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Originally Posted by newWitness £

Truffy,

http://www.bible.ca/trinity/trinity-texts-john1-1.htm has nothing to offer
to counter our position on this! If you look at this link, the first thing you
notice is this mis-application:

Quote:

"The irrefutable argument stated:

This verse is so simple it is impossible to get it wrong. An illustrated paraphrase of the text
would be:

o
e "In the beginning was EVE, and EVE was with MAN, and EVE was
MAN. SHE was in the beginning with MAN."

Even adopting the Jehovah's Witnesses paraphrase, the New World Translation's, (NWT
hereafter) unscholarly insertion of "a god" of the text makes no difference:

o
e "In the beginning was EVE, and EVE was with MAN, and EVE was a
MAN.

n

I need to go no further on that website to see that the person owning the
page has no idea what the greek says. The above would be correct if John
la,b didn't have the definite article, but it does in John's Gospel.

So, if you were to place the definite article in the above sentence it totally
changes what the person is saying.




In the beginning was EVE, and EVE was with (the) MAN, and EVE was
MAN. SHE was in the beginning with (the)MAN. This is what the persons
sentence should have said.

This person obviously has no interest in being scholarly, he/she is only
trying to stumble people who already know the truth. You can tell their
lack of interest because they don't even include words at are in the greek
to try and make their analogy.

I see no reason for going on at that link, if they are going to be ignorant
from the start.

Please come to the truth about God the Father and his son Jesus.

So you need to go no further...... and why? Is it because you want to suppress
the truth? The only ignorance you claim exists is only on your part, not theirs.
So now you know why I ignored this linguistic key site which doesn't even work.
I'm back to work see ya!
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I need to go no further with that linked site because they aren't even being
scholarly from the very beginning. My five year old daughter could see what
words the author of that site left out. How pathetic on their part.

AED (A

[E 08-30-2006

truffy

Inactive

Jesus
LOVES

Vol

Join Date: Jul 2006
Posts: 1,593
@ 27 Reputation Points

#504

Quote:
Originally Posted by katierussell i

There is no link in my post. Just my own words and arguments and supported by a scholarly
publication.

Good that you have ordered the book for yourself...but you will only discover that what it said is
what I quoted from it which showed you are dead wrong in thinking theos of John1:1c was the
subject! It is not.

And before we go to John 20:28 lets clear this thing you have with Luke 12:24. I will have to ask
again then:

ONE: Why is it you can not bring yourself to say what The Linguistic Key, that scholarly
publication I quoted you, said which is the predicate noun of John 1:1c? (It is not a "Watchtower"
publication! )

TWO: And why is it that you refuse to admit that theos of John 1:1c does not have the article
while in your scripture of Luke 12:24 theos does and this shows that your Luke 12:24 js no
parallel to that of John 1:1c?

Katie, I have to go back to work now. I don't have extra time or energy to follow
your theology and way of thinking. See ya! @
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There is no "Linguistic Key" site. It is a scholarly publication produced by Zondervan Publishing House,
1998. Cleon Rogers III who was one of those behind it is a lecturer in biblical and exegetical studies at the
New Life Seminary in Altenkirchen, Germany and at the Bibel Seminary in Bonn, Germany.

It has told you that you are wrong, as I told you over and over, that theos is not the subject of John1l:1c. [

is the predicate noun
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This has nothing whatsoever to do with theology but Greek grammar.
So I will have to ask you once again!

I ask the following because you have claimed that theos in John 1:1c is the subject and that Luke 12:24 is
parallel with John 1:1c! You are wrong on both accounts, so....

ONE: Why is it you can not bring yourself to say what The Linguistic Key, that scholarly publication I
quoted you, said which is the predicate noun of John 1:1c? (It is not a "Watchtower" publication! )

TWO: And why is it that you refuse to admit that theos of John 1:1c does not have the article while in your
scripture of Luke 12:24 theos does and this shows that your Luke 12:24 is no parallel to that of John 1:1c?
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Truffy, do you even review a site before you suggest someone else to go there?
would like to know how you are to explain the opening argument of that person
at the website you said to research! How could anyone fall for that garbage
thought on the opening of John. Where is the author's definite

advice and don't insult your intelligences by going to that site. I have beared the
burden for you.
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Quote:

Originally Posted by Toejamken .
Hello Ongyo,

Please excuse me for interjecting a comment here. I assume that you are
a Jehovah's Witness, and believe Jesus is an angel by your comments.

In the passage where Jesus is accused of malking Himself to be God (the
Father), He did not use any OT verses to defend Himself concerning
angels being called elohim.

Correct, he uses verses that refer to men as elohim. You still haven't touched
the fact that angels are called elohim/theoi by God Himself and God's people
coupled with the fact that angels could receive proskuneo without offending God
and without the Israelites being viewed as polythestic.




Quote:

Originally Posted by Toejamken i
In the book of Hebrews Jesus is clealry distinguished from angels, and
God commands them to worship Him.

Yes, God commands the angels to give Jesus proskuneo. Why? Hebrews:1:4
states that he inherits a name better than theirs.

Quote:

Originally Posted by Toejamken £
In addition to the word Elohim being used in reference to Jesus, YHWH is
also used. In Jeremiah 23 we read:

"Behold, the days are coming,” declares the LORD,
When I will raise up for David a righteous Branch;
And He will reign as king and act wisely

And do justice and righteousness in the land.

In His days Judah will be saved,

And Israel will dwell securely;

And this is His name by which He will be called,
‘The LORD our righteousness.”™

These are just a few reasons I have rejected WTBTS doctrine. I believe
Jesus is God. Theos is also the equivalent of YHWH in the NT. Jesus
cannot be YHWH unless They posess the same substance, and this is a
mystery. (1 Timothy 3:16)

Ken

1 Timothy 3:16 does not state that God is a mystery. And Theos is not the
equivalent of YHWH, it is the equivalent of elohim. And YHWH our righteousness
is a title given to him. Many things are given a title which includes the
tetragrammaton. Doesn't make them equal to or God (Genesis 22:14).
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Quote:

Originally Posted by Ongyo no Kiheiji 2]
Yes, God commands the angels to give Jesus proskuneo. Why?
Hebrews:1:4 states that he inherits a name better than theirs.

Why? Because the Son is the only Being whom righteous angels lawfully
can worship, namely, GOD. That's why! The name the Son has is the
same name His Father has, the name above all names, the name of
Yahweh.

Robert V Frazier

The Watchtower is not the instrument of any man or any set of men, nor
is it published according to the whims of men. No man's opinion is
expressed in The Watchtower. (The Watchtower, 1931 November 1 p.327) If
you believe that, you'll believe ANYTHING!
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Originally Posted by Robert_V_Frazier |

Why? Because the Son is the only Being whom righteous angels
lawfully can worship, namely, GOD. That's why! The name the Son
has is the same name His Father has, the name above all names,
the name of Yahweh.

Robert V Frazier

Name here is referring to authority. He is not given the name of Yahweh
(literally). (BTW, if the angels can only worship lawfully the being God, then they
cannot rightfully worship Jesus who is only one of the persons God, right?)
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Originally Posted by Ongyo no Kiheiji ]
Name here is referring to authority. He is not given the name of Yahweh
(literally).

Exactly! Jesus, being as He is GOD, has all of the authority of Yahweh
(God's name, which among other things, represents God's authority).
That is exactly what the author of Hebrews is saying.

Quote:

Originally Posted by Ongyo no Kiheiji &
(BTW, if the angels can only worship lawfully the being God, then they
cannot rightfully worship Jesus who is only one of the persons God,
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Wrong. Each of the Divine Persons is GOD. Worshipping the Father is
worshipping GOD. Worshipping the Son is worshipping GOD.
Worshipping the Holy Spirt is worshipping GOD. Worshipping anyone
else is idolatry and blasphemy. God did not order the angels to commit
idolatry and blasphemy.

Robert V Frazier

The Watchtower is not the instrument of any man or any set of men, nor
is it published according to the whims of men. No man's opinion is

expressed in The Watchtower. (The Watchtower, 1931 November 1 p.327) If
you believe that, you'll believe ANYTHING!
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Quote:

Originally Posted by Robert_V_Frazier |

Exactly! Jesus, being as He is GOD, has all of the authority of
Yahweh (God's name, which among other things, represents God's
authority). That is exactly what the author of Hebrews is saying.

Are you saying that God gave Himself all authority?

Quote:

Originally Posted by Robert_V_Frazier &l

Wrong. Each of the Divine Persons is GOD. Worshipping the Father
is worshipping GOD. Worshipping the Son is worshipping GOD.
Worshipping the Holy Spirt is worshipping GOD. Worshipping
anyone else is idolatry and blasphemy. God did not order the
angels to commit idolatry and blasphemy.

Robert V Frazier

Worshipping each person individually would not be worshipping God (the being),
which is who the angels worship.
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Quote:

Originally Posted by Ongyo no Kiheiji 2]
Are you saying that God gave Himself all authority?

No. The Father gave the Son all authority. GOD's authority, that is. And
it's not me saying it, it's the Bible. The Father has always been giving
the Son all authority. He delights to do so.

Quote:
I




Originally Posted by Ongyo no Kiheiji ]
Worshipping each person individually would not be worshipping God (the
being), which is who the angels worship.

Yes, of course it would be, and is! That's why the Bible says to honor the
Son exactly as we honor the Father.

Robert V Frazier

The Watchtower is not the instrument of any man or any set of men, nor|
is it published according to the whims of men. No man's opinion is
expressed in The Watchtower. (The Watchtower, 1931 November 1 p.327) If
you believe that, you'll believe ANYTHING!
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be saying "not my will but your will" jesus showed that he and his father are 2
seperate

Join Date: Aug 2006
Posts: 1,119
@ 15 Reputation Points

beings. jerimiah 23:6 is a statment "jehovah is righteousness"
the bible often does this rev 19:16 prov 21:24

he didnt have to raise up himself and his name was already jehovah.
ps 83:18

500 billion years and still burning"think about that"
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No. The Father gave the Son all authority. GOD's authority, that is.
And it's not me saying it, it's the Bible. The Father has always
been giving the Son all authority. He delights to do so.

This would mean that either the Son is not God, or the Son is inferior to the
Father (hence cannot be as much God as the Father is God), since the Father
has to give him this authority (even though it pleases the Father to do so).

Quote:

Originally Posted by Robert_V_Frazier &l
Yes, of course it would be, and is! That's why the Bible says to
honor the Son exactly as we honor the Father.

Robert V Frazier

No it isn't. How can the angels worship a being through just one of the 'persons’
of God, all the while the scriptures are telling us to "worship God". If that is the
case, we never worship God (unless you are Oneness Penecostal) because
(according to Trinitarianism) Jesus is not God (the Being) by himself, nor is the




Father God (the Being) alone, nor the 'Holy Spirit' (God the Being). (BTW, to
honor the Son as the Father does not mean to worship the Son as we do the
Father. And why is it that we are not told to honor the holy spirit as we do the

Father and the Son?)
e |
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Vou be saying "not my will but your will" jesus showed that he and his father
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beings. jerimiah 23:6 is a statment "jehovah is righteousness"”
the bible often does this rev 19:16 prov 21:24

he didnt have to raise up himself and his name was already jehovah.
ps 83:18

Misquoted....Jeremiah 23:5-6 says Jesus is called "Jehovah is Our
Righteousness" in your NWT Bible. This name was given directly to Jesus, they
are not naming the Father, Pat. Can you think of a better name than that and all
the others given to one person other than the Father? If He had all those names
just like the Father, how many others in the Bible do you think have all of those
names in one person along with the Almighty One?
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