
1 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Miscellaneous Articles Against the Trinity Volume 2 
 

By  

 

The Southern Protestant Drake Shelton 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Psa. 149: 5 Let the saints be joyful in glory: let them sing aloud upon their beds. 6 Let the high praises of 
God be in their mouth, and a two-edged sword in their hand; 7 To execute vengeance upon the heathen, 

and punishments upon the people; 8 To bind their kings with chains, and their nobles with fetters of iron; 
9 To execute upon them the judgment written: this honour have all his saints. Praise ye the Lord. 

 
Date: October 4 27, 2019  

Email: southernmessianics@gmail.com  
Website: www.southernprotestant.com  

 



2 
 

Private Judgment vs. Implicit Faith……………………………………………………………………………………..…3 

What Does Heb. 1:3 Mean When It Calls Jesus the Representative of the Father?.........................5 

John 1:1 Representational Not Metaphysical, Arianism Defended………………………………………...…7 

John 1:14 (ἐγένετο) Debunks The Hypostatic Union…………………………………………………………….10 

Defense of Arianisn Part 1 Was There Another Who Created and Received Glory With the 

Father? Pre-Existence of Christ Part 1 “The Agent And Instrument Conflation”………………..…….13 

Defense of Arianism Part 2 Was Jesus the Creator? Pre-Existence of Christ Part 2………………..…17 

Defense of Arianism part 3 The Covenant of Redemption; Pre-existence of Christ Part 3………...20 

Everlasting Does Not Mean Metaphysical Eternity but From the Beginning…………………………….27 

Defense of Arianism Part 4; What Does it Mean For Jesus to be the Son of God, the Only 

Begotten of the Father?.....................................................................................................................28 

Jesus(Yeshua) Equal and One With God(Elohim)?........................................................................37 

The Spirit/Ruwach in Hebrew Is Feminine Ergo the Trinity?.........................................................40 

John Calvin Refutes Triune Argument from Elohim Etymology and Use………………………………..41 

The Angel of the Lord is Not Jesus(Yeshua)………………………………………………………………………..42 

Mark 13:32 and the Lies Christians Tell About It………………………………………………………………...45 

17 Things Christians Don’t Understand About Their Own Trinity Doctrine…………………………...47 

The Ecumenical Councils and Fathers Condemn Penal Substitution………………………………………49 

The Judgment Throne of Messiah Not His Own But Given by the Father………………………………51 

Excursus on Acts 17:28 not Pantheistic………………………………………………………………………………..52 

John Owen Admits the Son’s Subordination to the Father……………………………………………………..54 

Another Argument Against the Eastern Orthodox – The Maximian Logoi, A 

Plenum Formarum?..........................................................................................................................55 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/what-does-heb-13-mean-when-it-calls-jesus-the-representative-of-the-father/


3 
 

Private Judgment vs. Implicit Faith 
 

WCF Chapter I, VII,  

 
“All things in Scripture are not alike plain in themselves, nor alike clear unto all: yet those things 

which are necessary to be known, believed, and observed for salvation are so clearly propounded, 

and opened in some place of Scripture or other, that not only the learned, but the unlearned, in a 

due use of the ordinary means, may attain unto a sufficient understanding of them.” 

 

John Calvin, The Institutes, Book 3, Chapter 2  Section 2, 

 
“Is it faith to understand nothing, and merely submit your convictions implicitly to 

the Church? Faith consists not in ignorance, but in knowledge—knowledge not of 

God merely, but of the divine will. For when the Apostle says, “With the heart man 

believeth unto righteousness; and with the mouth confession is made unto 

salvation,” (Rom. 10:10); he intimates, that it is not enough to believe implicitly 

without understanding, or even inquiring. The thing requisite is an explicit 

recognition of the divine goodness, in which our righteousness consists in the 

knowledge of God and Christ (John 17:3), not in reverence for the Church. This 

inconsiderate facility, though the surest precipice to destruction, is, however, 

excused on the ground that it believes nothing definitely, but only with the 

appended condition, if such is the faith of the Church.” 

 

R.L. Dabney, Systematic Theology, Chapter 11, Section 3, 

 

“The papists represent faith as an implicit exercise of the mind, in which the 

believer accepts the doctrines, not because of his own clear understanding of their 

evidence, but because of the pious and submissive temper of mind towards the 

Church; her authority being, to Romanists, the ground of faith. Faith accordingly 

may be compatible with ignorance, both of the other evidence, (besides the 

Church’s assertion), and of the very propositions themselves; so that a man may 

embrace with his faith, doctrines, when he not only does not see evidence for them, 

but does not know what they are! Indeed, says Aquinas, since agaph; is the 

formative principle of faith, the less a man’s acceptance of the Catholic doctrine 

proceeds from intelligence, and the more from the impulse of right dispositions, 

the more praiseworthy it is. This description of faith is evidently the only one 

consistent with a denial of private judgment.” 

 

Rev. Dabney captures the Trinitarian mindset perfectly. The doctrine the Trinity is “an implicit 

exercise of the mind, in which the believer accepts the doctrines, not because of his own clear 

understanding of their evidence, but because of the pious and submissive temper of mind towards 

the Church”. The Church admits, even as “Protestants” that the doctrine of the Trinity transcends 

human understanding and the infinitude of God provides protections from every rational criticism 

of the abomination knowns as the Trinity. When speaking to a “Protestant” Trinitarian this is the 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2017/08/29/private-judgment-vs-implicit-faith/


4 
 

ace of spades argument. The only other argument that rivals it is the Trinity’s contradiction with 

Penal Substitution pace Cyril of Alexandria mentioned below.  
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What Does Heb. 1:3 Mean When It Calls Jesus the 

Representative of the Father? 
 

When I debated Sam Shamoun he said that Heb. 1:3 denotes Christ as 

the exact representation of God’s being. Let’s look at the Greek: 

 

 
 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/what-does-heb-13-mean-when-it-calls-jesus-the-representative-of-the-father/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/what-does-heb-13-mean-when-it-calls-jesus-the-representative-of-the-father/
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This is the imagery of the Greek of Heb. 1:3. The imprint is made of wax. The ring is made of 

sterling silver. So the attributes of the representation are totally different from the reality.  The 

imprint, in form, is an exact representation of the signet ring but its attributes are completely 

different. The imprint is neither homoousious nor monoousius with the ring. So just like the 

imprint Christ has totally different attributes than the father yet he is the exact representation of the 

father. 
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John 1:1 Representational Not Metaphysical, 

Arianism Defended 
 
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 Jesus is the 

same person as God…wait, no?….not the same person but the same being? By being you mean 

nature as in human nature? Wait…no? Not generic nature? Not that either? Being as in what then? 

It’s total sophistry folks from start to finish. 

 

But as I have pointed out already, when the context is Monotheism, the Father is always denoted 

as being the one God. (John 5:44, 17:1-3, 20:17, 1 Cor. 8:6, Eph. 1:17, 4:6, 1Thess. 3:13, 2 Thess. 

2:16) He is denoted as being the ultimate cause and the cause of the Son and Holy Spirit. (John 

15:26, 16:2) Glory ultimately redounds to him. (Phil. 2:11, 4:20) And finally, he is the only one 

commanded to receive prayer.(Matt. 6:9) 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. (Eph. 3:9, 1 Cor. 8:6) The Father is 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 θεόν 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.  Elohim does not necessarily refer to 

the Almighty. (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 ) 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 God. He 
was in the beginning with the one God. 

 

The Ebionite and Photinian schools 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. (Which is refuted in 

my Defense of Arianism Part 2 below) Fascinating that in their ignorant attempts to avoid 

Hellenism, they proclaim its truth from the rooftops. That was the position of Hellenism beginning 

with Heraclitus’ Logos. 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… 
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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.” Scripture Doctrine, 287-288 

 
I find it interesting that the Jews and the Ebionites would join Hellenism in order to Protest 

Hellenism. 

However, as an Arian I simply take this passage to refer to representation. The Bible contains no 

Metaphysics. As I have shown there is no transcendent God in the Bible. There is no Soul in the 

Bible. There is no disembodied Soul-Realm-Heaven in the Bible. THE BIBLE CONTAINS NO 

METAPHYSICS. Thus, whenever the Bible is conflating one thing with another the sense is 

always representation. 

 

Matthew 26:26 And as they were eating, Jesus took bread, and blessed it, and brake it, and gave it 
to the disciples, and said, Take, eat; this is my body. 

 

Is this a metaphysical transubstantiation? No, Paul tells us very clearly that what we are eating is 

bread, not literally Christ’s body: 

 
1 Cor. 11: 

26 
For as often as ye eat this bread, and drink this cup, ye do shew the Lord’s death till he 

come. 
 

Thus, the bread is representing Christ. Paul says again: 

 
1 Corinthians 10:1 Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should be ignorant, how that all our 

fathers were under the cloud, and all passed through the sea; 2 And were all baptized unto Moses 
in the cloud and in the sea; 3 And did all eat the same spiritual meat; 4 And did all drink the same 
spiritual drink: for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock was Christ. 

 

Here we see the Rock in the wilderness is being used as a Symbol or Representation for Christ. 

The way the Greek is structured here and in John 1 are identical: 

 

John 1:1 the Word Was God 

θεὸς ἦν ὁ λόγος 
 

1 Cor. 10:4 that Rock was Christ. 

πέτρα ἦν ὁ Χριστός 

 

1 Cor. 10:4 is undeniably representational not metaphysical. 

 

Thus, John 1:1 is to be understood as follows, 
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In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with the one God the Father, and the Word 
was an Elohim or one who represents God. (Heb. 1:3) 

 

Interesting that the Coptic version of the New Testament in the Southern dialect reads a God was 

the Word. 
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John 1:14 (ἐγένετο) Debunks The Hypostatic Union 
 

The hypostatic union is very carefully defined by the anchoretic Churches: 

 
Constantinople 553, The Capitula of the Council VII, 

 
“If anyone using the expression, “in two natures,” does not confess that our one 

Lord Jesus Christ has been revealed in the divinity and in the humanity, so as to 

designate by that expression a difference of the natures of which an ineffable union 

is unconfusedly made, [a union] in which neither the nature of the Word was 

changed into that of the flesh, nor that of the flesh into that of the Word, for each 

remained that it was by nature, the union being hypostatic; but shall take the 

expression with regard to the mystery of Christ in a sense so as to divide 

the parties, or recognising the two natures in the only Lord Jesus, God the Word 

made man, does not content himself with taking in a theoretical manner the 

difference of the natures which compose him, which difference is not destroyed by 

the union between them, for one is composed of the two and the two are in one, 

but shall make use of the number [two] to divide the natures or to make of them 

Persons properly so called: let him be anathema.” 

 
Aquinas says in Summa Theologica Part Three, Incarnation, General, On the Union Itself, Article 

2. Whether the union of Incarnate Word took place in the Person?, 

 
“to Objection 1. Although in God Nature and Person are not really distinct, yet 

they have distinct meanings, as was said above, inasmuch as person signifies after 

the manner of something subsisting. And because human nature is united to the 

Word, so that the Word subsists in it, and not so that His Nature receives 

therefrom any addition or change, it follows that the union of human nature to the 

Word of God took place in the person, and not in the nature.”
1

  

 
In Thomas Aquinas’ Summa Theologica Part Three, Incarnation, General, On the Union Itself, 

Article 7 Whether the union of the Divine nature and the human is anything created? he says, 

 
“Now, as was said above (I:13:7), every relation which we consider between God 

and the creature is really in the creature, by whose change the relation is brought 

into being; whereas it is not really in God, but only in our way of thinking, since it 

does not arise from any change in God. And hence we must say that the union of 

which we are speaking is not really in God, except only in our way of thinking; but 

in the human nature, which is a creature, it is really. Therefore we must say it is 

something created. 

 

                                                           
1

 http://www.newadvent.org/summa/4002.htm 

https://href.li/?http://www.newadvent.org/summa/4002.htm
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Reply to Objection 1. This union is not really in God, but only in our way of 

thinking, for God is said to be united to a creature inasmuch as the creature is really 

united to God without any change in Him.”
2

 

 

Is this how the Bible defines John 1:14? 

 

John 1: And the Word was made (ἐγένετο) flesh, and dwelt among us, (and we beheld his glory, 

the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,) full of grace and truth. 
 

How else is this word used in the gospel of John? 

 
John 1: 3 All things were made by him; [egeneto] and without him was not any thing made that was 

made. [egeneto] 
 
John 1:10 He was in the world, and the world was made by him[egeneto], and the world knew him 

not. 
 

The previous something is bringing something absolutely into being or an action being performed. 

 
John 5: 5 And a certain man was there, which had an infirmity thirty and eight years. 

6 When Jesus saw him lie, and knew that he had been now a long time in that case, he saith unto 

him, Wilt thou be made whole? 7 The impotent man answered him, Sir, I have no man, when the 
water is troubled, to put me into the pool: but while I am coming, another steppeth down before 

me. 8 Jesus saith unto him, Rise, take up thy bed, and walk. 9 And immediately the man was 
made[egeneto] whole, and took up his bed, and walked: and on the same day was the sabbath. 

 

His body, his nature, was made whole. 

Vincent’s Word Studies Greek Commentary on the New Testament: 

 

 
 

Henry Alford, Greek Testament Critical Exegetical Commentary New Testament: 
 

                                                           
2

 http://www.newadvent.org/summa/4002.htm 

 

https://href.li/?http://www.newadvent.org/summa/4002.htm
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If that is the case then, to put it in the language of the Ecumenical councils both the nature and the 

hypostasis would need to be made flesh! Catholic Theology debunked! 

 

So we see the language of the NT is not lacking in any preciseness that the Ecumenical councils 

would have the freedom to fill in later. The language of the NT speaks specifically to the nature of 

Christ’s incarnation and precludes the conclusions and rulings of the Ecumenical councils. 
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Defense of Arianism Part 1; Was There Another Who 

Created and Received Glory With the Father? Pre-

Existence of Christ Part 1 “The Agent and Instrument 

Conflation” 
 
Isa. 45: 5 I am the Lord, and there is none else, there is no God beside me: I girded thee, though 
thou hast not known me: 6 That they may know from the rising of the sun, and from the west, that 

there is none beside me. I am the Lord, and there is none else. 

 
Isa. 44: 8 Fear ye not, neither be afraid: have not I told thee from that time, and have declared it? 

ye are even my witnesses. Is there a God beside me? yea, there is no God; I know not any. 
 

Isa. 46: 9 Remember the former things of old: for I am God, and there is none else; I am God, 
and there is none like me, 10 Declaring the end from the beginning, and from ancient times the 

things that are not yet done, saying, My counsel shall stand, and I will do all my pleasure: 
 

Isaiah 42:8 I am the Lord: that is my name: and my glory will I not give to another, neither my 
praise to graven images. 

 
Isaiah 48:11 For mine own sake, even for mine own sake, will I do it: for how should my name be 

polluted? and I will not give my glory unto another. 
 

Notice in all these passages the God speaking is an “I” and a “Me”, a single person 

speaking; not a “we” or an “us”. There is nothing here of an abstract nature(There is no agreement 

with them whether the divine nature is numeric or generic) as the definition of the one God which 

can then manifest as three persons. The one God is always identified as a single person. Of course 

the Trinitarians will Move the Goal Posts at this point, deny Private Judgment and Perspicuity of 

Scripture, and claim that when we are speaking about the divine nature which is infinite “human 

language” is insufficient to describe the incomprehensible nature of God. 

 

Not only so they are comfortable simply admitting that these passages in Isaiah utterly contradict 

other undisputable passages of scripture from the Old Testament and New that another agent 

worked with God in creation. 

 

Gen. 1:26 And God said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: 
 

1 Cor. 8: 6 But to us there is but one God, the Father, of whom are all things, and we in him; and 
one Lord Jesus Christ, by whom are all things, and we by him. 

 
Eph. 3: 9 And to make all men see what is the fellowship of the mystery, which from the beginning 

of the world hath been hid in God, who created all things by Jesus Christ 
 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/12/was-there-another-who-created-and-received-glory-with-the-father/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/12/was-there-another-who-created-and-received-glory-with-the-father/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/12/was-there-another-who-created-and-received-glory-with-the-father/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/12/was-there-another-who-created-and-received-glory-with-the-father/
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So what is Yah saying? He is saying that he is the only first cause and independent sovereign 

creator. 

 

So what of these passages of Yah stating he will not share his glory with another as he seems to do 

with the Lord Jesus Christ in the New Testament? Dr. Samuel Clarke states in his Modest Plea, 

 

 

 
 

And again, to deny our understanding of this contradicts not only the New Testament but the Old 

Testament as well, 

 

Daniel 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. 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. 
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So does the New Testament describe the glory and dominion the Son receives as absolute and 

equal with the father? Absolutely not! 

 

1 Co 15:27 For he hath put all things under his feet. But when he saith all things are put 
under him, it is manifest that he is excepted, which did put all things under him. 

 

This exact same identification between the Father and the Son is also displayed in Isa. 45:23, Acts 

17:31 and Rom. 2:16:  

 
Isa. 45:

23 
I have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of my mouth in righteousness, and shall not 

return, That unto me every knee shall bow, every tongue shall swear. 
 

The Trinitarians boast themselves that this is their magna carta. Ah, see every knee shall bow to 

Elohim, therefore since we bow to Christ, the Father and the Son are the same being! 

 

Ans. Clarke, Scripture Doctrine,  

 

 
 

Thus, we see that the Father and the Son being identified in a single act has nothing to do with 

metaphysical identification. The instrument is being included in the act of the first cause.  We see 

nothing in Acts 17:31 or Romans 2:16 of the New Testament in any way conflating the beings of 

the Father and the Son. 

 

And again the exact same identification is made in Acts 2:22: 

https://href.li/?https://archive.org/details/scripturedoctrin00clar/page/117
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22 
Ye men of Israel, hear these words; Jesus of Nazareth, a man approved of God among you by 

miracles and wonders and signs, which God did by him in the midst of you, as ye yourselves also 
know: 

 

Owen gives us an admission in his Vindiciæ Evangelicæ, pg. 176, 

 
“The intendment of Mr B. in this question, as is evident by his inserting of these 

words in a different character, “By a divine nature of his own, and because he was 

God himself,” is to disprove or insinuate an answer unto the argument taken from 

the miracles that Christ did to confirm his deity. The naked working of miracles, I 

confess, without the influence of such other considerations as this argument is 

attended withal in relation to Jesus Christ, will not alone of itself assert a divine 

nature in him who is the instrument of their working or production. Though they 

are from divine power, or they are not miracles, yet it is not necessary that he by 

whom they are wrought should be possessor of that divine power, as “by whom” 

may denote the instrumental and not the principal cause of them. But for the 

miracles wrought by Jesus Christ, as God is said to do them “by him,”…” 
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Defense of Arianism Part 2: Was Jesus the Creator? Pre-

Existence of Christ Part 2 
 

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

2 The same was in the beginning with God.  3 All things were made by him; and without him was 
not any thing made that was made. 

 
10 He was in the world, and the world was made by him, and the world knew him not. 

 
14 The word was made flesh et al. 

 

This passage is undoubtedly referencing the Wisdom character of Proverbs 8. Christ is referred to 

as the wisdom of God in 1 Cor. 1:24 and Matt. 11:19.Moreover, Paul relates the pre-existent 

aspects of the Covenant of Redemption: 

 
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 

 
Prov. 8:22 “The Lord possessed[attained] me at the beginning of His way, 

Before His works of old. 

23 “From everlasting I was established, 
From the beginning, from the earliest times of the earth. 

24 “When there were no depths I was brought forth, 
When there were no springs abounding with water. 

25 “Before the mountains were settled, 
Before the hills I was brought forth; 

26 While He had not yet made the earth and the fields, 
Nor the first dust of the world. 

27 “When He established the heavens, I was there, 
When He inscribed a circle on the face of the deep, 

28 When He made firm the skies above, 
When the springs of the deep became fixed, 

29 When He set for the sea its boundary 
So that the water would not transgress His command, 
When He marked out the foundations of the earth; 
30 Then I was beside Him, as a master workman; 

And I was daily His delight, 
Rejoicing always before Him, 

31 Rejoicing in the world, His earth, 
And having my delight in the sons of men. 

 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/13/was-jesus-the-creator-pre-existence-of-christ-part-2/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/13/was-jesus-the-creator-pre-existence-of-christ-part-2/
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Now Dale Tuggy and other Seidelians say this is referring to a personified attribute of God not a 

literal person. The personified attribute interpretation refuted: 

 

1. Most criticisms of the Arian doctrine come from assuming we are teaching the Trinity. 

2. An eternal attribute cannot be attained in the beginning. 

3. An eternal attribute cannot be brought forth. 

4. An eternal attribute cannot be referred to as a workman.  The little child translation is a. Nowhere 

used by any scholarly translation I know of. b. Would bear no analogy to an eternal attribute of 

Elohim. 

 

Rabbinics interpret this as the beginning of the nation of Israel yet as we know the language of this 

passage is clearly describing the creation of the totality of the earth.  

 
Col. 1:15 Who is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn of every creature: 16 For by him 

were all things created, that are in heaven, and that are in earth, visible and invisible, whether they 
be thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or powers: all things were created by him, and for him 

 

The Socinians and others would have us believe this creation is something spiritual (Eph. 2:10-15)  

and not the Scientific creation of Genesis 1. 

 

Yet Paul does not touch upon his mediation in the economy of salvation until vs 18 of this passage. 

 
Heb. 1: 2 Hath in these last days spoken unto us by his Son, whom he hath appointed heir of all 

things, by whom also he made the worlds; 

 
Rev. 3: 14 And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These things saith the Amen, 

the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God; 
 

This passage is usually taken to mean that the Son brought forth the creation. Not that he was 

created. The problem for the Trinitarians is that: 

 

1. Proverbs 8 describes the Wisdom of God as being attained or possessed, in the beginning, not in 

eternity. 

2. They will desperately do everything they can to avoid the “brought forth” language of verses 24 and 

25. 

3. And again they will perform intellectual back flips to try and avoid the fact that the wisdom of God 

is brought forth, in time, concomitant with the creation in Genesis 1. 

4. We will deal with this in detail later but the eternal generation doctrine is a contradiction on its 

face, a beginningless beginning is an irrational affront to Private Judgment and the perspicuity of 

Scripture. 

5. The argument that Jesus is begotten of the Father and not created ex nihilo therefore he must be 

co-eternal with the Father assumes upon the doctrine of Divine Simplicity which astoundingly 

WAS ESPOUSED BY THE SOCINIANS! John Owen cites the Socinians in Chapter IX of 

his Vindiciæ Evangelicæ, 
 

“Q. But how must we answer these testimonies? 

https://href.li/?https://www.ccel.org/ccel/owen/vindicevang.i.xvi.html
https://href.li/?https://www.ccel.org/ccel/owen/vindicevang.i.xvi.html
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A. Before I answer to each testimony, it is to be known that this generation of the 

essence of the Father is impossible; for if Christ were begotten of the essence of his 

Father, either he took his whole essence or but part. Part of his essence he could 

not take, for the divine essence is impartible; nor the whole, for it being one in 

number is incommunicable.” 

 
6. Finally, their gloss must have it that the “I” and the “Me” of Isa. 42:8, 44:8 45:5-6, 46:9-10, 48:11 is 

more than one person, which is nowhere justified from the text and is blatant Sabellianism. The 

difference between Christ being created ex nihilo or begotten does not pertain to the time of the 

act but the material cause. A divine fiat in the former and the substance of the father in the latter. 

 

Even though Proverbs 8 clearly refers to the Wisdom of God being brought forth from the Father 

in the beginning of his ways, clearly denoting his generation as being temporal in time at the 

beginning of creation, the Catholic metaphysicians will scream, oh but if Christ is begotten of the 

substance of the father he must be homousious with the Father meaning all the attributes and 
characteristics of the Father must belong to the Son absolutely, and thus Christ is co-eternal with 
the Father! Interesting, so if I beget a Son then because I am 40 years old when he is born, by 

virtue of the act of generation that means my son eo ipso at his birth is 40 years old? Ridiculous! 

My eyes are hazel, my father’s eyes are blue. I am 6 ft. 2.5 in. My Father is 6 ft.  1 in. That must 

mean according to Catholic metaphysics that I was not begotten of my Father. The argument is 

Moving the Goal Posts and a Fallacy of Composition from start to finish.  Now of course at this 

point the Catholics will move the goal posts again, plainly deny scripture and declare that well since 

God is infinite and man is finite I cannot apply human logic to divine things.   This is another 

indication that when Catholics tell you they don’t believe in Sola Scriptura what they really mean is 

they simply do not believe the Bible. Their metaphysics over-rule what the Bible says every time. 

And their disgusting denial of rational, critical thinking which they derogatorily call “human 

reason” reduces to the nihilistic conclusion that if we are not bound to rational inquiry we have no 

basis for believing in Jesus over believing in the Vedas or the Norse Poetic Edda or Buddhism 

etc.  James Anderson admits this when he says, 

 

“If it turns out that adherents of the latter two religions [Judaism and Islam] can 

mirror the Christian’s appeal to mystery in defense of their own paradoxical 

teachings, then this is the price to be exacted for reconciling orthodox Christian 

doctrines with the rationality of Christian faith. In my estimation, it is a price worth 

paying.”
3

 

 

This is absolutely disgusting dishonesty! When faced with the undeniable irrationality of Catholic 

Theology, instead of admitting he was wrong and developing a new platform for the next 

generation Mr. Anderson doubles down on his warehouse of lies in order to save his financial and 

social position and rolls on the next generation of young men! God damn chicken hawk! 

  

 

                                                           
3

 James Anderson, Paradox in Christian Theology (Eugene, OR: Paternoster Theological Monographs, Wipf 

& Stock Publishers, 2007), 285 
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Defense of Arianism Part 3; The Covenant of 

Redemption; Pre-existence of Christ Part 3 
 

1. The Language of Zech 6:12-13 clearly points to this as a Covenant between the Father and the 

Son, not between the Priestly and Kingly offices of Christ. 

 

 

 
[FN pgs. 191-192] 

 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/the-covenant-of-redemption-pre-existence-of-christ-part-3/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/the-covenant-of-redemption-pre-existence-of-christ-part-3/
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That there is a covenant between the Son and the Father is proved:    

 

1. Zech. 6:12 And speak unto him, saying, Thus speaketh the LORD of hosts, saying, Behold the 

man whose name is The BRANCH; and he shall grow up out of his place, and he shall build the 
temple of the LORD: 13 Even he shall build the temple of the LORD; and he shall bear the glory, 
and shall sit and rule upon his throne; and he shall be a priest upon his throne: and the counsel of 
peace shall be between them both. (kjv)   The title “The Branch” is used in numerous passages 

referring to the Messiah (Isa. 4, Jer. 23, Zech. 3:8). The language of the Messiah building the 

temple of the Church is replete in the NT (Matthew 16:18, 1 Corinthians 3:17, 2 Corinthians 6:16, 

Ephesians 2:20-22, Hebrews 3:3). Matthew 16 proves that it is Messiah who is building the 

Church, and the apostles provides the data that the Church is the temple of God. The Father is 

denoted by the title “The LORD” and he has a counsel of peace with the incarnate Christ under 

the title “The Branch.” 

2. Jer 31:33″But this is the covenant which I will make with the house of Israel after those days,” 

declares the LORD, “I will put My law within them and on their heart I will write it; and I will be 
their God, and they shall be My people. Gen 17:7 “I will establish My covenant between Me and 
you and your descendants after you throughout their generations for an everlasting covenant, to be 
God to you and to your descendants after you. 
 

For one to call God, “My God” is specific language in reference to being in covenant with him. 
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Messiah uses this language of himself in such passages such as Mat 27:46, Psalm 40:8. For God to 

call a man “My Servant” would prove the same and is used of Messiah in Isa 49:4-6, and Isa 52: 

13. 

3. Psalm 89:34″My covenant I will not violate, Nor will I alter the utterance of My lips. 35″Once I 
have sworn by My holiness; I will not lie to David.  

 
Psalm 132:11 The LORD has sworn to David A truth from which He will not turn back: “Of the 

fruit of your body I will set upon your throne. 12″If your sons will keep My covenant And My 
testimony which I will teach them, Their sons also shall sit upon your throne forever.”  
 
Heb 7: 20 And inasmuch as not without an oath he was made priest: 21 (For those priests were 
made without an oath; but this with an oath by him that said unto him, The Lord sware and will 

not repent, Thou art a priest for ever after the order of Melchisedec:) 
22 

By so much was Jesus 
made a surety of a better testament. 

23 
And they truly were many priests, because they were not 

suffered to continue by reason of death: 
24 

But this man, because he continueth ever, hath an 
unchangeable priesthood. 

25 
Wherefore he is able also to save them to the uttermost that come 

unto God by him, seeing he ever liveth to make intercession for them. 
26 

For such an high priest 

became us, who is holy, harmless, undefiled, separate from sinners, and made higher than the 
heavens; 

27 
Who needeth not daily, as those high priests, to offer up sacrifice, first for his own sins, 

and then for the people’s: for this he did once, when he offered up himself. 
28 

For the law maketh 
men high priests which have infirmity; but the word of the oath, which was since the law, maketh 
the Son, who is consecrated for evermore. 
 

The first two passages furnish proof from the scripture that covenants are confirmed by the 

swearing of an oath. The last passage in Heb 7:21 proves an oath is sworn between the Father and 

Messiah sealing the Messiah’s Priesthood. Therefore, there is a covenant between them. 

4. In the Old Covenant the priestly line of Levi was established by a covenant (Mal 2:4-5). Due to the 

nature of a priest’s work one party must covenant to receive the intercession of one representing 

another party based on certain terms and conditions. That is what priestly work is. 

 

Christ is a Priest of a different line, viz. that of Melchizedek. Christ is also a king and to quote one 

of many passages proving that kings are confirmed by a covenant: 2 Kings 11:17 Then Jehoiada 

made a covenant between the LORD and the king and the people, that they would be the 

LORD’S people, also between the king and the people. 
 

Now who is the one who has appointed Christ as king? Luke 22:29 and just as My Father has 

granted Me a kingdom. Since the Father is one who has appointed Christ as a King whose office is 

covenantal in nature it can be concluded that there is a covenant between them. 

5. Christ partook of the covenant signs of Baptism and the Lord’s Supper, which are signs and seals 

of the covenant of grace(COG); a covenant that he is not under because he is not a sinner and 

needs no grace. These signs should then be seen as functioning under the covenant of 

redemption(COR) with the Father. 

6. Psalm 89: 27″I also shall make him My firstborn, The highest of the kings of the earth. 28″My 

lovingkindness I will keep for him forever, And My covenant shall be confirmed to him. 29″So I 

will establish his descendants forever And his throne as the days of heaven. 
 

Here in shadowy Old Testament typology David typifies Christ being in Covenant with the 



23 
 

Father.   The COG applies the redemption that was accomplished in the COR.  Unbelievers in the 

COG are united to Christ legally according to the COG and not according to the COR as they are 

not represented by Christ in the COR while at the same time under the curse of the covenant of 

works.  Believers in the COG are united to Christ legally and federally according to the COR as 

they are fully represented by Christ. 

 

7. Gal 3:16 is speaking about Christ, not the elect. 

 

Gal 3:16 Now the promises were spoken to Abraham and to his seed He does not say, “And to 
seeds,” as referring to many, but rather to one, “And to your seed,” that is, Christ. 

 

Rutherford says, 

 
“But this seed is only Christ, not mystical Christ head and members: for neither are 

we blessed in Christ mystical, nor was Christ mystical the Church made a curse for 

us: Nor did the Church mystical pay a price of satisfaction to offended justice for 

us, verse 19…Now the seed coming is Christ coming in the flesh to take on our 

nature. If the seed were taken for Christ mystical, the Apostle must say, The law 

was added because of transgression, until the seed should come: that is, until Christ 

mystical, his Church should come in the flesh which is nonsense…” [Covenant of 
Life, pg. 442] 

 
8. Salvation is stated to be given to believers in Christ before the world began. 

 

Tit. 1: 1 Paul, a servant of God, and an apostle of Jesus Christ, according to the faith of God’s 
elect, and the acknowledging of the truth which is after godliness; 2 In hope of eternal life, which 

God, that cannot lie, promised before the world began; 
 

1 Pet. 1: 19 But with the precious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and without spot: 
20 Who verily was foreordained before the foundation of the world, but was manifest in these last 
times for you, 21 Who by him do believe in God, that raised him up from the dead, and gave him 

glory; that your faith and hope might be in God. 
 

Rev. 13:8 And all that dwell upon the earth shall worship him, whose names are not written in the 
book of life of the Lamb slain from the foundation of the world. 

 
Eph. 1:3 Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath blessed us with all 

spiritual blessings in heavenly places in Christ: 4 According as he hath chosen us in him before the 
foundation of the world, that we should be holy and without blame before him in love: 5 Having 
predestinated us unto the adoption of children by Jesus Christ to himself, according to the good 

pleasure of his will, 6 To the praise of the glory of his grace, wherein he hath made us accepted in 
the beloved. 

 
9. Isa. 42:1 Behold my servant, whom I uphold; mine elect, in whom my soul  delighteth; I have 
put my spirit upon him: he shall bring forth judgment to the Gentiles. 2 He shall not cry, nor lift 
up, nor cause his voice to be heard in the street. 3 A bruised reed shall he not break, and the 
smoking flax shall he not quench: he shall bring forth judgment unto truth. 4 He shall not fail nor 
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be discouraged, till he have set judgment in the earth: and the isles shall wait for his law. 5 Thus 
saith God the Lord, he that created the heavens, and stretched them out; he that spread forth the 
earth, and that which cometh out of it; he that giveth breath unto the people upon it, and spirit to 
them that walk therein: 6 I the Lord have called thee in righteousness, and will hold thine hand, 
and will keep thee, and give thee for a covenant of the people, for a light of the Gentiles; 
 

10. All throughout the Old Testament Messianic Prophecies and the New Testament Jesus is 

stated to be fulfilling an agreement between the Father and Himself. 

 
Psa. 40:7 Then said I, Lo, I come: in the volume of the book it is written of me, 8 I delight to do 
thy will, O my God: yea, thy law is within my heart. 9 I have preached righteousness in the great 

congregation: lo, I have not refrained my lips, O Lord, thou knowest. 

 
John 6:38 For I came down from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of him that sent 

me. 
 

John 10: 18 No man taketh it from me, but I lay it down of myself. I have power to lay it down, 
and I have power to take it again. This commandment have I received of my Father. 

 
John 17: 4 I have glorified thee on the earth: I have finished the work which thou gavest me to do. 

 
Heb. 10: 

5 
Wherefore when he cometh into the world, he saith, Sacrifice and offering thou 

wouldest not, but a body hast thou prepared me: 
 

Heb 10: 7 Then said I, Lo, I come (in the volume of the book it is written of me,) to do thy will, O 
God. 8 Above when he said, Sacrifice and offering and burnt offerings and offering for sin thou 
wouldest not, neither hadst pleasure therein; which are offered by the law; 9 Then said he, Lo, I 
come to do thy will, O God. He taketh away the first, that he may establish the second. 10 By the 

which will we are sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ once for all. 
 

Heb. 12: 2 Looking unto Jesus the author and finisher of our faith; who for the joy that was set 
before him endured the cross, despising the shame, and is set down at the right hand of the throne 

of God. 
 

 

Prov. 8: 
22 

The Lord possessed me in the beginning of his way, before his works of old. 
23 

I was set 
up from everlasting, from the beginning, or ever the earth was. 

24 
When there were no depths, I was 

brought forth; when there were no fountains abounding with water. 
25 

Before the mountains were 
settled, before the hills was I brought forth: 

26 
While as yet he had not made the earth, nor the 

fields, nor the highest part of the dust of the world. 
27 

When he prepared the heavens, I was there: 

when he set a compass upon the face of the depth: 
28 

When he established the clouds above: when 
he strengthened the fountains of the deep: 

29 
When he gave to the sea his decree, that the waters 

should not pass his commandment: when he appointed the foundations of the earth: 
30 

Then I was 
by him, as one brought up with him: and I was daily his delight, rejoicing always before 

him; 
31 

Rejoicing in the habitable part of his earth; and my delights were with the sons of men. 
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John 1: 18 No man hath seen God at any time, the only begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the 
Father, he hath declared him. 

 
John 3:18 He who believes in Him is not judged; he who does not believe has been judged 

already, because he has not believed in the name of the only begotten Son of God. 
 

Mic. 5:1 Now gather thyself in troops, O daughter of troops: he hath laid siege against us: they shall 
smite the judge of Israel with a rod upon the cheek. 2 But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou 

be little among the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall he come forth unto me that is to be 
ruler in Israel; whose goings forth have been from of old, from everlasting. 

John 3: 13  No one has ascended into heaven, but He who descended from heaven: the Son of 
Man. (NASB) 

 
John 3: 31 He that cometh from above is above all: he that is of the earth is earthly, and speaketh 

of the earth: he that cometh from heaven is above all. 32 And what he hath seen and heard, that he 
testifieth; and no man receiveth his testimony. 33 He that hath received his testimony hath set to 

his seal that God is true. 34 For he whom God hath sent speaketh the words of God: for God 
giveth not the Spirit by measure unto him. 35 The Father loveth the Son, and hath given all things 

into his hand. 
 

John 6: 38 For I came down from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of him that sent 
me. 39 And this is the Father’s will which hath sent me, that of all which he hath given me I should 
lose nothing, but should raise it up again at the last day. 40 And this is the will of him that sent me, 
that every one which seeth the Son, and believeth on him, may have everlasting life: and I will raise 

him up at the last day. 41 The Jews then murmured at him, because he said, I am the bread which 
came down from heaven. 42 And they said, Is not this Jesus, the son of Joseph, whose father and 

mother we know? how is it then that he saith, I came down from heaven? 

 
John 6: 62 What and if ye shall see the Son of man ascend up where he was before? 

 
John 8: 23 And he said unto them, Ye are from beneath; I am from above: ye are of this world; I 

am not of this world. 
 

John 8: 42 Jesus said unto them, If God were your Father, ye would love me: for I proceeded forth 
and came from God; neither came I of myself, but he sent me. 

 
 

John 8: 56 Your father Abraham rejoiced to see my day: and he saw it, and was glad. 57 Then said 
the Jews unto him, Thou art not yet fifty years old, and hast thou seen Abraham? 58 Jesus said 

unto them, Verily, verily, I say unto you, Before Abraham was, I am. 59 Then took they up stones 

to cast at him: but Jesus hid himself, and went out of the temple, going through the midst of them, 
and so passed by. 

 
John 16: 28 I came forth from the Father, and am come into the world: again, I leave the world, 

and go to the Father. 
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John 17: 1 These words spake Jesus, and lifted up his eyes to heaven, and said, Father, the hour is 
come; glorify thy Son, that thy Son also may glorify thee: 

2 
As thou hast given him power over all 

flesh, that he should give eternal life to as many as thou hast given him. 
3 
And this is life eternal, 

that they might know thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ, whom thou hast sent. 
4 
I have 

glorified thee on the earth: I have finished the work which thou gavest me to do. 
5 
And now, O 

Father, glorify thou me with thine own self with the glory which I had with thee before the world 
was. 

 

John 17: 8 For I have given unto them the words which thou gavest me; and they have received 
them, and have known surely that I came out from thee, and they have believed that thou didst 

send me. 
 

Hebrews 7:1 For this Melchisedec, king of Salem, priest of the most high God, who met Abraham 
returning from the slaughter of the kings, and blessed him; 2 To whom also Abraham gave a tenth 

part of all; first being by interpretation King of righteousness, and after that also King of Salem, 
which is, King of peace; 3 Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither 

beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto the Son of God; abideth a priest continually. 
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Everlasting Does Not Mean Metaphysical Eternity but 

From the Beginning 
 

 

Trinitarians will correctly use Micah 5 as a proof text for Christ’s pre-existence but 

obstinately plunge themselves into Metaphysics not knowing that everlasting is clearly stated by 

Proverbs 8 to refer to the beginning of creation not metaphysical eternity. 

 
Mic 5:2 – But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be little among the thousands of 

Judah, yet out of thee shall he come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose goings 
forth have been from of old, from everlasting (owlam).(link) 

 
Pro 8:23 – I was set up from everlasting (owlam), from the beginning, or ever the earth was. (link) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/kjv/mic/5/1/t_conc_898002
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/kjv/pro/8/1/t_conc_636023
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Defense of Arianism Part 4: What Does it Mean For Jesus 

to be the Son of God, the Only Begotten of the Father? 
 

John 5: 26 For as the Father hath life in himself; so hath he given to the Son to have life in himself; 
 

1. The term monogenes or only begotten proves that the Son was physically begotten of the father 

at the beginning. 

 

Being horrified to admit to their congregations that the word begotten or generation, monogenes in 

the Greek of John 1:18 and 3:16, 18 means, exactly what it says, modern Christian apologists 

maintain that these words mean unique and not generated. Thus, the unique position asserts that 

the Sonship of Messiah began at his incarnation. 

 

First, on the meaning of monogenes I would suggest David Waltz’s article The Eternal Generation 
of the Son. On the face of it, the most embarrassing problem for the unique interpretation is that it 

makes the Son one of a kind, while affirming that the Son is one substance with the Father. That is 

two of a kind.  I find the Triunist position extremely inconsistent and contradictory concerning this 

issue. They reject the generation of the Son because it doesn’t make sense to them, yet they turn 

around and provide their alternative, the Triune God, which they admit, doesn’t make sense 

either. 

 

In his article, The Pre-Existence of Christ, Trinitarian scholar James White says, 

 

“Finally, in 1:18(9), John seals the case by calling Jesus the “only-begotten God,” or, more 

accurately, the “unique God” (10) who reveals the Father, who “exegetes”(11) God to man.” 

 

You will notice that there is not a single mention of the eternal sonship or eternal generation of the 

Son in this entire article. Do you want to know why? Because he does not believe it. 

 

In our quotation we see endnote: (10). If you reference the endnote you will read, 

 
“10) For the true meaning of monogenes see J. H. Moulton and George Milligan, 

The Vocabulary of the Greek New Testament (Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdman’s 

Publishing Company, 1935) pp. 416-417.” 

 
This work can be read here at archive.org: 

 

http://archive.org/stream/vocabularyofgree00mouluoft#page/416/mode/1up 

 

http://archive.org/stream/vocabularyofgree00mouluoft#page/417/mode/1up 

 

In this work we read that monogenes, 

 
“is literally ‘one of a kind,’ ‘only,’ ‘unique’ (unicus), not ‘only-begotten,’ which 

would be [monogennetos] (unigenitus)…and is so applied in a special sense to 

https://href.li/?http://archive.org/stream/vocabularyofgree00mouluoft#page/416/mode/1up
https://href.li/?http://archive.org/stream/vocabularyofgree00mouluoft#page/417/mode/1up
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Christ in Jn 1:14, 18, 3:16, 18, 1 Jn 4:9, where the emphasis is on the thought that, 

as the ‘only’ Son of God, he has no equal and is able fully to reveal the Father.” 

 
Dr. Gordon Clark refuted this use of the word “monogenes” in his The Trinity but David Waltz’s 

article The Eternal Generation of the Son refutes White’s heretical and nonsensical interpretation 

of the word “monogenes” in much greater detail. Folks, if monogenes meant “one of a kind”, then 

the Son could not be consubstantial with the Father. He would be of a different kind. Waltz states, 

 

“The Greek word μονογενής is an adjective compounded of μονος “only” and 

γενος “species, race, family, offspring, kind.” In usage, with few exceptions it refers 

to an only son or daughter. When used in reference to a son, it cannot mean “one 

of a kind,” because the parent is also of the same kind. The meaning is, the son is 

the only offspring of the parent, not the only existing person of his kind. And so in 

the Greek translation of the book of Tobit, when Raguel praises God for having 

mercy on δυο μονογενεις (8:17), he does not mean that his daughter Sara and 

Tobias were two “unique” persons; he means that they were both only-begotten 

children of their fathers. In Luke’s Gospel, the word is used in reference to an only 

child in 7:12, 8:42, and 9:38. In the Epistle to the Hebrews, it is said that when 

Abraham was ready to sacrifice Isaac he was offering up τον μονογενή, “his only-

begotten” (11:17), because although Abraham had another son, God had said that 

only in Isaac shall Abraham’s seed (σπερμα) be named. (Πίστει προσενήνοχεν 

Ἀβραὰμ τὸν Ἰσαὰκ πειραζόμενος, καὶ τὸν μονογενῆ προσέφερεν ὁ τὰς ἐπαγγελίας 

ἀναδεξάμενος, πρὸς ὃν ἐλαλήθη ὅτι Ἐν Ἰσαὰκ κληθήσεταί σοι σπέρμα). When 

the word μονογενής is used in reference to a son or daughter, it always means 

“only-begotten.” (Michael Marlowe, “The Only Begotten Son”, online paper 

@ http://www.bible-researcher.com/only-begotten.html.) 

 

Dr. Gordon H. Clark, in a critique of J. Oliver Buswell (who rejected eternal 

generation, but not eternal Sonship) wrote: 

 

…when Dr. Buswell says that the Greek fathers did not know as much Greek as we 

do, it must 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 monogenes is derived from ginomai rather 

from gennao. Even so, the two verbs are themselves derived from an earlier 

common stem. At any rate, the genes in 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. (The Trinity, p. 120.) 

 

Dr. John V. Dahms, in an essay published in the Journal of the Evangelical 

Theological Society, states: 

 

John 1:14, 18; 3:16, 18; 1 John 4:9 teach that 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. Trypho 105 (c. 153). Theophilus of Antioch 

(115-181) Theophilus to Autolycus 2.10 seems to assu[m]e such an understanding. 

https://href.li/?http://articulifidei.blogspot.com/2010/03/eternal-generation-of-son.html
https://href.li/?http://www.bible-researcher.com/only-begotten.html
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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). (JETS 32/4, Dec. 1989, p. 495.) 

 

Lee Irons: 

 

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.” 

 

2. One cannot escape realizing that if it is the case that the Logos became a Son in the economia 

and not from the beginning then the Holy Ghost really is the Father for the Holy Ghost is the one 

who brings forth the conception in the womb of Mary. Anyone familiar with the history of early 

Sabellian Monarchism sees the necessary connection with this interpretation of Luke 1:35. 

 

3. The Old Testament language of the bringing forth the person of Wisdom is undeniable from 

Prov. 8 as we have already seen: 

 
Prov. 8:22 “The Lord possessed[attained] me at the beginning of His way, 

Before His works of old. 
23 “From everlasting I was established, 

From the beginning, from the earliest times of the earth. 
24 “When there were no depths I was brought forth, 
When there were no springs abounding with water. 

25 “Before the mountains were settled, 
Before the hills I was brought forth; 

26 While He had not yet made the earth and the fields, 
Nor the first dust of the world. 

27 “When He established the heavens, I was there, 
When He inscribed a circle on the face of the deep, 

28 When He made firm the skies above, 
When the springs of the deep became fixed, 

29 When He set for the sea its boundary 
So that the water would not transgress His command, 
When He marked out the foundations of the earth; 
30 Then I was beside Him, as a master workman; 
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And I was daily His delight, 
Rejoicing always before Him, 

31 Rejoicing in the world, His earth, 
And having my delight in the sons of men. 

 

See part 2 for the objections against Prov. 8.  
 

4. Now to some scriptural proofs of Messiah’s Pre-existent Sonship or that his Sonship pre-existed 

the creation and his incarnation:  

 
Psa. 2:

7 
I will declare the decree: the Lord hath said unto me, Thou art my Son; this day have I 

begotten thee. 

 
Isa. 9:6, “Unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given 

 
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. 

 

Here the Son was said to be involved in the creation of the world, which is before the incarnation. 

 
John 1:18 No one has seen God at any time; the only begotten Son who is in the bosom of the 

Father, He has explained Him. 
 

Here we see that the Son is in the bosom of the Father. On the Photinian/Marcellian view, the 

Sonship of Messiah pertains to his human nature which could never be in the Father’s bosom. 

 
Rev. 3:14 “To the angel of the church in Laodicea write: The Amen, the faithful and true Witness, 

the Beginning [archē] of the creation of God, says this: 
 

Col. 1:15 He is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn of all creation [πρωτότοκος πάσης 

κτίσεως]. 16 For by Him all things were created, both in the heavens and on earth, visible and 

invisible, whether thrones or dominions or rulers or authorities—all things have been created 
through Him and for Him. 

 

Col. 1: 18 He is also head of the body, the church; and He is the beginning [archē] 
 

Samuel Clarke says, 

 

“The First-begotten, brought into the World by the Father before all ages, (for by 

Him did He make the Ages, Heb. i, 2;) before the whole Creation, (for by him did 

he create all things, Eph. iii, 9, and Col. i, 16.) 

 

It is observable that St. Paul does not here call our Saviour…the first created of all 

Creatures, but…the first-born of every creature, the first-begotten before all 

creatures; signifying that he was (before the Creation of Things,) …produced by, 

derived  from the Father…” 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/13/was-jesus-the-creator-pre-existence-of-christ-part-2/
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5. The word for adoption is not used of Christ but natural sonship. In John 5:18, the Father is 

denoted as the Father of Yeshua by the Greek πατέρα ἴδιον. In Rom. 8:32 Yeshua is referred to as 

the Father’s ἰδίου υἱοῦ. This Greek word ἴδιος denotes what belongs to someone properly or that 

is predicated of someone properly. In Rom. 8:3 Messiah is described as ἑαυτοῦ υἱὸν. This word 

ἑαυτοῦ is used by Paul in Rom. 14:14 when he says that nothing is evil in itself; thus evil is not 

necessary to created essences. Thus, when we read that the Son is the Father’s OWN Son, what 

the scripture is telling us is that he is the Father’s Son properly and that to be a Father of a Son is 

something necessary to the Father. Thus, πατέρα ἴδιον, ἰδίου υἱοῦ, and ἑαυτοῦ υἱὸν denote 

NATURAL SONSHIP, not Adopted Sonship which in the Greek is υἱοθεσία (Rom. 8:15, 23, 9:4, 

Gal. 4:5, Eph. 1:5). 

 

6. If as the Marcellian Triunists maintain, that the Sonship of Messiah was created with his 

incarnation, it then must be that his Sonship pertains to his human nature, not his pre-

existent  nature. However,  

 

Rom 1:1 Paul, a bond-servant of Christ Jesus, called as an apostle, set apart for the gospel of God, 
2 which He promised beforehand through His prophets in the holy Scriptures, 3 concerning His 

Son, who was born of a descendant of David according to the flesh, 4 who was declared the Son of 

God with power by the resurrection from the dead, according to the Spirit of holiness, Jesus Christ 
our Lord 

 

Here we learn that Messiah’s Sonship, as it pertains to his human nature, relates to David, not to 

God the Father.  

 

7. Moreover, the New Testament writers isolate the Lord Jesus Christ as being the only begotten of 

the Father, precluding any form of adoptive sonship which all of the elect participate in. 

 
John 1:18 No man hath seen God at any time, the only begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the 

Father, he hath declared him. 
 

John 3:16 For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever 
believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life. 

 
John 3:18 He that believeth on him is not condemned: but he that believeth not is condemned 

already, because he hath not believed in the name of the only begotten Son of God. 
 

Hebrews 11:17 By faith Abraham, when he was tried, offered up Isaac: and he that had received 
the promises offered up his only begotten son 

 
1 John 4:9 In this was manifested the love of God toward us, because that God sent 

his only begotten Son into the world, that we might live through him. 
 

8. Finally, the Photinians will admit that Christ was the son of David, a son denoting actual literal 

begetting. But then when we ask them what it means for them to say he is the son of God, they will 

completely change their definition of sonship even though the New Testament never does that. 
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Acts 2: 29 Men and brethren, let me freely speak unto you of the patriarch David, that he is both 
dead and buried, and his sepulchre is with us unto this day. 30 Therefore being a prophet, and 
knowing that God had sworn with an oath to him, that of the fruit of his loins, according to the 

flesh, he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne; 31 He seeing this before spake of the 
resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not left in hell, neither his flesh did see corruption. 

 

Obj.: This doctrine was the invention of Origen and a product of his Neoplatonism! 

 

Ans.: On the contrary: 

 

Justin Martyr, The Second Apology of St. Justin Martyr, Chapter 6, 

 
“And His Son, who alone is properly called Son, the Word who also was with Him 

and was begotten before the works, when at first He created and arranged all things 

by Him, is called Christ, in reference to His being anointed and God’s ordering all 

things through Him”. 

 

and again, Dialogue with Trypho, Chapter 62, 

 
“But this Offspring, which was truly brought forth from the Father, was with the 

Father before all the creatures, and the Father communed with Him; even as the 

Scripture by Solomon has made clear, that He whom Solomon calls Wisdom, was 

begotten as a Beginning before all His creatures and as Offspring by God”. 

 

and again, Dialogue with Trypho, Chapter 100, 

 
“For I have showed already that Christ is called both Jacob and Israel; and I have 

proved that it is not in the blessing of Joseph and Judah alone that what relates to 

Him was proclaimed mysteriously, but also in the Gospel it is written that He said: 

‘All things are delivered unto me by My Father.’ and, ‘No man knows the Father 

but the Son; nor the Son but the Father, and they to whom the Son will reveal 

Him.’ Matthew 11:27 Accordingly He revealed to us all that we have perceived by 

His grace out of the Scriptures, so that we know Him to be the first-begotten of 

God, and to be before all creatures”. 

 

Theophilus of Antioch, To Autolycus, Book II, Chapter 10, 

 
“God, then, having His own Word internal within His own bowels, begot Him, 

emitting Him along with His own wisdom before all things. He had this Word as a 

helper in the things that were created by Him, and by Him He made all things. He 

is called governing principle [ἁρκή], because He rules, and is Lord of all things 

fashioned by Him.” 

 

Irenaeus, Against Heresies Book III, Chapter 19. 2, 
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“Now, the Scriptures would not have testified these things of Him, if, like others, 

He had been a mere man. But that He had, beyond all others, in Himself that 

preeminent birth which is from the Most High Father”. 

 

Here we have in the first 2 centuries of Ante-Nicene Fathers, declarations that the Son was 

begotten of the Father before he formed the earth and man and the creatures, and thus not a 

creature in the regular sense ex nihilo but deriving his existence from the Father before all worlds. 

A dependency on the Father is therefore a denial of auto-theos and presents a strong testimony, 

both in the Scriptures and in the Early Church for eternal or pre-existent generation. I would also 

like to point out that Col. 1 and Rev. 3’s contexts do not concern Messiah’s resurrection, as if this 

generation pertained to the economia. This generation pertains to ontological constitution. 

 

Obj. Being begotten refers to Christ’s resurrection and spiritually to the born again experience of 

believers not to a pre-existent generation. 

 
Acts 13: 33 God hath fulfilled the same unto us their children, in that he hath raised up Jesus 
again; as it is also written in the second psalm, Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee. 

 

John 1:13 Which were born(begotten: gennaō), not of blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the 
will of man, but of God. 

 

1 John 3: 9 Whosoever is born(begotten: gennaō),  of God doth not commit sin; for his seed 
remaineth in him: and he cannot sin, because he is born of God. 

 

Ans. 1. The resurrection was not when Christ was made the Son of God but when he was declared 

to be the Son of God. 

 

Romans 1:1 Paul, a servant of Jesus Christ, called to be an apostle, separated unto the gospel of 
God, 2 (Which he had promised afore by his prophets in the holy scriptures,) 3 Concerning his 

Son Jesus Christ our Lord, which was made of the seed of David according to the flesh; 
4 And declared to be the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of holiness, by the 

resurrection from the dead: 
 

2. If this is the sense of the word begotten when applied to Christ he then cannot be 

the only begotten son as he is called many times for then there would be many begotten sons of 

God. 

 

Obj. Believers are said to receive salvation before the world began. Christ is said to die before the 

world began. It does not prove we or he pre-existed. 

 
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 

 
Rev. 13:8 And all that dwell upon the earth shall worship him, whose names are not written in the 

book of life of the Lamb slain from the foundation of the world. 
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Eph. 1:3 Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath blessed us with all 
spiritual blessings in heavenly places in Christ: 4 According as he hath chosen us in him before the 

foundation of the world, that we should be holy and without blame before him in love: 
5 Having predestinated us unto the adoption of children by Jesus Christ to himself, according to 
the good pleasure of his will, 6 To the praise of the glory of his grace, wherein he hath made us 

accepted in the beloved. 
 

Ans. 1. Again this would deny the language of the New Testament that Christ is the only begotten 

of the Father. 

 

2. This language pertains to the Covenant of Redemption which is why the apostle states that we 

receive salvific benefits, not directly, but in Christ. (Part 3) 

 

The promise was made and the means of attaining the end of that promised set up before the 

world began. 

 

Obj. John 5: 
18 

Therefore the Jews sought the more to kill him, because he not only had broken the 
sabbath, but said also that God was his Father, making himself equal with God. 
 

Ans. See the article in this volume: Jesus(Yeshua) Equal and One With God(Elohim)? 

Obj. Jesus is called the Son and King only after the resurrection. 

 

Ans. I acknowledge that a great deal of Christ’s honor and worship was a reward of his completing 

the Covenant of Redemption and rising from the dead but his Sonship and Kingship definitely pre-

existed his resurrection. 

 
Mark 2:

 28 
Therefore the Son of man is Lord also of the sabbath. 

 
Luke 2: 11 Today in the town of David a Savior has been born to you; he is the Messiah, the Lord. 

 
John 9:34 They answered and said unto him, Thou wast altogether born in sins, and dost thou 
teach us? And they cast him out. 35 Jesus heard that they had cast him out; and when he had 

found him, he said unto him, Dost thou believe on the Son of God? 36 He answered and said, 

Who is he, Lord, that I might believe on him? 37 And Jesus said unto him, Thou hast both seen 
him, and it is he that talketh with thee. 38 And he said, Lord, I believe. And he worshipped him. 

 

John 3:31 He that cometh from above is above all: he that is of the earth is earthly, and speaketh 
of the earth: he that cometh from heaven is above all. 32 And what he hath seen and heard, that he 

testifieth; and no man receiveth his testimony. 33 He that hath received his testimony hath set to 
his seal that God is true. 34 For he whom God hath sent speaketh the words of God: for God 

giveth not the Spirit by measure unto him. 35 The Father loveth the Son, and hath given all things 
into his hand. 

 
Heb. 5:8 Though he were a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things which he suffered; 

 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/the-covenant-of-redemption-pre-existence-of-christ-part-3/
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Psa. 2: 
7 
I will declare the decree: the Lord hath said unto me, Thou art my Son; this day have I 

begotten thee. 
 

Obj. Hebrews 1:6 And again, when he bringeth in the first begotten into the world, he saith, And 

let all the angels of God worship him. 
 

Ans. 1. Worship does not necessitate divinity. David was worshipped. 

 

1 Chron. 29:
20 

And David said to all the congregation, Now bless the Lord your God. And all the 
congregation bless the Lord God of their fathers, and bowed down their heads, and worshipped 

the Lord, and the king. 
 

Notice the same word worship is applied to both The Lord and the King. There is no latria/dulia 

distinction here. 

 

2. This also pertains to the agent-instrument conflation. The father creates by the son, judges by 

the son, and is worshipped by the son, his only begotten image and representation on the earth  

(Col. 1:15, Heb. 1:3). (See Part 1) 

 
John 13:31 Therefore, when he was gone out, Jesus said, Now is the Son of man glorified, and 

God is glorified in him. 
 

John 14:13 And whatsoever ye shall ask in my name, that will I do, that the Father may 
be glorified in the Son. 

 
Phil. 2: 

10 
That at the name of Jesus every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, 

and things under the earth; 
11 

And that every tongue should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the 
glory of God the Father. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/12/was-there-another-who-created-and-received-glory-with-the-father/
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Jesus(Yeshua) Equal and One With God(Elohim)? 
 
Phil. 2:5 Have this attitude in yourselves which was also in Christ Jesus, 6 who, although He existed 

in the form of God, did not regard equality with God a thing to be grasped, 7 but emptied Himself, 

taking the form of a bond-servant, and being made in the likeness of men. 8 Being found in 

appearance as a man, He humbled Himself by becoming obedient to the point of death, even 

death on a cross. 9 For this reason also, God highly exalted Him, and bestowed on Him the name 

which is above every name, 10 so that at the name of Jesus every knee will bow, of those who are 

in heaven and on earth and under the earth, 11 and that every tongue will confess that Jesus Christ 

is Lord, to the glory of God the Father. 

We do not need to despair to understand this passage outside of the Trinitarian scheme. 

The sense is given to us in scripture very clearly. 

 
John 5:16 For this reason the Jews were persecuting Jesus, because He was doing these things on 

the Sabbath.17 But He answered them, “My Father is working until now, and I Myself am 

working.” 18 For this reason therefore the Jews were seeking all the more to kill Him, because He 

not only was breaking the Sabbath, but also was calling God His own Father, making Himself 

equal with God. 19 Therefore Jesus answered and was saying to them, “Truly, truly, I say to 

you, the Son can do nothing of Himself, unless it is something He sees the Father doing; for 

whatever the Father does, these things the Son also does in like manner. 20 For the Father loves 

the Son, and shows Him all things that He Himself is doing; and the Father will show Him greater 

works than these, so that you will marvel. 21 For just as the Father raises the dead and gives them 

life, even so the Son also gives life to whom He wishes. 22 For not even the Father judges anyone, 

but He has given all judgment to the Son, 23 so that all will honor the Son even as they honor the 

Father. He who does not honor the Son does not honor the Father who sent Him. 

Here we see that equality with Elohim simply means that Yeshua was GIVEN authority on earth to 

execute the prerogative of the Father as the Son was the representative of Yah on earth. 

 
Heb. 1:3 And He is the radiance of His glory and the exact representation of His nature, 

and upholds all things by the word of His power. 

John 5:43 I have come in My Father’s name 

Col. 1:15 He is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn of all creation. 

The Jews complained of this many times. 

Matt 9:1 Getting into a boat, Jesus crossed over the sea and came to His own city. 2 And they 

brought to Him a paralytic lying on a bed. Seeing their faith, Jesus said to the paralytic, “Take 

courage, son; your sins are forgiven.” 3 And some of the scribes said to themselves, “This fellow 

blasphemes.” 4 And Jesus knowing their thoughts said, “Why are you thinking evil in your 
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hearts? 5 Which is easier, to say, ‘Your sins are forgiven,’ or to say, ‘Get up, and walk’? 6 But so 

that you may know that the Son of Man has authority on earth to forgive sins”—then He *said to 

the paralytic, “Get up, pick up your bed and go home.” 7 And he got up and went home. 8 But 

when the crowds saw this, they were awestruck, and glorified God, who had given such authority to 

men. 

Here we see again that the equality between Yeshua and Elohim is not an equality of nature as if 

Yeshua was the same being or person as Elohim but of authority. The same principle is applied to 

magistrates. Psalm 82:1 states, 

 
God takes His stand in His own congregation; 

He judges in the midst of the rulers (elohim). 

 
 
Notice every time this objection is brought up the accusation goes to the authority and power of 

God not the being of God. 

 

John 10: 
33 

The Jews answered him, saying, For a good work we stone thee not; but for blasphemy; 

and because that thou, being a man, makest thyself God. (Obviously by authority) 
34 

Jesus answered 
them, Is it not written in your law, I said, Ye are gods? 

35 
If he called them gods, unto whom the 

word of God came, and the scripture cannot be broken; 
36 

Say ye of him, whom the Father hath 
sanctified, and sent into the world, Thou blasphemest; because I said, I am the Son of God? 

 
Matt. 9:

8 
But when the multitudes saw it, they marvelled, and glorified God, which had given such 

power/authority unto men. 
 

And in John 5 the entire conversation hinges not on Jesus’ metaphysical nature but on the rights he 

has to perform certain actions such as healing on the sabbath. In Matthew 9 it was forgiving sins. 

But what about this language of the Father and the Son being one and the son being in the father 

and the father in him? 

 

John 10: 
30 

I and my Father are one…
38 

But if I do, though ye believe not me, believe the works: that 
ye may know, and believe, that the Father is in me, and I in him. 

 

We do not need to guess what this means as Christ tells us very plainly: 

 
John 17: 

11 
And now I am no more in the world, but these are in the world, and I come to thee. 

Holy Father, keep through thine own name those whom thou hast given me, that they may be one, 
as we are… 

 
20 

Neither pray I for these alone, but for them also which shall believe on me through their 
word; 

21 
That they all may be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they also may be 

one in us: that the world may believe that thou hast sent me. 
22 

And the glory which thou gavest me 
I have given them; that they may be one, even as we are one: 

23 
I in them, and thou in me, that they 
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may be made perfect in one; and that the world may know that thou hast sent me, and hast loved 
them, as thou hast loved me. 

 

So how then does someone become ONE with the Church and the Father and the Son? Through 

belief, so that your WILL and PURPOSE is agreed with each other. Notice it does not say “but 

from them also which shall participate in uncreated energies through mystic union. That they all 
may be one…” 
 

Moreover, Paul, when speaking of the different ministries of Paul and Apollos labouring together 

in the ministry of the Gospel, one in purpose and will, one planting and another watering says, 

 
1 Cor. 3: 

8 
Now he that planteth and he that watereth are one: and every man shall receive his own 

reward according to his own labour. 
 

One in being? No, Paul and Apollos are two different beings but they are one in will and purpose. 

And to shatter the basis of modern Christian Marxism, Paul when speaking of will and purpose 

NOT NATURE OR METAPHYSICS, states, 

Gal. 3: 
28 

There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor 
female: for ye are all one in Christ Jesus. 
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The Spirit/Ruwach in Hebrew Is Feminine Ergo 

the Trinity? 

Pelagian Marxists will argue that since the Spirit in Hebrew is Feminine that the Holy Spirit 

must be the Mother principle equal to the Father and the Son in the Trinity. Josh Poore pointed 

out that fathers in Hebrew is also feminine: 
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John Calvin Refutes Triune Argument from Elohim 

Etymology and Use 
 

 

John Calvin, Commentary on Gen. 20:13: 

 
“13.When God caused me to wander (430) Because the verb is here put in the 

plural number, I freely expound the passage as referring to the angels, who led 

Abraham through his various wanderings. Some, with too much subtlety, infer from 

it a Trinity of Persons: as if it had been written: The gods caused me to wander. I 

grant, indeed, that the noun אלהים (Elohim,) is frequently taken for God in the 

Scripture: but then the verb with which it is connected is always singular. Wherever 

a plural verb is added then it signifies angels or princes. (431)”
4

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

                                                           
4

 https://www.studylight.org/commentary/genesis/20-13.html 

 

https://href.li/?https://www.studylight.org/commentary/genesis/20-13.html
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The Angel of the Lord is Not Jesus(Yeshua) 
 

Mat 2:13 And when they were departed, behold, the angel of the Lord appeareth to Joseph in a 
dream, saying, Arise, and take the young child and his mother, and flee into Egypt, and be thou 

there until I bring thee word: for Herod will seek the young child to destroy him. 
 

The following is a reply to “Is the Angel of Jehovah in the Old Testament the Lord Jesus 

Christ?” by Daniel G. Finestone Bibliotheca Sacra, Volume: BSAC 095:379 (Jul 1938). 

 

I also referenced Samuel Clarke’s The Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity and his Modest Plea, 

which touches upon this controversy as it was inflamed in the Anglican Church between Clarke, 

Newton, Whiston, Waterland and others in the 18th Century. 

 

These are the following arguments given to support the idea that The Angel of the Lord (TAL) is 

Jesus(Yeshua): 

 

1. TAL is identified as Yahovah. (Exo. 3:2-6 et. al.) 

 
Ans. This is clearly a nominal identification not a cardinal one. (Why I Left the Christian Church, 

Chapter IV) 

 

2. In the OT, the definite article is used of TAL but here in Matt. 2:13 it is not which is why many 

translations read “an” angel of the Lord, not “the” angel of the Lord. 

Ans. Yet Finestone himself states that the angel of the Lord is denoted in Exo. 23:23, 32:34 where 

he is referred to as “my angel” where the definite article isn’t used. 

 

3. Isa. 64:9 states that TAL is the angel of Yahovah’s presence. John 1:18 makes very clear that no 

man sees Elohim, only the son explains him. 

 

Ans. Assuming the language of Isa. 6:9 “the angel of His presence” means the angel whose 

existence is the presence of Yahovah is baseless speculation and blatant Sabellianism. The New 

Testament tells the identity of the angel who is associated with Yahovah’s presence: 

 
Luk 1:11 And there appeared unto him an angel of the Lord standing on the right side of the altar 

of incense… Luk 1:19 And the angel answering said unto him, I am Gabriel, that stand in the 

presence of God; and am sent to speak unto thee, and to shew thee these glad tidings. 
 

4. Finestone says that Zech. 12:8 denotes the angel of the Lord as the Messiah: 

 
8 
In that day the Lord will defend the inhabitants of Jerusalem, and the one who 

[
f

]
is feeble among 

them in that day will be like David, and the house of David will be like God, like the angel of 
the Lord before them. 

 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2018/01/14/the-angel-of-the-lord-is-not-jesusyeshua/
https://href.li/?http://www.galaxie.com/journals/1
https://href.li/?http://www.galaxie.com/volume/466
https://href.li/?https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=zech+12&version=NASB#fen-NASB-23054f
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Ans. This is more baseless speculation. All the passage says is that in the time of Messiah (Zech. 

12:10, John 19:36-37) the people of Elohim will be protected as if TAL was protecting them. (2 

Kings 19). 

 

5. TAL was compassionate to the people of Elohim and so was Yeshua. 

 

Ans: Wow….. 

 

6. In John 8:59 Yeshua claims to be the angel of the Lord in Exo. 3! 

 

Ans. Samuel Clarke, The Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity pg. 99, 

 

 

 
 

7. All of Samuel Clarke’s arguments are to authority from the Church Fathers who all claim TAL 

was Jesus in the OT but he uses them to prove Jesus cannot be the same being or absolutely equal 

with Yahvoah. He claims Acts 7:30-38 says Yeshua is TAL but again, it is a complete argument 

from silence. Nowhere in Acts 7 is Yeshua stated to be TAL in Exo. 3. 

 

The lion-share of the arguments you will read to defend this idea that TAL is Yeshua in the OT 

assume the Trinity Doctrine. 

 

https://href.li/?https://archive.org/stream/scripturedoctrin00clar#page/96/mode/2up


44 
 

In conclusion, I must maintain my position that Matt. 2:13 is very clear that TAL is a distinct 

person from Yeshua Messiah and that the Scriptures are not definite of the identity of a specific 

TAL and the only possible candidate we have is Gabriel(Luke 1). 
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Mark 13:32 and the Lies Christians Tell About It 
 

When faced with Mark 13:32 that Jesus does not know the last day but only the Father, 

Christians will perform two great feats of dishonest mental gymnastics. They will say that this 

passage is only speaking to the human nature of Messiah. But that contradicts the passage that says 

the Father only knows. If the Son in his divine nature knows then it isn’t the Father only. 

 

The second piece of dishonest lying rubbish Christians will throw out is that the word know in 

Mark 13:32 means reveal not to know.  They will point to Matt. 21:27 where the Greek word to 

know, εἴδω eidō, is used and translated tell. 
 

And they answered Jesus, and said, We cannot tell(εἴδω eidō). And he said unto them, Neither 

tell(λέγω legō,) I you by what authority I do these things. 

 
But in the context the word tell means to perceive. The Greek word for tell in the later part of the 

verse is the Greek word λέγω legō, not εἴδω eidō. 

 

Thus, their deliberate dishonesty is exposed. 

 

Next, Christians will simply ignore Mark 13:32 and point to passages in the gospels where 

omniscience is attributed to Jesus. 

 

John 16:30 Now are we sure that thou knowest all things, and needest not that any man should ask 
thee: by this we believe that thou camest forth from God. 

 

John 21:17 He saith unto him the third time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? Peter was 
grieved because he said unto him the third time, Lovest thou me? And he said unto him, Lord, 

thou knowest all things; thou knowest that I love thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed my sheep. 
 

The problem is these are simply records of conversations the apostles had with Jesus. They are not 

didactic portions of scripture. The apostles said numerous things that were incorrect all over the 

Gospels and showed many times, foolishness, unbelief and outright rejection of Jesus’ teaching. 

 
Mark 8:29 And he saith unto them, But whom say ye that I am? And Peter answereth and saith 

unto him, Thou art the Christ. 30 And he charged them that they should tell no man of him. 
31 And he began to teach them, that the Son of man must suffer many things, and be rejected of 

the elders, and of the chief priests, and scribes, and be killed, and after three days rise again. 
32 And he spake that saying openly. And Peter took him, and began to rebuke him. 33 But when 
he had turned about and looked on his disciples, he rebuked Peter, saying, Get thee behind me, 

Satan: for thou savourest not the things that be of God, but the things that be of men. 
 

And yet even after telling his apostles exactly what was going to happen the apostles are bewildered 

at what happened to Jesus. In Luke 24, the apostles admit that they totally rejected Jesus’ words 

because they did not align with Premillennialism. 
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Luke 24: 12 Then arose Peter, and ran unto the sepulchre; and stooping down, he beheld the 
linen clothes laid by themselves, and departed, wondering in himself at that which was come to 

pass. 13 And, behold, two of them went that same day to a village called Emmaus, which was from 
Jerusalem about threescore furlongs. 14 And they talked together of all these things which had 
happened. 15 And it came to pass, that, while they communed together and reasoned, Jesus 

himself drew near, and went with them. 16 But their eyes were holden that they should not know 
him. 17 And he said unto them, What manner of communications are these that ye have one to 
another, as ye walk, and are sad? 18 And the one of them, whose name was Cleopas, answering 

said unto him, Art thou only a stranger in Jerusalem, and hast not known the things which are 
come to pass there in these days? 19 And he said unto them, What things? And they said unto 
him, Concerning Jesus of Nazareth, which was a prophet mighty in deed and word before God 

and all the people: 20 And how the chief priests and our rulers delivered him to be condemned to 

death, and have crucified him. 21 But we trusted that it had been he which should have redeemed 
Israel: and beside all this, to day is the third day since these things were done. 22 Yea, and certain 
women also of our company made us astonished, which were early at the sepulchre; 23 And when 
they found not his body, they came, saying, that they had also seen a vision of angels, which said 
that he was alive. 24 And certain of them which were with us went to the sepulchre, and found it 
even so as the women had said: but him they saw not. 25 Then he said unto them, O fools, and 
slow of heart to believe all that the prophets have spoken: 26 Ought not Christ to have suffered 

these things, and to enter into his glory? 27 And beginning at Moses and all the prophets, he 
expounded unto them in all the scriptures the things concerning himself. 

 
And so the apostles, ignorant and erroneous in their beliefs at this time, needed to be instructed 

due to their foolishness, unbelief and ignorance.  Jesus told them exactly what was going to happen 

and yet they refused to believe what was coming out of his mouth. 

 

Jesus told them in Matt. 28:19-20 to go into all the world and disciple the gentiles but they didn’t 

believe him or understand how gentiles could covenant with Yahvoah. In Acts 1, when the issue of 

Gentile salvation began to be discussed even past Paul’s conversion, it took Peter’s vision in Acts 

10 and 11 to convince the Jewish followers of Messiah that Gentiles were coming into the 

Covenant with Yahovah through Jesus. 

 

The apostles ask: 

 

Acts 1:6 Lord, wilt thou at this time restore again the kingdom to Israel? 
 

Yet Jesus said plainly in Matt 21 that the kingdom was taken from the Jews due to their unbelief: 

 
43 Therefore say I unto you, The kingdom of God shall be taken from you, and given to a nation 
bringing forth the fruits thereof. 44 And whosoever shall fall on this stone shall be broken: but on 

whomsoever it shall fall, it will grind him to powder. 45 And when the chief priests and Pharisees 
had heard his parables, they perceived that he spake of them. 

 
Thus, the words of the apostles in John 16:30 and 21:17 are not to be taken as didactic portions of 

scripture but historical records of their words during this period where they were being corrected 

from their errors and tutored in the doctrine of Messiah. 

 

https://href.li/?https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Acts+1:6&version=KJV
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17 Things Christians Don’t Understand About Their Own 

Trinity Doctrine 
 

When I have put the argument to Protestant Christians that the Trinity contradicts private 

judgment they admit that this simply means it cannot be fully understood. This is deliberate 

obfuscation and I maintain the lion share, the substance of this doctrine, cannot be understood 

and is not understood by the Christians and they must admit this doctrine cannot be understood. 

Given this point the Reformation and all apologetics must be surrendered. 

 

James Anderson admits this when he says, 

 
“If it turns out that adherents of the latter two religions [Judaism and Islam] can 

mirror the Christian’s appeal to mystery in defense of their own paradoxical 

teachings, then this is the price to be exacted for reconciling orthodox Christian 

doctrines with the rationality of Christian faith. In my estimation, it is a price worth 

paying.” 

 

James Anderson, Paradox in Christian Theology (Eugene, OR: Paternoster 

Theological Monographs, Wipf & Stock Publishers, 2007), 285 

 

What Christians Don’t Understand About the Trinity: 

 

1. The essence and existence of God. 

2. What the word God means.
5

 

3. Where God is. 

4. What a person is. Mode, Activity, Attribute, Mask? 

5. What the distinction between nature and person is. 

6. Which version of the Trinity is the right one. 

7. What it means for the Son to be begotten of the Father. 

8. Whether the Trinity is 1 deity, 3 deities or four deities. 

9. What the word “one” means. Unity/pantheism, ADS, Cardinal singularity? 

10. Whether the divine essence is generic or numeric. 

                                                           
5

 I have found 9 different definitions of God in Christian Theology Manuals:  

1. The Father/Monarchy; Concreted person; 

2. The Divine Nature; abstract substance; or that an uncreated person possesses a divine nature 

3. The Divine nature numeric essence. 

4. Godhead 

5. Source of operation; 

6. Auto-theos: that is uncaused 

 7. An indirect sense in that the Logos and the Holy Spirit are called God as they inter-dwell (perichoresis) and are 

consubstantial with the Father. 

8. Elohim – One who is in a place of authority. (Exo. 7: 1 And the Lord said unto Moses, See, I have made thee 

a god to Pharaoh: and Aaron thy brother shall be thy prophet.; 2 Corinthians 4:4 In whom the god of this world hath 

blinded the minds of them which believe not, lest the light of the glorious gospel of Christ, who is the image of God, 

should shine unto them.) 

9. Uncreated 
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11. What the hypostatic union is. One person with two natures? One person with two minds/souls?: 

“unspeakable” (Turretin Vol 2.13.7), “ineffable” (Constantinople 553, The Capitula of the Council 

VII, Cyril’s Second Letter to Succensus, para 3. See 20, McGuckin pg. 204-205 where Cyril also 

calls the union “inexpressibly united”) “a paradox” (McGukin, St. Cyril 154, 177, 185, 187, 191, 

195, 201, 216, 221, Owen, Works I, p. 46[42]) or “transcends understanding.” (Cyril 1st Letter to 

Succensus para 6, McGuckin 239) The hypostatic construction is referred to as paradoxical (John 

A. McGuckin, St. Cyril of Alexandria, 154, 177, 185, 187, 191, 195, 201, 221). Paul Gavrilyuk 

in The Suffering of the Impassible God admits that predicating suffering of the Logos is a paradox 

(62-64, 134). 

12. How the Son could be forsaken of the Father seeing they are the same numeric being. 

13. How as the Council of Chalcedon says under the clause that the natures are without mixture yet 

not espouse Nestorius’ view? 

14. Is it one person in two natures or two natures in one person? (Constantinople 553, The Capitula 

of the Council VII – Chalcedon (Defintion of Faith)) 

15. How the Logos could be God, immutable and eternal and yet ontologically change to become 

man. John 1:14.  Shedd says, “A theanthropic person is a Trinitarian person modified by union 

with a human nature” (Dogmatic Theology, Vol 2, 268) 

16. Trinitarians say they believe the humanity of Christ was Generic but then how can he be perfect 

God and perfect man, when he is perfect God generic man? So how do we distinguish the human 

nature of Messiah from a full human person? We can’t! 

17. The distinction between filiation and spiration. 
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The Ecumenical Councils and Fathers Condemn 

Penal Substitution 

 
Cyril of Alexandria, the man whose hands wrote the canons of the council of Ephesus 

whose writings on the hypostatic union were canonized in the Third Ecumenical council, the most 

authoritative theologian in church history on the doctrine of the hypostatic union states in That 

Christ Is One By Way Of Dispute With Hermias: 
 

“My God my God why forsookest Thou me? 

 

For consider that the Only-Begotten having been made man, gave forth such words 

as one of us and in behalf of our whole nature, as though He said 49, The first man 

hath transgressed, he slipped down into disobedience, he heeded not the command 

given him, by the wiles of the dragon he was carried off into wilfulness: therefore 

fall rightly has he been subjected unto decay and has become subject to doom, but 

Thou didst plant Me a second beginning to them on the earth, I am called, Second 

Adam. In Me Thou seest the race of man purged, achieving sinlessness, holy, all 

pure. Give now the good things of Thy Clemency, undo the forsaking, rebuke 

decay and let wrath reach its period. I have conquered Satan himself too who of old 

prevailed, for he found in Me no whit of what was his.”Such then, as I think, is the 

meaning of the Saviour’s words; for He was inviting the good favour of the Father 

not on Himself but on us rather… 

 

Hence though He say for example, He that hath seen Me hath seen the Father, I 

and the Father are One, and to the Jews, Why are ye seeking to kill Me, a man 

Who have told you the truth which I heard of God, shall we allow that the words 

both one and other belong to One and the Same? 

 

Most certainly, for Christ has never been divided, but is believed to be One and 

Only and Very Son by all who worship. For the Image of the Invisible God, the 

Brightness of the glory of the Person of the Father, the Impress of His 

Essence, took bondman’s form, not as though connecting a man to Himself, as they 

say, but rather Himself made in that form, yet even so abiding in likeness to God 

the Father.” 

 

He denies that one can distribute predicates between the two natures of Christ and he must to 

remain consistent with the type of union defended in the early Church. Therefore, to take the 

Council of Ephesus’ view of the Incarnation commits one to the Christus Victor view of the 

Atonement or at least a direct denial of the Penal view. 

 

John of Damascus, who wrote the definitive work on the theology of the early fathers, An Exact 
Exposition of the Orthodox Faith, states in Book 3.24, 

  

“Further, these words, My God, My God, why have You forsaken Me Matthew 

27:46? He said as making our personality His own. For neither would God be 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2017/09/15/the-ecumenical-councils-and-fathers-condemn-penal-substitution/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2017/09/15/the-ecumenical-councils-and-fathers-condemn-penal-substitution/
https://href.li/?http://www.tertullian.org/fathers/cyril_christ_is_one_01_text.htm
https://href.li/?http://www.tertullian.org/fathers/cyril_christ_is_one_01_text.htm
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regarded with us as His Father, unless one were to discriminate with subtle 

imaginings of the mind between that which is seen and that which is thought, nor 

was He ever forsaken by His divinity: nay, it was we who were forsaken and 

disregarded. So that it was as appropriating our personality that He offered these 

prayers.” 

 
Here he directly denies penal substitution that the hypostatic union might be retained. 

 

Meyendorff sums up the Eastern view, 

 

“The pre-existent Word is the subject of the death of Christ, for in Christ there is 

no other personal subject apart from the Word; only someone can die; not 

something or a nature”
6

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
6

 Leo Donald Davis, The First Seven Ecumenical Councils, (Collegeville, Minnesota: The Liturgical Press, 

1983 ), 215 
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The Judgment Throne of Messiah Not His Own But 

Given by the Father 
 

John 5: 21 For as the Father raiseth up the dead, and quickeneth them; even so the Son 

quickeneth whom he will. 22 For the Father judgeth no man, but hath committed all judgment 

unto the Son: 23 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. 24 Verily, verily, I say unto 

you, He that heareth my word, and believeth on him that sent me, hath everlasting life, and shall 

not come into condemnation; but is passed from death unto life. 25 Verily, verily, I say unto you, 

The hour is coming, and now is, when the dead shall hear the voice of the Son of God: and they 

that hear shall live. 26 For as the Father hath life in himself; so hath he given to the Son to have life 

in himself; 27 And hath given him authority to execute judgment also, because he is the Son of 

man. 

 

Here we see that the judgment throne of Yeshua is not his innately but is given to him by the 

Father. Thus his authority is derived while the Father’s is innate. 
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Excursus on Acts 17:28 not Pantheistic 
 

Acts 17:24 God that made the world and all things therein, seeing that he is Lord of heaven 
and earth, dwelleth not in temples made with hands; 25 Neither is worshipped with men’s 
hands, as though he needed any thing, seeing he giveth to all life, and breath, and all things; 
26 And hath made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on all the face of the earth, 

and hath determined the times before appointed, and the bounds of their habitation; 
27 That they should seek the Lord, if haply they might feel after him, and find him, though 

he be not far from every one of us: 28 For in him we live, and move, and have our being; 
as certain also of your own poets have said, For we are also his offspring. 29 Forasmuch 
then as we are the offspring of God, we ought not to think that the Godhead is like unto 

gold, or silver, or stone, graven by art and man’s device. 
 

The context of the passage is Paul correcting pagan superstitions and errors regarding the nature of 

the creator. Elohim made all things, he made men and preordained their geographic boundaries. 

Therefore, to think that Elohim could be an idol that needed the constant upkeep of his own 

creation is absurdity. 

 

“In him” is the Greek ἐν, which is a general preposition denoting fixed position, also translated: 

in (1,902x), by (163x), with (140x), among (117x), at (113x), on (62x), through (39x). 
 

Thus, the meaning does necessitate the idea of being “inside” God, but being of God created by 

his power. Thus, to the illustrious testimonies: 

 

John Gill: 

 

“The natural life which men live is from God; and they are supported in it by him; 

and from him they have all the comforts and blessings of life; and all motions, 

whether external or internal, of body or of mind, are of God, and none of them are 

without the concourse of his providence, and strength assistance from him; though 

the disorder and irregularity of these motions, whereby they become sinful, are of 

themselves, or of the devil; and their being, and the maintenance of it, and 

continuance in it, are all owing to the power and providence of God.” 

 

Matthew Poole, 

 

“In him we live, &c.; he is the God that made us, that preserves us, and not we 

ourselves; he keeps us as in the hollow of his hand, and compasseth our paths. Our 

breath is in our nostrils, and when we send it forth we have none to take in again, 

unless God furnish us with it, as out of his own hand.” 

 
Henry Alford, Greek Testament Critical Exegetical Commentary 

 
“28. There is no justification for the pantheist in this. 

“It is properly said only of the race of men, as being His offspring, bound to Him: 

proceeding from, and upheld by, and therefore living, moving, and being in Him:—

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2018/04/12/excursus-on-acts-1728-not-pantheistic/
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=in*+G1722
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=by*+G1722
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=with*+G1722
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=among*+G1722
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=at*+G1722
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=on*+G1722
https://href.li/?https://www.blueletterbible.org/search/preSearch.cfm?t=KJV&Criteria=through*+G1722
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but even in a wider sense His Being, though a separate objective Personality, 

involves and contains that of His creatures. See Ephesians 1:10, where the same is 

said of Christ. ἐν αὐτῷ must not be taken for ‘by Him;’ the subsequent citation 

would in that case be irrelevant.” 

 

Albert Barnes, 

 

“For in him we live – The expression “in him” evidently means by him; by his 

originally forming us, and continually sustaining us. No words can better express 

our constant dependence on God. He is the original fountain of life, and he 

upholds us each moment. A similar sentiment is found in Plautus (5,4,14): “O 

Jupiter, who dost cherish and nourish the race of man; by whom we live, and with 

whom is the hope of the life of all men” (Kuinoel). It does not appear, however, 

that Paul designed this as a quotation; yet he doubtless intended to state a sentiment 

with which they were familiar, and with which they would agree.” 

 
Aquinas, Summa Theologiae, First Part, Question 18, 

 
“Article 4. Whether all things are life in God? 

 

Objection 1. It seems that not all things are life in God. For it is said (Acts 17:28), 

“In Him we live, and move, and be.” But not all things in Godare movement. 

Therefore not all things are life in Him…. 

 

Reply to Objection 1. Creatures are said to be in God in a twofold sense. In one 

way, so far are they are held together and preserved by the divine power; even as we 

say that things that are in our power are in us. And creatures are thus said to be 

in God, even as they exist in their own natures. In this sense we must understand 

the words of the Apostle when he says, “In Him we live, move, and be”; since our 

being, living, and moving are themselves caused by God.”
7

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

                                                           
7

 http://www.newadvent.org/summa/1018.htm 

 

https://href.li/?https://www.studylight.org/desk/index.cgi?q1=Ephesians+1:10&t1=en_nas
https://href.li/?http://www.newadvent.org/summa/1018.htm
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John Owen Admits the Son’s Subordination to the Father 
 

Vindiciæ Evangelicæ, pg. 201,  

 
“The intendment of these questions being the application of what is spoken of 

Christ, either as mediator or as man, unto his person, to the exclusion of any other 

consideration, namely, that of a divine nature therein, the whole of Mr B.’s aim in 

them is sufficiently already disappointed. It is true, there is an order, yea, a 

subordination, in the persons of the Trinity themselves, whereby the son, as to his 

personality, may be said to depend on the Father, being begotten of him; but that is 

not the subordination here aimed at by Mr B., but that which he underwent by 

dispensation as mediator, or which attends him in respect of his human nature.” 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

  

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2019/09/17/john-owen-admits-the-sons-subordination-to-the-father/
https://href.li/?https://www.ccel.org/ccel/owen/vindicevang.i.xiv.ii.html
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Another Argument Against the Eastern Orthodox – The 

Maximian Logoi, A Plenum Formarum? 
 

The Eastern Orthodox tell us that their replacement for the Platonic forms, the Maximian 

Logoi,  are the arche’ of all creation, the eternal patterns of created forms. Oh, but this isn’t 

Platonism! Why? Because the Logoi are not ideas in God’s mind, they are energies external to 

God but uncreated, the Essence and Energies distinction! Really, so then there is an eternal Logoi 

for the Kiwi: 

 

 
 

And don’t forget about the Kiwi’s vestigial wing: 

 

 
 

Oh that’s right folks, in the eternal perfection of the floaty place there is a Logoi just for such 

degeneration! The section in Answers in Genesis completely avoids this issue: 

https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2018/02/23/another-argument-against-the-eastern-orthodox-the-maximian-logoi-a-plenum-formarum/
https://southernisraelite.wordpress.com/2018/02/23/another-argument-against-the-eastern-orthodox-the-maximian-logoi-a-plenum-formarum/
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“Kiwis 

 

The five living species of kiwis are another unforgettable reminder that flightless 

birds have unique designs enabling them to thrive in diverse places. All are 

endemic to New Zealand (only found there). They have no tail, and their tiny wings 

(1.6–2 inches [4–5 cm] long) are hidden beneath their body plumage. New Zealand 

has no native land mammals, but surprisingly kiwis exhibit many mammalian 

features. 

 

Kiwis are nocturnal but have poor night vision, contrary to evolutionary theory for 

nocturnal birds. Their senses of smell and hearing are keen, however, and more 

characteristic of mammals than birds. Unlike most birds, kiwis’ nostrils are at the 

tip of their flexible, 8-inch (20-cm) long bill that, along with their keen hearing, 

enables them to detect invertebrates in leaf litter and even underground. 

 

Another exceptional mammal-like feature is the marking of their burrows and 

territories with their pungent droppings. Other unique features include a body 

temperature of 100
o

F (38
o

C) that is lower than that of most birds (which is around 

102–106
o

F, again, more typical of mammals than birds), and 30% of their body 

weight is composed of subcutaneous fat (important when food is scarce).3” 

 

https://answersingenesis.org/birds/flightless-birds-alternate-plan/ 

 

Creation.com plays the same game not explaining why the vestigal wing even exists: 

 

“A creationist perspective may be that the kiwi, and perhaps its ratite relatives, was 

created as a distinct bird ‘kind’, perfectly well designed for their ground-dwelling 

habitats and life styles. Two ancestors of the created kind would have been on 

Noah’s Ark. But how, then, did they get from the ark landing site to New 

Zealand?” 

 

https://creation.com/kiwi 

 
Or what about the Flightless Cormorant: 

 

 

https://href.li/?https://answersingenesis.org/birds/flightless-birds-alternate-plan/#fn_3
https://href.li/?https://answersingenesis.org/birds/flightless-birds-alternate-plan/
https://href.li/?https://creation.com/kiwi
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Yes, you see those decrepit appendages are in full blown participation in the divine attributes! 

 

What does Answers in Genesis have to say? Nothing: 

 
“Most rails, cormorants, and waterbirds can fly, but a few species are flightless. 

Their keels (attachment for flight muscles) seem to be in different stages of 

deterioration, possibly indicating progressive loss of flight.” 

 

https://answersingenesis.org/birds/flightless-birds-alternate-plan/ 

 
I bet you’re thinking right now, hey Drake, they didn’t just end the article with that statement; 

surely there was further explanation!? Ans. Uh, yeah, yeah they did. Go to the link yourself if you 

don’t believe me. 

 

Now, Creation.com actually says something of value to this point: 

 
“Now we realize that this loss occurred through a mutation, or genetic copying 

mistake. Such a mutation would normally be harmful for a bird species, but may 

have been beneficial to the cormorants on that particular island.
3 

 

This would be similar to the case of flightless beetles on windy islands that are more 

likely to survive, while the beetles that can fly are more likely to be swept away.
4

 Or 

else it may simply have been a case of reduced selection pressure—with none of the 

mainland predators and plentiful food in the sea, loss of flight would be a less 

serious disadvantage, much like cave creatures that lose their sight over 

generations.
5

 However, this would not be an example of evolution; the mutation 

that caused the flightless cormorant to lose the ability to fly is an example of 

a loss of genetic information. Goo-to-you evolution would require changes that 

result in new genetic information.” 

 

https://creation.com/galapagos-birds 

 
Thus, Creation.com admits, at least at this point, the principle of devolution. 

 

Now this leads us no doubt to the issue of the devolution of man and the many controversies 

involving Polygenism and Monogenism. See my essay on Darwinism.  

 

 

https://href.li/?https://answersingenesis.org/birds/flightless-birds-alternate-plan/
https://href.li/?https://creation.com/galapagos-birds

