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Chapter 1. The Case For Oneness Theology

AUTHORS NOTE: | have purposefully decided to take a different approach in writing this book by placing all sources and footnotes in
parenthesis directly in my texts with smaller italic font, as | always dislike having to go all the way to the end of a book to find the sources and
quotes. It is my opinion that this approach not only saves time, it also helps readers see the documented evidence directly in front of them
for their own further study.
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Chapter 1. The Case For Oneness Theology

Apostolic Faith Christians are known as Oneness Apostolic Faith Christians because we believe that the first century Apostles taught
Oneness Monotheism rather than so called Trinitarian Monotheism (Trinitarianism teaches that Jesus is a second God Person of a Three
Person Deity), Arian Monotheism (Arianism teaches that Jesus is a created lesser god as an angelic son), or Unitarian Socinian Monotheism
(Unitarianism teaches that Jesus is just a special man while denying His divinity). The designation, “Apostolic Faith,” simply means, “...the
faith” of the original apostles of Jesus Christ “...which was once delivered unto the saints (Jude 1:3)” We are further known as ‘Oneness
Pentecostals’ because we believe that the true Church of the living God was founded on the Day of Pentecost (Acts 2) when the Spirit of
God was first poured out in the New Testament Church and all new converts were baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ for the remission of
their sins (Acts 2:38).

The historical designation for the Oneness Pentecostal view was once known as “Modalistic Monarchianism” within the first few centuries of
the Christians era. According to the historical evidence, the Modalistic Monarchians were once known as “the majority of believers”
(Tertullian, Against Praxeus 3) and as “the general run of Christians” (Origen, Commentary of the Gospel of John, book 1, chapter 23) in the
early days of Christianity. Moreover, the Oneness Modalists were the only Christians to believe in the full divinity of Jesus Christ before the
Trinity doctrine later developed.

Definition of Modalistic Monarchianism

Merriam Webster succinctly Defines Modalism as, “Three modes or forms of activity (the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit) under which God
manifests himself” Monarchianism simply means a belief in “One Ruler” Monarch comes from “mono”, meaning “One” and “arch”, meaning
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“Ruler” Hence, Modalistic Monarchianism is the belief in God as One Monarch [Ruler] who has manifested Himself in three modes of activity.

Prominent Oneness theologians like David K. Bernard have rightly affirmed that modern day Oneness Pentecostals believe the same basic
tenants of faith as the early Modalistic Monarchian Christian majority of the first three hundred years of Christian history (David Bernard wrote,
"Basically, Modalism is the same as the modern doctrine of Oneness" - The Oneness of God p.318 ). Even the opponents of the ancient
Oneness Modalists wrote that the Modalistic Monarchians were “always ... the majority of believers” (Tertullian in Against Praxeus chapter 3
— late 2nd century into the early 3rd) in the West, and “the general run of Christians” in the East (Origen’s Commentary to the Gospel of John,
book 1, chapter 23 — early to mid-3rd century). Tertullian of Carthage not only acknowledged that the Oneness Modalists were “the majority”
in his day (170-225 AD), he also affirmed that this was “always” the case as far back as he knew (“they that always make up the majority of
believers” — Against Praxeus 3 / Adolph Harnack wrote that “Modalistic Monarchianism” was once "embraced by the great majority of all
Christians” - Adolph Harnack, History of Dogma, London: Williams & Norgate, 1897, ll, 51-54.). Although we are now persecuted as a
minority, we still believe the same basic theology of “the great majority of all Christians” in the first three hundred years of Christian history.

Oneness believers affirm that God is a single “Monarch,” “Ruler,” and “King” (Monarchianism) who has manifested Himself (Modalism) as our
Heavenly Father in creation, Son in redemption, and Holy Spirit as the Father's own Spirit in action. For God the Father's own Holy Spirit
came down from heaven (Luke 1:35-“the Holy Spirit shall come upon you”; Matthew 1:20-NLB-“the child within her was conceived of the Holy
Spirit”; John 6:38-“I came down from heaven”) and His own word was made flesh (John 1:14) to become the Christ child (Acts 4:27-
BSB-“God has made this Jesus”). Thus, Oneness adherents believe that our One God who is the Holy Spirit of the Father (John 4:23-24
-“God is a Spirit”; 1 Tim. 3:16-“God was manifested in the flesh”; Ephesians 4:4-6-“One Lord ... One Spirit ... One God and Father above all,
through all, and in you all’) also became one man (Heb. 2:17 “made fully human in every way”-NIV; Gal. 4:4 “made of a woman,” Acts 2:36)
who is the Son in order to “save His people from their sins (Matthew 1:23)”

One God Became One Man

The first century apostles taught that there is only “One God” as our Heavenly Father (“one God and Father above all” — Ephesians 4:6) “and
one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus” (7 Tim. 2:5: “Jesus of Nazareth, a man attested to you by God with mighty
works and wonders and signs that God did through him” Acts 2:22 ESV). For the One God also became one man in the incarnation through
the virgin. Hence, the One God the Father “was manifested in the flesh” and “justified in the Spirit” (7 Tim. 3:16) as the man Christ Jesus
because Jesus is that God who came to save us as a true man living among men.

According to the prominent Oneness author David K. Bernard, Oneness Theology teaches that God became a true man in the incarnation,
“Christ's role of mediation does not imply a separate divine identity; it simply refers to His genuine, authentic humanity ... no one else could
qualify as the mediator except God Himself coming into this world as a human being”” (David K. Bernard'’s online Article, “The Mediator
Between God and Men” can be viewed at http.//www.oocities.org/robert_upci/mediator_between_god_and_men_by bernard.htm)

In his article, ‘The Mediator Between God and Men, David Bernard succinctly expressed the central core of the Oneness theological
position about the incarnation in that it was God the Father Himself who came “into this world AS A HUMAN BEING” Notice that Dr Bernard
did not say that God the Father came into this world AS GOD THE FATHER, Dr Bernard clearly stated that God the Father “came into this
world AS A HUMAN BEING” Hence, Oneness theology does not teach that God Himself came into this world AS GOD THE FATHER” which
would be denying Christ’s true humanity, but rather, Oneness theology affirms that God became a true man in the incarnation through the
virgin which affirms both Christ’s full humanity and his full deity. Thus, Oneness theology does not deny the ontological distinctions between
God as God (the Father) outside of His incarnation and Emmanuel God with us as man (the Son) inside of His incarnation via the virgin
conception.

Unfortunately, most of our critics erroneously believe that we are affirming that Jesus Christ is God the Father with us as God the Father with
the erroneous assumption that God merely indwelt a physical body of human flesh with no inward human nature of his own. Thus they
erroneously believe that we are saying that “the man Christ Jesus (7 Tim. 2:5)" was God tempted as God, God praying to God, and God
dying on the cross as God which would be a clear contradiction of the words of inspired scripture (James 1:13-NASB-“God cannot be
tempted by evil’; Numbers 23:19-“God is not a man”). Nothing could be further from the truth! For Oneness theologians teach that God as
God cannot pray, God as God cannot be tempted, and God as God cannot suffer and die. Yet, in contradistinction, Emmanuel “God with us”
(Matthew 1:23) as a true human son with a distinct human “life in himself (John 5:26)’ could pray, could be tempted, and could suffer and die
for our sins. Wherefore, knowledgeable Oneness theologians teach that God entered into our world as a true human being via incarnation in
the virgin just like all human beings are made with a 100% complete human spirit, a 100 % complete human soul, and a 100% complete
human nature (“made like unto his brethren”-Heb. 2:17; 1 Cor. 15:45 calls Jesus is “the last Adam”-“The first man Adam became a living
being; the last Adam a life-giving spirit”).

Paul wrote to the Corinthians that “God was in Christ reconciling the world to Himself” (2 Cor. 5:19 NASB). No text of scripture ever states
that an angelic figure was ever in Christ Jesus (the doctrine of Arianism: Jehovah’s Witnesses). Nor does any text of scripture ever state that
an alleged God the Son, or God the Christ was in Christ (the doctrine of Trinitarianism) because God the Father is always spoken of in
scripture as being in the Son (the doctrine of Oneness Modalism: John 10:38; 14:10 “the Father abiding in me does His works”) and being
seen through the Son (“He that sees me sees the One who sent me”- John 12:45; “He who has seen me has seen the Father’- 14:7-9). That
is why Jesus as the Son of God is called “the image of the invisible God” (Colossians 1:15) as the image of the invisible Father (Heb. 1:3-“the
express image of His Person” = the Father’s Person). Therefore, only the Oneness view of God in Christ Jesus perfectly fits all of the
scriptural data.

The words, “God the Father” (71 Corinthians 8:6), or similar designations such as “God our Father” (Philippians 1:2; Ephesians 1:2), and “God
and Father” (Ephesians 4:6) appear more than thirty times in the New Testament, but we never find a single example of an alleged God the
Son, or God the Holy Spirit ever occurring in inspired scripture, not even once. There is a reason why God always led the apostles and
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prophets to write God the Father rather than God the Son or God the Holy Spirit. For our Heavenly Father is “the only true God” (John 17:3)
and there are no true God’s beside Him (“there is no God beside Me”- Isaiah 45:5). Thus, the man Christ Jesus is “the image of the invisible
God” (Colossians 1:15) as the image of the invisible Father. Hence, the scriptures teach only One Divine Individual as our Heavenly Father
(the Oneness doctrine) who has only one divine Mind, one divine Will, one divine Soul, one divine Spirit, and one divine Consciousness
rather than three divine Conscious Minds, three divine Wills, and three divine Souls (the Trinitarian doctrine).

Moreover, the Son of God is the same Individual God who entered into His creation to become a true man with a distinct human mind, a
distinct human will, a distinct human soul, a distinct human spirit, and a distinct human consciousness. This is precisely what we would expect
if we are to believe that the Spirit of God came down from heaven (“The Holy Spirit will come upon you (the virgin) ...and for that reason the
holy Child shall be called the Son of God.” — Luke 1:35/“l came down from heaven” — John 6:38) to become a true man who could pray and
be tempted (“Jesus was led up by the Spirit into the wilderness to be tempted by the devil” - Math. 4:1; Heb. 4:15) as a true man in the
incarnation through the Hebrew virgin (Oneness theologian Jason Dulle accurately affirmed Oneness Theology when he wrote, “We believe
that Jesus was God from His birth because it was God who became a man.” — Article by Jason Dulle, Did God Become a Man or Indwell a
Man? OnenessPentecostal.com).

The Man Christ Jesus Was Conceived Out Of The Holy Spirit

“This is how the birth of Jesus Christ came about: His mother Mary was pledged in marriage to Joseph, but before they came together, she
was found to be with Child through (Grk. “ek” = “out of”) the Holy Spirit. Because Joseph her husband, a righteous man, was unwilling to
disgrace her publicly, he resolved to divorce her quietly. But after he had pondered these things, an angel of the Lord appeared to him in a
dream and said, “Joseph, son of David, do not be afraid to take Mary as your wife, for the One conceived in her is from (Grk. “ek” = “out of”)
the Holy Spirit (Matthew 1:18-20 BSB)”

Strongs Concordace says that ‘ek’means “from out, out from among,” “from the interior outwards” HELPS Word-studies: 1537 ek (out from
within. 1537 /ek (“out of”) is one of the most under-translated (and therefore mis-translated) Greek prepositions — often being confined to the
meaning “by” The NAS Exhaustive Concordance Definition says, “from, from out of”

Matthew 1:5 Prep GRK: 10V Boég ék Tiig Paxdap KJV: begat Booz of (ek = “from out of’) Rachab; and INT: Boaz of (ek = “from out of”) Rahab
Matthew 1:5 Prep GRK: 10v TwBnd ék Tfig Poud KJV: begat Obed of (ek = “fom out of”’) Ruth; and

INT: Obed of Ruth

Jesus said in John 16:27, “| came out from (the NASB Concordance says that the Greek verb is “from ek” “to come out of’) God. Then in the
next verse Jesus identified the God that he came out from as “the Father” “I CAME OUT FROM GOD. | came forth FROM THE FATHER..”
There can be no doubt that Jesus came out from his Father because Jesus prayed to his Father in John 17:8, saying, “l came out from You
(the NASB Concordance says that the Greek verb is “from ek” “to come out of”), and they have believed that you did send me”” Notice the
connection between Jesus coming out from God his Father and Jesus being sent from God his Father after Jesus had come out from God’s
Essence of Being as “the express image [charakter in Greek = a copied image] of His Person [the Father's Essence of Being/Person-Heb.
1:3-KJV]” Thus we can see that the man Christ Jesus was sent as a man in the flesh just as his disciples were sent in the flesh (“God
sending his own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh”-Rom. 8:3-KJV; “As You sent Me into the world, | also sent them into the world”-John 17:18-
BLB) because he had come out from God the Father’s Holy Spirit via incarnation within the virgin as a true human son rather than as an
alleged timeless God the Son sent from heaven to earth.

In my formal debate with Trinitarian apologist, Dr. Edward Dalcour (held in Los Angeles in January 2018), | had asked how Jesus could be an
alleged timeless God the Son while having come out from the Holy Spirit in Matthew 1:20 while also coming out from God his Father in John
16:27-28 and in John 17:8. Then | asked, “There can be no doubt that Jesus came out of from his Father because Jesus prayed to his Father
in John 17:8, saying, ‘| came out from You (the NASB Concordance says, that the Greek verb is “from ek” “to come out of”), and they have
believed that you did send me’ Dr Dalcour, in Matthew 1:20 you have the wrong divine person becoming incarnate as the Christ child. For
how could the Christ child have been incarnated ‘out of or ‘out from’the Holy Spirit which John 16:28 and John 17:8 identifies as the Father?”

Dr. Dalcour’s response was to evade my question by citing Greek grammar out of Matthew 1:18 rather than from the text | cited out of
Matthew 1:20. Dr. Dalcour clearly avoided the fact that Jesus came out from his Father in John 16:27-28 and in John 17:8 (Jesus prayed, “I
came out from You”- John 17:8) even though | cited both scriptures in my question which clearly refutes Trinitarian theology. Since | never
cited or referenced Matthew 1:18 at all, Dr Dalcour had no answer to my question out of Matthew 1:20 linked with John 16:27-28 and John
17:8 even though he had two full minutes to respond. | had cited Matthew 1:20 where the Greek preposition ‘ek’literally means ‘out of or ‘out
from’the Holy Spirit. Since | had posted numerous articles and videos about the meaning of the Greek preposition ‘ek’in Matthew 1:20 prior
to our debate, and since | clearly cited Matthew 1:20 in his hearing, if Dr Dalcour had Greek grammar in Matthew 1:20 to say that the text
does not mean “from out of” then why did he reference the Greek grammar in the wrong verse of scripture which | did not even cite?

Matthew 1:20 In the Amplified Bible Classic Edition Translation says, “But as he was thinking this over, behold, an angel of the Lord appeared
to him in a dream, saying, Joseph, descendant of David, do not be afraid to take Mary [as] your wife, for that which is conceived in her is of
(from, out of) the Holy Spirit.” | copied and pasted the Amplified Bible Translation which has the words "from, out of" in parenthesis within the
text of Matthew 1:20. Hence, the irrefutable scriptural evidence proves that the Son of God came out of the Holy Spirit in Matthew 1:20 which
inspired scripture in John 16:27-28 and John 17:8 affirms is the Father. Therefore, Jesus as a child born and son given came out of the Holy
Spirit of God his Father as the visible human image of the invisible Father via his virgin conception. This is not what we would expect if the
Son of God was an alleged timeless Trinitarian God the Son who would have come down from heaven with no beginning in time.
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The Oneness interpretation of Matthew 1:20 (“the child which has been conceived in her is from out of the Holy Spirit”’), John 17:8 (“I came
out from You”), and John 16:27-28 (“/ came out from God. | came forth from the Father”) has to be correct because Luke 1:35 specifically
informs us that the reason why the Son was called the Son was because of his virgin conception: “The angel answered and said to her, ‘The
Holy Spirit will come upon you, and the power of the Most High will overshadow you; and for that reason the holy Child shall be called the
Son of God (Luke 1:35 NASB)!

Jesus is clearly called ‘The Son of God’for the reason of his beginning by his virgin begetting. In fact, no text of inspired scripture ever states
that the Son is called the Son of God because of an alleged timeless existence as a so called ‘God the Son. | have challenged Trinitarian
apologists to cite a single scripture where the Son is called the Son for the reason of an alleged timeless existence as a so called ‘God the
Son! No Trinitarian can answer this challenge because the only reason why the Son is called the Son is the New Testament reason of his
virgin conception and human existence as “the man Christ Jesus” (1 Tim. 2:5).

The Man Christ Jesus Was Made Out Of Mary

“But when the fullness of the time had come, God sent forth His Son, made of (ek = “from out of’) a woman, made under the Law...”
Galatians 4:4 KJV

Jesus as the Son of God was not only made from out of the Holy Spirit's Essence of Being as a copied image of the Father's Essence of
Being (Heb. 1:3 says that the Son is “the express copy of His Essence of Being”- the Father's Essence of Being), he was also made from
out of the virgin Mary. Notice, that the same Greek preposition “ek” for “out of” the women (the virgin Mary) in Galatians 4:4 is the same
Greek preposition used for the sons made from women in the genealogical table of Matthew chapter one. Thus, the normative use of “ek”
for “out of” the women leads us to believe that Christ was made “out of’ the human genetics of Mary and “out of” the Divine Essence of
Being of the Holy Spirit who came down from heaven upon the virgin. Therefore, the Christ child was clearly made by being conceived “out
of” Mary (humanity) and “out of” the Holy Spirit (Divinity).

Jesus Is The Holy Spirit Incarnate Rather Than A God the Son Incarnate

“...for the One conceived in her is from (Grk. “ek” = “out of”) the Holy Spirit....” Matthew 1:18-20 BSB

It is astonishing that out of more than twenty major translations | checked, I could only find one translation which says that the Christ child was
conceived “out of” or “from out of” the Holy Spirit (The Amplified Classical Bible says, “do not be afraid to take Mary [as] your wife, for that
which is conceived in her is of (from, out of) the Holy Spirit” The words “from, out of” appear in the Amplified Classical Bible within
parenthesis which shows that the Greek text in Matthew 1:20 does convey the meaning of the Christ Child being produced “from out of” the
Holy Spirit). This leads me to believe that vast majority of Trinitarian Greek scholars who gave us the New Testament in English were
uncomfortable with the words, “from out of the Holy Spirit,” because a Trinitarian Son could not come “out of the Holy Spirit” while being a
timeless God the Son. Nor could a timeless God the Son have been “reproduced” or “copied” from the “Essence of Being” of the Father
(“Who being the brightness of His glory and the reproduced copy of His Essence of Being” — Heb. 1:3). Thus, it is clear that the gospel in the
original Greek shows that the man Christ Jesus was supernaturally conceived “out of” the Holy Spirit's Essence of Being and “out of” the
human genetics of the virgin Mary. Therefore, the divinity of Jesus came “from out of” the Holy Spirit (refuting Trinitarianism while affirming
Oneness Modalism), while at least some of the physical human attributes of Jesus came “out of” Mary.
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