HEAR O’ ISRAEL ... YAHWEH IS ONE
(FIRST SUPPLEMENT - TO ANSWER OBJECTIONS)

Since writing the notes on “HEAR O'ISRAEL . . . YAHWEH IS ONE,” | have receved
certain inquiries, and/or objections to my teaching. | gppreciate the sincerity of those who have
written, or otherwise expressed their reasons for disagreeing with my presentation of this
subject.

This doctrine is not something | recently came to see. It is something | have held for many
years, a leadt in its basc form.  Over the years | have discussed this with many who held
opposing views. Some object to my teaching, because they consder my teaching to be what is
commonly termed “Oneness’.  Others object saying that it is“ Trinitarian.” Having re-examined
my position many times, | ill believe the teaching | have presented to be the truth.

So it doesn't matter what term mogt correctly describesit. If it is*Oneness’, that’sfine. Since
it teaches that Y ahweh is only one being, not two or three, then, in that sense it is “Oneness”
On the other hand, athough | emphasize that Y ahweh is only One Being - One Eterna Person -
I, nevertheless, find that He is a'so a compound Being with a complexity to His person whereby
He exigs & one and the same time in three digtinct modes of existence without His spiritua
substance being divided into three separate beings. Because of this complexity of being, He is
able to communicate within Himsdf among those three modes.

If in the mind of some this makes my teaching fdl into the category of “Trinitarianism,” then so
beit. If itisillogica to some, if they do not seethe logic in what | believe the scriptures teken as
awhole teach, again, that does not concern me. | have sought to understand how these things
can be, and fed tha by revelation | have been able to do so as much as humanly possible.
However, because | see that the Bible teaches them, | would accept them even if they did
aopear illogicd. We are required to believe in Him and His word, not necessarily dways
understand it. He, and many things pertaining to His universe, may be beyond our
understanding. However, the Holy Spirit is able to increase our understanding as He wills.

| am not concerned whét titles are put upon this teaching. | am only concerned that it be true to
the Bible, our only source of knowing the truth on such a subject.  After many years of testing
and retesting it, | dill believe thisis the truth about the nature of the Almighty One to the extent
that He has chosen to reved it in His written word, and in His living Word (Y ahshua the
Messiah).

One thing that | am not as regards this métter is a polytheist. | do not believe there are two, or
three, individud, separate Mighty Ones, or two or three individua persons who jointly and
separately are caled “Yahweh” or the “Mighty One” (as some do teach). Anyone who reads
my notes, or hears me speak on the subject, should be able to see that | strongly emphasize
thereisonly onewho is Yahweh. The Bible cdearly emphasizes His Oneness.

Yet there are places in the Bible that aso teach there is a kind of multiplicity to His sngular
personage.  He has a complexity to His eternad nature that makes Him a compound being



whereby He exigts 0 as to be ale to have communication within Himsdf. | have found no
reasonable explanation of this angularity with complexity that | see in the Bible, other than that
which | believe He reveded to me years ago in answer to my inquiring of Him about the metter.

To put it in another way, | see the Bible representing Y ahweh as being One, yet as somehow
being multiple in that oneness. They're not three separate individud persons in Y ahweh, but
one person, as | understand that term. (Congder that people may differ in terminology they use
without differing in concepts. In such casesit isimportant to look beyond the terminology, or a
least get it defined by the users to be sure you understand as much as possible what they mean
by the terms they use. The term “person” as used in the early “church” councils may be
different than what it normaly meanstoday.)

Yahweh is truly One. Neverthdess, He is somehow three within that oneness. He is Father,
Word, and Holy Spirit. (After the incarnation and resurrection the emphasis is on His being
represented as Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.)

There is a clear digtinction made between Yahweh incarnate and Yahweh non-corpored,
however, there is dill no separation. Yahshua sad, “1 am in the Father and the Father in me.”
(John 14:10,11) Thisisnot atrinity in the sense of there being three individua personages, but
it isatri-unity in the sense of one person who is, nevertheless, a threefold person. The best |
can express it is to say tha Yahweh is a sngle Eternd Being who exidts in three modes of
exigence smultaneoudy. Cadl this belief what you will. The fact is it is what the Bible teeches.
The question then becomes this: how do we reconcile the fact that the Bible emphaticaly dates,
and otherwise indicates, that Y ahweh is only one, and yet it seemsto indicate that He dwellsin
three modes of existence at the same time?

Thisiswhet | attempted to explain in my origina notes on this subject. 'Y ou may want to review
them, or request afree copy if you do not have them.

Briefly stated, those notes basicaly say the following things. Y ahweh is the infinite Spirit Being
in whom, from whom, and by whom the entire universe exists. Being Infinite He is, therefore,
invisble and cannot be seen. In His infinity, as the Unfathomable One, He is unknown, being
the Light unto whom none can approach (I Tim 6:16). However, He makes Himself known to
His angelic creation through His eternd process of generdting, or birthing forth, from His Infinite
Being, His Living Word, who is with Him as ancther, and yet, never being totaly separated
from Him, but ever flowing out of His Infinite substance, is fill Him.

John 1:1 says “...the Word was with Yahweh, and the Word was Yahweh” (or, literdly,
“Y ahweh was the Word”). Asthe Word, Yahweh is seen in heaven by the angels. (I bdieve it
was the Word that adso appeared to men prior to the incarnation as “the angd of his
presence’.) With this incorporeal mode of existence caled the “Word of Yahweh” (or
“Expresson of Yahweh’), He aso sends forth the totaly unseen presence whereby He
expresses Himsdf by being fdt, sensed, or experienced in the effective working of His power.

Yahweh (1) as He is totally unseegble and unapproachable, (2) Yahweh as He expresses
Himsdf in the form in which He is seen created spirit beings, and (3) Yahweh as He is not seen
by any, but is experienced by the sense of His presence and manifestation of His power is not




three separate persons, but one person smultaneoudy exiging in these three modes of
exigence.

The Trinitarian view when expressed in one way is redly a form of Oneness even if usng
different terminology. But as it is understood and taught by many, perhagps by most who cal
themsdlves Trinitarian, it is pure polytheism. On the other hand the Oneness of Yahweh as
taught by some others is redly Unitarianism, for it denies the basic daty of Yahshua the
Messiah. Oneness as taught by certain others who do not recognize that Y ahweh existsin more
than one mode of exigence dl at the same time, but say He switches (back and forth) from one
mode of exigence to ancther, is what is cdled dynamic modaism, and is inconsstent with
numerous part of the Bible.

However, whatever titles have been hung on the various views is irrdevant.  The important
question is not what anyone cdls it. The important question is what the Bible, the only absolute
authority in such matters, teaches about it. (An even more important question is this. do we
know Him persondly, and experience Hiswork, in our persond lives through His Son, Y ahshua
the Messiah?)

His word definitely teaches that Yahweh isone. Thisisthe basic creed of true biblica Judaism
(the worship of Yah) as found in the “Shemd’- the “Hear O'lsradl”- and elsewhere. Yet the
Bible dso clearly shows that He does have intercommunication within Himself as a multifaceted,
infinite being. What | see as the correct explanation for, and reconciliation of, these two facts
that seem contradictory to each other according to the thinking of some is explained somewhat
inmy notesHear O'lsrad ...Yahweh IsOne. | believe | received my basic understanding on
this matter by direct revelation in answer to prayer. Of course, each person will have to decide
for himsdlf or hersdf whether or not he or she believes my explanation is correct. | strongly
urge you to earnestly ask Y ahweh to give you clear understanding of this matter.

In another course of study, that I am now in the process of preparing, | hope to be able to
present a much more in depth study on this subject including the detailed Bible facts about the
Father, Son and Holy Spirit from the standpoint of seeing what the whole Bible says on this
subject. Those who only accept that part, or those parts, of the Bible that they agree with fall
into a different camp atogether than | choose to be part of.

In this fairly short paper | will dedl with those categories of objections that have thus far been
presented to me. As dready stated, | truly believe the basic stand | teach on this subject came
to me by revelation in answer to prayer. Tha was many, many years ago, and | have found
nothing since to give me reason to think otherwise. (I have snce found comments of others
expressing the same thing at least to some extent.) Even though | believe this basic matter came
to me by the Spirit of revelation, nevertheless, snce we humans can be mistaken about our
experiences, as well as about our logic, and since the Bible is the only absolute authority, | il
seek to maintain an open mind. Therefore, | invite any input anyone desiresto give.

Yahweh Speaking Within Himself



The first category of objections given againg this teaching comes from those verses that indicate
that Y ahweh uses plura pronouns when spesking within Himsdlf. Such passages are Gen. 1.26;
3:22; & 11:7. Let'slook at the parts of those passages that trouble some. (I will use the
K.JV. with no other changes other than putting the Creator's name back where it rightfully
belongs.)

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

When this verse is congdered in the light of verse 27, “So God crested man in his own image,
in the image of God created he him; mae and female crested he them,” and other scriptures, it
isclear that Heis not talking to angels or any other agents, but was talking to, or within, Himself.
In verse 26 He says, “let us” and “in our image’, whereas, verse 27 says “in His own image,
in the image of God (Elohim) crested He Him.”  So we see plural pronouns when He is
gpeaking within Himsdlf, but sngular when He is spoken of by the ingpired writer.

No place in the Bible are angds mentioned as taking part in cregtion. They are cdled
“ministering spirits sent forth to minister for them who shdl be heirs of sdvation.” (Heb. 1:14)
Genesis chapter 2 shows Y ahweh directly creating man. Also, nowhere are angels said to be in
the image of Yahweh. It istrue that they are cdled “the sons of Elohim” in Job 1.6, but that is
subject to interpretation, for it does not necessitate the conclusion that they are in the image of
Elohim, but only that Y ahweh brought them as intdligent beings into exigence. Since man isin
the image of Y ahweh, and Y ahshua took on Him the nature of man, but not that of the angdls,
then, it appearsthat angels fal into a different category. (cf. Heb. 2:16)

So, again, what do we find in these verses? We find that Elohim (Y ahweh) says, “let us make
man in our image...” usng plura pronouns within Himsdf. But when the ingpired writer spesks
of Him, we notice that he says, “So God crested man in His own image,” not in “their own
image.” The writer isinspired to speak of Yahweh in the singular, while Y ahweh spesks within
His own being, within His own sdf, in the plurdl.

It should be obvious, then, that Y ahweh has a plurdity of some kind to His divine nature, but at
the same time is only a sngle being. If He were more than one being (two, or three for
example), then, the writer would have used a plurad pronoun in spesking of Him. Although
Y ahweh sometimes spesks using plurd pronouns within Himsalf, He never spesks of Himsdlf as
“we’, or “us’, to those outsde Himsdlf, nor do any of the inspired writers speak of Him as
“they”, or “them”, or by using any other plurd terms.

Gen. 3. 22 (“And the Yahweh God said, Behold, the man is become as one of us, to know
good and evil.”) and Gen. 11.7 (wherein He says, “Go to, let us go down”) fdl into the same
category (dthough in these instances He could have been speaking to some angels).

What we can conclude from these or any smilar type of passagesisthat Yahweh is of anature
that He can and does communicate within Himsdf, yet is fill sngular outside Himself. Because
He dwdls in more than one mode of existence at the same time, He can speak, or commune,
with Himsdf; He can act as a multifaceted being.  (Incidentaly, we even find further that
Y ahweh's Spirit, though normally spoken of in the singular is spoken of as a sevenfold Spirit, as



“the seven Spirits of Yahweh.” - Rev. 45 & 5:6 Sacred Name supplied) The nature of
Y ahweh is not something we can fully understand.

“The secret things belong unto Yahweh...”(Deut. 29:29). However, we do know what is
revedled. It is reveded that Yahweh is one, but, nevertheess, spesks in the plurd within
Himsdf in away that indicates He has a nature that is in some way multiple.  He says “I am
Yahweh ...”, not “We are Yahweh..” (eg. Isa. 42:8) Yet as we have seen He dso says such
things as, “Let us... our image’, etc.

If He were afamily of two or more beings, merely going by “Yahweh”, or “Elohim”, as afamily
name, as some clam, plurd pronouns would still be used of Him and by Him when He spesks
of Himsdf to others. When spegking of a family as a single group you can speek of it in the
gngular. You can say, for ingance, “Where is the family?’, and answer by saying, “It is over
there” But you can dso say, “They are the family,” or, the family can say, “We are the family”.
In the one case you are speaking of the family as agroup. In the other you are spegking of the
individuals who make up the family. Yahweh is never addressed in such a manner, as “they”,
nor does Yahweh say “We’, because He is not a group of individud beings, but one single
Divine Being.

Now let’s look at some other passages that some people fed contradict the idea of Yahweh
being only One.

Wisdom as Seen in Proverbs 8:22-31

Proverbs 8:22-31 speaks of wisdom and personifies her. Some believe this is spesking of the
pre-incarnate Word and that since it spesks of the day in which wisdom was brought forth, etc.,
this shows that the Word is a separate person brought forth sometime in the past. However,
firg of dl they are garting with an assumption that this is spesking of an actua person, rather
than just personifying wisdom by using a figure of speech in making wisdom take on persondity
trats.  You can hardly build doctrine on such grounds as that, i.e, stating with a pure
assumption.

Neverthdess, if we were to grant that this passage in spesking of wisdom was using her as an
andogy of the pre-incarnate Word (which of course cannot be certain a dl) what would we
find? We would find in verses 22, 23 wisdom saying, “Y ahweh possessed me in the beginning
of his way, before his works of old. | was set up from everlagting, from the beginning, or ever
the earth was” Wl what does dl that mean? Think about it.  When was the “beginning of
His’ ,i.e. Yahweh's, “way?’ He has dways existed.

What about the statements wherein wisdom says, “I was brought forth?” Was there ever a
time Yahweh did not have wisdom? Of course not. Wisdom has aways been as long as
Yahweh has exiged, which, of coursg, is eterndly. So if this is, taking about wisdom as
symbalizing the Word which “was with Yahweh, and ..was Yahweh”, and then the “Word”

has been with Him from dl Eternity.



We cannot even say for a certainty that it is usng wisdom to typify the Word, dthough it could
be. But we do know that John 1:1 says, “In the beginning was the Word...”, not, “In the
beginning the Word came into existence’ (as if there was a time the Word did not exist).
Remember it dso says, in keeping with Yahweh being only One person, but yet being a
compound person, that “the Word was with Y ahweh, and the Word was Yahweh” (literdly,
“and Yahweh was the Word”). In comparing this to wisdom, if you like, the Word, just like
wisdom, was and isan integrd part of Y ahweh.

What about the statement, “1 was set up from everlagting?  What can that mean? It can only
mean wisdom always exised. Has Yahweh aways exised? Of course He has. Was there
ever atime He did not have wisdom? Of course not.

Proverbs30:4 - “What IsHis Son’s Name”

How about Proverbs 30:4 which says, “..what is his name, and what is his son’s name...?
Doesn't this seem to indicate that Yahweh had a son even before Yahshua the Messah was
born in Bethlehem? If so, how do you explain it? There are two possihilities of which | am
aware.

Some think this is spesking propheticdly in anticipation of the birth of the Messah, or just
gpesking concerning His name, which of course was known and existed from the beginning.
(You might dso congder the fact that the Bible says He was dain from the foundeation of the
world. Rev. 13:8, indicating that from Y ahweh'’s standpoint the man Y ahshua was known even
before birth in Bethlehem.)

The other view isthe one | believe to be correct. Asde from the birth of Y ahshua the Messiah
who was the Word made flesh, there was and is the eternd generation or birthing forth of the
Word as the eternal Son of Yahweh. | compare it to the shinning forth of the glory of the sun.
How long has the sun birthed forth its rays? Ever since it has existed. How long has Y ahweh
shone forth in the radiance of His glory, which iswhat the Word (Y ahshug) is called in Hebrews
1:3? Yahweh's radiance or glory has ever shinned forth. Since there is redly no time eement
with Y ahweh, the Living Word of Y ahweh emanating from Him from al Eternity, is and has
eternaly been, His Son. This is the same one who became flesh and dwelt among us as
Immeanud - El with us

Keep in mind that the rays of the sun, dthough distinguishable from the source which produce
that light, are in a sense a the same time identified with the source is as it shines out. The rays
of the sun are to us the sun, as is the energy we fed coming with and in thoserays. So dso the
Word which has from eternity been birthed forth from Yahweh, is in one way disinguishable
from the Infinite Source (Yahweh), but is a the same time that which is coming out of the
Y ahweh as the Source reproducing Himself in another mode whereby He is expressed out of,
or within, Hisinfinity. Thus the Word is Y ahweh dways manifesting Himsdlf in this other mode



in which He amultaneoudy exids. (Please reread this paragraph over dowly, carefully, and
perhaps you will be able to get agood grasp on this whole matter.)

Smply put, Proverbs 30:4, if it is indicating that Y ahweh had a son from the beginning (as the
Word) does not necessitate that the son is a separate entity from the Father. The Father,
Y ahweh, is Infinite Spirit who dwells not in time, but in eternity. That which He produces out of
Himsdf is the actud coming forth of the manifestation of His own Eternd Life and substance.
This Expresson or Word of Y ahweh has been generating out of Him ever since He has existed
(just like the light of the sun has been coming from it ever sinceit hasexisted). This same Word
became the “Only begotten Son” in flesh to dwell among men by the combination of that
“Eternd Life’ and “the seed of woman®. Any existence of His Son prior to that incarnation
would have to be Yahweh producing His Word out of Himself done, as His own substance
eterndly coming forth from Him (as an expression of Himsdf in another mode) so that He exigts
in more than one mode of existence Smultaneoudy.

Y ahweh had crested Sons, as the angdls and Adam were. But in the spirit realm He could only
birth a Son by His own substance coming forth from Him. Y et He could lose nothing of Himself
in doing s0. He could not separate His substance from Himsdf. Nor could the substance of
the Son be different from that of the Father. Therefore, His Son in one sense would be with
Him, but at the same time would actudly be Him, in another, though inseparable, mode of
exigence. Prov. 30:4 in no way conflicts with the pure Oneness of Yahweh. He is One even
though dwelling from al eternity in more than one mode of existence.

Daniel 7:13-14 “One Like The Son of Man”

Danid 7:13-14 speaks of One like unto the Son of Man coming unto the Ancient of Days. This
is clearly a prophetic picture of the Messah coming as glorified man unto the Eternal Being as
He, Yahweh, is manifested in heaven. 1 Tim 3:16 speaks thus, “And without controversy great
is the mystery of godliness He was manifest in the flesh, judtified in the Spirit, seen of angds,
preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the world, received up into glory.” As Yahweh
manifest in the flesh, even with a glorified body, Heis dill the man Yahshuathe Messiah. Heis
seen here coming to Y ahweh who in His non-corporeal Spirit form is seated on the throne as
the Ancient of Days.

This One, on the throne, isthe Father of Y ahshua, which is none other than Y ahweh as He Has
manifested Himsdf from the beginning as the Word, which Word in turn became the man
Y ahshua while not ceasing to exist as the Word, or as the Eternd Life, outsde of the man
Yahshua Thisiswhat Yahshua meant when He sad, “I dwell in the Father and the Father in
me.” The Father, Yahweh, wasin Him, yet He was adso outsde of Him.

To understand this passage, and every other passage which makes a digtinction
between Y ahweh in the flesh, and Y ahweh non-bodily, you first have to see Y ahweh as Father,
Word, and Holy Spirit prior to the birth of the man Y ahshua the Messiah. In this relationship



the “Father” is Yahweh in His infinite mode of existence in which we read He is unable to be
seen or gpproached unto. (1 Tim. 6:16) Asthe“Word”, Heis ill Y ahweh, but Yahweh asHe
eterndly shines out of, or hirths forth from, Himsdf smultaneoudy in another, non-corpored,
but spiritudly visble, mode of exisence in which He is expressed to and seen by other spirit
beings. Asthe “Holy Spirit”, it is ill Yahweh as another smultaneous mode of existence by
which He manifests Himsdlf in His power in, through, and from His Word.

The key to understanding is to see that, athough it is Yahweh who produces the Word, the
Word does not separate from Yahweh. He continudly, exigs as eterndly emanating from
Yahweh, and as being Yahweh manifested in another mode, without Y ahweh ceasing to fully
exig in the mode of His Infinity which is the Fountain Head or Source of the Word, and in the
mode of the Holy Spirit that proceeds forth from Y ahweh with, in, and from the Word.  This,
the Spirit, is as the energy (or power) of the sun that comes from the sun with, in, and from the
light rays of the sun.

Also one must see that, dthough the Word became flesh in the womb of the virgin mother by
the Holy Spirit, the Word manifest in flesh is not disunited from the Word as till continuing to
dwdl in the heavens, but, neverthdess, exids in this new form in the dement of time as a man.
Thus dthough the man Yahshua the Messiah, is “the fullness of deity bodily”?, Yahweh's
fullness dill exids outsde of the man Yahshua as well. Although the man Y ahshua the Messiah
is the Word “made flesh”?, the Word does not cease to exist outside of Him. Although
Y ahshuais “the Eternd Life ...made manifest unto us’®, Yahweh's Eternd Life did not cesse to
exig outsde of Him. Heisthe fullness of Y ahweh, but He is the fullness dwelling bodily.

If you can grasp this, then you should aso be able to see how it is that the Word, as Yahweh in
that mode by which He manifests Himsdf on the throne of the universe in heaven was
worshipped by the Word made flesh, that is, by the man Y ahshuathe Messah. He was looked
up to as the Heavenly Father out of whom Yahshua came, and as such He was prayed to.
Then, when Yahshua was glorified, in His resurrected body He went into heaven, and came
unto the ancient of days who, as the manifestation or Expresson of Y ahweh in the heaven, is,
therefore, the Word non-corpored. Y ahweh is the Infinite, unseen, ungpproachable One, who
manifests Himsdlf in the heavens by His Ever-living Word, and on the earth by His Word made
flesh, by which (as the Son of Y ahweh) He became our Sdvation.

Rev. 3:14 “The Beginning of the Creation of Yahweh”

Now let's look a Rev 3:14. Here we find Y ahshua describing Himself as, “...the beginning of
the creation of Yahweh.” What does this mean? Some would have us bdieve it means that,
before He came to exist as the man Y ahshua, He was the first creature Y ahweh created, and
that, then, He made everything dse so that, thereby, Yahweh made dl things through Him.

Cal. 2:9
2John 1:14
% John 1:1,2; 5:20



That is definitely not what is being said here. Yahshua is not a crested being. He entered into
the crestion ream only through the miracle of the virgin birth. The words trandated here as “the
beginning” are the Greek words “ho arche’, and “arche’ is sometimes trandated as
“principdity” (8 times, in fact).

This means that Yahshuais “the head’ or “the principdity” of the creation of Yahweh. Asthe
Living Word of Yahweh, He is the one by whom Yahweh created dl things. The NIV
trandates this as, “the ruler of God's creation”’, and the NRSV as “the origin of God's
cregtion.” One of the meanings of “arche’ as given by Strong is “magidrate’. He is “the
magidrate of the creation of Yahweh” All of these teems mean the heading up, or
superintending, of Yahweh's creation as He which began Yahweh's cregtion, rather than His
being the first thing Y ahweh created. By no meansis He a crested being. Heis never said to be
created. HeisYahweh with Yahweh. (John 1:1) He created dl things, and only from outsde
of that creetion entered into it by being born into it by Divine birth.

Col. 1:15-19 “The Firstborn of Every Creature”

Col 1:15-19 spesks of Him like this: “Who is the image of the invisble God, the firstborn of
every cregture: For by him were dl things creeted, that are in heaven, and that are in earth,
visbleand invisble.." Verse 16 say, “...dl things were creasted by him, and for him.” Some
take the phrase “firstborn of every creature’ aso to mean He is a created being, and the first
such. They take it to mean He is separate from Yahweh. However, nether of these thingsis
sad here. In fact, from what is said here and from other scriptures He can neither be the first
thing created, nor separate from Yahweh. He is the firstborn, not the first created, of every
Cresture.

Being the firstborn (“prototokos’) of every cresture is explained not in the sense that
He is a creature, but that He preceded every creature (i.e. in His eternd generation from the
Fether, as explained previoudy) so that dl things could be made by him and for Him. Thisis
what is said of Yahweh in Rev. 4:11 where we read, “Thou art worthy, O Y ahweh, to receive
glory and honor and power: for thou hast created al things, and for thy pleasure they are and
were created.” All the creatures, including man, were origindly not born, but created. On the
other hand, the term “firstborn” indicates He came out of Yahweh as Yahweh, just as any
man' s firstborn comes out of man as man. Thus He was Y ahweh “with Y ahweh” as the Word,
or the Eterna Son of Y ahweh, as dready explained. Actudly the Greek says, “the Firgtborn of
al cregtion”, and as the Jamieson, Fausset, and Brown commentary says it, “Trandate
[protokos pases ktiseis|, ‘ Begotten before every creature,” as the context gives reason why He
isso designated.” (Vol. VI, pg. 441, 1945 edition)

Y ahweh said He done, by Himsdlf, created the heaven and the earth.  In Isaiah 44:24
He says, “... | am Yahweh that maketh al things, that stretcheth forth the heavens aone; that
spreadeth abroad the earth by myself.”. This clearly indicates that He had no separate agent,
or helper, with Him doing the cregtion. Therefore, snce He made al this by and for Himsdf



(this verse, Rev. 4:11, e d.) and yet it says here in Col 1:16 concerning Y ahshua that “dl
things were made by Him and for Him,” Yahshuais Yahweh. Thisiswhat John 1:1 says, and
other scripturesteach aswall.

Some atempt to make this refer to the new creation, rather than the existing one, but that is
pure assumption. It is twigting the word. It is adding to its plain satement by, in effect,
inserting the word “new’

Y ahshua being “the Beginning”, or “the Magidrate’, or “the Principdity”, of “the creetion of
Yahweh” (as“arche’ means), and His being the “firstborn of dl creation” in the sense of being
born prior to creation (by eternal generation) in no way contradicts, but actualy re-enforces
what the ret of the Bible says as| have presented its teaching.

| Cor. 15:58 “Then Shall The Son ...Be Subject”

Some say | Cor. 15:58 shows Yahshua is not one with Yahweh, as Yahweh being one
individua being. Here we reed, “And when al things shdl be subdued unto him, then shal the
Son dso himsef be subject unto him that put dl things under him, that God may be dl in dl.”
The reasoning of some is that if He and the Father are One, and yet not two separate
individuds, then how can He become subject unto “God’, who is His Father. The key to
understanding, again, is the recognition tha as the man Yahshua the Messah, there is a
diginction between Him and “God’, even though He is Himsdf “God’. He is “God”, but
“God” manifest in the flesh.  Heis fully man, yet He retains deity first by inheritance as born of
Y ahweh ( Heb. 1:4) and by virtue of having the infinite supply of the Spirit of Y ahweh joined to
His human spirit from the time of His birth (John 3:34 cf. | Cor. 6:17).

As such He is digtinguished from that mode of manifetaion of the Infinite Y ahweh who, as the
ancient of days, is seated on the throne of heaven. However, after dl things are put under
Yahshua's feet, He will then take His rightful place as being united to the Word as seen in
heaven. Hewill no longer appear separately in His glorified body, as seated next to the Magesty
on High, but will be seen united, in that glorified body, to the non-corporeal mode of the
exigence of Y ahweh.

Try to picture the form of a man being superimposed on the brilliant Light, which is'Y ahweh (as
| saw inavison of my mind yearsago). Think of seeing aform of man superimposed upon the
sun, and you will have the picture of what | Cor. 15:28 is saying will bein that day. There will
then not be Yahweh as manifest in the flesh seen separate from Y ahweh in the non-corpored
gopearance as manifest to the angels in heaven, but Yahweh seen as completdy one. He
indeed is now completely one, but is not fully manifested so, as will be the case when the
corpored and non-corpored shdl be seen s0 joined. Yahweh is the Light unto which non can
goproach. He is seen in brilliancy in the non-corporea form as “the ancient of Days’ in the
heavens with the “flesh and bones’ glorified body of Y ahshua next to Him.
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In that day the non-corpored form of “the Ancient of Days’, the glorified body of Y ahshua,
and the Light will dl be seen asone. Zechariah 14:9 gives an indication of this. “And the LORD
shdl be king over dl the earth: in that day shall there be one LORD, and his name one.”

Consider what it means when it says, “then shdl the Son Himsdf be subject unto Him.... that
God may be dl indl.” Obvioudy the “Him” is 'Y ahweh, the Elohim of Isradl. |sYahshua not
now subject unto the Father, and has He not dways been 0, in the sense of being in submission
to HIm? Yes, of course. So to be subject (Gr. “hupotasso”, “to arrange, or stand, under”)
must here be used to bring a different idea than just in subjection to, as the norma meaning of
being ranked under. What it meansiswhat | have said. The humanity will no longer be seen as
separate, but will be superimposed upon the divinity.

In Rev. 22:3,4 we read, “And there shal be no more curse: but the throne of God and of the
Lamb shdl be in it; and his servants shdl serve him: And they shdl see his face; and his name
shdl be in their foreheads” This will be after dl enemies are put under His feet. Then, as you
can see from this verse, there will be one throne, one face, and one name “of God and of the
Lamb.” All gppearance of being separate, and dl functioning as though separate, will have
ceased. The Lamb shall take His rightful place as “the King of Kings and Lord of Lords’, as
He is, the “Only potentate’, being One with the Father in the fullest sense, as the rest of the
Bible teaches. The humanity that He has taken upon Himsdf will then be seen as fully united to

the deity in al aspects.
John 5:37 “The Father ...Sent Me”

John 5:37 says, “And the Father himsdlf, which hath sent me, hath borne witness of me. Ye
have neither heard hisvoice a any time, nor seen hisshape.” Some find aproblem in this verse.
But if you understand what | have taught there should be no problem. The key again to this,
and any smilar verse, is the fact that as the man, Yahshua the Messiah, we have Yahweh
manifest in the flesh. As such, thet is, as the Son of man, Heis till dso the Son of Yah. But as
the Son of man he is now subject unto, and worships Yahweh. Heis sent by Yahweh, hears
Y ahweh's voice, €tc., etc.

It isnot His flesh or humanity that makes Him Y ahweh, but (1) His origin both in eternity and, as
born of the Holy Spirit in time, as the very Eternd Life of Y ahweh made flesh, and (2) the fact
that He does not have the Spirit by measure, but has the full and complete, measureless, union
of His human spirit with Yahweh out of whom, and by whom, He was born, that makes Him
Y ahweh manifest in the flesh. The body is only the temple in which He dwells with His entire
human nature as born of the Holy Spirit. As man He is fully subject to Yahweh. As glorified,
His body is taken into the divine glory, but gill remains separate in gppearance and function until
thet find day.

John 14:23 “We Will Come And Make Our Abode..."
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John 14:23, “Jesus answered and said unto him, 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.”  Though
some find this verse to be againgt the oneness teaching, when taken in context of the previous
verses it merely shows the unity of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. When the Spirit comes to
indwell us as verse 16 indicates, it is, nevertheless Messah Himsdf coming as verse 18 shows,
and, yet it is not only Messiah coming in, and with, the Spirit, but a the same time it is He and
the Father as this verse, 23, shows. Thus, when (as stated in Col. 1:27) it is “Messiah in us’,
we are, thereby, dso the temples of the Holy Spirit (I Cor 6:19) and thus it is Y ahweh who
dwellsin us as*aFather unto” us (11 Cor 6:16-18).

| suppose this verse (23) has been presented as an objection, because of the term “We’. B,
as previoudy explained (concerning | Cor 15:28), it is as the man Yahshua tha there is a
digtinction made between Yahweh in the flesh, and Yahweh incorpored, thet is, outsde of a
physica body. This didinction will continue, even while Messiah is in His glorified body, which
(though made to have eternd spirit life rather than physica blood life) is till “flesh, and bones’,
(though not “flesh and blood”, which is purely physicd). That He has flesh and bones in His
resurrection body, even though it is glorified, is seen from Luke 24:39: “Behold my hands and
my fedt, that it is| mysdf: handle me, and see; for a spirit hath not flesh and bones, as ye see me
have.”

This digtinction between Y ahweh incarnate and Y ahweh incorpored will continue, as previoudy
consdered, until the day when, dl things are put under His feet, and “then shdl the Son dso
Himsdlf be subject unto Him that put dl things under Him, that God may be dl indl.” Agan, as
dready explained, this does not mean the Son, the man Y ahshua the Messiah, is not under
submission or subjection to the Father, and has dways been so snce the day of His birth in the
flesh.

It should require no proof that He has dways be in submisson and subjection in that sense. The
Son becoming subject to the Father, therefore, must mean something other than that. The key
words are “that God may be dl in dl.” Then, in that day, a digtinction will no longer be seen,
but we will see the Son in full unity with the Father. We will see the Son in the Father, even
with His bodily appearance. It is as though the Son goes back into the Father without losing or
dissolving His body. We may not know fully what this means, but we do know, as we have
seen, that Rev. 22: 3 & 4 identifies “Y ahweh and the Lamb” as fully one in that day, with one
throne, one face, and one name, o that the servants of “Yahweh and the Lamb” are not
spoken of as “their servants’, but as “His servants’, with the “His’ referring back to Y ahweh
and the Lamb.” It is"Histhrone", "His servants’, "His face", and "His name", with each pronoun
"His' referring back to
"Y ahweh and the Lamb" a the beginning of the verse.

So then, in the meantime, any verses that give the appearances of separation between the Father
and the Son, are merdly distinguishing between the man Y ahshua as Elohim manifest in the flesh,
and Elohim as He has eterndly existed without a physcad body. The didtinction between the



Father and the Son alows for the fact that the “Father is greater than” the Son (John 14:28),
and many amilar distinctions between the man Y ahshua Messiah and Y ahweh (both before and
after glorification), but does not, however, mean there is a separation, for the Father is in the
Son and the Son isin the Father (John 14:10,11).

John 17:5 “Glorify Thou Me With Thine Own Self”

John 17:5 is another verse which shows a digtinction, because of the humanity of the Son, yet
does not mean there is a separation into more than one person in Yahweh. Again, the key to
undergtanding al such verses is to keep in mind that Yahshua the Messiah, dthough He is
Y ahweh manifest in the flesh, is human and came into exigence in a pecific time in higory,
while Y ahweh other than as Heis incarnate in Messiah has existed eterndly. It isaso important
to remember that dthough Messah is “the Word” (of Yahweh), and “the Eternd Life" (of
Y ahweh), made flesh, not dl of Yahweh'sWord or al of His Eternd Life was made flesh asfar
as quantity is concerned, but only in full quaity.  Another way of putting it is to say that, in
Messiah “dwelleth dl the fullness of the Godhead bodily” (Cal. 2:9), but, nevertheless, Y ahweh,
in dl His fullness, dso ill dwels non-bodily. Surely no one will deny this, if they have any
reasonable understanding of scripture.

Congder this.  Although Yahweh isinfinite so that “the heaven of heavens cannot contain Him”,
and yet Has a (non-physicd) form in heaven cdled “the ancient of days’, so dso through
Y ahshua the Messiah, Y ahweh came to have a flesh and blood body so that He could shed His
own blood (Acts 20:28) for the remisson of our dns, and now has a glorified (“flesh and
bones’) body in and through Messiah who is till His fullness dwelling bodily.

| Cor. 10:4 “That Spiritual Rock ...Was Messiah”

As afind verse that seems to cause some who correctly believe the Messah is Y ahweh, and
that He existed before becoming the man Yahshua, to think that He must be a separate
individua from the Father, let's examine | Cor. 10:4: “And did dl drink the same spiritud drink:
for they drank of that spiritud Rock that followed them: and that Rock was Christ.”  The
thought to them seems to be that since Yahweh was in heaven, and the Rock, which was
Messah was on earth, there must be two individuals who are Y ahweh, two who are Elohim.
For one thing, however, notice that the rock is called “that spiritual rock that followed them.”
This, therefore, does not necessarily mean that a literd rock followed them, or that the Rock
Paul was speaking of was the same as the rock Moses struck (and later struck again) to bring
forth physical water. That rock was, no doubt, to be atype of Messiah. It indeed was such
until Moses struck it a second time, instead of just speeking to it asingructed.

However, Yahweh Himsdf is cdled our Rock. Look a these words in Deut. 32:3/4:
“Because | will publish the name of Yahweh: ascribe ye greatness unto our God. He is the
Rock ...”.  Yahweh went with them in the wilderness. (Exodus 33:14, “And he said, My
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presence shal go with thee...”) Thus Yahweh, the Rock, went with them. Yet Paul says
Messiah was that Rock, identifying Him with Y ahweh.

Does this make two Yahweh's, or two individuals who are Y ahweh? Since we know Y ahweh
is omnipresent, why should we need to make such a concluson when the scripture says,
“Y ahweh is One?’

The Bible clearly says that Yahweh gppeared unto Moses in the burning bush, and it was
Y ahweh who gave him the Ten Commandments on Snai. Yet it dso says in each case it that
was the angel (or messenger) of Yahweh. (Acts 7:35,38) He also appeared to Abraham, but
appeared as three men in that case (two of whom we know were angels). Gen. 18:1,2
compared with Gen. 18:22 and 19:1

| repest, Yahweh who is infinite and omnipresent, whom “the heaven and heaven of heavens’
cannot contain, nevertheess, sts on a throne in heaven as the ancient of days. The ancient of
days is Yahweh. Cannot this same Yahweh at the same time dso gppear on earth in what is
caled “atheophany”? Can He not appear as a man with two other angels, or as the angels, or
as a Rock? Cannot Yahweh cause something caled His face or presence to be the angd or
messenger of His presence, or the angd of His face as the Hebrew says (who can even be

worshipped)?

Do not “the secret things belong unto Yahweh”? Do we know dl the mysteries about Him?
Y ahweh is the One who says, “I| Am What | AM”, or as some scholars understand it, “1 Will
BeWhat | will B€’ (cf. Jamieson, Fausset, and Brown commentary on Ex. 3:14).

Once more let me summarize in this manner. (1) In one mode of existence Y ahweh is Infinite,
and as such He is unseeable and unagpproachable. (2) He dso smultaneoudy has within His
Infinite Being amode of existence whereby He isreveded, in spirit form, in the heavens. Thisis
diginguishable from, but not cut off or separated from, His Infinity. This is cdled “the
Word’ (and the Ancient of Days). “The Word was with Y ahweh, and the Word was Y ahweh”
(or “Yahweh was the Word”). Thus far we see One Infinite Being, but two modes of
exisence. Through the Word, while not vacating heaven’s throne, Y ahweh made appearances
asthe angd, or by the angd, of His presence.

Isaiah 63:8,9 says this, “For he said, Surely they are my people, children that will not lie so he
wasther Savior. Indl ther affliction He was afflicted, and the angel of his presence saved
them: in hislove and in his pity he redeemed them; and he bare them, and carried them al the
days of old.” If you read this passage, and the previous verses, and have any discernment in
scripture, you should be able to see that “the angd of His presence’ isin redity Him. However,
there is no reason to believe He was not Hill in heaven, while manifesting Himself on earth as an
angel, amessenger.

Cannot Y ahweh send His presence in whatever form He chooses? Could we not properly call
that presence, a messenger of His, i.e, an angd, since that is what He sends of, and as,
Himself? Could He not even have a separate created angelic being that He puts His presence
with in such away that Heisin that angd (His nameisin that angd)? We don't know whet al
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the secrets of His workings are, but we know any of these things are possble. They are
possible without causing Him to become more than One Being within His infinity.

So, then, why can't He who is called the Rock, and went with them, be the Rock that followed
them in the wilderness?  If He was that Rock that followed them, and, as we read, is their
Savior, He is ultimately aso the one who as the Word (who was with Yahweh and was
Yahweh) was made flesh as the Messiah of Israd our Savior. So this passage is not a
problem, but is merely a confirmation that Messiah the Rock is Y ahweh the Rock of Isradl.

The Error of Trying to Apply Physical Laws to Yahweh

Where the problems with this, or any other passage, come in is with the falure of people to
grasp how that Yahweh can be fundamentaly One and yet Hill be, in some sense, more than
One. Thisisdue to the fact that they try to apply dl human limitations, and the fundamenta's of
the physica universe and physica laws, to the Infinite Spirit Being, Yahweh. You just cannot
do this, because the Infinite, Eternd, Unfathomable One is not governed by naturad physica
laws. Inthefind andyssit is not aquestion of how it can be that Y ahweh is One and yet have
amultiplicity within that oneness, but just a question of is it true according to a correct andyss
of the scriptures? | believe | have shown in my papers and teaching that it is.

The scriptures clearly teach that He is One. Every pronoun Y ahweh uses to spesk of Himsdlf

to those outside of Himsdf is singular. Every pronoun used in spesking of Him by the inspired

writers is Sngular.  Singular pronouns without question refer to an individua being, not to a
multiplicity of beings. However, when spesking within Himsdf he is shown to use plurd

pronouns, and in other ways shows He has some type of plurdity. Since Heis singular as dll

pronouns used of Him, or by Him in spesking of Himself to others, indicate, and yet spesks
within Himsdf with plurd pronouns, we must conclude that He exists not as multiple separate
beings, but as a sngle individud who has some kind of plurdity within that Sngular individudity.

Once again, let me emphasize that one of the main things you need to do in order to understand
this teaching is to keep a clear digtinction between the humanity that Y ahweh took upon Himsdf
in the Messiah, as the Word made flesh (the Eternd Life made manifest unto men) and Y ahweh
as He yet continued to exist outsde of the humanity of Y ahshuathe Messiah.

The Word or Expression of Yahweh existed before the birth of Y ahshua the Messiah, not as a
separae Being from Yahweh, but as Yahweh with Yahweh. He exided as the Eternd

Expresson of the totally unknowable, unseeable Person who is the Infinity from, and in, Whom
al things cameto exis. AsYahweh eterndly expressed, He is like the shinning forth of the sun.

That brightness of the sun is distinguishable from the source which producesiit in the sense thet it

is that which the sun generates or produces, but at the same timeit is till the sun as the continua

outflowing of what is being expressed or produced of its own substance.

Of course we are limited in our understanding of Infinity. Infinity is not the physica universe, but
is The Living Onein whom the universe exigs. Y ahweh isinfinite. Y ou could properly say Heis
Infinity. He is aso cdled the Light unto which none can approach. How then can He be seen
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or expeienced? He is dso Spirit. Within His Infinity, shinning out of His invisble,
unapproachable Spirit Being, He begets or emanates an Expresson or Word of Himself by
which He can be known to the spirit beings He creates (cherubim, sergphim, angels of dl
orders). Infinity is His primary, or source, mode of existence as that from which His other
modes of existence are generated in the eternd past, present, and future.

Thus the Word is another, smultaneous, mode of existence as the Visible Expresson of His
person and substance (visible to other spirit beings). The Holy Spirit is yet another Smultaneous
mode of His existence which coming forth from Him aong with and from the Word, expresses
His active power as His unseen presence.  Thus, before the man Y ahshua Messiah was born,
there was One Infinite Eternd Persond Being, Yahweh, who dweling in three smultaneous
modes of existence was expressed in His character, and beauty, in the form He has in heaven
unto the realm of spirit beings which He brings into existence, and in times past unto mankind in
the forms He chose to take by His Living Word, and in power by His Holy Spirit.

Findly, in the man Yahshua the Messah, Yahweh took upon Himsdf humanity. He took an
actud physica body and human nature with dl human faculties and frailties. This happened by
the Word of Yahweh, dso cdled the Eterna Life, becoming a baby within the womb of the
virgin mother, Miriam (“Mary”), and, then, being born into this world. 'Y ahshua the Messah,
though man, was dso Yahweh now become flesh, by virtue of His conception through the
power of His Spirit, and by virtue of the fact that He had that same Holy Spirit without measure.

His human spirit was one with Y ahweh in union with the spirit of Y ahweh, and every part of His
being, body, soul and spirit, was somehow connected to Y ahweh as the Word of Y ahweh
made flesh. He sad, “I am in the Father, and the Father in Me...” (John 14:10, 11) He said,
“He that has seen me has seen the Father” (John 14:9) and, “I and the Father are One” (John
10: 30)

Although He was fully united to Y ahweh, and was the Word made flesh by that Eternd Life of
Y ahweh being united with the seed of woman in the womb of “Mary”, He was ill human.
Though Y ahweh in flesh, yet as man He emptied Himsdlf of His equdity with Y awveh (Phil 2.7
NASB & Strong's G2558). As the Son of Man, therefore, He worshipped, prayed to, and
trusted in, Yahweh. In His humanity He was spoken to by Yahweh, became hungry, wept,
could only know those things the Father revealed to His human intellect, and “was in dl points
tempted like as we are, yet without sn.” (Heb. 4:15) Because He was human, in that
humanity He could properly say, “My Father is greater than 1” (John 14:28)

Thus, in short dl experiencesin Hislife that give the appearance that Y ahshuais not Y ahweh, or
that Yahshuais a second Y ahweh who became man, are only due to His humanity in which He
had laid asde His divine prerogetives, thet is, had emptied Himself.

When He arose from the dead and ascended into heaven, His body was glorified so that He
was now made a “life giving spirit” (I Cor 15:45) Even though it had become changed, He il
retained His body as digtinguishable from (though not separated from) Yahweh (as Yahweh
appears on the throne in heaven). In that body He came to “the Ancient of Days’ and “sat
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down on the right hand of the Mgesty On High”. (Heb 1:3) Although, strangely, another
scripture quotes Him saying of Y ahweh, “He is on my right hand that | should not be moved.”
(Acts 225) Thus He is on the right hand of Y ahweh, and yet Yahweh is on His right hand.
(Figure that one out. Are they each facing different ways, or is it an anomay we don't need to
understand?)

If you can get a good grasp of these facts pertaining to Yahshua's humanity in which He
emptied Himsdf of His divinerights, as | believe it is dearly taught in the scripture, you should
find nothing in the life of Yahshua, or anywhere e in the Bible to conflict with the teaching of
Hear O'lsrad ... Yahweh Is One.

Asafind summary | repeet that Y ahweh is One. Heisthat sngular, Infinite Being who eterndly
manifests Himsdlf (1) by a spirit form in heaven (invisible to man, but seen of angds, from which
He aso made gppearances to men in time past) and (2) by a totdly invisble presence of His
power. There is a distinction between His three simultaneous modes of existence with each
having persondity traits of such a nature that Yahweh is aile to communicate, or commune,
within Hisown Being.* It is this Eternd Infinite Y ahweh who by His Word, through His Spirit,
became man in the man Y ahshua the Messiah, in humanity leaving off His divine prerogatives so
that He could live as a man among men, and as such be victorious over the kingdom of
darkness, and, by dying for our sns, but rigng again as the Mighty Conqueror, become our
Savation. HeisYahweh-Savior, as Y ahushua (Y ahoshua) - Y ahshua - the Messiah.

Y ears ago my eldest daughter, at quite a young age, wrote a poem that expresses the revelation
Y ahweh gave me of His Oneness and yet His Tri-unity. | may not remember it exactly, but it
went something like this

“O' Yahshuagreet art thee, Alpha and Omega throughout eternity.
Compared to Y ahweh some say you are less,

But if the sun had no light, where would be its blessedness.

And if there were no heet with the light of the sun we see,

O'Holy Spirit, we would not be.

Asthelight and heat are, with the sun,

O’ Yahshua, Holy Spirit, Yahweh, You are One.”

Prepared by R. W. Young

*Man made in theimage of Y ahweh has atype of tri-unity being body, soul and spirit, although the
condition of that image is marred in the fallen state.
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