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“Grace be to you, and peace, from God our Father, and from the Lord Jesus Christ.
Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath blessed us with all
spiritual blessings in heavenly places in Christ” (Ephesians 1:2, 3).
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Answering Objections — Part 4

by Lynnford Beachy

In the last few months we have ex-
amined all of the Old Testament texts
that are most commonly used to sup-
port the trinity and we have seen that
the trinity is not taught in the Old Test-
ament. Even most trinitarian theolo-
gians will admit this fact. Yet, many
seem confident that the New Testament
reveals that God is a trinity.

Beginning this month we will exam-
ine all of the New Testament evidence
that is often used to prove that God is a
trinity.

I agree with the Encyclopeedia Brit-
annica on this question, which says,
“Neither the word Trinity nor the expli-
cit doctrine appears in the New Testa-
ment, nor did Jesus and his followers
intend to contradict the Shema in the
Hebrew Scriptures: ‘Hear, O Israel: The
Lord our God is one Lord” (Deutero-
nomy 6:4).” (Encyclopeedia Britannica
Online, article: Trinity, Online at,
www.britannica.com/ EBchecked/top-
1c/605512/Trinity.)

We will not examine verses that
were covered in our series, “The Per-
sonality of God” (such as John 1:1;
10:17, 30; 14:16, etc.) If you think we
missed any verses, please refer to this
series as it is likely covered there. If
not, please let us know. This series was
printed in the June-December 2011 is-
sues of Present Truth. It is also avail-
able as a booklet. We will not examine
verses trinitarians use to establish that
Jesus is God since we agree with God,
the Father who said, to His Son, “Thy
throne, O God, is for ever and ever: a
sceptre of righteousness is the sceptre
of thy kingdom. Thou hast loved right-
eousness, and hated iniquity; therefore
God, even thy God, hath anointed thee
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with the oil of gladness above thy fel-
lows” (Hebrews 1:8, 9). Jesus is God
by nature, as well as by the exalted pos-
ition His Father gave to Him (Philippi-
ans 2:9; 1 Corinthians 15:24-28). I am
human because my father is human. Je-
sus is God because His Father is God.
We will examine verses that are used in
an attempt to prove that Jesus is “the
Most High God” or “the only true
God.” He certainly could not be the
Most High God while His Father is
“The God of our Lord Jesus Christ, the
Father of glory” (Ephesians 1:17).

Matthew 1:23

“Behold, a virgin shall be with child,
and shall bring forth a son, and they
shall call his name Emmanuel, which
being interpreted is, God with us.”

As noted above, Jesus is fully God
by nature, and when He was here
physically 2,000 years ago, or when
His Spirit lives in our hearts, God is
truly with us. Not only is the Son of
God with us when He is in our hearts,
but His Father is also with us in Christ,
for “God was in Christ, reconciling the
world unto himself” (2 Corinthians
5:19). If we have the Son of God in our
hearts we cannot help but have “God
with us.” Jesus said, “If a man love me,
he will keep my words: and my Father
will love him, and we will come unto
him, and make our abode with him”
(John 14:23). Jesus is the only way to
have God with us. Whether the word
“God” in Matthew 1:23 refers to the
Father or His Son is immaterial. It
could refer to either of them without the
slightest hint that God is a trinity.

Matthew 3:16, 17

“And Jesus, when he was baptized,
went up straightway out of the water:
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and, lo, the heavens were opened unto
him, and he saw the Spirit of God des-
cending like a dove, and lighting upon
him: And lo a voice from heaven, say-
ing, This is my beloved Son, in whom I
am well pleased.”

The above reference is used in at-
tempt to prove the trinity. The argu-
ment goes like this, “The Father speaks
from heaven, the Son is on earth, and
the Holy Spirit descends like a dove,
therefore all three must be separate
persons that together make one God.”
There are elements in this text that
could be interpreted in this way, but it
is not necessary from the text.

There is generally no question about
the Father’s position as the God of
heaven, and this texts demonstrates this
fact. God refers to His Son as “my be-
loved Son.” This does not require us to
conclude that the Son is somehow part
of a trinity, but rather that Jesus is God’s
own Son. The declaration of the Father
that Jesus is His Son should not be in-
terpreted to mean that Jesus is “God the
Son, the second person of the trinity.”
God could easily have made this declar-
ation if He wanted us to believe it, but
instead He simply said, “This is my be-
loved Son.” This does not contradict any
of the texts we have read in our studies
on the personality of God that state that
Jesus is literally “the only begotten Son
of God” who was “given” life by His
Father (John 3:18; 5:26, etc.).

The question arises from the fact that
the Spirit of God descended from the
Father in the form of a dove. This is the
key element of the text that is inter-
preted to mean that God is a trinity. Yet,
the Bible says it was “the Spirit of
God” that descended rather that “God
the Holy Spirit.” The Spirit is men-
tioned as the property of Someone, it is
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God the Father’s own Spirit that des-
cended like a dove.

If you presupposed that the Spirit of
God was really a separate and distinct
person other than God the Father, then
certainly one would expect that this
verse refers to that third person taking
the form of a dove. What if the Spirit of
God descended in the forms of two
doves, would you then conclude that
there are two Spirits of God? If a visible
manifestation of the Spirit of God means
that the Holy Spirit is a distinct and sep-
arate individual from the Father, then
what do we do when we read of 120
cloven tongues of fire in Acts chapter
two? Here we read, “And there appeared
unto them cloven tongues like as of fire,
and it sat upon each of them [120 in all -
verse 1:15]” (Acts 2:3). If one visible
manifestation of the Spirit of God is one
distinct person, then 120 visible mani-
festations of the Spirit of God must be
120 distinct persons. If the logic is sound
in one text, it must be in all cases. Yet,
we know that the Holy Spirit is not 120
persons. God is not made up of 122
people. Instead, God is one person who
has a Spirit, just as truly as every living
being has a spirit. God is able to send
His Spirit anywhere He likes and it can
appear in any form He wants.

The 120 visible manifestations of the
Spirit of God were not intended to prove
that God’s Spirit is 120 people, but rather
it was given as a sign to those present
that the Spirit of God was poured out
upon those individuals. When Peter ex-
plained what happened he quoted God
saying, “And it shall come to pass in the
last days, saith God, I will pour out of
my Spirit upon all flesh:...” Peter did not
think that the cloven tongues represented
120 spirits, but rather one Spirit, the
Spirit of God. God said, “I will pour out
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of my Spirit.” This does not sound like
He was planning to send a separate indi-
vidual to represent Him, but that He
would share His own Spirit with others.
Peter further explained, “Therefore [Je-
sus] being by the right hand of God ex-
alted, and having received of the Father
the promise of the Holy Ghost, he hath
shed forth this, which ye now see and
hear” (Acts 2:33). If the 120 visible
manifestations of the Spirit of God were
designed to prove that the Holy Spirit is
not God the Father’s own personal Spirit
but a distinct individual, then Peter failed
to get the point. He maintained that the
Holy Spirit is the Father’s own Spirit
that He gave to His Son who then shed it
upon the disciples. Jesus said the Holy
Spirit “proceedeth from the Father”
(John 15:26).

When Jesus was baptized and the
Spirit of God descended in the form of
a dove the man who baptized him did
not conclude that the Holy Spirit is a
separate individual. John the Baptist
said, “I saw the Spirit descending from
heaven like a dove, and it abode upon
him. And I knew him not: but he that
sent me to baptize with water, the same
said unto me, Upon whom thou shalt
see the Spirit descending, and remain-
ing on him, the same is he which bap-
tizeth with the Holy Ghost. And I saw,
and bare record that this is the Son of
God” (John 1:32-34).

Here John testified that the visible
manifestation of the Spirit of God was
intended to prove that Jesus would
baptize with the Holy Spirit and that
Jesus is the Son of God. If the events at
Christ’s baptism were designed to
prove that God is a trinity, John failed
to get the message. He still maintained
that the Holy Spirit is the Spirit of God
and that Jesus is the Son of God. Inter-
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estingly, John called the Holy Spirit “it”
in this text.

The bottom line is that even those
who witnessed the events at Christ’s
baptism came away from the experi-
ence without the understanding that
God is a trinity. They still understood
that God is the Father and Jesus is the
Son of God and the Holy Spirit is “the
Spirit of God.” It is irresponsible for us
to conclude that God is a trinity from
Christ’s baptism. The events there fall
far short of proving the trinity doctrine.

Matthew 28:19

Jesus was talking to His disciples
when He said, “All power is given unto
me in heaven and in earth. Go ye there-
fore, and teach all nations, baptizing
them in the name of the Father, and of
the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: Teach-
ing them to observe all things whatso-
ever I have commanded you: and, lo, I
am with you alway, even unto the end
of the world” (Matthew 28:18-20). Did
Jesus want His disciples to recite this
formula at baptisms and teach people
that God is a trinity?

Peter, who was a disciple of Jesus, was
obviously present when Jesus gave this
command. If we want to know what Je-
sus meant by this command, we can trust
Peter to give us the proper understanding.
Let us turn to the text of Scripture where
this command of Jesus was obeyed for
the first time. In Acts chapter two Peter
said, “Repent, and be baptized every one
of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the
remission of sins, and ye shall receive the
gift of the Holy Ghost” (Acts 2:38). Here
Peter instructed these people to be bap-
tized in the name of Jesus Christ, rather
than in three separate names. But, sup-
posing Peter temporarily forgot the com-
mand of Jesus, let us find more evidence.
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In Acts chapter 10, Peter “com-
manded [Cornelius and his brethren] to
be baptized in the name of the Lord”
(Acts 10:48). From these verses it is
plain that Peter must have understood
the command of Jesus differently than
most Trinitarians understand it today.
However, maybe Peter was alone in his
understanding of this command.

When Peter and John came to
Samaria they found a group of people
who had been “baptized in the name of
the Lord Jesus” (Acts 8:16). Obviously
Peter was not alone in his understand-
ing of the command of Jesus.

What about Paul? Keep in mind that
Paul said of the gospel he preached, “I
neither received it of man, neither was I
taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus
Christ” (Galatians 1:12). How did Jesus
teach Paul to baptize?

When Paul visited Ephesus he met
certain brethren there who had only
been baptized by John’s baptism. Paul
instructed them about Christ, and
“when they heard this, they were bap-
tized in the name of the Lord Jesus”
(Acts 19:5).

There is no record in the Bible of
anyone baptizing in three separate
names of three individual persons. Now
there are three possibilities that could
explain this. 1) The disciples were in
direct rebellion against Jesus and pur-
posely disobeyed His commandment.
2) The disciples understood the com-
mand of Jesus differently than most
Trinitarians understand it today. 3) Je-
sus never gave the command to baptize
“in the name of the Father, and of the
Son, and of the Holy Ghost.”

The most reasonable of these possib-
ilities is choice number two. The dis-

ciples obviously understood the
command of Jesus differently than
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most Trinitarians understand it today.
The word baptize does not always
mean, “to submerse in literal water.”

Let us look at it in another way. Jesus
commissioned us to baptize in the name
of the Father and of the Son, and of the
Holy Spirit (tvevpo - pneuma). Was
Jesus, by making this commission, try-
ing to teach the idea of a trinity? If so,
He would have been contradicting other
statements He made, and many state-
ments made by other Bible writers.
There is nothing in the verse that says
there are three persons in the Godhead.
There is nothing in the verse that says
who is God. The word “God” is com-
pletely missing from the verse. We
learn elsewhere in the Bible that the
“one God” of the Bible is the Father.
Paul wrote, “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” (1 Corinthians 8:6). The Bible
uses the phrase, “God the Father” thir-
teen times, but it never says, “God the
Son,” or “God the Holy Spirit.”

Notice also that the verse says we are
to baptize “in the name of...” Why is it
singular if there are supposed to be
three persons? The word name in the
Bible often refers to a person’s charac-
ter. Jacob’s name was changed to Israel
because his character had changed. If
we believe this verse to be referring to
actual names of three individuals, as
most Trinitarians suppose, then it
would be impossible to fulfill the com-
mand. The text says to baptize “in the
name of...” Simply reciting the state-
ment, “I baptize you in the name of the
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy
Ghost” is not fulfilling the command.
To baptize someone in the name of a
person we must know the person’s
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name. It would be possible for us to
baptize in the literal name of the Father,
for we know His name: Yahweh or Je-
hovah. It would also be possible for us
to baptize in the literal name of the
Son, for we know His name: Jesus or
Yahshua in Hebrew. But it is not pos-
sible for us to baptize someone in the
literal name of the Holy Spirit, for
nobody knows that name, if it exists.

The Father anointed His Son with His
own Spirit. God said to His Son, “Thou
hast loved righteousness, and hated
iniquity; therefore God, even thy God,
hath anointed thee with the oil of glad-
ness above thy fellows.” (Hebrews 1:9)
“For he whom God hath sent speaketh
the words of God: for God giveth not
the Spirit by measure unto him.” (John
3:34) As plainly shown, the Father has
given His Son His Spirit. What type of
spirit did He give? Surely, it is a Holy
Spirit. The Bible mentions several dif-
ferent types of spirit. We read in the
Bible about “foul spirit,” “evil spirit,”
“unclean spirit,” “dumb spirit,” “excel-
lent spirit,” “humble spirit,” “wounded
spirit,” “broken spirit,” “haughty spirit,”
“faithful spirit,” and “good spirit.” All
these spirits are distinguishable by the
adjective that describes them. We know
that God the Father has a spirit (Mat-
thew 10:20), and can that spirit be any-
thing else, or anything less, than Holy?
The word “Holy” is an adjective in
every case, whether in English or in
Greek. “Holy Spirit” is not a name, but a
description of the Spirit of God.

Jesus was not giving a specific for-
mula of words for the preacher to recite
at a baptism. We know this because,

1) There is no record in the Bible of
anyone using that formula at a baptism.

2) All the recorded examples of
people baptizing after this command
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was given show that it was done in the
name of Jesus. (See Acts 2:38; 8:16;
10:48; 19:5.)

3) The word name is singular, indic-
ating that it has reference to the charac-
ter rather than to proper names of
individuals.

4) It would not be possible to liter-
ally baptize in the proper name of the
Holy Spirit, because we have not been
given that name, if such a name exists.

Once we realize that Christ was com-
missioning His disciples to baptize into
the character of the Father, and of the
Son, and of the Holy Spirit, it is easier
for us to understand His words. Several
times in the Bible the word baptize
refers to something other than literally
immersing in water. For example:

Long after Christ’s literal baptism in
water He said, “I have a baptism to be
baptized with; and how am I straitened
till it be accomplished!” (Luke 12:50)
Here it is obvious that Jesus was not re-
ferring to being literally immersed in wa-
ter, but rather to an experience He would
encounter. This experience was to be so
intense that it could be described by using
the word baptize which literally means,
“to immerse, submerge; to make over-
whelmed” (Strong s Greek Dictionary).

Jesus used the word baptize in the
same way in the following verses: He
said to James and John who had asked
for high positions in heaven, “Ye know
not what ye ask. Are ye able to drink of
the cup that I shall drink of, and to be
baptized with the baptism that I am
baptized with? They say unto him, We
are able. And he saith unto them, Ye
shall drink indeed of my cup, and be
baptized with the baptism that I am
baptized with: but to sit on my right
hand, and on my left, is not mine to
give, but it shall be given to them for
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whom it is prepared of my Father”
(Matthew 20:22, 23).

In these verses Jesus used the word
baptize to signify passing through an
overwhelming experience. Paul used
the word in this way when he wrote,
“For as many of you as have been bap-
tized into Christ have put on Christ.”
(Galatians 3:27) Being baptized into
Christ is more than just being im-
mersed in water, but rather indicates a
complete dedication to Christ.

We could look at Christ’s words in
Matthew 28:19 in this way: “Go ye,
therefore, and disciple all the nations,
Immersing them into the name [charac-
ter] of the Father, and of the Son, and
of the Holy Spirit.” (Matthew 28:19
Rotherham Version) This command is
closely connected with the command to
teach. Christ wants His disciples to un-
derstand the truth about God, His Son,
and the Holy Spirit of God.

Jesus said, “Go ye therefore, and
teach all nations, baptizing them in the
name of the Father, and of the Son, and
of the Holy Ghost: Teaching them to ob-
serve all things whatsoever I have com-
manded you: and, lo, I am with you
alway, even unto the end of the world”
(Matthew 28:19, 20). Right before and
immediately following His command to
baptize, Jesus told us to teach all na-
tions. What are we to teach them? Jesus
said, “all things whatsoever I have com-
manded you.” We are to teach people
the same things that Jesus taught when
He was here. Did Jesus ever teach that
God is a trinity? Who is God, according
to Jesus? Jesus said His Father is “the
Lord of heaven and earth” (Luke 10:21),
“greater than all” (John 10:29), and “the
only true God” (John 17:3).

When talking with the Samaritan wo-
man at the well, Jesus told her, “Ye wor-
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ship ye know not what: we know what
we worship: for salvation is of the Jews.
But the hour cometh, and now is, when
the true worshippers shall worship the
Father in spirit and in truth: for the Fath-
er seeketh such to worship him. God is a
Spirit: and they that worship him must
worship him in spirit and in truth” (John
4:22-24). Jesus identified God as His
Father, and referred to Him using the
singular pronoun, Him, and the singular
Greek word, 0g0g - Theos—God). Ac-
cording to Jesus God is His Father.

He also said, “This is the work of
God, that ye believe on him whom he
hath sent” (John 6:29). Here Jesus
spoke of God as someone other than
Himself, as the one who sent Him into
the world. Unquestionably, Jesus was
referring to His Father.

Jesus said to His accusers, “Ye seek
to kill me, a man that hath told you the
truth, which I have heard of God: this
did not Abraham” (John 8:40). He con-
tinued, “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 8:42). He
also stated, “If I honour myself, my
honour is nothing: it is my Father that
honoureth me; of whom ye say, that he
is your God” (John 8:54). Jesus recog-
nized that the God of the Jews is His
Father. He never offered any correction
to the Jews on this point, but rather re-
enforced their understanding by every
one of His statements about God.

Jesus admonished, “Let not your
heart be troubled: ye believe in God,
believe also in me” (John 14:1). Again,
Jesus speaks of God as someone other
than Himself. In His final prayer with
His disciples, Jesus said to His Father,
“And this is life eternal, that they might
know thee the only true God, and Jesus
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Christ, whom thou hast sent” (John
17:3). Jesus made it abundantly clear
that there is only one God, who is His
Father. Jesus did not just call Him,
“God,” not even “true God,” but “the
only true God.” This leaves no room
for anyone else being the true God. Nor
does this allow for Jesus Himself to be
part of “the only true God.” He speaks
of Himself as separate and distinct
from the only true God. Notice also
that His language completely leaves
out any necessity for knowing a third
being. There are only two Persons that
it is necessary to know, God, the Fath-
er, and His only begotten Son.

After His resurrection, His under-
standing about who God is did not
change. He said to Mary, “Touch me
not; for I am not yet ascended to my
Father: but go to my brethren, and say
unto them, I ascend unto my Father,
and your Father; and to my God, and
your God” (John 20:17).

Consistently, throughout His life, Je-
sus taught that God is His Father, and
nobody else. Forty days after His re-
surrection Jesus made a statement that
many take to mean something opposite
of what He taught His whole life. Jesus
told His disciples, “Go ye therefore,
and teach all nations, baptizing them in
the name of the Father, and of the Son,
and of the Holy Ghost: Teaching them
to observe all things whatsoever I have
commanded you: and, lo, I am with
you alway, even unto the end of the
world. Amen” (Matthew 28:19, 20).
Some people take these words as evid-
ence that Jesus was teaching that God
is not one Person, but three. Yet, this
would make Jesus’ teaching in His last
words on earth, something contrary to
what He taught His whole life. If we
are to identify who God is in this verse,
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by comparing it with other Scriptures,
we would have to conclude that God is
“the Father” in this verse.

If Jesus was trying to teach us that
God is a trinity of three persons in Mat-
thew 28:19, what are we to conclude
from this? Did Jesus change His mind
about who God is? Did He surprise His
disciples with a new concept about God
in His last conversation with them? If
so, His disciples did not seem to get the
message. Inseparably linked with Jesus’
command concerning baptism is His
command to teach people “to observe
all things whatsoever | have com-
manded you.” We are to teach people
the same thing that Jesus taught. Jesus
taught, without exception, that God is
His Father. To take Jesus’ words in
Matthew 28:19 to mean something
completely opposite of His teaching
throughout His life is to disobey His
command to teach people as He taught.

In Acts 2:38 we see the principles of
the great commission demonstrated. On
the day of Pentecost Peter proclaimed,
“Repent, and be baptized every one of
you in the name of Jesus Christ for the
remission of sins, and ye shall receive
the gift of the Holy Ghost. For the prom-
ise is unto you, and to your children, and
to all that are afar off, even as many as
the Lord our God shall call.” (Acts 2:38)
The Father calls or draws (John 6:44) us
to Christ, we are literally baptized in the
name of Jesus Christ, and the Father
gives us the gift of the Holy Spirit to
guide us in our Christian lives.

Baptism represents the death, burial, and
resurrection of Jesus. It only makes sense
to be baptised in the name of Jesus Christ,
for He is the one who died, not the Father
or a third person called the Holy Spirit.

Some have enquired, “If Jesus did not
want us to think that the Holy Spirit is a
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separate person, why did He mention the
Holy Spirit in this commission?”” This is a
good question. In Peter’s instruction he
mentions repentance towards God, bap-
tism in the name of Jesus and the gift of
the Holy Spirit. Jesus mentioned all three
because it is imperitive that His disciples
understand what He taught about God,
the Father, Jesus Christ and the Holy
Spirit. If Jesus left out the Holy Spirit in
His commission, then people would likely
have been left without the knowledge that
Christ lives in us through His Spirit.
People could be left without knowing that
there is a Holy Spirit. This would be ter-
rible! There were some disciples in the
Bible who were left in this condition.

When Paul was in Ephesus he met
some brethren and asked them, “Have
ye received the Holy Ghost since ye
believed? And they said unto him, We
have not so much as heard whether
there be any Holy Ghost” (Acts 19:2).
Paul taught them about the Holy Spirit,
and “When they heard this, they were
baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus”
(Acts 19:5). It is interesting that even
though Paul taught these disciples spe-
cifically about the Holy Spirit as the
element they were missing, he still
baptized them in the name of Jesus
Christ rather than in the name of the
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.

Jesus wants His church to benefit
from the entire gospel, including the
rich gift of His Spirit. It would be dan-
gerous to leave people without the
knowledge of the wonderful gift of
God’s Spirit.

Matthew 28:19 certainly does not
prove a trinity, nor does it prove that
the Holy Spirit is a separate being from
the Father and His Son. If we are to
find proof of these doctrines in the
Bible we must look elsewhere.
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John 8:58

“Jesus said unto them, Verily, verily, I
say unto you, Before Abraham was, [ am.”

Many trinitarians use this as conclus-
ive evidence that Christ is the Most
High God because He used the term “I
AM?” in reference to Himself. Is this the
case? The Bible says that Jesus is “the
Son of the Highest” (Luke 1:32). The
devils are even aware of this fact. One
day a possessed man came up to Jesus
and said, “Jesus, thou Son of the most
high God?” (Mark 5:7). Jesus is the
Son of the Most High God, not the
Most High God Himself.

Let’s look at Exodus, the only place
that the term “I AM” is used in the Old
Testament. Moses saw a strange phe-
nomenon as he beheld a bush burning
but not being consumed. The Bible says,
“And the angel of the LorRD appeared
unto him [Moses] in a flame of fire out
of the midst of a bush: and he looked,
and, behold, the bush burned with fire,
and the bush was not consumed” (Ex-
odus 3:2). Who appeared to Moses?
“The angel of the LorD.” Who is that?
As Moses drew near to the bush the an-
gel of the LorD said, “Draw not nigh
hither: put off thy shoes from off thy
feet, for the place whereon thou standest
is holy ground” (Exodus 3:5). We read
of a similar occurrence with Joshua
when he was about to surround Jericho.

“And it came to pass, when Joshua
was by Jericho, that he lifted up his eyes
and looked, and, behold, there stood a
man over against him with his sword
drawn in his hand: and Joshua went unto
him, and said unto him, Art thou for us,
or for our adversaries? And he said,
Nay; but as captain of the host of the
Lorp am I now come. And Joshua fell
on his face to the earth, and did worship,
and said unto him, What saith my lord

muzm,presenﬂrufﬁimj[;

unto his servant? And the captain of the
LorD’s host said unto Joshua, Loose thy
shoe from off thy foot; for the place
whereon thou standest is holy. And
Joshua did so” (Joshua 5:13-15).

Here the Captain of the LORD’s host
appeared to Joshua and told him to loose
the shoes from off his feet, because the
ground where he was standing was holy.
We know this was not an angel, because
an angel would not accept worship. John
began to worship an angel and the angel
said, “See thou do it not: I am thy fel-
lowservant, and of thy brethren that have
the testimony of Jesus: worship God: for
the testimony of Jesus is the spirit of
prophecy” (Revelation 19:10). We know
that the Captain of the LorRD’s host who
appeared to Joshua was not God the
Father, for “No man hath seen God at
any time; the only begotten Son, which
is in the bosom of the Father, he hath de-
clared him” (John 1:18). Another reason
this could not be the Father is that this
person identified Himself as the “captain
of the host of the LORD” rather than “the
Lorp” Himself. The only One left who
this could possibly be is Jesus Christ.

Christ appeared to Joshua and told
him to take the shoes off of his feet, for
the ground whereon he stood was holy.
Christ is often referred to as “the angel
of the LorD.” The word “angel” means
messenger, and does not always refer to
the class of beings known as angels.
Jesus is not a literal angel, but He is the
foremost messenger for God. God told
Moses, “Behold, I send an Angel be-
fore thee, to keep thee in the way, and
to bring thee into the place which I
have prepared. Beware of Him, and
obey His voice, provoke Him not; for
He will not pardon your transgressions:
for my name is in Him.” (Exodus
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23:20, 21) We also read, “And the angel
of God, which went before the camp of
Israel, removed and went behind them;
and the pillar of the cloud went from
before their face, and stood behind
them.” (Exodus 14:19) Christ was the
One who went before the children of
Israel. Paul wrote about Israel that they
“did all drink the same spiritual drink:
for they drank of that spiritual Rock
that followed them: and that Rock was
Christ.” (1 Corinthians 10:4)

So we see that the only time the term
“I AM” is used in the Old Testament as a
name, it refers to Christ. How then can
one say that because He used the same
term in the New Testament that He was
claiming to be the Most High God?

Some have argued that the term “I
AM” means “eternal existence” or
“without beginning.” But this is not the
proper definition of the term. The
Hebrew word is Ni1°7 - hayah in the
imperfect tense, which means:

1) to be, become, come to pass, ex-
ist, happen, fall out

1a) (Qal)

1a1a) to happen, fall out, occur, take
place, come about, come to pass
1a1b) to come about, come to pass
1a2) to come into being, become
1a2a) to arise, appear, come

1a2b) to become

1a2b1) to become

1a2b2) to become like

1a2b3) to be instituted, be estab-
lished

1a3) to be

1a3a) to exist, be in existence
1a3b) to abide, remain, continue
(with word of place or time)

1a3c) to stand, lie, be in, be at, be
situated (with word of locality)
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1a3d) to accompany, be with
1b) (Niphal)

1b1) to occur, come to pass, be
done, be brought about

1b2) to be done, be finished, be
gone

(Brown-Driver-Brigg’s Hebrew
Lexicon).

The word hayah has several mean-
ings one of which is “to come into be-
ing.” The word itself does not require
an eternal existence in the past without
beginning. However, it is used in the
imperfect tense here, which can apply
to past present and future. Some have
concluded from this that “I AM” means
“without beginning.” But, let us see
how this word is used in the exact same
tense elsewhere in the Bible.

The first time this word is used is
Genesis 1:2, which says, “And the earth
was [hayah in the perfect tense] without
form, and void;...” Here hayah is used
in the perfect tense referring to a com-
pleted action in the past. The earth was
without form, but it no longer is without
form. That condition is past. The next
verse says, “And God said, Let there be
[hayah in the imperfect tense] light: and
there was light” (Genesis 1:3). Here
hayah is used in the imprefect tense (just
as in Exodus 3:14) to express a condi-
tion that is ongoing. The light began on
day one, but it continues to this day.
Here we find that sayah in the imperfect
form does not indicate “without begin-
ning.” In fact, to the contrary it indicates
a beginning in this case.

Hayah in the imperfect tense is used of
humans as well. God said, “And 1 will
walk among you, and will be your God,
and ye shall be [hayah in the imperfect
form] my people” (Leviticus 26:12; See
also Genesis 9:26; 41:40; Judges 11:9;
Ruth 2:13; 2 Samuel 15:34.)
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Jesus is the I AM of Exodus 3:14 and
John 8:58, but that does not mean He did
not receive life from His Father, as He
himself testified, “For as the Father hath
life in himself; so hath he given to the Son
to have life in himself” (John 5:26). Nor
does His use of the term indicate that He
is the Most High God. The Scriptures
refer to Jesus as the “Son of the Most

High God,” “the Son of the Highest”
(Mark 5:7; Luke 1:32). The Father is the
only being who is called, “the most
High,” “the Highest,” “above all,” etc.
Please do not let man-made theories
keep you from acknowledging God the
Father as the only most high God and
Jesus Christ as His beloved Son.
To be Continued...

Obituary Notice

It is with deep sadness and a heavy
heart that I write these words. On
March 10, 2012, Pastor Willis Smith
of Cleveland, Ohio passed away.
Pastor Smith was one of the most
dedicated ministers with whom I have
had the pleasure to work. His untiring
labor for others has been an
inspiration to my family and to me. He
is greatly missed.

Only the glories of heaven will
reveal all those who were changed or
simply touched through the power of
God in Pastor Willis. Every individual
was special to him. I once witnessed
him conduct an entire church service as
though the room was packed with
people, when in reality there was just
one.

He determined to do what he
believed was right regardless of the
consequences, he lived his beliefs. At
times men spoke evil against him, and
yet I never knew him to retaliate.

His radio programs touched many
lives. I had the privilege of joining him
in the studio during a couple of his
broadcasts. It was an inspiration to see
God at work through him.

A memorial service will be held for
Willis at the Columbia Ballroom in
Columbia Station, Ohio at 1 pm on May
26. There will be a fellowship meal in
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the afternoon, followed by a time for
fellowship, testimonies, sharing and re-
flecting. For more information call Brad
Richards at 419-624-2399.

Please pray for Willis’ family and
church family who are left behind. His
church family have requested prayer for
God’s will to be done, that they would not
lose heart, and that they would be
strengthened to carry on with the work
God began through Pastor Smith.

Editor

Pastor Willis Smith Preaching in AZ
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The Two Covenants

Ellet J. Waggoner

“These are the two covenants” (Gala-
tians 4:24). What are the two covenants?
The two women, Hagar and Sarah; for
we read that Hagar is Mount Sinai,
“which gendereth to bondage.” That is,
just as Hagar could not bring forth any
other kind of children than slaves, so the
law, even the law that God spoke from
Sinai, can not beget free men. It can do
nothing but hold them in bondage. “For
by the law is the knowledge of sin.” The
same is true of the covenant from Sinai,
for it consisted merely of the promise of
the people to keep that law, and had,
therefore, no more power to make them
free than the law itself had. Nay, rather,
it gendered to bondage, since their mak-
ing it was simply a promise to make
themselves righteous by their own
works, and man in himself is “without
strength.”

“Then did not God himself lead them
into bondage?”” Not by any means; since
he did not induce them to make that
covenant at Sinai. Four hundred and
thirty years before that time he had
made a covenant with Abraham, which
was sufficient for all purposes. That
covenant was confirmed in Christ, and,
therefore, was a covenant from above.
(See John 8:23.) It promised righteous-
ness as a free gift of God through faith,
and it included all nations. All the mir-
acles that God had wrought in delivering
the children of Israel from Egyptian
bondage were but demonstrations of his
power to deliver them and us from the
bondage of sin. Yes, the deliverance
from Egypt was itself a demonstration
not only of God’s power, but also of his
desire to lead them from the bondage of
sin—that bondage in which the coven-
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ant from Sinai holds men—because
Hagar, who is the covenant from Sinai,
was an Egyptian.

The fact that the children of Israel, in
their self-sufficiency rashly took the
whole responsibility upon themselves,
does not prove that God led them into
making that covenant, but the contrary.
He was leading them out of bondage,
not into it, and the apostle plainly tells
us that covenant from Sinai was nothing
but bondage.

Note the statement which the apostle
makes when speaking of the two wo-
men, Hagar and Sarah: “These are the
two covenants.” So then the two coven-
ants existed in every essential particular
in the days of Abraham. Even so they do
to-day; for the Scripture says now as
well as then, “Cast out the bondwoman
and her son.” We see then that the two
covenants are not matters of time, but of
condition. Let no one flatter himself that
he can not be under the old covenant,
because the time for that is passed. The
time for that is passed only in the sense
that “the time past of our life may suf-
fice us to have wrought the will of the
Gentiles, when we walked in lascivi-
ousness, lusts, excess of wine, revelings,
banquetings, and abominable idolatries”
(1 Peter 4:3).

The difference between the two cov-
enants is just the difference between a
freewoman and a slave. Hagar’s chil-
dren, no matter how many she might
have had, would have been slaves,
while those of Sarah would necessarily
be free. So the covenant from Sinai
holds all who adhere to it in bondage
“under the law;” while the covenant
from above gives freedom, not freedom
from obedience to the law, but freedom
from disobedience to it. The freedom is
not found away from the law, but in the
law. Christ redeems from the curse,
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which is the transgression of the law. He
redeems us from the curse, that the
blessing may come on us; and the bless-
ing is obedience to the law. “Blessed are
the undefiled in the way, who walk in
the law of the Lord” (Psalm 119:1). This
blessedness is freedom. “T will walk at
liberty; for I seek Thy precepts” (Verse
45).

The difference between the two cov-
enants may be put briefly thus: In the
covenant from Sinai we ourselves have
to do with the law alone, while in the
covenant from above, we have the law
in Christ. In the first instance it is death
to us, since the law is sharper than any
two-edged sword, and we are not able to
handle it without fatal results; but in the
second instance we have the law “in the
hand of a mediator” (Galatians 3:19). In
the one case it is what we can do; in the
other case it is what the Spirit of God
can do. Bear in mind that there is not the
slightest question in the whole epistle to
the Galatians as to whether or not the
law should be kept. The only question
is, How shall it be done? Is it to be our
own doing, so that the reward shall not
be of grace but of debt? (Romans 4:4).
Or is it to be God working in us both to
will and to do of His good pleasure?
(Philippians 2:13).

Sarah answers to the covenant which
is from above, because she is free. But
the freedom which that covenant gives
is the freedom of the Spirit, for Isaac
was born of the Spirit. (See Galatians
4:29). “Where the Spirit of the Lord is,
there is liberty” (2 Corinthians 3:17). “If
ye be led by the Spirit, ye are not under
the law” (Galatians 5:18). But this does
not mean that the Spirit gives one li-
cense to break the law; for “the law is
spiritual” (Romans 7:14). There is no
liberty in sin, and “sin is the transgres-
sion of the law.” So the liberty of the
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covenant from above is that perfect
liberty that belongs alone to those who
are law-abiding. We become law-abid-
ing only by having the law written in
our hearts by the Spirit.

“Stand fast therefore.” Stand where?
“In the liberty wherewith Christ hath
made us free” (Galatians 5:1). And what
freedom is that? It is the freedom of
Christ himself, whose delight was in the
law of the Lord, because it was in His
heart (Psalm 40:8). “The law of the
Spirit of life in Christ Jesus hath made
me free from the law of sin and death”
(Romans 8:2). We stand only by faith.

Let it not be imagined that there is any
trace of bondage in this freedom. It is
liberty of soul, liberty of thought, as well
as liberty of action. It is not that we are
simply given the ability to keep the law,
but we are given the mind that finds de-
light in doing it. It is not that we comply
with the law because we see no other
way of escape from punishment; that
would be galling bondage. It is from such
bondage that God’s covenant releases us.
No; the promise of God, when accepted,
puts the mind of the Spirit into us, so that
we find the highest pleasure in obedience
to all the precepts of God’s word. The
soul is as free as a bird soaring above the
mountaintops. It is the glorious liberty of
the children of God, who have the full
range of “the breadth, and length, and
depth, and height” of God’s universe. It
is the liberty of those who do not have to
be watched, but who can be trusted any-
where, since their every step is but the
movement of God’s own holy law. Why
be content with bondage, when such lim-
itless freedom is yours? The prison doors
are open; walk out into God’s freedom. »

(This article was taken from the Octo-
ber 11, 1898 issue of The Advent Re-
view and Sabbath Herald. Editor)



Sometﬁing for the Young at Heart

This month we are continuing a series of crossword Bible studies based on the
book, Bible Handbook, by Stephen Haskell. In order to maintain the flow of the
study, this crossword puzzle is not split into Across and Down sections—Across or
Down is indicated at the end of each line. (The KJV is required.)

The Second Coming as a Tﬁigf or a Marriage

1 2

15

Answers will be printed on the back page of next month’s issue.

>» Jesus said, “ therefore: for ye
know not what hour your Lord doth
come.” Matthew 24:42—6 Across

> “Therefore be ye also ready: for in
such an hour as ye __ not the
Son of man cometh.” Matthew
24:44—4 Down

»Daniel wrote, “I saw in the night vis-
ions, and, behold, one like the Son
of man came with the clouds of
heaven, and came to the of

an everlasting dominion, which
shall not pass away, and his __
that which shall not be destroyed.”
Daniel 7:14—15 Across

»Jesus said, “behold, | come _ ;
and my reward is with me, to give
every man according as his work
shall be.” Revelation 22:12—7 Down

> “For yourselves know perfectly that
the day of the Lord so cometh as a
in the night.” 1 Thessalonians

days, and they brought him near
before him.” Daniel 7:13—9 Across

>»“And there was given him dominion,
and glory, and a ___ , that all
people, nations, and languages,
should serve him: his dominion is
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5:2—1 Down

> “For when they shall say, Peace and
safety; then sudden __ cometh
upon them, as travail upon a woman
with child; and they shall not escape.”
1 Thessalonians 5:3— 5 Down
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>»But ye, brethren, are not in dark-
ness, that that day should __ you
as a thief.” 1 Thessalonians 54—
3 Down

>»“Ye are all the childrenof | and
the children of the day: we are not
of the night, nor of darkness.”
1 Thessalonians 5:5—14 Across

Note: Jesus will come as a thief in the
night to those who are not ready to
meet Him, but for those who are walk-
ing with the Lord, they will not be sur-
prised by His coming.

»Peter wrote, “But the day of the
Lord will come as a thief in the
night; in the which the heavens
shall pass away with a great noise,
and the __ shall melt with fervent
heat,...” 2 Peter 3:10—8 Across

»“...the earth also and the works that
are therein shall be up.”
2 Peter 3:10—10 Across

Note: This gives us evidence that the
judgements of God will fall on the
earth at this time.

»John saw this time in vision and
wrote, “...the wine of the wrath of
God, which is poured out without
______into the cup of his indigna-
tion...” Revelation 14:10—2 Down

Note: Up until this time God’s wrath
has never been poured out in this way.

>»“O LorD, | have heard thy speech,
and was afraid... in wrath remember
.” Habakkuk 3:2—12 Across

»“For in the hand of the LorD there is
a ___ , and the wine is red; it is full
of mixture; and he poureth out of the
same:...” Psalms 75:8—11 Across

>»“...but the dregs thereof, all the
____ of the earth shall wring them
out, and drink them.” Psalms
75:8—6 Down

Note: The word “dregs” means, “1. The
sediment of liquors; lees; grounds;
feculence; any foreign matter of li-
quors that subsides to the bottom of a
vessel. 2. Waste or worthless matter;
dross; sweepings; refuse. Hence, the
most vile and despicable part of men;
as the dregs of society” (Webster’s
1828 Dictionary).

»God has done something very spe-
cial for His people, “he hath pre-
pared for them a _ .” Hebrews
11:16—13 Across

Note: | pray that you will be ready to
meet the Lord when He returns to

bring His people home. »
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Answers to Last Month’s Crossword Puzzle

Present Truth is published monthly by Smyrna Gospel Ministries. It is sent free upon
request. Duplication of these papers is not only permitted but strongly encouraged,
as long as our contact information is retained. Present Truth is available online at
www.presenttruth.info, and you may also request to receive it by e-mail.

Note: If you move, please send us your new address. If you inadvertently get deleted

e-mail: newsletter@presenttruth.info.

from our mailing list, without your request, please write us and verify your valid address.

Editor: Lynnford Beachy, PO Box 315, Kansas, OK 74347, phone: (304) 633-5411. Jim
Raymond, phone: (407) 421-6025, Smyrna Office: (304) 732-9204, fax: (304) 732-7322,
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