or that 

useth divination, or an observer of times, or an enchanter, or a 

witch  KJV 

 

John Gill comments on Deut. 18:10  

 

“or an observer of times: 

 

and such things the Egyptians were very 

inquisitive about, what month or day belonged to 

the gods, what day any one was born on, what 

shall befall him, how he will die, and what he 

shall be, as Herodotus relates; and such are they 

who are here meant, according to R. Akiba that 

count times and hours, and say such a time is 

beautiful (or seasonable) to go out in and trade; 

but the wise men say, as Jarchi observes, these are 

they that hold the eyes, cast a mist over people's 

eyes, that they cannot perceive their juggling 

tricks. Some think the word has the signification 

of clouds, and so designs such that observed them 

and their motions, and made their conclusions 

according to them; see ( Leviticus 19:26)” 

 

The Complete Jewish Bible reads at Deut. 18:10:  

 

There shall not be found among you anyone who 

passes his son or daughter through fire, a 

soothsayer, a diviner of [auspicious] times, one 

who interprets omens, or a sorcerer 

 

And at Lev. 19:26: 

 

You shall not eat over the blood. You shall not act 

on the basis of omens or lucky hours. 

 

Gal. 4:8 is universally recognized among the celebrated Christian 

Commentaries to be referring to Pagan idolatry. The Galatians are 
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said to have turned back to those things in verse 9 and then in verse 

10 we have him denoting what they were doing in going back to 

pagan idolatry.  This seems to be the strongest understanding of 

this passage.  

 

According to Christian Theology the feasts should have been 

avoided by Messianic believers; they did not! As early as Acts 2 

the apostles are observing the Feast of Pentecost and we have 

already considered others above. There is no way Paul could have 

observed these feasts simply to avoid being offensive to the Jews. 

Messiah offended the Jews frequently. He rejected their doctrine 

at every turn. How frequently the Jews would complain “This man 

receives sinners and eats with them”;153 “Why do Your disciples 

break the tradition of the elders? For they do not wash their hands 

when they eat bread ”.154  

 

If we are to consider, and the consideration is not absolutely 

necessary, Gal. 4:9-10 to be referring to the Torah’s Seasonal 

Feasts, we have a strong reply. The Greek word translated observe 

in Gal. 4:10 is Para-Tereo. Normally, when an observance is 

referred to in New Covenant Scripture tereo (G5083) is used to 

denote an observance. Para-Tereo is used to denote an over-

observance, or a scrupulous observance as we see in Mark 3:2, 

Luke 6:7, 14:1, 20:20 and Acts 9:24.  Thus, Paul is concerned that 

the Galatians do not understand how Messiah is the guilt offering 

for sin once and for all (Isa. 53: 10, Heb. 10:10), and are under the 

influence of the Ebionites in continuing to use sacrifices in their 

feasts believing them to atone for their sins per se and earn them 

eternal life.  

 

The safest position to take is to observe the Seasonal Feasts 

without offering sin offerings. Even those who demand to make 

the sacrifices must be convinced that animal sacrifices do not 

atone for sins in themselves and that Messiah’s offering alone is 

the guilt offering for their sin. The only alternative to this is 

complete chaos and anarchy as we have in the Christian Church.  

                                                           
153 Luke 15:2. 
154 Mat. 15:2. 
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Lastly, though I have a lifetime of study ahead of me and my views 

on Eschatology are not absolutely settled, it is of significance that 

Zech. 14:16-18, and Isa. 66:22-23 prophecy of future times when 

the Sabbaths will be observed.  

 

Objection. The Seasonal Sabbaths must be abrogated because 

there is no Temple.155   

 

Ans. 1. When the Passover was originally ordained there was no 

Temple.156  

 

2. There was a specific injunction in Numbers 9:10 to address 

Israelites who could not attend the Congregation yet could observe 

the Passover.  

 

3. The general requirement of the Temple was suspended in a time 

of necessity in 2 Chron. 30.  

 

4. Paul refers to Messianic believers as the Temple.157  

 

Objection. Messiah fulfilled all these Feasts as he was the 

substance of their shadow.  

 

Ans. Even given Christian Theology it is not absolute. The Feast 

of Unleavened bread is applicable to our lives and the lives of 

future believers in Yeshua as we continually root out sin.158 The 

Feast of First Fruits depicts the Resurrection which Messiah was 

the first.159 The Feast of Trumpets depicts the second coming of 

Messiah which has not happened yet.160 Thus, the only position 

we can even begin to take seriously, though the problems with 

                                                           
155 Deut. 16:5-7. 
156 Exo. 12, Num. 9. 
157 2 Cor. 6:16. 
158 1 Cor. 5:7. 
159 1 Cor. 15:20. 
160 1Thess. 4:15-18, 1Cor. 15:51-53; Rev. 11:15. 
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Full-Preterism are impossible to overcome, among Christians are 

Full-Preterists.161  

 

Objection. Rom. 14 says observations of days are indifferent.  

Ans. This is talking about fast days, not Sabbath days. The word 

Sabbath appears nowhere in that chapter. The traditional Christian 

interpretation of this passage is the basis for modern moral 

relativism.  

 

 

 

 

  

                                                           
161 J. Parnell Mccarter, A Critique Of Full Preterism And A Defense Of 

Historicistic Post-Millennialism 
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Chapter VIII 

Christianity is an Economic Failure 

 

 

2 Thess. 3:10 if anyone is not willing to work, 

then he is not to eat, either 

 

Prov. 28:8 He who increases his wealth by 

interest and usury gathers it for him who is 

gracious to the poor. 

 

Psalm 15: 15 O Lord, who may abide in Your 

tent? Who may dwell on Your holy hill? 2 He 

who walks with integrity, and works 

righteousness, And speaks truth in his heart. 

3 He does not slander with his tongue, Nor does 

evil to his neighbor, Nor takes up a reproach 

against his friend; 4 In whose eyes a reprobate is 

despised, But who honors those who fear 

the Lord; He swears to his own hurt and does not 

change; 5 He does not put out his money at 

interest, Nor does he take a bribe against the 

innocent. He who does these things will never be 

shaken. 

 

           What is usury? Usury is the practice of taking interest on a 

loan or the gain of anything above the principal of a loan. Usury 

is not taking excessive interest. It is taking any interest at all. Gary 

North, a usury apologist, admits, “The word in no way implies 

"excessive." It means any extra payment at all.”162 This practice is 

so common today and so foundational to our modern banking 

system and our economy that many reading this will wonder why 

I am even writing this. As I am writing, our Government is 

officially shut-down due to the failure of our Representatives to 

agree on a budget for the following fiscal year.  In the past few 

years our country faced the worst economic recession since the 

Great Depression. The city of Detroit, once known to be the 

                                                           
162 http://www.garynorth.com/public/4007.cfm. 
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capital of Industry in our country, recently filed Bankruptcy. Our 

Country is in $17 Trillion in debt. Over 40% of the wealth in this 

country is in the hands of only 1% of the population!163  Our 

country is on the verge of financial collapse and it seems no one 

knows what to do. Modern Philosophy has failed. So what does 

the Bible have to say about our problems? It may shock the reader 

to know that the Bible has much to say about our problems and 

even includes scenarios exactly like our own. The problem is, 

most of these scenarios are in the Tanakh and Christianity has 

succeeded in convincing people that the Tanakh, so far from being 

divine wisdom, is actually a curse! Christians hate the Torah. They 

reject the Shema, the Sabbath day, the Kosher Laws, the Feast 

Days, and the totality of the Mosaic social order. The Messiah 

stated clearly that he did not do away with the Torah164, so 

Christians have no excuse. It took me 14 years of being a Christian 

to realize that it is impossible for Christianity to be the fulfillment 

of Judaism.  

 

Some apologists for usury complain that the Torah’s prohibitions 

against usury only apply to the poor.165 The problem with this is 

that the Torah commanded that all the people were to be governed 

the same, whether they were rich or poor, native or alien.166 

Secondly, Deut. 23:19-20 forbids usury but there is no mention of 

the poor. It is a general prohibition against usury. Jewish usury 

apologists claim that Jews may take usury from Gentiles pursuant 

to Deut. 23:20.  This was a huge part of the rise of modern banking 

from the time of the Renaissance. Girolamo Savonarola preached 

passionately against the financial and moral corruption under the 

Borgia Pope Alexander VI (Rodrigo Lanzol Borgia-Papacy: 

1492-1503), giving specific emphasis to the common use of usury. 

In 1492 Jews were expelled from Spain and some 9,000 Iberian 

Jews were welcomed into the Papal States in Rome by Borgia 

Pope, Alexander VI. He did the same with expelled Jews from 

Portugal in 1497 and from Provence in 1498. Under the Borgia 

Pope Alexander VI, the Jews made a fortune from usury. It was in 

                                                           
163 Wealth, Income, and Power by G. William Domhoff. 
164 Mat. 5:17-19. 
165 Deut. 15:7-11, Exo. 22:25, Lev. 25:35-37. 
166 Num. 15:15-16, Exo. 12:49. 
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the 14th and 15th centuries that the rise of the Marrano Jews (Jews 

forcibly converted to Christianity) were creating problems for the 

Catholics as this new demographic was producing a number of 

“Judaizer” heresies. However, the Jesuits (Usurious Financiers 

themselves), in the 16th century, allied themselves with the 

Marranos. And let the reader not forget the earlier Borgia House 

connection because the co-founder of the Jesuit Order was Don 

Francis Borgia. Thus, the Borgia House-Jesuit-Jewish Zionist-

Usury Financed- International Banking Cartel came into its own. 

Is it not strange that the Charging Bull on Wall Street looks 

exactly like the Family Crest of the House of Borgia and the crest 

of the Duke of Valentois, a title of nobility first given to Cesare 

Borgia in 1498? Is it just a coincidence that the Salamancan 

Jesuits like Molina and Juan de Mariana laid the foundations for 

Libertarianism and the Austrian School of Economics?167  Carl 

Menger, the founder of the Austrian School, relied heavily on 

them. Yet we are supposed to believe that the Libertarians are the 

suppressed heroes of our age. Maybe not.  

 

The Jewish argument is baseless. There were three types of 

strangers mentioned in the Torah: (1) Gentile converts to Judaism. 

They were to be treated just like Jews.168 (2) A Gentile who was 

visiting in Israel for secular purposes. He was to be treated just 

like a Jew.169 (Here a naturalized stranger is distinguished from a 

sojourning stranger). (3) The Canaanite nations who were subject 

to absolute destruction.170 The Hebrew word translated stranger 

in Deut. 23:20 is different than the Hebrew word translated 

stranger in Exo. 12:48-49, Lev. 24:22, Num. 15:15-16, Lev. 

25:35-36 and Lev. 19:33.  This command to take usury from the 

Canaanite nations was an act of war so that Yah, “By little and 

little…will drive them out from before you”.171 This sin of the 

                                                           
167 Huge defenders of usury. 
168 Exo. 12:48-49, Lev. 24:22, Num. 15:15-16, Lev. 25:35-36. 
169 Lev. 19:33-34, Lev. 25:35-36. 
170 Exo. 23:23-32, Exo. 34:10-12. 
171 Exo. 23:30.This is exactly what is happening to us. The Banks are 

little by little destroying our nation and the employees of Banks are 

nothing less than the soldiers of an occupying military force. They are 

traitors whether they know it or not.  
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Jews was the occasion of great animosity and outcry against them 

and further aided Western Anti-Semitism. Usury was forbidden 

among Christians and Muslims alike. The erroneous Jewish 

exception enraged European Gentiles against Jews for centuries.   

The prophets condemned usury.172 The most striking passage is in 

Nehemiah 5. Here we have the national poverty of God’s people 

blamed on usury and the solution was immediate reparations. This 

lays out for us the primary evil of usury: It centralizes wealth into 

the hands of a few and produces widespread poverty. Some will 

complain: “What is wrong with this? The people consented to it!” 

What is wrong about it is that the Sociological principle behind it 

is absolute Self-Interest. This is a contradiction to the National 

Socialism of the Torah. The Torah teaches the principle of Tribal-

Interest.173 Here we see the inherent evil of Atheism and 

Capitalism. Remember, modern-day Capitalism was a production 

of Herbert Spencer’s Darwinism.174    

 

Christian Churches have blotted out the teachings of Messiah on 

this issue. Mat. 6:12 records Messiah’s command to forgive 

debtors. The Church I grew up in changed the word debt to 

trespass. In Mat. 25, usury is mentioned. The context of this 

chapter is judging, condemning or rewarding lazy or diligent 

service to one’s master. Verse 27 mentions an unjust master 

demanding usury. This is no different than the Torah’s teaching 

on this issue.  

 

Objections: 1. If there is no usury there will be no trade.  

 

Ans. International trade was conducted in mass during the reigns 

of David and Solomon175 who both wrote against usury.176 Not 

only so, but for centuries the Muslim nations have conducted trade 

under Sharia law which also forbids usury. Maybe that is why our 

                                                           
172 Jer. 15:10, Ezek. 18:1-17, 22:7-12. 
173 1 Kings 21:3. 
174 Implying a strong emphasis on competition. See Origin of Species 

(1909) pg. 77. Also, this is not to down-play the role of Adam Smith.  
175Read the sections in the Tanakh on the building of      the Temple 

and the materials shipped in.  
176 Psalm 15:5, Prov. 28:8. 
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corporate owned media wants us to hate those people so much. 

We learned much from the Muslims in the century preceding the 

Renaissance. Maybe it is time to learn something from them again.    

 

2. You are just trying to demonize the rich!  

 

Ans. The Bible does not absolutely condemn rich people, and 

actually appeals to wealth as a reward for righteous behavior.177 

However, these verses are exceptional. The Bible demonizes the 

rich as a rule, not an exception.178  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
177 Prov. 22:4, Psa. 112:1-3. 
178 Mat. 19:24, Prov. 23:4, 28:20, Luke 6:24, 12:19-21, 1 Tim 6:9. 
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Chapter IX 

The Fearful Charge of Biblical Dominion 

 

 

Proverbs 28: 1-4 The wicked flee when no one is 

pursuing, But the righteous are bold as a 

lion...Those who forsake the law praise the 

wicked, But those who keep the law strive with 

them. 

  

Now you may find this hard to believe (But if you have 

any experience with Christians it will not be so hard), but when 

Christians are faced with the complete chaos that has resulted 

from their rejection of the Torah in modern civilization, they not 

only will not be ashamed they will be proud of it. They will admit, 

“Christianity isn’t supposed to work. Things will not get better 

until Jesus returns.” This is the most despicable insult a person 

could give to Yeshua. Not only does the Scripture tell us that the 

coming of the Messiah will improve the world, we are promised 

and even commanded to take dominion of it in the name of 

Messiah.  

 

 

1. Yeshua’s Commission is Theocracy: 

 

Mat. 6: 9 “Pray, then, in this way, ‘Our Father 

who is in heaven, Hallowed be Your name. 

10 ‘Your kingdom come. Your will be done, On 

earth as it is in heaven. 
 

2. Yah’s warning to the nation that will not serve Yeshua is 

annihilation:  

 

Isa. 60:12 For the nation and kingdom that will 

not serve thee shall perish; yea, those nations 

shall be utterly wasted. 

 

3. Yah’s prescription of Theocracy in his holy Torah was an 
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example to Gentile nations and was not abrogated by Yeshua (Mat 

5. 17-19): 

 

Deut. 4:5 “See, I have taught you statutes and 

judgments just as the Lord my God commanded 

me, that you should do thus in the land where you 

are entering to possess it. 6 So keep and 

do them, for that is your wisdom and your 

understanding in the sight of the peoples who will 

hear all these statutes and say, ‘Surely this great 

nation is a wise and understanding 

people.’ 7 For what great nation is there that has 

a god so near to it as is the Lord our 

God whenever we call on Him? 8 Or what great 

nation is there that has statutes and judgments as 

righteous as this whole law which I am setting 

before you today? 

 

Exo. 18:21 Furthermore, you shall select out of 

all the people able men who fear God, men of 

truth, those who hate dishonest gain; and you 

shall place these over them as leaders of 

thousands, of hundreds, of fifties and of tens.  

 

Deut. 13: 1 If a prophet or a dreamer of dreams 

arises among you and gives you a sign or a 

wonder, 2 and the sign or the wonder comes true, 

concerning which he spoke to you, saying, ‘Let us 

go after other gods (whom you have not known) 

and let us serve them,’ 3 you shall not listen to the 

words of that prophet or that dreamer of dreams; 

for the Lord your God is testing you to find out 

if you love the Lord your God with all your heart 

and with all your soul…5 But that prophet or that 

dreamer of dreams shall be put to death, because 

he has counseled rebellion against the Lord your 

God… 6 “If your brother, your mother’s son, or 

your son or daughter, or the wife you cherish, or 

your friend who is as your own soul, entice you 
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secretly, saying, ‘Let us go and serve other gods’ 

(whom neither you nor your fathers have 

known, 7 of the gods of the peoples who are 

around you, near you or far from you, from one 

end of the earth to the other end), 8 you shall not 

yield to him or listen to him; and your eye shall 

not pity him, nor shall you spare or conceal 

him. 9 But you shall surely kill him; your hand 

shall be first against him to put him to death, and 

afterwards the hand of all the people. 10 So you 

shall stone him to death because he has sought to 

seduce you from the Lord your God who brought 

you out from the land of Egypt, out of the house 

of slavery. 11 Then all Israel will hear and be 

afraid, and will never again do such a wicked 

thing among you.12 “If you hear in one of your 

cities, which the Lord your God is giving you to 

live in, anyone saying that 13 some worthless men 

have gone out from among you and have seduced 

the inhabitants of their city, saying, ‘Let us go and 

serve other gods… 15 you shall surely strike the 

inhabitants of that city with the edge of the 

sword, utterly destroying it and all that is in it and 

its cattle with the edge of the sword. 16 Then you 

shall gather all its booty into the middle of its 

open square and burn the city and all its booty 

with fire as a whole burnt offering to 

the Lord your God; and it shall be a ruin forever. 

It shall never be rebuilt.  

 

Also Deut. 18:12 states that Yah judged Gentile nations for not 

keeping his commands.  

 

Deut. 18 :10 There shall not be found among you 

anyone who makes his son or his daughter pass 

through the fire, one who uses divination, 

one who practices witchcraft, or one who 

interprets omens, or a sorcerer, 11 or one who 

casts a spell, or a medium, or a spiritist, or one 
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who calls up the dead. 12 For whoever does these 

things is detestable to the Lord; and because of 

these detestable things the Lord your God will 

drive them out before you.  

 

4. The benefits of the New Covenant include social peace and 

political and religious liberty: 

 

Luk. 1: 67 And his [John the Baptist] father 

Zacharias was filled with the Holy Spirit, 

and prophesied, saying: 68 “Blessed be the Lord 

God of Israel, For He has visited us and 

accomplished redemption for His people, 69 And 

has raised up a horn of salvation for us In the 

house of David His servant—70 As He spoke by 

the mouth of His holy prophets from of old— 

71 Salvation from our enemies, And from the 

hand of all who hate us; 72 To show mercy 

toward our fathers, And to remember His holy 

covenant, 73 The oath which He swore to 

Abraham our father, 74 To grant us that we, 

being rescued from the hand of our enemies, 

Might serve Him without fear, 75 In holiness 

and righteousness before Him all our days.  
 

This is applied in the times of the Messiah’s mediatorial reign: 

 

1 Cor. 15: 24 then comes the end, when He hands 

over the kingdom to the God and Father, when He 

has abolished all rule and all authority and 

power. 25 For He must reign until He has put all 

His enemies under His feet. 26 The last enemy 

that will be abolished is death. 27 For HE HAS 

PUT [Past Tense! -DS] ALL THINGS IN 

SUBJECTION UNDER HIS FEET. But when He 

says, “All things are put in subjection,” it is 

evident that He is excepted who put all things in 

subjection to Him. 
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Hebrews 1:13 But to which of the angels has He 

ever said, “SIT AT MY RIGHT HAND, UNTIL I 

MAKE YOUR ENEMIES A FOOTSTOOL FOR 

YOUR FEET”? 

 

5. Yah commands secular rulers as rulers to worship him, submit 

to his Son and serve his congregation:  

 

Psalm 2: 7 “I will surely tell of the decree of 

the Lord: He said to Me, ‘You are My Son, Today 

I have begotten You. 8 ‘Ask of Me, and I will 

surely give the nations as Your inheritance, And 

the very ends of the earth as Your possession. 

9 ‘You shall break them with a rod of iron, You 

shall shatter them like earthenware.’” 10 Now 

therefore, O kings, show discernment; Take 

warning, O judges of the earth. 11 Worship 

the Lord with reverence And rejoice 

with trembling.12 Do homage to the Son, that He 

not become angry, and you perish in the way, 

For His wrath may soon be kindled. How blessed 

are all who take refuge in Him! 

 

Isa. 49: 23 “Kings will be your guardians, And 

their princesses your nurses. They will bow down 

to you with their faces to the earth And lick the 

dust of your feet; And you will know that I am 

the Lord; Those who hopefully wait for Me 

will not be put to shame. 

 

6. The Messiah’s Kingdom rules with divine jurisdiction over the 

Kingdoms of men beginning with the flourishing of the gospel 

under the Roman Empire: 

 

Dan. 2: 44 In the days of those kings the God of 

heaven will set up a kingdom which will never be 

destroyed, and that kingdom will not be left for 
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another people; it will crush and put an end to all 

these kingdoms, but it will itself endure forever.  

 

Luk. 22: 29 and just as My Father has granted 

[Past tense. -DS] Me a kingdom, I grant 

you 30 that you may eat and drink at My table in 

My kingdom, and you will sit on thrones judging 

the twelve tribes of Israel. 

 

Acts 5:29 But Peter and the apostles answered, 

“We must obey God rather than men. 30 The God 

of our fathers raised up Yeshua, whom you had 

put to death by hanging Him on a stake. 31 He is 

the one whom God exalted [Past tense] to His 

right hand as a Prince and a Savior, to grant 

repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins. 

 

Rev. 1:5 and from Yeshua Messiah, the faithful 

witness, the firstborn of the dead, and the ruler 

of the kings of the earth. 

 

Eph. 1: 19 These are in accordance with the 

working of the strength of His might 20 which He 

brought about in Christ, when He raised Him 

from the dead and seated Him at His right hand 

in the heavenly places, 21 far above all rule and 

authority and power and dominion, and every 

name that is named, not only in this age but also 

in the one to come. 22 And He put [Past tense] all 

things in subjection under His feet, and gave 

Him as head over all things to the congregation, 

23 which is His body, the fullness of Him 

who fills all in all. 

 

7. The New Covenant declares that the Government is instituted 

to promote good and punish evil. Good and evil can only be 

defined by the Torah.179 

                                                           
179 Mat. 5:17,  Rom. 3:20, 1 Jn. 3:4 
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Romans 13:3 For rulers are not a cause of fear 

for good behavior, but for evil. Do you want to 

have no fear of authority? Do what is good and 

you will have praise from the same; 4 for it is a 

minister of God to you for good. But if you do 

what is evil, be afraid; for it does not bear the 

sword for nothing; for it is a minister of God, 

an avenger who brings wrath on the one who 

practices evil. 

 

8. The Messiah’s first coming was intended to destroy the works 

of the devil. 

 

1 John 3:8 The Son of God appeared [Past tense] 

for this purpose, to destroy the works of the devil. 

 

9. The Scriptures describe wicked rulers as a curse to the people 

as a general principle not simply for the Jewish Commonwealth: 

 

Prov. 29:2 When the righteous increase, the 

people rejoice, But when a wicked man rules, 

people groan. 

 

Finally, the scriptures command us:  

 

Eph. 5: 11 Do not participate in the 

unfruitful deeds of darkness, but instead 

even expose them. 

 

Christian people are afraid to stand up to the hordes of wickedness 

in this society in direct defiance of Yah’s commands. It is then the 

charge of the Nazarenes, the true sect of Yah, to meet the 

challenges of this culture; to see to it that Yah’s will is done on 

earth as in heaven through Theocracy, social separations from 

those who hate our people and seek our destruction, and through 
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exposure of the wicked that our nation not be destroyed and that 

the devil’s works would be destroyed in our land.  
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Chapter X 

The Christian Doctrine of Hell 

 

The Christian doctrine of hell is based on the pagan idea 

of the soul and its immortality.  I believe the Christian doctrine of 

the soul, a doctrine I like to refer to as the ghost in the shell 

doctrine, to be a holdover of Neoplatonism.180 A word search of 

the Bible’s use of the word Nephesh (H5314) in the Tanach will 

demonstrate that the Nephesh is man’s physical life encompassing 

the complexity of man’s faculties. It is not a ghost in the shell.  The 

use of the word in the Greek translation of the New Covenant, 

Psyche (G5594), means the physical life encompassing the 

complexity of man’s faculties, the breath of life or the 

mind/thinking of man. There is not a single mention of a ghost in 

the shell. Two works that deal with this issue in great detail are 

Immortality or Resurrection? A Biblical Study on Human Nature 

and Destiny by Samuele Bacchiocchi and A Treatise on Christian 

Doctrine: Compiled from the Holy Scriptures Alone by John 

Milton, pages 278-293. As for the doctrine of the eternal 

punishment of the wicked, let us consider: 

 

1. The Old Testament scriptures concerning the end of the wicked.  

 

Psalm 37: 1 Do not fret because of evildoers, Be 

not envious toward wrongdoers. 2 For they 

will wither quickly like the grass And fade like 

the green herb. 

… 

9 For evildoers will be cut off, But those who wait 

for the Lord, they will inherit the land. 10 Yet a 

little while and the wicked man will be no more; 

And you will look carefully for his place and he 

will not be there. 

… 

15 Their sword will enter their own heart, And 

their bows will be broken. 

                                                           
180 See Plotinus, The First Ennead, First Tractate  
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… 

22 For those blessed by Him will inherit the 

land, But those cursed by Him will be cut off. 

… 

28 For the Lord loves justice And does not 

forsake His godly ones; They are preserved 

forever, But the descendants of the wicked will be 

cut off. 

… 

34 Wait for the Lord and keep His way, And He 

will exalt you to inherit the land; When 

the wicked are cut off, you will see it. 

 

Psa 69:28 May they be blotted out of the book of 

life And may they not be recorded with the 

righteous. 

 

Psalm 139: 19 O that You would slay the wicked, 

O God; Depart from me, therefore, men of 

bloodshed. 

 

Psa 4:1 The wicked are not so, But they are 

like chaff which the wind drives 

away. 5 Therefore the wicked will not stand in 

the judgment, Nor sinners in the assembly of the 

righteous. 

 

Psa 1:6 For the Lord knows the way of the 

righteous, But the way of the wicked will perish. 

 

Psa 58: 6 O God, shatter their teeth in their 

mouth; Break out the fangs of the young lions, 

O Lord. 7 Let them flow away like water that runs 

off; When he aims his arrows, let them be 

as headless shafts. 8 Let them be as a snail 

which melts away as it goes 

along, Like the miscarriages of a woman which 

never see the sun. 9 Before your pots can feel the 

fire of thorns He will sweep them away with a 
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whirlwind, the green and the burning 

alike. 10 The righteous will rejoice when he sees 

the vengeance; He will wash his feet in the blood 

of the wicked. 11 And men will say, “Surely there 

is a reward for the righteous; Surely there is a 

God who judges on earth!” 

 

Psa 68:1 Let God arise, let His enemies be 

scattered, And let those who hate Him flee before 

Him. 2 As smoke is driven 

away, so drive them away; 

As wax melts before the fire, So let 

the wicked perish before God. 

 

Psa 83:1 O God, do not remain quiet; Do not be 

silent and, O God, do not be still. 2 For behold, 

Your enemies make an uproar, And those who 

hate You have exalted themselves. 

… 

13 O my God, make them like the whirling 

dust, Like chaff before the wind 14 Like fire that 

burns the forest And like a flame that sets the 

mountains on fire 

 

Yeshua connects the Old Testament destruction of the 

wicked to the coming age saying: 

 

Luke 17:26 And just as it happened in the days of 

Noah, so it will be also in the days of the Son of 

Man: 27 they were eating, they were drinking, 

they were marrying, they were being given in 

marriage, until the day that Noah entered the ark, 

and the flood came and destroyed them all.  

 

How was the destruction of the wicked described? 

 

Gen 7: 21 All flesh that moved on the 

earth perished, birds and cattle and beasts and 

every swarming thing that swarms upon the 
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earth, and all mankind; 22 of all that was on the 

dry land, all in whose nostrils was the breath of 

the spirit of life, died. 23 Thus He blotted 

out every living thing that was upon the face of 

the land, from man to animals to creeping things 

and to birds of the sky, and they were blotted out 

from the earth; and only Noah was left, together 

with those that were with him in the ark. 24 The 

water prevailed upon the earth one hundred and 

fifty days. 

 

Peter comments to the same effect: 

 

2 Pet 3: 5 For when they maintain this, it escapes 

their notice that by the word of God the heavens 

existed long ago and the earth was formed out of 

water and by water, 6 through which the world at 

that time was destroyed, being flooded with 

water. 7 But by His word the present heavens and 

earth are being reserved for fire, kept for the day 

of judgment and destruction [G684, apoleia] of 

ungodly men. 

 

The destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah is also an 

example of undergoing eternal punishment: 

 

Jude 7 just as Sodom and Gomorrah and 

the cities around them, since they in the same way 

as these indulged in gross immorality and went 

after strange flesh, are exhibited as an example 

in undergoing the punishment of eternal fire. 

 

So what happened to Sodom and Gomorrah? 

 

Gen 19: 24 Then the Lord rained on Sodom and 

Gomorrah brimstone and fire from the Lord out 

of heaven, 25 and He overthrew those cities, and 

all the valley, and all the inhabitants of the cities, 

and what grew on the ground.  
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… 

28 and he looked down toward Sodom and 

Gomorrah, and toward all the land of the valley, 

and he saw, and behold, the smoke of the land 

ascended like the smoke of a furnace. 29 Thus it 

came about, when God destroyed [H7843, 

Shachath] the cities of the valley, that God 

remembered Abraham, and sent Lot out of the 

midst of the overthrow, when He overthrew the 

cities in which Lot lived. 

 

We do not see any eternal torment here but 

annihilation.  Peter speaks to this issue: 

 

2 Pet 2:6 and if He condemned the cities of 

Sodom and Gomorrah to destruction [G2692-

katastrophe] by reducing them to ashes, having 

made them an example to those who would live 

ungodly lives thereafter; 

 

This is the same language Malachi uses: 

 

Mal 4:1 For behold, the day is coming, burning 

like a furnace; and all the arrogant and every 

evildoer will be chaff; and the day that is coming 

will set them ablaze,” says the Lord of hosts, “so 

that it will leave them neither root nor 

branch.” 2 “But for you who fear My name, 

the sun of righteousness will rise with healing in 

its wings; and you will go forth and skip about 

like calves from the stall. 3 You will tread down 

the wicked, for they will be ashes under the soles 

of your feet on the day which I am preparing,” 

says the Lord of hosts. 

 

2. The New Testament scriptures concerning the end of the 

wicked: 

 

We have the testimony of Yeshua, 
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Mat. 10:28 Do not fear those who kill the body 

but are unable to kill the soul; but rather fear Him 

who is able to destroy [G622-apollymi] 

both soul and body in hell. 

 

In the New Testament apollymi means lose or lost 31 times. It 

means perish 33 times and refers to the final end of something. 

There are 3 obscure uses of it: 

 

1. In Luke 15:17 it refers to a man in the process of dying. 

2. In John 6:27 it refers to the process of rotting food. 

3. In 1 Cor. 8:11 it refers to a brother’s perishing peace and 

comfort and communion. 

 

Apollymi means destroy 26 times. When it does it means the end 

of men’s lives or their theories. There is only one exception. The 

word is used in Rom. 14:15 the same as it is in 1 Cor. 8:11. 

 

Apollymi never means an everlasting torture. These states could 

not be used by the Christians because they would contradict the 

Immortality and ontological indestructibility of the soul. Yeshua 

uses it again in John 3:16. And with reference to Mark 9:43-48, 

which is used to defend eternal torture, the original reference in 

Isa. 66:24 reads, 

 

“Then they will go forth and look 

On the corpses of the men 

Who have transgressed against Me. 

For their worm will not die 

And their fire will not be quenched; 

And they will be an abhorrence to all mankind.” 

 

Here we see the worms eat corpses not living bodies. Are we 

supposed to believe the case to be the exact opposite from what 

these verses say? What correspondence does a furnace of fire that 

destroys bear to an eternal torture chamber? These verses say the 

wicked are destroyed. Christians think the wicked are preserved 

forever!  If Yah really wanted to convey the idea that an 
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indestructible, immortal soul would undergo eternal torment, he 

would compare it to a torture chamber or a dungeon not a furnace 

of fire. 

 

“Mat 3: 11 “As for me, I baptize you with water 

for repentance, but He who is coming after me is 

mightier than I, and I am not fit to remove His 

sandals; He will baptize you with the Holy Spirit 

and fire. 12 His winnowing fork is in His hand, 

and He will thoroughly clear His threshing floor; 

and He will gather His wheat into the barn, but 

He will burn up the chaff 

with unquenchable [G762-asbestos-a derivative 

of σβέννυμι (G4570)] fire.” 

 

First, this does not speak to the nature or circumstances of those 

suffering in this fire. Second, does unquenchable mean that this 

fire will never go out? Let us examine some verses that use similar 

language. 

 

“Jer 17:27 “But if you do not listen to Me to keep 

the sabbath day holy by not carrying a load and 

coming in through the gates of Jerusalem on the 

sabbath day, then I will kindle a fire in its gates 

and it will devour the palaces of Jerusalem 

and not be quenched. [In the LXX σβεσθήσεται 

from σβέννυμι G4570]” 

 

The same word is used in the same way in Isa. 1:31, 34:10, Jer 

4:4, 7:20, 21:12, Ezek. 20:47-48, and Amos 5:6. It does not mean 

that the fire will never go out, but that it is irresistible. 

 

Mat 13:40 So just as the tares are gathered up 

and burned with fire, so shall it be at the end of 

the age. 41 The Son of Man will send forth His 

angels, and they will gather out of His 

kingdom all stumbling blocks, and those who 

commit lawlessness,42 and will throw them into 

the furnace of fire; in that place there will be 
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weeping and gnashing of teeth. 43 Then the 

righteous will shine forth as the sun in the 

kingdom of their Father. He who has ears, let him 

hear. 

 

The Old Testament passage that mentions the wicked gnashing 

their teeth at their final end states, 

 

Psalm 112:10 The wicked will see it and be vexed, 

He will gnash his teeth and melt away; The desire 

of the wicked will perish. 

 

Notice it does not say they are tormented forever. It says they are 

destroyed. Christians often mistake the annihilation view as if it 

denies the concept of torment. Obviously, torment is involved in 

destruction, just not eternal torment.  

 

2 Thess. 1:9 These will pay the penalty of eternal 

destruction, away from the presence of the Lord 

and from the glory of His power 

 

The word for eternal here is aionios (G166) from the root aiōn 

(G165). Mat. 18:8, 19:16, etc. use the same word. In the LXX this 

word in Gen. 17:7 does not mean eternal. Lev. 6:18 is not eternal 

either for the Jews have had many centuries of postponement in 

the offering of sacrifices. The same as in Lev. 16:29, Psalm 143:3, 

and Isa. 42:14. In many passages the word simply means old: 

Deut. 32:7, Job 22:15. Christians will complain that Rev. 20:10 

refers to eternal punishment with the word forever. The King 

James, Geneva, and Wycliffe versions of the Bible use the word 

forever in Exo. 21:6 but it does not refer to a never ending series 

of ages. There are many other passages to this effect. 

 

Let us consider a question: What does the Bible say is the 

Punishment for Sin? 

 

Rom 6:23 For the wages of sin is death, but the 

free gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our 

Lord. 
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Rom 2:12 For all who have sinned without the 

Law will also perish without the Law, and all who 

have sinned under the Law will be judged by the 

Law; 

 

Gen 2:15 Then the Lord God took the man and 

put him into the garden of Eden to cultivate it and 

keep it. 16 The Lord God commanded the man, 

saying, “From any tree of the garden you may eat 

freely; 17 but from the tree of the knowledge of 

good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that 

you eat from it you will surely die.” 

 

Here we see the penalty for sin is death, not eternal torture. These 

supplemental scriptures show the clear evidence of the 

annihilation of the wicked for their sins not eternal torment: Heb. 

2:2-3, 6:8, 10:27-31, 10:39, 12:29, 2 Peter 2:12-13. 

 

The Pagan Origins of Eternal Torment 

 

The immortality of the Soul is a standard Platonic doctrine. This 

doctrine is explained in Plato’s famous dialogue Phaedo. Socrates 

defended the Immortality of the Soul thus: 

 

“The soul resembles the divine and the body the 

mortal-there can be no doubt of that, Socrates. 

 

Then reflect, Cebes: is not the conclusion of the 

whole matter this?-that the soul is in the very 

likeness of the divine, and immortal, and 

intelligible, and uniform, and indissoluble, and 

unchangeable; and the body is in the very likeness 

of the human, and mortal, and unintelligible, and 

multiform, and dissoluble, and changeable. Can 

this, my dear Cebes, be denied? 

 

No, indeed. 
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But if this is true, then is not the body liable to 

speedy dissolution? and is not the soul almost or 

altogether indissoluble? 

 

Certainly. 

 

And do you further observe, that after a man is 

dead, the body, which is the visible part of man, 

and has a visible framework, which is called a 

corpse, and which would naturally be dissolved 

and decomposed and dissipated, is not dissolved 

or decomposed at once, but may remain for a 

good while, if the constitution be sound at the 

time of death, and the season of the year 

favorable? For the body when shrunk and 

embalmed, as is the custom in Egypt, may remain 

almost entire through infinite ages; and even in 

decay, still there are some portions, such as the 

bones and ligaments, which are practically 

indestructible. You allow that? 

 

Yes. 

 

And are we to suppose that the soul, which is 

invisible, in passing to the true Hades, which like 

her is invisible, and pure, and noble, and on her 

way to the good and wise God, whither, if God 

will, my soul is also soon to go-that the soul, I 

repeat, if this be her nature and origin, is blown 

away and perishes immediately on quitting the 

body as the many say? That can never be, dear 

Simmias and Cebes. The truth rather is that 

the soul which is pure at departing draws after 

her no bodily taint, having never voluntarily had 

connection with the body, which she is ever 

avoiding, herself gathered into herself (for such 

abstraction has been the study of her life). And 

what does this mean but that she has been a true 
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disciple of philosophy and has practised how to 

die easily? And is not philosophy the practice of 

death? 
 

Certainly. 

 

That soul, I say, herself invisible, departs to the 

invisible world to the divine and immortal and 

rational: thither arriving, she lives in bliss and 

is released from the error and folly of men, their 

fears and wild passions and all other human ills, 

and forever dwells, as they say of the initiated, in 

company with the gods. 

 

Is not this true, Cebes? 

 

Yes, said Cebes, beyond a doubt. 

 

But the soul which has been polluted, and is 

impure at the time of her departure, and is the 

companion and servant of the body always, and is 

in love with and fascinated by the body and by the 

desires and pleasures of the body, until she is led 

to believe that the truth only exists in a bodily 

form, which a man may touch and see and taste 

and use for the purposes of his lusts-the soul, I 

mean, accustomed to hate and fear and avoid the 

intellectual principle, which to the bodily eye is 

dark and invisible, and can be attained only by 

philosophy-do you suppose that such a soul as 

this will depart pure and unalloyed? 
 

That is impossible, he replied. 

 

She is engrossed by the corporeal, which the 

continual association and constant care of the 

body have made natural to her. 

 

Very true. 
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And this, my friend, may be conceived to be that 

heavy, weighty, earthy element of sight by which 

such a soul is depressed and dragged down 

again into the visible world, because she is 

afraid of the invisible and of the world below-

prowling about tombs and sepulchres, in the 

neighborhood of which, as they tell us, are seen 

certain ghostly apparitions of souls which have 

not departed pure, but are cloyed with sight and 

therefore visible. 
 

That is very likely, Socrates. 

 

Yes, that is very likely, Cebes; and these must be 

the souls, not of the good, but of the evil, who 

are compelled to wander about such places in 

payment of the penalty of their former evil way 

of life; and they continue to wander until the 

desire which haunts them is satisfied and they 

are imprisoned in another body. And they may 

be supposed to be fixed in the same natures 

which they had in their former life. 

 

[Here we see the primitive doctrine of purgatory. 

-DS] 

 

What natures do you mean, Socrates? 

 

I mean to say that men who have followed after 

gluttony, and wantonness, and drunkenness, and 

have had no thought of avoiding them, would 

pass into asses and animals of that sort. What do 

you think? 

 

I think that exceedingly probable. 

 

And those who have chosen the portion of 

injustice, and tyranny, and violence, will pass into 
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wolves, or into hawks and kites; whither else can 

we suppose them to go? 

 

Yes, said Cebes; that is doubtless the place of 

natures such as theirs. And there is no difficulty, 

he said, in assigning to all of them places 

answering to their several natures and 

propensities?”181 

 

This is continued in the Neoplatonic philosophy that was so 

influential in the development of early Christian Theology. It can 

be found in Plotinus’ Fourth Ennead, 7th Tractate, On the 

Immortality of the Soul.182 

 

Tertullian incorporated this doctrine into Christianity via his 

work A Treatise on the Soul.183 Origen developed this into a 

complete Systematic Theology. He affirmed the Neoplatonic 

doctrine of Absolute Divine Simplicity. According to this 

Theology, there is no distinction between nature and will. God 

creates necessarily because if he willed it, he must have willed it 

by nature since there is no distinction between will and nature. To 

create is what God is on Origen’s view. Farrell says of God’s 

Essence, Will, and Activity,   

 

“Hence these categories become merely 

categories, that is, they become conventions of 

human language, and do not correspond to 

distinct metaphysical realities. They are each 

names, and only names, for the same 

‘Something.’”184 

 

In his construction, Origen, as in Plotinian Neoplatonism, could 

not avoid the inference that a necessary creation posited creation 

of beings that emanate from the simple One and these 

                                                           
181 http://classics.mit.edu/Plato/phaedo.html 
182 http://www.ccel.org/ccel/plotinus/enneads.v.vii.html 
183 http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/0310.htm 
184 Farrell, Joseph P., Free Choice in St. Maximus the Confessor (St. 

Tikhon’s Seminary Press, South Canan PA, 1989), 86 
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creations/emanations were not of its free choice but 

happen necessarily. In Origen, with regard to human free choice, 

free will was not possible in the eschaton due to his view of 

Simplicity (No plurality of choice), therefore to preserve free will 

the eternal possibility of subsequent falls and redemptions was 

necessary. This is why Origen posited the pre-existence of the soul 

(See De Principiis). On this theory, due to the absolute simplicity 

of God, what is natural is by definition absolutely compelled for 

nothing else but the monad can be an object of choice (No nature-

will distinction). This being the case the redemption of Christ 

compels all to salvation due to the ontological view of the 

atonement at the time which over emphasized the apokatastasis185 

of the atonement. Enter Origen’s universalism and the birth of 

Monothelitism.  

 

Augustine continued this tradition of the Immortality of the Soul 

in his Soliloquies. 

 

Yet we know that Absolute Divine Simplicity is utter nonsense by 

definition and compulsion need not be absolute but marginal. The 

human body does not demand a specific series of activities but 

does marginally determine the kind of activities a human person 

can perform; i.e. the human body compels man to walk and run, 

not to fly.  

 

Gen. 2:7 teaches that Yah created the soul of man as a free act of 

his own will. The soul of man was not an eternal emanation from 

his nature. If the soul is not inherently immortal by nature, then 

Immortality must be given by grace. But this speaks to the nature 

of the atonement. Three Scriptures: 

 

1 Tim. 6:13 I charge you in the presence of God, 

who gives life to all things, and of Christ Jesus, 

who testified the good confession before Pontius 

Pilate, 14 that you keep the commandment 

without stain or reproach until the appearing of 

our Lord Jesus Christ, 15 which He will bring 

                                                           
185 Recapitulation 



139 
 

about at the proper time—He who is the blessed 

and only Sovereign, the King of kings and Lord 

of lords, 16 who alone possesses 

immortality and dwells in unapproachable 

light, whom no man has seen or can see. To 

Him be honor and eternal dominion! Amen. 

 

2 Tim.1:9 Who hath saved us, and called us with 

an holy calling, not according to our works, but 

according to his own purpose and grace, which 

was given us in Christ Jesus before the world 

began, 10 But is now made manifest by the 

appearing of our Saviour Jesus Christ, who hath 

abolished death, and hath brought life and 

immortality to light through the gospel: KJV 

 

Rom. 2:5 But because of your stubbornness and 

unrepentant heart you are storing up wrath for 

yourself in the day of wrath and revelation of the 

righteous judgment of God, 6 who will render to 

each person according to his deeds: 7 to those 

who by perseverance in doing good seek for glory 

and honor and immortality, eternal life;  

 

Immortality comes through Messiah by grace, and is not innate by 

nature. If immortality is bestowed on the reprobate wicked at some 

time in the future then you cannot believe in Limited Atonement. 

Limited Immortality suggests Limited Atonement and Unlimited 

Immortality suggests Unlimited Atonement. So-called Biblicists 

will say that God providentially sustains the soul eternally while 

it is suffering without the need for innate Immortality. This is a 

popular technique used by Christians and it is ad hoc. They love 

to assert something without being able to give an account for it. In 

their confused minds, God can create without a nature-will 

distinction; One being can be three persons; Jesus can be the 

Jewish Messiah while violating the Law and teaching others to do 

so; Hyper Calvinists say that people can be saved without 

preaching the gospel; Eastern Orthodoxy says God can forgive 

and justify a sinner without a Propitiatory sacrifice; and on and 
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on. This is one of the reasons Christianity has so many thousands 

of factions. When one can appeal to an irrational ad hoc reasoning, 

anything can be presented as truth and it is protected as 

unfalsifiable. 

 

Martin Luther rejected the Immortality of the Soul, 

 

“However, I permit the Pope to establish articles 

of faith for himself and for his own faithful—such 

are: That the bread and wine are transubstantiated 

in the sacrament; that the essence of God neither 

generates nor is generated; that the soul is the 

substantial form of the human body that he [the 

pope] is emperor of the world and king of heaven, 

and earthly god; that the soul is immortal; and 

all these endless monstrosities in the Roman 

dunghill of decretals—in order that such as his 

faith is, such may be his gospel, such also his 

faithful, and such his church, and that the lips 

may have suitable lettuce and the lid may be 

worthy of the dish.”186  

 

Calvin did believe in the Immortality of the Soul, 

 

“2. Moreover, there can be no question that man 

consists of a body and a soul; meaning by soul, 

an immortal though created essence, which is his 

nobler part. Sometimes he is called a spirit. But 

though the two terms, while they are used 

together differ in their meaning, still, when spirit 

is used by itself it is equivalent to soul, as when 

Solomon speaking of death says, that the spirit 

returns to God who gave it (Eccles. 12:7). And 

Christ, in commending his spirit to the Father, 

and Stephen his to Christ, simply mean, that 

                                                           
186 Luther, Martin, Assertio Omnium Articulorum M. Lutheri per 

Bullam Leonis X. Novissimam Damnatorum (Assertion of all the 

articles of M. Luther condemned by the latest Bull of Leo X), article 

27, Weimar edition of Luther’s Works, vol. 7, 131-132 
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when the soul is freed from the prison-house of 

the body, [Here is Calvin’s overt Gnosticism! -

DS] God becomes its perpetual keeper. Those 

who imagine that the soul is called a spirit 

because it is a breath or energy divinely infused 

into bodies, but devoid of essence, err too grossly, 

as is shown both by the nature of the thing, and 

the whole tenor of Scripture. It is true, indeed, 

that men cleaving too much to the earth are dull 

of apprehension, nay, being alienated from the 

Father of Lights, are so immersed in darkness as 

to imagine that they will not survive the grave; 

still the light is not so completely quenched in 

darkness that all sense of immortality is lost. 

Conscience, which, distinguishing, between 

good and evil, responds to the Judgment of God, 

is an undoubted sign of an immortal spirit. How 

could motion devoid of essence penetrate to the 

Judgment-seat of God, and under a sense of guilt 

strike itself with terror? The body cannot be 

affected by any fear of spiritual punishment. This 

is competent only to the soul, which must 

therefore be endued with essence. Then the mere 

knowledge of a God sufficiently proves that souls 

which rise higher than the world must be 

immortal, it being impossible that any evanescent 

vigour could reach the very fountain of life. In 

fine, while the many noble faculties with which 

the human mind is endued proclaim that 

something divine is engraven on it, they are so 

many evidences of an immortal essence. For such 

sense as the lower animals possess goes not 

beyond the body, or at least not beyond the 

objects actually presented to it. But the swiftness 

with which the human mind glances from heaven 

to earth, scans the secrets of nature, and, after it 

has embraced all ages, with intellect and memory 

digests each in its proper order, and reads the 

future in the past, clearly demonstrates that there 
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lurks in man a something separated from the 

body. We have intellect by which we are able to 

conceive of the invisible God and angels—a thing 

of which body is altogether incapable. We have 

ideas of rectitude, justice, and honesty—ideas 

which the bodily senses cannot reach. The seat of 

these ideas must therefore be a spirit. Nay, sleep 

itself, which stupefying the man, seems even to 

deprive him of life, is no obscure evidence of 

immortality; not only suggesting thoughts of 

things which never existed, but foreboding future 

events. I briefly touch on topics which even 

profane writers describe with a more splendid 

eloquence. For pious readers, a simple reference 

is sufficient. Were not the soul some kind of 

essence separated from the body, Scripture would 

not teach that we dwell in houses of clay, and at 

death remove from a tabernacle of flesh; that we 

put off that which is corruptible, in order that, at 

the last day, we may finally receive according to 

the deeds done in the body. These, and similar 

passages which everywhere occur, not only 

clearly distinguish the soul from the body, but by 

giving it the name of man, intimate that it is his 

principal part. Again, when Paul exhorts 

believers to cleanse themselves from all filthiness 

of the flesh and the spirit, he shows that there are 

two parts in which the taint of sin resides. Peter, 

also, in calling Christ the Shepherd and Bishop of 

souls, would have spoken absurdly if there were 

no souls towards which he might discharge such 

an office. Nor would there be any ground for what 

he says concerning the eternal salvation of souls, 

or for his injunction to purify our souls, or for his 

assertion that fleshly lusts war against the soul; 

neither could the author of the Epistle to the 

Hebrews say, that pastors watch as those who 

must give an account for our souls, if souls were 

devoid of essence. To the same effect Paul calls 
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God to witness upon his soul, which could not be 

brought to trial before God if incapable of 

suffering punishment. This is still more clearly 

expressed by our Saviour, when he bids us fear 

him who, after he has killed the body, is able also 

to cast into hell fire. Again when the author of the 

Epistle to the Hebrews distinguishes the fathers 

of our flesh from God, who alone is the Father of 

our spirits, he could not have asserted the essence 

of the soul in clearer terms. Moreover, did not the 

soul, when freed from the fetters of the body, 

continue to exist, our Saviour would not have 

represented the soul of Lazarus as enjoying 

blessedness in Abraham’s bosom, while, on the 

contrary, that of Dives was suffering dreadful 

torments. Paul assures us of the same thing when 

he says, that so long as we are present in the body, 

we are absent from the Lord. Not to dwell on a 

matter as to which there is little obscurity, I will 

only add, that Luke mentions among the errors of 

the Sadducees that they believed neither angel 

nor spirit.”187  

 

When I read through this section, my mouth literally dropped. 

This man that I thought was so learned and godly was a closet 

Anchoretic Neoplatonist. 

 

Anselm’s Argument 
 

Anselm’s argument, a kind of Theological Feudalism, is standard 

issue in Christian thinking. The idea is, man is finite and God is 

infinite. Therefore, man’s sin against God must be infinite and its 

punishment infinite because it is committed against an infinite 

person (God, who turns out to be 4 persons).  The Torah teaches 

that the stature of a man plays no role in the severity of the 

punishment taken out on the criminal. Moses says, 

                                                           
187  Institutes I.15.2: http://www.ccel.org/ccel/calvin/institutes.iii.xvi.ht

ml 
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Exo 21: 23 But if there is any further injury, then 

you shall appoint as a penalty life for life, 24 eye 

for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for 

foot, 25 burn for burn, wound for wound, bruise 

for bruise. 

 

Even foreigners, who were subordinated citizens in the 

Commonwealth of Israel, still had an equality under the Law,  

 

“Num 15:14 If an alien sojourns with you, or one 

who may be among you throughout your 

generations, and he wishes to make an offering 

by fire, as a soothing aroma to the Lord, just as 

you do so he shall do. 15 As for the assembly, 

there shall be one statute for you and for the 

alien who sojourns with you, a perpetual statute 

throughout your generations; as you are, so shall 

the alien be before the Lord. 16 There is to be one 

law and one ordinance for you and for the alien 

who sojourns with you.” 

 

This dispels the Scriptural basis for Anselm’s position. Herman 

Witsius deconstructed the rational basis for Anselm’s position in 

his The Economy of the Covenants Volume 1, pages 121-125,  

 

“XXXVHI. We likewise readily admit what 

Creilius advances in the very same chapter: “By 

the same claim of right that we owe obedience to 

God, by the same also we become liable 

to punishment for neglect of obedience and 

service: for punishment succeeds, as it were, in 

the place of the duty omitted, and if possible, 

ought to atone for it.” But doubtless, by a claim 

of natural right, obedience is due to God; and it 

would be repugnant to the divine perfections, for 

God not to require it of a rational nature. I speak 

without reserve: A God who cannot command 

obedience from his rational creature, is not God. 
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And the very same thing, according to Crellius’s 

very just hypothesis, is to be affirmed 

of punishment. I am well aware, that Crellius 

founds both claims, as well to obedience as 

to punishment, on the dominion of God as Lord; 

though this ought rather to be founded on the 

natural majesty and supremacy of God, which is 

the foundation of this sovereign dominion. But he 

is forced to confess, that this sovereign dominion 

is so natural to God, that he cannot renounce it ; 

nay indeed, that “without it, it is scarce 

intelligible, how he can be God ; since it is on 

account of that very authority, and the power 

from which it flows, he is said to be God.” It 

therefore stands firm, that the penal sanction of 

the covenant is founded in the super-eminent, 

most holy, and most just nature of God, and not 

in the mere good pleasure of the free divine will 

only. 

 

XXXIX. Moreover, it might be here inquired, 

whether the eternity of punishment ought to be 

derived from this natural right of God; or, which 

is the same thing, whether a punishment justly 

equivalent to every sin, ought necessarily to be 

eternal according to God’s natural right; so that to 

maintain the contrary, would be unworthy of 

God, and consequently impossible. A difficult 

question this, and the rather, because to determine 

concerning this absolute right of God, in special 

cases, seems to be above human reach. God is 

greater than man; he giveth not an account of his 

matters. Let us, however, try, whether, from the 

consideration of the divine perfections, we may 

not gather, what may in this case be worthy of 

God. 

 

XL. I now presuppose, that there is in sin 

committed against the infinite majesty of God, a 
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malignity in its measure infinite, and therefore a 

demerit of punishment in its measure infinite 

also. I say, that there is in sin a malignity only 

in its measure infinite. For it cannot be called 

infinite in an absolute sense. If you consider the 

entity of the act in itself, an act infinitely intense 

cannot be elicited by a finite creature: if the 

irregularity, and the privation of moral 

adhering to the act, it is a privation of a finite 

rectitude, such as can be competent to a 

creature: if, in fine you consider the whole 

complex, namely, sin, in the concrete, as they 

speak; neither in that case is its malignity 

absolutely infinite. For all vicious acts are not 

equal, but there is a great disparity among them; 

which could not be unequal, it they were 

infinite. However, the malignity of sin is in its 

measure infinite: l. Objectively, because it is 

committed against an infinite good. 

2.Extensively, in respect of duration, because the 

blot or stain of sin endures for ever unless it be 

purged away by the blood of Christ. And 

therefore there is in him a desert 

of punishment, not absolutely infinite, as to 

intenseness of torments (1.) Because such 

a punishment is absolutely impossible; for a 

finite is not capable of infinite torments. (2.) 

Because it would follow, that God could never 

satisfy his justice, by inflicting 

condign punishment on the wicked, seeing they 

are incapable of this punishment. Now, it is then 

absurd to say, that any punishment is of right due 

to sin, which God could never inflict. (3.) 

Because it would follow, that an equal 

punishment was due to all sins, or that all in fact 

were to be punished alike: which is an absurdity, 

and against Math. xi. 22, 24. -The reason of this 

consequence is, because there neither is nor can 

be any disparity between infinities. Nevertheless 
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there is in sin a desert of punishment in its 

measure infinite; namely, in the same manner that 

the malignity of it is infinite. That is, 1. 

Objectively, so as to deprive man of the 

enjoyment of the infinite good, which is God. 

2. Extensively, so that the punishment shall last 

for ever. And thus I consider this desert of eternal 

punishment so far only as to conclude, that God 

does nothing contrary to equity and justice, when 

he punishes the sins of men with eternal torments 

both of soul and body… 

 

XLI. But I know not, if it can be determined, 

whether this eternity ought necessarily to consist 

in the punishment of sense, or whether the justice 

of God, may be satisfied by the 

eternal punishment of lass, in the annihilation of 

the sinful creature. This I apprehend, may be said 

with sufficient probability and sobriety: If God 

shall be pleased to continue in existence for ever, 

the sinful creature, it is necessary (without 

satisfaction) that he for ever inflict punishment on 

him, not only the punishment of loss, but likewise 

that of sense. The reason is, because not only the 

guilt of sin always remains; but also the stain with 

which sin, once committed, infects the whole 

soul, and which can never be purged out but by 

the blood of Christ. But it is impossible, as we 

proved, § 22, 23, 24 that God should admit man 

stained with sin, to communion with himself: and 

it cannot be, that a rational creature, excluded the 

enjoyment of the divine favor, should not feel this 

indignation of God with the deepest anguish. 

Conscience most severely lashes the wretches for 

having squandered away the chief good. Which 

with no small care we have also shewn, § 13. and 

the following sections. 

 



148 
 

XLII. But whether it be necessary, that God 

should preserve forever the sinful creature in a 

state of existence, I own I am ignorant. May it 

not, in its measure, be reckoned an 

infinite punishment, if God should please to 

doom man, who was by nature a candidate for 

eternity, to total annihilation, from whence he 

should never be suffered to return to life I know, 

God has now determined otherwise, and that with 

the highest justice. But it is queried, whether, 

agreeably to his justice, he might not have settled 

it in this manner: If thou O man, sinnest, I will 

frustrate thy desire of eternal happiness, and of a 

blessed eternity, and, on the contrary give thee up 

to eternal annihilation? Here at least let us stop.” 

 

Objection: The sinner keeps sinning while he is in hell. Therefore, 

he must keep suffering punishment eternally. 

 

Answer. There is no sin after death and judgment: 

 

Romans 7:1 Or do you not know, brethren (for I 

am speaking to those who know the law), that the 

law has jurisdiction over a person as long as he 

lives? 2 For the married woman is bound by law 

to her husband while he is living; but if her 

husband dies, she is released from the 

law concerning the husband. 3 So then, if while 

her husband is living she is joined to another 

man, she shall be called an adulteress; but if her 

husband dies, she is free from the law, so that she 

is not an adulteress though she is joined to 

another man. 

 

Objection: What about Luke 16? 
 

“Luke 16: 19 “Now there was a rich man, and he 

habitually dressed in purple and fine linen, 

joyously living in splendor every day. 20 And a 
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poor man named Lazarus was laid at his gate, 

covered with sores, 21 and longing to be fed with 

the crumbs which were falling from the rich 

man’s table; besides, even the dogs were coming 

and licking his sores. 22 Now the poor man died 

and was carried away by the angels to Abraham’s 

bosom; and the rich man also died and was 

buried. 23 In Hades he lifted up his eyes, being in 

torment, and saw Abraham far away and Lazarus 

in his bosom. 24 And he cried out and said, 

‘Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send 

Lazarus so that he may dip the tip of his finger in 

water and cool off my tongue, for I am in agony 

in this flame.’ 25 But Abraham said, ‘Child, 

remember that during your life you received your 

good things, and likewise Lazarus bad things; but 

now he is being comforted here, and you are in 

agony. 26 And besides all this, between us and 

you there is a great chasm fixed, so that those who 

wish to come over from here to you will not be 

able, and that none may cross over from there to 

us.’ 27 And he said, ‘Then I beg you, father, that 

you send him to my father’s house— 28 for I have 

five brothers—in order that he may warn them, so 

that they will not also come to this place of 

torment.’ 29 But Abraham said, ‘They 

have Moses and the Prophets; let them hear 

them.’ 30 But he said, ‘No, father Abraham, but 

if someone goes to them from the dead, they will 

repent!’31 But he said to him, ‘If they do not 

listen to Moses and the Prophets, they will not be 

persuaded even if someone rises from the dead.” 

 

Answer: Notice this passage says nothing about eternal, 

everlasting torment. I admit that Hell is going to hurt. I simply do 

not concede to the idea that it will never end. 

 

Objection: What about Revelation 20? 
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Rev 20: 7 When the thousand years are 

completed, Satan will be released from his 

prison, 8 and will come out to deceive the nations 

which are in the four corners of the earth, Gog 

and Magog, to gather them together for the war; 

the number of them is like the sand of 

the seashore. 9 And they came up on the broad 

plain of the earth and surrounded the camp of 

the saints and the beloved city, and fire came 

down from heaven and devoured 

them. 10 And the devil who deceived them was 

thrown into the lake of fire and brimstone, 

where the beast and the false prophet are also; 

and they will be tormented day and night forever 

and ever. 11 Then I saw a great white throne and 

Him who sat upon it, from whose presence earth 

and heaven fled away, and no place was found for 

them. 12 And I saw the dead, the great and the 

small, standing before the throne, and books 

were opened; and another book was opened, 

which is the book of life; and the dead were 

judged from the things which were written in 

the books, according to their deeds. 13 And the 

sea gave up the dead which were in it, and death 

and Hades gave up the dead which were in them; 

and they were judged, every one of 

them according to their deeds. 14 Then death and 

Hades were thrown into the lake of fire. This is 

the second death, the lake of fire. 15 And 

if anyone’s name was not found written in the 

book of life, he was thrown into the lake of fire. 

 

Here we see that all the wicked, not just the devil, the beast and 

the false prophet are thrown into the lake of fire. But notice, it only 

says the devil, the beast and false prophet are tormented forever. 

Moreover, when this event is mentioned in Daniel 7 it says that 

the beast was destroyed, not tormented day and night forever and 

ever. 
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Daniel 7: 11 Then I kept looking because of the 

sound of the boastful words which the horn was 

speaking; I kept looking until the beast was slain, 

and its body was destroyed and given to 

the burning fire. 12 As for the rest of the beasts, 

their dominion was taken away, but an extension 

of life was granted to them for an appointed 

period of time. 

 

The word for destroy here is ‘abad (H7) and it always means the 

final end of someone.  

 

I must conclude then that the doctrine of eternal torment is 

baseless, pagan and destructive to the souls of men. Here I stand; 

I can do no other; Yah help me. 

 

 

End 



 

 

 

 

 


