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The Nature And Person of God, As
Revealed, And Defined, in the

New Testament.

By REV. HARVEY JOHNSON, D. D.

We enter here upon a subject at once so deep

and profound, that one hardly knows how to begin,

and will surely never reach the end. So great is

the subject, that angels who dwell with Him, and

have eternally, would be lcjst in attempting to de-

scribe His person and nature. His ways, are past

finding out; and who, by searching, can find out

God to perfection?

It is well to notice that there is one, only one,

passage of Scripture, that reveals the nature and

person of God, (John 4:24) for Jes»s said:"The

God, is the Spirit," (Pneuma Ho Theos) but the

translators have made Him say: "God is A Spirit."

It is here only, that we learn what God is, as to

His nature. But we find revealed all through the

New Testament, His personality, and individuality.

It is the universally accepted view, that the



word "Spirit" used here, means only an eternal

substance, or essence, but not personality.
We find in the Scripture, many names ascribed

to Him,and "God," is one. Strange as it may seem,
there are thousands of persons, who take tho
name to b"e the person or thing bearing it. For
instance, we say we worship God, but the term
God, Is not the Being we worship, We worship in
His name, and not Himself. This will be plain
when we remember that we are told to do what
we do, "in His name," showing that His name is
one thing, and He, another. God is known by that
name, to those who speak English, but to others,
in their own language: To the Greeks He is
Theos, the Latins Deus, the Hebrews Eloah, glo-
him, etc. "••

Yes, we have knowledge that God IS. That
He is Creator of Heaven and Earth. But how He
exists; why, and when He began, we know not, for
it is not revealed in Scripture, nor by science or.
logic. So when it is said that He is self-existant,
that, cannot be, He exists, but not of Himself.
That would be to say that He was self-created, or
in other words, that He brought Himself into
being, which is a logical impossibility. He is the
first, and only creating cause. We are therefore,
shut up to the conclusion that God did not have a



beginning, but has always been, and always will

be, time without end. Thus we see, all, excepting

Himself, the angels, the Heaven where He rsides,

Hia throne, aud all else that make up His abode

and home, has been, and is, co-existent with Him-

self. 1 take this view, first, because there is no

record in Scripture that the angels were ever cre-

ated. When the Scripture says, God created all

things in Heaven a,nd Earth, It has reference to the

Heavens where the Sun, Moon, and Stars are fixed,

and not Heaven, His own kingdom, and dwelling

place, for Paul says God dwells in the third

Heaven.

I have said Heaven, the angels, and all things

constituting God's home and abode, have always

co-existed with Him, yet were not co-equal with

Him, for all inhabitants of Heaven, are His sub-

jects and servants, therefore, it will be seen 1 do

not believe that God has ever existed alone, but

has always had devotees, to worship Him, and sub-

jects to serve Him. But just think of the belief

of theologians, and philosophers, that God has

existed all through Eternity, Himself alone; that

He just roamed in empty space, with nothing

whatever, not even to the proportions of a gnat,

yet we are continually thinking and talking of Him

as a great God and Ruler, but according to such



teaching, He ruled over nothing, until He saw fit

to make this little world in which we live. The

thing is unreasonable, therefore logically unthink-

able.

But what was it that reminded God that He

was without subjects and worshippers? How did

it come to Him, and when did He realize that He

needed a change of affairs? When was the

Heaven of Heavens created, and its inhabitants?

What did God do for a throne before the one on

which John saw Him sitting? And what are the

logical or Scriptural objections to the belief, that

the Heaven, where God resides, has always been,

except that according to logtc; all things that exist,

had a beginning, and cause, for.nothing, says logic,

can begin without a cause. The same logic applies

to God, as it does to all other things. So logic fails

to produce a first cause. We say that God Is, but

logic does not say so. For if God had a cause to

His existence, then that which was His cause, was,

and is, greater than He. According to that, He,

Himself, has not been, is not, and can never be the

Supreme Ruler of the Universe, whether that cause

be Himself, or another something—whatever that

may have been. As has already been said, that

even God, could not have been the cause of Him-

self, before Himself existed, for that would be Him



making Himself, before He was, which is physical-

ly, logically, and scientifically impossible. Since

God is the first, He must be without cause for Him-

self.

But think of the doctrine that God is not the

Spirit, but simply Spirit without the article, which

excludes the idea of His Person, so divests Him of

His personality, also individuality, for the Scrip-

ture declares that Jesus is the express image of His

person. Not image .of His essence, but His person.

When the Scripture speaks of Jesus being the ex-

press image of God, it has no reference to having

th« favour, or face features of His Father, but the

outward form, and faculties. The Scripture says

the form and person of Jesus, is an exact counter-

part of the person of God. Whenever God's person

is mentioned, His personality must be included in

the thought, because without personality, we have

no active agent. The Standard Dictionary gives

the following definition: "Personality: That which

constitutes a person; conscious separate existence

as an intelligent and voluntary being. The attri-

butes, taken collectively, that make up the charac-

ter and nature of an individual; that which dis-

tinguishes and characterizes a person." "Person

may have no attributes, but simply be a substance

or essence, without personality; but personality

_J
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muat consist of three attributes, namely, conscious-

ness, character and will." I repeat, that the Scrip-

tures say, Jesus is the image of God, and not es-

sence of God. It also says Adam is made in the

image and likeness of God.

God is a composite being, but not an organized

being, because all organization is mutable, and He

is immutable, in that He is not subject to change

of person or nature. First, He is composite, in

that He is an orderly structure. Second, He is

composite, in that He is-a union of parts. Third,

He is composite in substanca and person. Fourth,

He is composite in the form of His substance.

I have aimed to make it perfectly plain, that

I do not believe that God is a simple essence, with-

out body, or parts that constitute a person, but

has all of the parts of the body Scripture ascribes

to Him, that make Him the shadower-forth of man,

in the person of His Son Jesus, who was, and still

is, His image, and His express image at that. So

I make no hesitancy in saying it is my firm belief

that God has head, eyes, ears and mouth, hands,

legs and feet. That He is a spiritual essence, is no

bar to that fact, for spirit is substance, and the

greatest of substances. It is the very quintessence

of all substance, of which essence God is a consti-

tuent. God also has heart and mind. He both
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feels and thinks. God does not have attributes,

but faculties to operate His powers, in the per-

forming of His will and pleasure. They are innate

and inherently His. God has a body, but not one

that spreads over the whole universe. His omnip-

otence, omniscience, and omnipresence make all

things known and present to Him at once.

If God has not a body, in what do His faculties

inhere? —His omnipotent powers, mind, will and

purpose? If He has no mouth, with what does He

speak? No ears, with what does He hear? No

eyes, with what does He see? If God has not

these powers and faculties in reality, what lesson

does it teach us by attributing them to Him? I

see great harm done, for it makes the Bible teach

man to believe of God, that which is not true. The

Bible says God has head, eyes, mouth, and all the

faculties of a person, and reveals Him to us as

having personality. If the Bible is here speaking

figuratively, where do the figures end? The Bible

says God has a throne, both Isaiah and John say

they saw Him sitting on it. Is this only figurative?

We are brought face to face to the condition that

the existence of Heaven itself, Is only figurative.

John says the throne he saw God sitting on, was

in Heaven. Where does the figurative in the mat-

ter end, and the reality begin, that we may get a
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true Idea of a real Heaven, and a real God? If all

the passages that refer to the person of God, are

only figures of speech, for what do these figures

stand?

The Hebrew Bible contains four names of a

Supreme Being: "El, Eloah, Elohim, and Yehovah,"

but neither of these terms contains the idea of,a

personal God, so since the Christian world follows

the Hebrew, and philosophy, they have no true con-

ception of a personal God. I repeat that we see

how completely the whole Christian Church has

been, and is, under the religious government of the

Roman Catholic Church, both in doctrine and prac-

tice, until we find ourselves practicing the doctrines

laid down in the Vulgate translation, and the Coun-

cil of Nice, which met in Nisea 325 A. D., and

which consisted of 225 Catholic Bishops, from

Rome and Constantinople. It was here, and for

the first time, the person and nature of Jesus, and

the Holy Spirit were called in question, and were

declared to be God, and the doctrine of a Godhead

consisting of three persons was established, and

Arius, one of the bishops, for denying the Deity of

Jesus, and the Holy Spirit, was expelled, and soon

after, died. Yet nothing like a Trinity is taught in

any of the current versions of the New Testament,

namely, the Septuagent, Vulgate, and the Author-
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ized. The Septuagent, is a tranlation from the

Hebrew, and the Vulgate or Latin, is from the

Septuagent, and the Authorized is rather a com-

pilation than a translation, for it is composed of

most any amount of different versions.

The Council at Nice also declared that the whole

Trinity is present at once. (John 1:1) But the fact

is, neither is mentioned as being present, for the

translation reads: "In tlie beginning was the Word,

and the Word was with God, and the Word was

God." Neither Father, Son, nor Holy Ghost is

spoken of there, for--it would read: "Pater, Uios,

Agios Pneumos or Father, Son, and Holy Ghost.

But it reads: "In beginning was the Word,

and the Word was with God, and the Word_.was

•• i* God," or, the Word was God, and God was the

Word, which represents the same person. Where

then, is the Trinity? What I am aiming to point

out, is, that Jesus is known by all denominations,

as the Incarnate Son of God. But if the Word

was incarnated, it is still Word, and not the Son.

The Scripture says that Jesus is the only begotten

Son of God. To incarnate, is not to beget, but to

clothe with flesh. For a definition I turn to Wor-

cester's Dictionary, and find the following:- "In-

carnate: clothed with flesh; embodied in flesh

"The Incarnate Son of God."
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Now according to this definition, the Word has

never been changed, so has never been begotten of

God, which is flat contradiction of John 1st and

14th, which reads: "And the Word was made flesh,

and dwelt among us, and we beheld his glory, as

o£ the only begotten Father, full of grace and

truth." The word "begotten" is "egeneto," from

the verb "gignomai," which means to bring into

existence that which did not exist. But "incarnate"

is from the Latin "incarno," and means "clothed

with flesh. I repeat that John says the Son was be-

gotten. He wrote and explained that It was done

by changing the Word into flesh. For all God

needed to do, was to reduce the Word to a human

germ, or protoplasm, for then, and only then, it

would be prepared for (h^r-ovum of the human

mother. Luke informed Mary that the Holy Ghost

should come upon her, and the power of the High-

est should overshadow her, and He that would be

born of her, should be called the Son of God, (Luke

1:35) which reads: "The Holy Ghost shall come

upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall over-

shadow thee, and therefore that holy thing that

shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of

God."

I am aiming to show that John did not write

to prove a Trinity, but how we get Jesus, the Son
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of God. Both John and Matthew also wrote to set

forth the life work of Jesus on Earth. And so im-

portant was It, that John said that if all that Jesus

said, were written, he supposed that the World

would not hold the book that should be written of

Him. So he appointed these two for the work, and

gave them special endowment of the Holy Spirit,

to fit them for th» great task, for it was to these

two alone, of the twelve, that the Comforter was

given, with the promise that he was to abide with

them, and take the things of His, and show them

to these two disciples. John 14:26, which reads:

"The Comfoiter yyhich is the Holy Ghost, whom

the Father will send in my name, he shall teach

you all things, and bring all things to your remem-

brance, whatsoever I have said unto you."

This helper was to remain with them during the

first century, in which they then lived, for the

word the English translates "forever," is "aion,"

singular, meaning "one age." It is not "aiona,"

which is plural. And if he had meant age abiding,

or continuing, he would have used "aionios," which

is the adjective of "aion," also of "aions."

"Aionios" means without the beginning of time, or

end of life. Homer, Hesiod, and Pinder, so used

it, and they were the very oldest Greek authors.

See Dr. Cremer's New Testament Greek Lexicon.
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Jesus gave power to the Apostles to work

miracles, but they could not transmit that power

to others, and the Apostles all (lied in the first

century. How then did the Roman authorities get

the power to work miracles in the second century,

or any other century? Are we yet unwilling to

admit that the Christian Church has absolutely de-

parted from the doctrines of Jesus as found in the

original New Testament? If not, let us come back

to them.

When I say the original New Testament, I draw

a contrast between the Greek New Testament, and

the Latin Vulgate, which is only a translation, and

cannot displace the original.

Biographical and historical writers, have

brought down to us, the name of Constantine, as

the first Christian Emperor of Rome. But there is

not one iota of proof that he ever became a Chris-

tian, but died a wicked ambitious ruler. Born 27 2

A. D.( he was one of the two Emperors then reign-

ing. His father died In 306, and he was proclaimed

Emperor by the legions then under his command,

and in 30 7, a revolt took place, and six Emperors,

and Caesars, then ruled the province of Rome. In

325, this same Constantine called the first general

Roman Catholic Council, at Nicea, and there it was,

as I have said, the Creed was formed and declared,
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which has been the guide of the whole Protestant
Church, until the present. It is a positive fact that
the preachers, teachers, theologians, and ldiomisres,
have nietaphored, symbolized, and figured out o£
the New Testament, about all of its real meaning
and teaching, and it is high time we had reformed,
and again conformed our preaching to the Gospel
of Jesus Christ.
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The Nature And Person of God, As
Revealed, And Defined, in the

New Testament.

By REV. HARVEY JOHNSON, D. D.

We enter here upon a subject at once so deep

and profound, that one hardly knows how to begin,

and will surely never reach the end. So great is

the subject, that angels who dwell with Him, and

have eternally, would be lost in attempting to de-

scribe His person and nature. His ways, are past

finding out; and who, by searching, can find out

God to perfection?

It is well to notice that there is one, only one,

passage of Scripture, that reveals the nature and

person of God, (John 4:24) for Jesma said:"The

God, is the Spirit," (Pneiima Ho Theos) but the

translators have made Him say: "God is A Spirit."

It is here only, that we learn what God is, as to

His nature. But we find revealed all through the

New Testament, His personality, and individuality.*

It is the universally accepted view, that the



word "Spirit" used here, means only an eternal

substance, or essence, but not personality.
We find In the Scripture, many names ascribed

to Him,and "God," is one. Strange as it may seem,
there are thousands of persons, who take the
name to be the person or thing bearing it. For
instance, we say we worship God, but the term
God, is not the Being we worship. We worship in
His name, and not Himself. This will be plain
when we remember that we are told to do what
we do, "in His name," showing that His name is
one thing, and He, another. God is known by that
name, to those who"speak English, but to others,
in their own language:. » To the Greeks He is
Theos, the Latins Deus, the Hebrews Eloah, Elo-
him, etc.

Yes, we have knowledge that God IS. That
He is Creator of Heaven and Earth. But how He
exists; wh"y, and when He began, we know not, for
it is not revealed in Scripture, nor by science or
logic. So when it is said that He is self-existant,
that, cannot be. He exists, but not of Himself.
That would be to say that He was self-created, or
in other words, that He brought Himself into
being, which is a logical impossibility. He is the
first, and only creating cause. We are therefore,
shut up to the conclusion that God did not have a



beginning, but has always been, and always will

be, time without end. Thus we see, all, excepting

Himself, the angels, the Heaven where He rsides,

His throne, and all else that make up His abode

and home, has been, and is, co-existent with Him-

self. I take this view, first, because there is no

record in Scripture that the angels were ever cre-

ated. When the Scripture says, God created all

things in Heaven and Earth, it has reference to the

Heavens where the Sun, Moon, and Stars are fixed,

and not Heav&h, His own kingdom, and dwelling

place, for Paul says God dwells in the third

Heaven.

I have said Heaven, the angels, and all things

constituting God's home and abode, have always

co-existed with Him, yet were not co-equal with

Him, for all inhabitants of Heaven, are His sub-

jects and servants, therefore, it will be seen I do

not believe that God has ever existed alone, but

has always had devotees, to worship Him, and sub-

jects to serve Him. But just think of the belief

of theologians, and philosophers, that God has

existed all through Eternity, Himself alone; that

He just roamed in empty space, with nothing

whatever, not even to the proportions of a gnat,"

yet we are continually thinking and talking of Him

as a great God and Ruler, but according to sucli
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teaching, He ruled over nothing, until He saw fit

to make this little world in which we live. The

thing is unreasonable, therefore logically unthink-

able.

But what was it that reminded God that Ho

was without subjects and worshippers? How did

it come to Him, and when did He realize that He

needed a change of affairs? When was the

Heaven of Heavens created, and its inhabitants?

What did God do for a throne before the one on

which John saw Him sitting? And what are the

logical or Scriptural objections to the belief, that

the Heaven, where God resides, has always been,

except that according to logic, all things that exist,

had a beginning, and cause, for nothing, says logic,

can begin without a cause. The same logic applies

to God, as it does to all'other things. So logic fails

to produce a first cause." We say that God Is, but

logic does not say so. For if God had a cause to

His existence, then that which was His cause, was,

and is, greater than He. According to that, He,

Himself, has not been, is not, and can never be the

Supreme Ruler of the Universe, whether that causo

be Himself, or another something—whatever that

may have been. As has already been said, that

even God, could not have been the cause of Him-

self, before Himself existed, [or that would be Him



making Himself, before He was, which is physical-

ly, logically, and scientifically impossible. Since.

God is the first, He must be without cause for Him-

self.

But think of the doctrine that Gotl is not the

Spirit, but simply Spirit without the article, which

excludes the idea of His Person, so divests Him of

His personality, also individuality, for the Scrip-

ture declares that Jesus is the express image of His

person. Not image of His essence, but His person.

When the Scripture speaks o£ Jesus being the ex-

press image of God, it has no reference to having

the favour, or face features of His Father, but the

outward form, and faculties. The Scripture says

the form and person of Jesus, is an exact counter-

part of the person of God. Whenever God's person

is mentioned, His personality must be included in

the thought, because without personality, we have

no active agent. The Standard Dictionary gives

the following definition: "Personality: That which

constitutes a person; conscious separate existence

as an intelligent and Voluntary being. The attri-

butes, taken collectively, that make up the charac-

ter and nature of an individual; that which dis-

tinguishes and characterizes a person." "Person

may have no attributes, but simply be a substance

or essence, without personality; but personality
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must consist of three attributes, namely, conscious-
ness, character and will." 1 repeat, that the Scrip-
tures say, Jesus is the image of God, and not es-
sence of God. It also says Adam is made in the
image and likeness of God.

God is a composite being, but not an organized
being, because all organization is mutable, and He
is immutable, in that He is not subject to change
of person or nature. First, He is composite, in
that He is an orderly structure. Second, He is
composite, in that He is a union of parts. Third,
He is composite in substance and person. Fourth,
He is composite in the form of His substance.

I have aimed to make it perfectly plain, that
I do not believe that God is a simple essence, with-
out body, or parts that constitute a person, but
has all of the parts of the body Scripture ascribes
to Him, that make Him the shadower-forth of man,
in the person of His Son Jesus, who was, and still
is, His image, and His express image at that. *So
I make no hesitancy in saying it is my firm belief
that God has head, eyes, ears and mouth, hands,
legs and feet. That He is a spiritual essence, is no
bar to that fact, for spirit is substance, and the.
greatest of substances. It is the very quintessence
of all substance, of which essence God is a consti-
tuent. God also has heart and mind. He both



feels and thinks. God does not have attributes,

but faculties to operate His powers, in the per-

forming of His will and pleasure. They are innate

and inherently His. God has a body, but not one

that spreads over the whole universe. His omnip-

otence, omniscience, and omnipresence make all

things known and present to Him at once.

If God has not a body, in what do His faculties

inhere? —His omnipotent powers, mind, will and

purpose? If He has no mouth, with what does He

speak? No ears, with what does He hear? No

eyes, with what does He see? If God has not

these powers and faculties in reality, what lesson

does it teach us by attributing them to Him? I

see great harm done, for it makes the Bible teach

man to believe of God, that which is not true. Tho

Bible says God has head, eyes, mouth, and all the

faculties of a person, and reveals Him to us as

having personality. If the Bible is here speaking

figuratively, where do the figures end? The Bible

says God has a throne, both Isaiah and John say

they saw Him sitting on it. Is this only figurative?

We are brought face to face to the condition that

the existence of Heaven itself, is only figurative.

John says the throne he saw God sitting on, was

in Heaven. Where does the figurative in the mat-

ter end, and the reality begin, that we may get a
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true idea of a real Heaven, and a real God? If all

the passages that refer to the person o£ God, are

only figures of speech, for what do these figures

stand?

The Hebrew Bible contains four names of a

Supreme Being: "El, Eloah, Elohirn, and Yehovah,"

but neither of these terms contains the idea of a

personal God, so since the Christian world follows

the Hebrew, and philosophy, they have no true con-

ception of a personal God. I repeat that we see

how completely the whole Christian Church has

been, and is, under the religious government of the

Roman Catholic Church, both in doctrine and prac-

tice, until we find <M*rselves practicing the doctrines

laid down in the Vulg&e translation, and the Coun-

cil of Nice, which met in Nicea 3 25 A. D., and

which consisted of 225 Catholic Bishops, from

Rome and Constantinople. It was here, and for

the first time, the person and nature of Jesus, and

the Holy Spirit were called in question, and were

declared to be God, and the doctrine of a Godhead

consisting of three persons was established, and

Arius, one of the bishops, for denying the Deity of

Jesus, and the Holy Spirit, was expelled, and soon

after, died. Vet nothing like a Trinity is taught in

any of the current versions of the New Testament,

namely, the Septuagent, Vulgate, and the Author-



11

ized. The Septuagent, is a traulatiou from the

Hebrew, and the Vulgate or Latin, is from the

Septuagent, and the Authorized is rather a com-

pilation than a translation, for it is composed of

most any amount of different versions.

The Council at Nice also declared that the whole

Trinity is present at once. (John 1:1) But the fact

is, neither is mentioned as being present, for the

translation reads: "In the beginning was the Word,

and the -Word was with God, and the Word was

God." Neither Father, Sou, nor Holy Ghost i3

spoken of there, for it would read: "Pater, Ulos,

Agios Pneumos or Father, Son, and Holy Ghost.

But it reads: "In beginning was the Word,

and the Word was with God, and the Word was

God," or, the Word was God, and God was the

Word, which represents the same person. Where

then, is the Trinity? What I am aiming to point

out, Is, that Jesus is known by all denominations,

as the Incarnate Son of God. But if the Word

was incarnated, it is still Word, and not the Son.

The Scripture says that Jesus is the only begotten

Son of God. To incarnate, is not to beget, but to

clothe with flesh. For a definition I turn to Wor-

cester's Dictionary, and find the following: "In-

carnate: clothed with flesh; embodied in flesh

"The Incarnate Son of God."
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Now according to this definition, the Word has

never been changed, so has never been begotten of

God, which is flat contradiction of John 1st and

14th, which reads: "And the Word was made flesh,

and dwelt among us, and we beheld his glory, as

of the only begotten Father, full o£ grace and

truth." The word "begotten" is "egeneto," from

the verb "gignomai," which means to bring into

existence that which did not exist. But "incarnate"

is from the Latin "incarno," and means "clothed

with flesh. I repeat that John says the Son was be-

gotten. He wrote and explained that it was done

by changing the Word into flesh. For all God

needed to do, was to reduce»+hre Word to a human

germ, or protoplasm, for then,.ajid only then, it

would be prepared for the ovum of the human

mother. Luke informed Mary that the Holy Ghost

should come upon her, and the power of the High-

est should overshadow her, and He that would be

born of her, should be called the Son of God, (Luke

1:35) which reads: "The Holy Ghost shall come

upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall over-

shadow thee, and therefore that holy thing that

shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of

God."

I am aiming to show that John did not write

to prove a Trinity, but how we get Jesus, the Son
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of God. Both John and Matthew also wrote to set

forth the life work of Jesus on Earth. And so im-

portant was it, that John said that if all that Jesus

said, were written, he supposed that the World

would not hold the book that should be written of

Him. So he appointed these two for the work, and

gave them special endowment of the Holy Spirit,

to fit them for the great task, for it was to these

two alone, of the twelve, that the Comforter was

given, with the promise that he was to abide with

them, and take the things of His, and show them

to these two disciples. John 14:26, which reads:

"The Comforter which is the Holy Ghost, whom

the Father will send in my name, he shall teach

you all things, and bring all things to your remem-

brance, whatsoever I have said unto you."

This helper was to remain with them during the

first century, in which they then lived, for the

word the English translates "forever," ia "aion,"

singular, meaning "one age." It is not "aions,"

whichjs plural. And if he had meant age abiding,

or continuing, he would have used "aionios," which

is the adjective of "aion," also of "aions."

"Aionios" means without the beginning of time, or

end of life. Homer, Hesiod, and Pinder, so used

it, and they were the very oldest Greek authors.

See Dr. Cremer's New Testament Greek Lexicon.
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Jesus gave power to the Apostles to work

miracles, but they could not transmit that power

to others, and the Apostles all died in the first

century. How then did the Roman authorities get

the power to work miracles in the second century,

or any other century? Are we yet unwilling to

admit that the Christian Church has absolutely de-

parted from the doctrines of Jesus as found in the

original New Testament? If not, let us come back

to them.

When I say the original New Testament, I draw

a contrast between the Greek New Testament, and

the Latin Vulgate, which is only a translation, and

cannot displace the origiofii.

Biographical and hisfiprical writers, have

brought down to us, the name of Constantine, as

the first Christian Emperor of Rome. But there is

not one iota of proof that he ever became a Chris-

tian, but died a wicked ambitious ruler. Born 27 2

A. D., he was one of the two Emperors then reign-

ing. His father died in 30 6, and he was proclaimed

Emperor by the legions then under his command,

and in 307, a revolt took place, and six Emperors,

and Caesars, then ruled the province of Rome. In

3 25, this same Constantine called the first general

Roman Catholic Council, a.t Nicea, and there it was,

as I have said, the Creed was formed and declared,



which has been the guide of the whole Protestant
Church, until the present. It is a positive fact that
the preachers, teachers, theologians, and Idiomisres,
have nietaphored, symbolized, and figured out of
the New Testament, anout all of its real meaning
and teaching, and it is high time we had reformed,
and again conformed our preaching to the Gospel
of Jesus Christ.


