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IRTRODUGTION

The self=styled Pastor Russell is dead, but the teachings he speant
his 1ife in spreading are very much slive; and msny countries of the
world including the United States of Amerien have been oultlebts for the
distribution of his 1it%ré%uyae

TUr. Dixon, late of Spurgeonts Tabernacle, saild of Russellisa or
Jehovah's Witnesses: "Its plan of Selvation iz a plan of Demmation.?
Soncerning its testimony with regard to Jesus Christ, Dr. J. M. Gray of
the Hoody Bible Institute, Chicago, sald, "It contradicts slmost every
fundamental revelabtion. Dre. I. M. Haldeman of Hew York, swmed up the
movement of Jehovahls Witnesses as the "wicked and blasphemous system
which teaches the amnihilation of our Lord Jesus Christ.® Such a three.
fold testimony 1s not to be easily discounted, L

"Po the Law and to the Testimony: if they speak not according to
this Words, it is because they have no light in them. "% Thus 1t was
necessary for the author o diligently study the teachings of Jehovahis
Witnesses to see Lf they spoke according to the Word of Gods The Word
of God 1s the eriterion by which Ruszsellism must be $ested. Jehovahls
Witnesses claim to aceept the Bible=w~walthough thelr actual Bible cone

gists of the "Pasterts” six volumes of Studles in The Seripturas,

Busgell asserted that it would be more profiishble to read this commenbary

le ¥a. O, Irvine, Heresies Bxnosed (¥ew York, Loizeaux Brothers,
Incorporated, 1945), n. 149.

2. Lbkid.



't was interesting to observe that Jehovah'
nantly that thelr movement is religleous, This may sound sirange to
some who have heard them oy read thelr llterature, for thelr literature

containg many Seripture guebtations. Their literature ig replete with

w7

famillar theologleal language of God, Christ, Kingdom of Guods Sin, Sale
vations ecetera, If this e not religlion, the question is propers "What
is ite®

The explanation of Jehovebls Witnesses, that thelr movement ls not

'Y

religious, rests upon thelr concept of religlon which is quite unligue.

Beligion is doing anythling contrary to the will of
Almighty God., Religion is of the Devil, ¥

The mask is down., The truth of Godls Word has

ipped it off =0d oregapiged religion stands exposed

a8 belng not of the Lord God snd Christ, but of
thelr ﬁnemya Satape-=the Devil, It stands ripped
of its Christian professions and stands neked as
being ﬁ@m@mlgﬁeﬁ

Although the movement now known as Jehovah®s Witnesses has always
been a single ovgmnizmtwea, it has, during its history, baen kunown by

-

many other names. When Ffirst orgepized in 1872, Russell wanted the
group to be called "Christians." DBul this name never materialized

and in later ysars such nsmes as Dawnlites, Russellites, Bible Studsnizm,

3¢ MWalchtower, Sept. 15, 1910, p. 52, quoted in 5. A. Witmer,
Galllesn Fishermon {(Berne, Indiana, Light and Hope Publ.,
195215 pe 155.

b, J. . Butherford, Thescracy (Brooklyn, Watchhower Bible and

T?CA&;%} &JG&@@}?; 1?%}; De 13@

5. J. ¥, Rutherford, Relleion Reaps the Whirlwind {Brooklyn,
Yatchtower Bible and Tract Society, 1944), ». 58,




Futherforditeg, arvese to confuse bolh those within and withoud the
groupe 1% was Rutherford who maintained the organizaition could nst ase
sume the neme of "any man® as its official title, and finslly resclved
that his followers should be known as Jehovahls %i%:neswg,é’

Jehovah's Witnesses are convinced that thsy have the "Truth,® and
have literally covered the earth with thelr witnessing. The 1048
Yourbook containe anmusl reports of thely work in eighity-six different
éamwi%. In 1948 alones more than 20,000,000 booklets and bocks ware
placed in homes, and 12,000,000 indlvidusl megezines were dlsivributed
on the street corners of the world. Charles 5, Braden, in his book
These Also Beslieve, states that no single ocrgeanization in the world
displayed move zeal and persisbence In the stlempt to spread the good
news of the Kingdom then Jehoveh's Witnesses. Bven unte this present
dey they sre zealous in all phases of theilr movemente

I¢ was the purpose of the writer in presenting this study ox
Jehovah's Witnesses, to compare and contrast thelr teaching concerning
the dootrine of God with the docirine of God ar taught by Conservative

Protestantiam,

(Hew York, Columbia Univere

6. H, He Stroup, Jehovah's Witnessesg
elty Press, 1945}, pe o

7. Charles S, Braden, These Alsc Believe (Wew York, The Haemillan

Company, 1951}, pe 370.




CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEM AWD ITS TREATMENT
A STATEMEINT OF THE PROBLEM

The doctrines of vevelation and inspiration are essentlal in es-
teblishing the elaims of any religlous group. If the wlewe of Jehovahig
Witnessss regerding the Holy Seriptures are correct, they have a sclid
foundation upon which thelr doctrines are bullt. Thus bthe problem in

(Y

thisg study has heen to do two fhings. Firsts it was necesssry to deter=

=3

zine thelr method of Seripture interpretation in the light of their
views of vevelation and inspiration; second, to present and analyze the
doetrine of God of Jehovsh's Witnesses in the light of their methed of

Seripture interpretation,
®. DPWRPOSE OF THE STUDY

The purpese of this study was to thoroughly examine the doctrine of
God of Jehovahls Wiitnesses, and compare and conitrast their doctrine with
the doetrine of God held by Conservative Proitestaniism. . The fulfillisg
of this purpose ianwvolwed first, setting forth the docirine of revelation
and ingpiration of the Jeshovah's Wiinesses, second, their dostrine of
God, third, their dectrine of Chriet, fourth, thely doctrine of the Hely

Spirit,
¢, JUSTIFICATION OF THE STUDY

The writer has felt such a gbudy was valid beesure of the unparal
leled boldness of Pastor Russell which runs through his 1ife snd reali-
gion. This boldness has manifested itself in brszen condemnation of the

Church, or the mystical body of Christ, Amother reason the writer has




6
exploited the miracle of mass-production and have produced msny volumes
in which their teoching iz guite efficliently presented, Further observes
tion revealed that ths work of Jehovehls Witnesses required caveful,
disesrning reading by which to secure such periioent loformetlon.

Cherles Tawme Russell, the founder of the movement, hes compiled a

set of bodrs entitled Eiudies In ths Sexipbures. These volumes wers
found to cover almost every aagié concelivable, and %o contalin spproprie
ate Scripbures to substentiste thelr themes. The next leadsr, J. Fe
REutherford, maintained essentlal sgreesment with the founder in the intere
pretation of Seripture, and after the death of Russell in 1916 Ruther
ford carried the regponsiblliity of being the chief interpreter of the
Bibiﬁ.i He wag slsc the official spokesman for the movement. Rutheye
ford, himeelf, wroie many books =nd pepphlets and sdited the officiel
orgen of Jehoveh's Witnesses, the Habchlower.

One book which is oubtsiznding sside from Shudles ipn the Seriptures,
which wes referred to in this study, was %g&,@gﬁzéﬁﬂgzgg,‘writﬁﬁn by
Hathen H. ¥norr, a devoted member of Jehovahls Witnesuss. Anyone who
reads this volume is encoursged by the suthor to back up what is sald
in the book by aquotations from the Bibvle for proof of truthfulness and
reliability,?

Other velusble works wused in this study vhich were writben by men

g@‘%’iﬁ‘é} ; Sl 5 g i iy

1, Milton S. Czatt, The Internationsl Bible Sindentg--Jehovalh's
Yitpesses (Scottdale, Pa., Mennonite Fress, 1933}, . 16.

2, ¥Hathsn H, Enorrs Let Cod Bs True (Brocklyn, Watchtower Bible
end Tract Society, 1946}, pe 10



The Oults, by Jan Zarel Van Baslen; end, Heresles Bxposmed, by ¥m. G,
Irvine, The emphesiz of these pariicular authors wes wpon stabements
and references from the writings of the leaders of Jehovah's Witnesses,
with meny serlptural refutations. The msjority of these auvthors did
good work but none of them went very deeply inie eny ope partiounlsr doce
trine,

One of the most scholarly studiee f the Jehovsh's Witnesses, the
only one yet to appesr in Americs, has been writien by H, H, Ztroup,
sho wase not a Jebovah's Witness., His work ls entitled, Jehovahls
Yibtpesses. Mre Stroupls work wes oubstending in that before any prianted
materials were gathered or any bibliographies vere made, he contacied
Jenovahls Witnesses firsthand, that he might secure Tirst-hand informée
tione Hre. Stroup projected himeelf snong the Wiitnesses often vorking
with them that he might present an unprejudiced study of Jehovahls

Witnesses,

VYalue of These ZBooks. The volumes mentioned thus far, and many
others like them, have been valuable In that thsy heve glven clesrly
their position or basic premise which provided the key o thelr tenche

ings.

dpparent Lack. The writer found no material dealing with the pare
tienlar doctrine under consideration. Only ceritain areas of this doce
trine were shkebehed, using only sueh phrases sz were necessary o prove
thelr vosition, The lack of 2 Trinlterien dectrine led the Wilnesses
into uwafounded interpretations of Seripiure., If the Jehovashls Witnesses

had allowaed a Trinltarisn doctrins, they would not heve had to avoeid



true Seriplure exegesis.
Be TLIMITATIONS OF THE PROBLEM

Sinece every doctrine of Jehovahls Witnesses could not be discussed
within the limits of this study, the author felt the necessity of belng
selective, The doctrines presented are as follows: Revelation and

Ingpiration, Gaod, Christ and the Holy Spirit,
¥, DEFINITICON OF TERMS

Jehovah's Witnesses. Jehovah's Witnesses was the nzme given %o

that religious group whose sgystem was baszed upon 2 bold sssertion skin
to that of Joseph Smith, that there was no truth on earth until *Pastor
Russell' came.o UWhen this movement began in 1874 by the gelf-styled
"Pestor Russell," it became notorious the world over as the gospel of
#Millennial Dewn.® Other names have heen given to this movement, bub
since 1931 the name Jehovah's Witnesses has been retained, and thus was

nged in this study.

Doctrine, The word doctrine is derived from the Latin doctrine,
mesnlng to teach, denoting both the 2¢t of teaching snd that which ls
taught;: and this latter zense is now exclusively used, In 2 genersl
sense, alwo; dockripe signifies s sclentific and systematlc sxpression

of ﬁ?ﬁih,4 In ¥evw Testament Horipture sound doctrine implies thait body

3. Jen Kerel Ven Baalen, The Cheos of the Cults {(Grand Repids,
¥Michigan, ¥m. B. Berdmens Compeny, 1952)s pe 220

by T, Rees, "Doctrine," The Internztlional Standard Bible
Eneyclonsedis (Chicago, Hovard-Severance Co., 1915), II, 866,




S

of teaching generslly accepted, which serves ss s standsrd of erthodoxy
{T Plmothy 1:10; 6:3; II Timothy 1:13; 4:3; Pitus 1:9; 2:1).5 The
prasent use of the term doctrine thue derives its meaning from the

Soriptural teaching.

ninisp-Yesleyenisn. The term Arminian

hes 1%s root in the man

Jecoh Arminiuz, whose theologicel pozition csme o the fore in 1609 in

Q.
i3
o]
[
e
Sl
=1
ke
[
feta
i
o
o
£
[o3
e}
o
k]
[N
o

opposition to % ne of predestinstlon. Arminius
and his followers maintained that the Calvinist's position made God
responeible for human sin, aﬁ& denlied man his freedom of willaé Lors
P, Gualben, in his book & History of the Christien Church, stetes the

views of Arminins as follows: (1) condibionsl election, (2) uniimited

stonement, (3) man not totelly depraved, {ﬁg denies irreslsisble groce
for the slects (§) possibility of lapse from zrace.? Yeslevenlism

haz its root im the men Jobn Weszley {1?@3»&??1}, whose doetrine of
evengelical perfection iz recognised by &m@ sathorities as the dietinge
tive feature of eaxly Methodisme® Jomm fesley's doctrine of "entire

Sanctification? receives its authority from the Bible and Arminian

theology.

This term was used to dssignate that
evangelical group within Christendon” which maintalng that the Blble ig

the only infallible gulde in falth and practice., This group includes

53 Mﬂg Ve wﬁ:‘?o

6. Lars P, Qualben, A History of The Christisn Church (¥ew York,
Thomas Nelson and Sone, 1942}, p. 351,

7o L. clfe
8, Ceorge Allen Turner, The More Excellent Way (Vinone Leke,

Iight and Life Press, 1952}, pe 1l
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<

those of the Calvinistic persuasion as well as the Arminian theological
position. However, the term applies in this study specificielly to the
theologlcal position held by the Arminiansz, which ig the péﬁiﬁian of

the writer,
G ABSUMPTION

The Bible as the Word of fod. It hae been assumed thsi the Holy
Bible, Old and New Tegtamente, is the Word of fod; that it reveals the
only true way +e salvation; that every trve Christian is bound to age
kunowledge and recelvs it by the help of the Spirit of God as the only

9

rule and gulde in falth and pracitlce.
He METHOD F PROCEDURE

After defining the problem, the author pr&a%m@&&ra study of the
doctrines of R@V@ia@iém and Insplration, and the doctrine of God held
hy Jehovah's Witnesses, The author then devoted hisg time to the pre-
gentation of these came docbrines as held by Consmervaiive Protestante
ism; which pregentabion was gilven to 8 comperison and contrast of thelr

doetrines and those of Jshovahlis Witnesses.

9. "Confession of Faith," The Discipline of The Evapgelieal and
United Brethren Church {Deyton, Ohlo, Obterbein Press, 1951},
Pe @30




CHAPTER 11X
THE JEHOVAH'!S WITHESSES DOCTRINE OF DIVINE REVELATION

The doctrine of Divine Revelasbion iz quite signlfieant in esbtobe
lishing the subthority of the Jehovahls Witaesses movement. Thelr very
doctrines arise simost complebtely from thelr pesition on ths Blble as
& divins revelation, viewed 1ln the 1ight of reason. This éhagt@@ nas
been devobed to a careful study of the system of Seripturs interprebse
tion used by Jehovah's Witnesses, the divisions beipg: First, Mized-
wp inberpretations; Second, The Written Word versus Tradition; Third,
Petor's position toward the Word; Fourth, The Bible ez the Insplred

Word of God.

Mizedmun Tnterorete Jenovah®s Witnesses coniend that 1f

there be any mize-up with regard to the copstruction of the Word of God,
the mize-uwp lles not with God, the author of the Bidble, bDub with the
Biblels would-be interpreters, the relizious leaders of the sowsalled
"Chiistendon. ¥+

As the reader spproaches the study of the Bible with
thls book in hand, Leh God Ze True, be iz neither belng
led to study Godle sacred Word according to the relie-
ghoue errors of Christendom, nor is he belng invited o
do so. He iz asked to study vhad God hinzelf has to
say in His own Word, for %dod is not & God of confusion,
but of p@a@@ﬂe

1. Hathan ¥, Funorr, Let God Be True (Brooklyn, ¥Waichiower
Bible and Tract Scciedty, 1946}, pe B

2o Loge 0lke

Srlipion’
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The ¥ritten Yord Versus Tradition. Jehoveh's Witnesses contend

that none of the Bible wrilters, from Malschl back to Hoses, mede any
mention of an oral law or iradibional low asz sxzisting alongside the
written Word of Gods Knorr states in his book, Let God De True:
Hovhere do the Bible writers declare that the opal
traditions of religlous men are on azp equalldy with
the recorded Word of @God, or that the wrliltten VWeord is
incomplets without such oral traditions., Godle writ-
ten Word iz purs wlithout nsumade traditlons; snd those
who teach and hold to such traditions and whoe value
them ag egual o or even higher than the written Yord
meke liars of themselves.

Peter's Position Toward 3he Hord., Jehovahls Witnesses polnt out
that nowhere in Peter's wrliings or recordsd ubtterencee dees he lay
claim te infallibility, bul always he Purns his hearers or readsyrs o
the echengeless Word of God as thelr shining gulde until the day of
Godls Kingdom should dawn. Peter's position was that no prophecy of

4

Seripture ls made by private interpretation.

Zhe Bible As The Insvired Word of God., Hathan H. EKnorr further
states that Jehovah's Witnesses clalm wnadulierated respect for the
Bible as the inspired written Word of God, and they have done so from
the very beginning of the movement.d Mr. Knorr pointy out thalt the
Witnezses have been able to eampitalize upon the defecilions of the ese
tablished churches ab this point, for thelr prolific uss of proof-

texts has appealed to many people who respect the Bible. The Witnesses

3. Zbides pe 12
Ll". Ibégag Pe i?c
Se Ibides Do 17



clalm that the wyould~be interpreters ouiside thelr soclety sre too
confused to be worthy of study,®

However, it wss observed that although Jehovahls Witnesses olsin
a high respect for Seripbure, they are actually more prone ho read
notiong inbo the Bible than to draw eternal truth oul of it. The
Witnesses conbend that in the Scrinture passage Matthew 24316, "Lei
them which he in Jn&&@& flee into the mountains,” Jesus was advising
those of our present generations bo take refuge in the "Kingdom organ-
igation® of the Wabtehtower Bible and Tract Scciety.?

Thxoaghamhlyﬁster Ruseellls presentation of the Bible as the Word
of God, and his strong emphasis on the fact that 1t le necersayy e go
to the Scriptures for the peal truth, 1% iz imporlant that the cssual
reader remember that Russellls professed chemplonship of the Seripe
tures hides & thorough-going ra@iom&ii%m.g The bhagle fact which ace
counts for the Jehovahls Witnesses doedrine of God being what 1t is,
is their r&giémaliﬁaia approach to Seripturs., It has been shown in
this study that slways vhat appesrs resmsonable o the mind of & Jehow
vaht's Witness, is of greater lmportance than Bible teaching. The
answer that Jehovah's Witnesses give te the guestion, "Does God torment

anyonet” will 1llustrate this position.

The doctrine of eternsl torment can not be true
for at leant four separale reasons: {1) because

6o shid. s Pe 8.
?e m" e 25*‘&5"0

8. Jan Xarel Van Baslen, The Chaos of the Cults (Grand Rapids,
Wm. B, Eerdmens Company, 1952}, pe 221,
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it is unressonable; (2) becsuse it is repugnent to
justice; {3) because 1t is comirary %o the principle
of love; (4) it is entirely unseriptural.’

That this rationalism of Jehowsh's Wiitnesses iz fundsmental %o the
gystem they follow 1s more clearly seen from the following cuotabtion
taken from Butherfordle Divine Plan of the Ases,

We have endeavored to uncover enough of the founds.
tion wpon which all faith should be bullie~~the Word
of CGofmewto give confidence and asszurance in its itezti-
nonys even bo the unbeliever, And we have endeavored
to do this in a menner that will appeal to and can be
accepted by reason as a foundstion. Then we have en-
deavored to bulld vwoon that foundabtion the teachlags
of Seripbure in such 2 manner that, so far as possible,
purely huwmapn Judgement may btry itz squeres and angles
by the most exacting rules of jJustiee it can ¢ ommand, +9

It will De clearer to most people to stabte that Jehovah's Witness-
es set ocut to make Seripbure square with human reason., The outstand-
ing fact in thils instance is that the ordinsry reticnalist, bescause he
cannoet souare the VWord of Ged with humen resson vejeets it; but the
Jehovah's Witnesses attempt to meke the Word of God acceptable to hu-
man reason, %o the mind of fallen maen, the ynbellever.

The observetlion was made that Jehovah's Witnesses contend that a
statement of the ¥Word of God which belongs to one spoch or dlspensation

is wot te be applied to snother, as things stated of ome age are not

alwpye true of snothere -+ Finally 3t was cbserved that quotations from

9. J. F. Butherford, The Harp of God {Brookiyn, Wetchitower Bible
and Tract Soclety, 1928}, pe 47,

10, J. P, Rutherford, The Divinge Plan of the Ages (Brockligm,
Watehtower Bible snd Tract Society , 1884}, I, 10, 1l.

11, Milton S. Czatt, The Intersational Bible Studentge-dehovahls
Hitnesses (Scottdale, Pa., Mennonite Press, 1953), p. 15,
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Seripiure which do not accurately apply to a particular age sre sesigie
ed to another age withoud regard to the originsl meaning of the fext.
In this way, Pastor Russell concluded that he had found & truly glorious
and harmonious plan that rejects not one but harmonlizes every part and
item of the Word. BRuszell was bold to assert that no other systen of
theslogy claimed, or ever: attempted to harmonize in iteslf every statee

went of the Bibl@.lg

Summarwy, While the Bible is the seat of suthorily for the Jehow
vaeh's Witnesses, it is the Bible as interpreted by them. If there sesm
to be any mivedeup interpretations,; it is beecause of the leadsrs of the
so=callad Christendom and not Jehovah's Witnesses. Tradition ean in no
manner exist alongside the writien Word of God. For Jehovah's Witnessw
ey, Revelatlion is biblio-geniric,

The Jehoveh®s Wiinesses mske no elalm to special revelablon by
1

founder, Pashor Bussell, endeavored to set forth ths plan of God, pasi,
present, and future, in a way more barmonious, beauliful and reasonable
than is generally understood, +J
Truth seekers are exhorted to emply thelr veasels
of the muddy waters of traditiop and fill them at the
fountain of truth, Godls Word.l¥

The Jehovah¥s Witnesses view of the Bible is a Divine Bevelatlon

of Gode The following chapters clearly show how thelr conecepblon of

12, Butherford, The Divipe Plan of The Ases. I, 348,
13, GCzmatt, Loc._olite

14, Rutherford, The Divige Plan of The Ases, I, 12.
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the Bible saffects thelr doetrine of Gode VWhen dlfficult Seripture
passages arise lmplying perhaps ideas of Trinity, the ratiopslism of
the Jehovahls Witnesses hive: come forth %o expliain these passages which

contradict thelr belisfls,



CHAPTER II1
THE JEHOVAE'S WITNESSES DOCTRINE OF GOD

If one is to understand the teschings of any relipglous system, he
nust have 2 clear comprehension of its doectrine of Gode The first task
of theology is to establish and unfold the doctrine of Godet Therew
fore, in this study of the Jehovaeh's Witnesses an attempt has been mede
to vaderstand thelr view of God,

In view of the fact that Jehovahts Witnesses have no systematie
theclogy #e such, diffienlties were experienced lan srrenglng thelr be-
1defs in systemstic order, Thie chapler has dlscuseed the following
pheses in thelr doctrine of God, Flret, Jehovab, the selfeexisting
Ones g@@gggg the name Jehovsh sz applled only %o the Father in Blory:
Third, Seripture tesching respecting %h@ Father, Son, znd thelyr Unity;
Fourth, God the Father, and God the Son; Fifth, A False Triniterien

doctrine; Sizbh, Appellstions of Deity in the 014 Testament; Seventh.

God and Lord in the Few Testament; Eiebth, Jehovsh, the Author of the

Atonement; Ninth, Objections to Scripture Substantiated,

Jdehoveh, The Selfeexisting One. There was 2 time when Jehovsh
was a1l alone in the universal space. All life end energy sand thought
were contained in Him slons. Yet he could not have been lonescme, fov
he i# self-contained, which means he lg compleite in hinmself and lacks

nothing. Then c¢sme the time when Jehovah began to create, AL the

1. H, Orton ¥iley gEouri,

!
Besecon Hill Pres




time creation hegan, Jehovah ceme 1o be God to all his @r@aﬁimm&Z

But when @nw&&in& to ¥Moses, thus: I appesred unte
bbreham, unte Isanmc, and unte Jacobh, by the name of
God Almighty (the superior or most mighty God), but by my
name Jehovah was I not known to them'{Exedus 6:3).
Eéw@v&fg Jehoveh's Witnesses claim, by the neame Jehovah,God.was
recognized among his people. The neme is used hundreds of times through
the 0L4 Testament, bub is covered, they contend, in & large degree from

the Inglish reader; this covering 1z the result of an errver of the trang-

@

lators who have rendsred 1% L gg,B

Jehovah, The FName Applied 3o The Father ln Glorve The Jehovah's
Witnesses are strong in malntalning thet $he name Jehovah is not ap-
piied in Boy &p%kﬁ& to owr Lord Jesus Christ, but that 1t is the 4ige
tlactive and spaciel nsme of the Heavenly F@@hﬁ?.% They procesd to
digersdit Seripture passages held by Conservative Protestants which do
suppert the view that the neme Jehowah Lg spplied to Jesus Christ
Observe how the Witnesses handle Jeremish 23:5,6 {King James version),
BT will raise wnto David & rightecus tranch, and a XTing shall reign
and prosper, and shall execuie Judgement snd justlee in the earth. . .
and this ie the name whereby he shall be ealled, 'The Lord our Right.
sousness?s®  What is the explamation of the Jehovah's Witnesses?

Mergly this:

The ifrensliators in thely zesl 1§ *ihﬁ & yl&a@ whers
the neme Jehovah wes sssocisbted wlth Jesus as 8 nsne,

2, Wathan H, Knorr, Let God Be §£%$ {Brookiyn, Watchitower Blhle
and Tract Socieby, 194GJ, De 20

3¢ de B Ea@hﬁrggﬂw@ The Al= E%m%@ﬁﬁ Betwesr 6 Man
{Brooklyn, ¥sichtower Dible &nd Tract @mmegy, 5}, Y, 40

Lg’o zbi&&’ }Bo Ll'la



have glven ur & pooyr translation. Ho difficuliy wonld
appear if it had bheen transiated, 'Our Righteousness
of Jehovah, 35

Here is an insbtance of the Jehovah's Witnesses using a passage of

2

Saripture that has no relevancse %o the polnt they are attempbing to
make,

The Jehovah's Witnesses deny thet Psalm 110 can be used %o prove
that Jesus 1s in Sceripbure called Jehovah, They are confident that the
Beriptures do not asubhorize the use of the great nsme Jehovah .88 the
sppellsative for any other belng than our Heavenly Fether. They con-

lude by stating,
We have seen that no cone ever initimated that the
We h that @ intimated that th
Heavenly Father and the Heavenly Son wers one in nepe
zone nor that they are sgual in zlory and powergwmems

2% 1z, without diviane authority deelared in the cresds
and ecabteshisms of men.

Seripture Teachins Respecting the Father and the Son axnd Their
Upity, The Jshovah's Witnesses contend that & sharp distinctlon should
be drawan betvween a confession of faith in a Trinitys 2nd & confession
of faith in the uniity of the Heavenly Father, Jehovah, and the Heavenly
Some the Lord Jesus Christ, and the Holy S@i?'w.7 They have well notsd
that the Trinitarians hold that the Fatheyr, the Son, and the Holy Spirit
are of one substance and power, and co-sternal, as stated in the Church

creeds, BPub what do the Witnesses contend? BRutherford states thai,

e » sbhe Bible, while showing the absclute unity
between the Father and Son and holy Spirit in the

50 ‘ E‘Q i‘g.c ¢ De 15’20
6; I@i%o $ DPe e
7o dbidee P 5%



varicous sheps of salvation, most positively contrée
dicte the ﬁuough& that the Father and Son are ome
in person, denies that they are egual in pajesty
and power, except as @howm before, that the Pather
has glorified the Son, haz hlghly e2zelied him and
given him & name above zll others except His owng

~ewmaking hinm His sgent and repressen a@z@& in the
exereise of gll power in heaven and in @éﬁ@‘eg

Moreover, the very words Hather and Zon, lmply
2 difference, and contradict the thoughts of the
Trinity end onsness of person, because the word
Father slgnifies lifesiver, whzl% thﬂ WO“@ Son
gagm&f@%s one who bhas recelys

A guestion the Witnesses ask is, "In view of ths fact that there

[N

fde

s no vallid Seripiure support for the doeirine of the Triniby, why

1% that this Trinitarisn eo noept iz zo deeply entrenched among Chrisge

20

e . . 4 1 2
tians?® They answer it quickly by stating that, "It is one of the dark

mysteries by which Satan, through the Papscy, has clouded the Word and

chevacter and plan of God,"10

Conservative Protestanis would ask Jehovehls Witnesses, YWy

would Satan be Interested in adding to the lusier of the glory of our

Lord Jesug Christ in this Trinitarian concept?® They reply:

It has always been Sztanle policy to misrepresent
the truth, to misrvepresent the Blble, and to make ilts
teachings sppeayr unreasonsble and self-gontradictory,
in order %o hinder mankind from sesling the great
besuty and ressonableness and haymoay whiech lphere in
the divine plan and Word. The more absurditles Saten
can get interwoven into memw's views respecting the
Creator, the better he will succeed in separating from
the ssrvice of God those who are of ressonable and

'y

.
logical minde +E

8. Log. e¢ite

9, Ibid.s pe 60.

.10& 1?3’;@.; Po él‘

1l Loo. gile



The general scceptance of the doctrine of the

Trinity and the ftensacity with whleh i% iz held, is
based upon the supersiitious fear lnoulcated by
the Roman elergy, and later by Protestant clergy,
under the implied threst that vhoever denies the
Trinity is taking the straight road to sternal
torture., At the same time 1t ls admitted that

the dostrine ie¢ incomprehensible, and therefore
that anobody rgakly'baﬁiﬂvem its because nobody can,
in a true sense, belleve an incomprehensible thing,
And various dootrines and practlces, not only of
Protestantlan, but alse of Cathollicism, deny the
doehrines of the Trinity: for lpstance, that all
Protestants pray to the Faether, ip the nome gf
deguss for Jesus?! sske; thus recognizing the fazocd
that ﬁh@g are two separsbte persong, and nobt one
PETEOT

It is evident that the ¥itnesses have s wery limlted consept of

the real basie for the Trinitarian dochrins.

God The Father and God The Scn. It iz interesting to nobtlee in

this section how Jehoveh's Witnesses supposedly sezamine a few Scrip-

tures wnlch Trinlitarians uze to suppert thelr thesis. From Bubherford:

%

I% is claimed that cur Lerd Jesus is spoken of as
God, snd that there 18 bul one God, 2nd hence God the
Father and God the Son must be two nsmes for one pere
son. Let us examine this guestion in the 1light of the
divine Word, teking nobthing for grented. We labor une
der the dissdvantage that almost all transliators of the
014 Testament have not been gzact or wiform in their
trepslations of the several names of ﬁ%ity.%m

The sppesrance is thet the Trimitariane vho ftrans-
lated our Common Verslon Bible feared to render the
neme Jehoveh as 8 proper neme in every instance, lest
the people should realize the facel which theology
d@ﬂlgﬁgwmmﬁhwt the title Jehovah belongs only to the
great "I AM,' the Father, The Trinitarian transla-
tors probably preferred to use the word Lord instead
of Jehaveh, in order that Christlians accustomed fo

:};&iﬁog Feo éﬁ@;u

Ibiﬁsa De 650



the use of the word Lord as 2 title for our Savier,
Jesuz, might in reading the 0ld Tesbament think
that he, and pot the Father, Jehovah, is ususlly
referrved Lo,

Suffice 1t to say that 1t is the position ¢f Conservative Proe

5

-

testantism that all these names such zs Blohim, Jehowvseh, or dahweb,

Bl Sbaddsl, and &dopai. as found in the 014 Tegbament, are continued
in the New Testament, and find their culminstion in the revelation of
God in Him, whose nome 1ls above severy name that is named, not only in

-

this world, tut also im that which 1s %o come, (Eph@giaas 1:21}.1§

A False Triniterisn Doctrine, To those in the rankes of Conserva-~

tive Protestantism, no fact more clsarly establishes the uniquensss of
the Christisn view of God than that of the Triwity. It is God seesn ag
Triune and yet opge--the doctrine of Trinlterizn theism--which by a
single declaration sets off the Christian view of God Lfrem 211 others.
The God who reveals Himself in the sacred Seriptures is the God vhe
makes Himself known tri-personally, who declares and discloses Hine
gelf to be Father, Son, and Holy Spirit,

Ta Jehovah's Witnesses, the Triniteriazn dooctrine ig a senseless,
God=-dighonoring &oczrine.lé

Hever was there & morve deceptive doecirine advanced

than that of the Trinity, It could have origlinated 1
only in ome mind, and that the mind of Satan, the Eﬁvél,*?

:&,z“{'o Ibifi. s £De 65,66.

150 Wilwy, C‘;gg ig‘{}ﬁ:ﬁg&k Th@géq&;, Zg gépia

16, J. P, Butherford, Reconcilistion (Brooklyn, Watchtower
Pible zud Tract Sceiebty, 1928), pe. 101

17. Loc. citb.
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Farthermore, Jehovahle Witnesses contend:

Inssmuch ag the general thouzht of Christendam
is greatly perplexed by this "Doctrine of Trinity,!
a doctripe which its most pronounced advocates ade
mit thev do pob mpnderstand., and can not comprehend
or explain, thervefors 1t Ll appropriste thal we
teke tims to examine some of those Seriptures which
are supposed to glive some support for this confuge-
ing doctrine of men, for which no suthority can e
found in the Word of God,iS

¥We have already called attention to various
Seriptures which state that there is bub gne Al-
mighty Golde-not two, nor three, nor more. We now
eall attention to the fact thet the word Trlpliy
does not occur in the Scriptures; ner dees any word
sceny there of equivalent mesning; nor is any state-
ment mede vhich even unreascnably could be inter-
preted to signify such & thing, 1Y

)

stion arises with the Witnesses, concerning the Trinitaore

o

The ous

2

ke
#

ian view, "How could there be thyee Godsand yet only gpe Godi?® If

there be three Gods, they resson, "equal in power and in zlory,® as
the catechlisms Jdeclare, then 1t is untrﬁe to say there is only one

Goé.zg

The wrlter must state here thal the prscsding statenents constl-

tute an incorrect preseptetion of the Trinltarlisn dectrine to Jehow

1,

veh's Witnesses, o8 presented by thelr lsaders, Charies Toze Russell
snd Judge Rutherford. That these lesders fully uvnderstoed the ordho.-
dox doctrine of the Trinity, can be sees Trom thelr own writings.

Let us note two instances from volume flve of Studles iz the Scrlpe

toreg:

18. PRutherford, The Ab-ope-ment Belween God and Map, V. 5.

:‘«xﬁ}ﬂ g;@éég-}! };‘» 550

20, .L’QQ@ i %o
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There are three perscnme in the one Gode-the
Fathar, the Son, and the Holy Ghost: Ythese
three sre ppe God, the game 1pn gubsbence, equal
in power and glory.!2l

® L4 * Ld ° L4 e L d ® & ® L4 L ® & e ® ® € L] e €
'"That there are three gods in one; to wil, God
the Father, God the Bon, and God the Holy Ghost,
all thgge agual in power, subsisnce, and etere
v 12

«5.5&

The following exsmples sre from Pussellls and Rutherford's stabew

® 'Y

mente concerning ths Trinity, whieh sbtetemente they have presented to
thelr followers as being the yiew held by Conservetive Frotegtantism,

They {Trinlterians), declare in one bresth
that there ls only one true Gode=yel in the same R
breath, they declare that there sre 'Three! Gods.”w

*

It 1s & doctrine of 'Three Gods! in one Godyld
[ 3 L] ® ° L L] L L] @ L ] L] ® L] L] ® e @ ° ® & L4 ® ® &
even argalng that Jesus wes God the Fatherss
L L] ® L ° @ ° ® @ L] ® ® 3 L4 ° ° ° ° e L ° L3 L
Does not every intelligent person know th t i
God is ONE in persop he csnnot be TEEE;%“

The Witpnesses are quick o point oubt I Jehn 5:7 as being spurlous,
and thusg the supporters of the Trinitasrian dectrine are supposed to be
without any date in their faver. The fact is acknowledged by meny grest
Congervative Protestaunt scholars thal some passages are not in a1l of

> older manuseripts, yet this in no wey minimizes the bellel im the

doetzrine of the Trinlty,.

2«10 gbiﬁtg Pe léé.

22 TRutherford, Beconeill: 100,

23, FRutherford, The Atecne-ment Ietween God and Map, Vs 55

2&’@ Ehé;éz;o ] pe 66‘0
25 IbiGes Do PHe
26, Ibide. pe 166.
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Appellations of Deity in the QL3 Testemept. Jehoveh's Witnesses

state that the asme Jehoval iz properly rendered only four times,
where iz seemed impossible to do otherwise, (Exodus 6:3; Psalme 83:18:
Tesiah 12:2; 26:4). It is rendered God 298 times, and Lord over 5,000
times. The title Adomel, properly rendered Lord, is once rendered God.
The title Adon, iz rendsred Sip, Master, Lord. The word Zlohim, with
ite modificalions glosh, elsh, and gl, occurs over 2500 times. These
most frequently refer %o Ja&sv&hs but 1 many instances are spplied te
others: hence the conpections must determine who is veferred 0,27
These sre facts and quotations From the Eing Jomes version of the
Pible which will demonstraite the Seripturszl consistency ln referring
to the Lord Jesus Christ as @od (elohim), and Adon (Mester, Lord), and
ze Aopei (my Lord), and yet pever as Jehoveh.25 Observe the following

gstatements as piven in The Af-one-ment Belween God znd Mon,pps 67-65:

1. ZElohim (Mighty) trenslated Apgels « Psalm 8:5
2. Zlohim {(Mighty) translated fods - Deut, 63k
3¢  dehoveh the {(Almighiyl, ulghix contrasted
with other Blohim {HMighty ones) - Psalm 86:6-8
Pgalm 95:3; 50:1; Exodus 15:11: Psalm 96:4
L, Elokim a,p};e};. ed $0 Men. —mecwmeee—ee Gon, 2316
Bxodus 73l; 21:6; 22:8,10; 22:28

5. Saints ealled Blehinm = = - « - = ~Psalm 82:6
John 10:34; I Johm 3:2; II Peter.
6. Elohim rendered Great. o «Strong - - I Samuel 14:15

Genesis 30:8; Psa, 36:6: Ezeklel 32:21,

God apnd L@rﬁ in the New Tesispent. In the Wew Testament the mote

ter of the names of deity is slmplified by the use of fewsr words: bul

it may be said that nothing whabtever in the words used dlsiinguishes

29 i@i@va Pe 66.

28, Loc. cibe
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vhe Father from the Son in the words rendered Lord and Gode
Rutherford claing:

The matter is left entively to the judgement of
the reader, and lndicated only by the constructicn

of the sentence--except where the word (Deos) is

uasd twice in the same ¢lause the Gresk preposiiive
artvicle is sometines used, so asg %o glve the effeet of
the God in contrast with g God. An 11llustration of thie
is found in John 1:1: 'The Word was with the God (6 Dees),
and the Werd wasg ﬁ,éﬁé.{{aéos}a' Bub the careful stue
dent (free from prejudice) will gemerzlly have ng diffi-
culty in determining the thought of the Apostle,”

Were it proper at this point to point oud the glaring error in the
hendling of the Greeck en the part of Jehovash's Witnesses, one could sges

very clearly why they spesk as they do. However, such a discussion has

ater in the studye.

foud

been vresented

dehovah, The Author of the Abopement., That Jehovah God claims
for himeelf the suthorship of the great plan of the Atonement, which is

st111 in the progress of development, having begun at Calvary, i

o)
[

basie tenst of Jehovah's Witnesses. This atonements the Witnessss claim,
will not he complete untlil the close of the millennial zge, when the
Lord Jesus Christ, the Medisitor of the Abonement ghall deliver wp the
dominion of sarth, restored and in full subordinsitien %o the E&ﬁh@?.3£

In harmony with this vlew of the Witnesses,
are numerous Scripbures, for instance, 'I am
Jehovah thy God, the Holy One of Israel, thy
Savior.'! Again, 'I am Jehovsh, snd beside me
there is no Savior.! Again, 'I am Jehoveh thy
Ged from the land of Zgypt, and thou shalt know

gge zb%gnﬁ I)' ?O.
30, Ibides Do 7le

3. Ibldes pe 32 (



no God bubt me: for there is mo Savior beside me, !
Isaiah 43:3; 60:16; Jude 25,52

If thie thought were fully raceived--that the
Almighty Jebovah himzelf, le the Savior, the
Authoy of uhﬁ grezt plan of @&1vat;an and AXecue
tor of it, through his willing agents and repre-
sentativesn, za would dellver many from the falge
conceptione of the relationship bﬁiwﬁ@n the
heavenly Father and his heavenly Son, in respect
to the salvation of mankind.3>

A proper view of God our heavenly Father shows
ug that hs ig perfect in all the atiribubes @f
nekildty of charactar, perfect in his Justice, =o
that the sentence of his righteous lav can mvt be
infracted evern by himsell; perfect lun wisd 80
that his plen and srrangenent, act only with re-
spect to man's erestion, but alss with respect to
manle salvatiosn, the Atonement, were 2ll so come
piete that ne failure, nor any nsceszsliy fov

change of the divins ﬂlaﬁ eould arise; as it 1s
written, I an the same, I change not, salth the
Lorde's © o ¢ » o . oHe ls perfest in his %gv@@

59

that there could be no greater love possibl
vet thet love in full balance and accord w
other divine attridubtes, so that 1t could spare
the sipner only in h&ﬁﬁﬂﬁy with the just program
marked oub by divine wigdom., He is perfect in
pover, o bhai 211 his goed purvoses, sad good
intentions, and Just programs and loving deslizns,
fully coordinated, shall he execunbed, =nd bring
the originslily designed result,

s
shall prosper in the th
{Isaizh 55:11; Mal. 3:6 .,ma:, 15,3}

Az 4% is written, "My word fthat goeth forth
oud of my wouth shall not refurn wnleo me vold:
it shall sccomplish that uhi h I please, and 1%

3 3 g - 8
ke “e
H

‘hen we thus ses from the Seriptural stand-
point thet the gresat Jehovah hims @l“ is the
author of sslvabion brousht unte us by our Lord
Jesus, God's representabtive, it leads us to

Ibide s e 33
}:bi ‘:%tﬁ Te Bﬁo
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upon Jesug Christ wes obedient wnio death, God hath highly exalied

Hime this
tation of

behalf of

Chjections %o Scripture Substentiated., "Thou shalt worship the

Lord thy God and Him only shalt thou serve," {(Matthew 4:10), It is

the clainm

ship without rebuke, slgnifies that he 1s Jehovah; and that the pre-

ceading words

more fully agﬁ “waﬂe“‘y honor and love ocur Al-
nlghty Godess

Jenovah's Witnesses contend in this preceding thought that wher

being Godl's reward for His wonderful chedlence and mani

28

hig Father's spirit of love, in the sacrifice of himself on

sinners. However, they continue,

o o obhege Seriptarss do not indieabe (?h&l. 239=11 ),
that the Lord J@@ ¢ was the Father, por that he has
heen exalied to take the Father's ﬁ}@?& upon the
heavenly throne, as some leaders of 'Christendom!
would hﬂvm 1z believe. On the contrary, these ZJerip-
gmm%smmzﬁm;m@m&g’%mmwaﬁ*hgﬁmmﬁﬁrim
honor and power, &3 the Bensfactor who thus glorified
and exalted the Son, and sget him &% his own right
hand, and made him a charer in the throne, angels and

2
26

all hoste of heaven belng subjected to him.~

of Christendom that the fact the Lord Jesus received w

5
celve worship would be wyaﬁg,ﬁ? Apain, from Rutherford:

We, Jebovah's Witnesses suswer, Nobt sol Teo
inbarpret these words is to think ioto them s
meaning which they do not contain, z2od to nake
them contradictory to the teaching of cther
Seriptures. Jehovah's decree respecting Christ,
YThon ard my Son, this day have I begotten thee,'
had already been recorded through the prophets;

Lorce clit,

waé&&‘ﬂ B -N"“
IThid., »e 72

of Beripture lmply that for any being bub Jshowah to ree



tLet 211 the angels uf God
s Heb., 1:5,6).5

The Witnesses contend, "Our Lord koew this." Also he knew the
angellc messengers of Jehovah had in the past worshipped g repreosele
tatives of Jehovah; and thelt he himgelf wss the chiefl messenger, the

e

nly Begotten Son, the 'Messenger of the Covenant!, whom the Father

o3

had sancetified and sent into the world. He knew conseguenily that whow

2

‘éi

sver honored him honorsd the Father alseo. The Wilnesse:

w

point oub %
his own words were, "He that honoreth not the HSon, honorsthn not the
Father which sent him," (John 5:23),°7

Here ageln is evidence that Jehovah's YWitnesses, because of thelr
concept af Jesus Christ as only Godls first-created being, and Godls

representative, they naturally must follew in thelr reasoni: 5 such

ii—

s

an ipterpretstion as given in the preceding varagrarh. Thelr reasole
ing alse shows that they have not comprehendsd the sigeificance of
yorshine for all frus worship belongs fo God alone. Gonservative

Protestantism now speals:

Let us notice especially the phrase, 'That a1l
men should honor the Sam, If then, the Son is

-

to be honered, gven as the Pather is honored, then

the Son must be God, as recelving that worship
which belongs to0 God alone. To worshlp any cres-
ture 1o ldolatry. OChrist is %o be honorad; there-
fore Christ ls net & ereature; and, 1f not & £rege
Lure, consequently the CGresbor. In Genesis 1:1,
God is sald to have crsated all things: in

John 133, Christ is sald to have creabed all things:
the same unerring Splrit spoken in Moses and in the

33e Loc. glibe
39e  Ibides Te 73e



Fvangelists: therefore Christ and the Father
BLE ODNE.

The Witnesses next use John 10:30, "I and My Father are One,® fo

=

'3

prove that our Lord Jesus is not entitled to the name Jehoveh,

Butherford contends:

Having vegue, mysterious thoughts respecting
Trinlity, & remarkably larze number of otherwise
intelligent people seen to forget that there i
any obher kind of oneness than personsl onensss.
On the conbrary, however, in all other uses of the
word the thought is thait of harmory. & onenesg of
plan, purpese and will and mind. How blind a
theory can meke ug, is well illustrated by the fact
that cur Lord's own emplanstion and illustration of
the manner in whieh he and the Father ave gpe is
generally overleoked. He sald in prayer to the
Father, (John 17:9, 20-23) in esszence, "That they
all may be gne, as thou Father are in me and I in
thee, that they alse may be gne in us. . . o thai
thev wmay be ops, sven 28 we are opne: I in them
and thow in me, that they may be Perfect ip Cne.?
Here the onenses of the Church, for which the
Lord prayed, is specifiecally stabed to e expchte
ly the ssme as the onenszg belwsen the Father and
the Sone. That oneness of the Church iz the onge
nese of wind and nob & personsl cneness, thuz 1%
needs no discussion.?

The coneluding passage which Jehovahls Witnesses attsmpt to sube

stantiate is John 14:9, "Ma that hath seen me hath seew the Father,!

They quote as follows!

Our Lord meant us to undersisnd in theme words
that it is impossible for a man {Fleshly) to =mee
God, 2 spirlt belng. Thus the Apostle testified,
"o one has seen God at any time; the only Be-
gotten fode--the One exlsbing within ths bosom of

Adem Clarke, The Holy Bible Lommentary of Botbh 014 and
New Testements (New York, Lene and Seott, 1851), ¥, 551.

[

therford, The At-one-ment Between God and Man, Vs 75.




b
the Fatherw—-he interpreted (him),?! {(John 1:1@}.f§

¥e meant them to uvnderstand what the Lord dew

lared to Meszes, 'Wo men can see my fsce and livel:
and hence that if the Father would show himself fo
humanity, it could only be elther by miresulously
opening men's eyes to discern the spiritusl glory
(thus esxposing man to death), or slse by Jodls
manifesting himeelf in 2 body of flesh: - - in
such a menney thal men could dizeern something of
nle cheracter by conbtact. And this is execily whad
God did do. God's mind, God's will, was fully
representsd in his Only Begobten Son, our Lord,
when he was meds flesh snd dwslt smongst men, BHe
therefore wasw the best, the closest, the most
positive representetion of God fhat 1%t was or would
be possidble to glive %o monkind,

[¢]

Sumnary. & pleture orx study of the Jehovah's Witnesses doctrine
of Ged has thus been presented. Jehoveh, himself, 1s the Author of
the Atonement, the Author of cur salvation brought to us by Jesusz Christ,
Godls representative. As the self-sxisting one, there was & time when
Jehoveh was alone in the unlversal space. Only at the $ime of crssiion
414 Jehovah become God to his eréaﬁian. The nsme Jehovah is applled
only to the Father in glory, newr to our Lord Jesus Chrlst. The Trin-
itarisn doctrine is menseless and Gode-dishonoring, and cannct bs undere
stood because 1t is eclearly vnseriptural.

With regerd to the uplty betwesn the Father and the Son, Jehowvah's
Witnesses malintain that even though the Bible shows ghgoluie unity bhee
tween the Féther and the Bon, snd the Holy Spirit in the steps of sale
vation, 1t contradicts the thouzhi that the FPathsr ané Son are one in

the Son signifies gne who

substance, The

’55?2. Zbid.s Pe ??0

b3, Loc. gite
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has recelved 1ife., There is Seriptural onsistensy in referring to

cur Lord Jesus. Christ as God (elchim) and Adon (Master, Lord) snd as
Adonai (my L&?&}, but npever as Jehovah, Nothing whatever in the words
used in the New Testoment dletinguish the Father from the Son in the
words rendered Lord and God.

foncluding this swamery the following quotation hes been glven
which %ﬁ?a&la thelr distaste for the idea of Trinity, bubt stetes thelr
concept of God.
he docktrine of the Trinity of the Godhesd iz wslle
ed to the dark ages which 1%t helped %o produce.
i

s a sclitary beilng from eternilty, worevealed and
u&kmﬁnﬁ. ¥o one has existed sz hleg egunl to reveal

b, Eeith L. Brooks, "Russellism," The Spirit of Truth spd
The Spirit of Error (Los Angeles, American Prophetie
League, neGe)s Do



CHAPTER IV

THE DOCTRINE OF CHRISY

The Jehovah's Witnesses doctrins of Chrigt has been divided inte
several divisions which deal with hig person and work. Agsaln, the
lack of & systematlzed theologleal position on the part of the Wit-

nesses was notieed. They have used any Seripture pasgssege they could

sage was meant to bteach what they were Irying %o tesch. The writer has
discussed thelr sow-called doctrine of Christ se follows: [Flrst, Jesus

.

Christy The Oreation of God; Sscopd, Christ at His Incarnation Nothing

mere Than A Perfect Human Pelng:; Third. The Work of Christ cn the Cross
Only The York of a Mere Man; Fourbh, Upon Christls Resurreciion He bee
ceme Onee More a Spirit Being; Fifth, The Christ in Glory, The Ascend-

sd and Exalted Savior, is Only A Spirit and Bag Vo Humenity Vhailsoever.

Christ the Crestion of God. The Witnesses believe Christ to be

fodls fivst crested being. In thely view, Christ was & created angel,
and before He cszme into the world He was none other than the Arvchangel
Micheel, ZERutherford sisiesn:

Our Redeenmer existed sg & Splirit before he was
mode flesh and dwell apmong men. A that time, ae
well oz subseguentlys Christ was properiy known as
'a godlewz mighty one. As chief of angele and next
to the Father, He waz known &s the Archangel (high-
est or memsenger), whose name, Michael, elgnifies,
"Who as Godl! or 'Godls representative.' As he was
the highest of all Jehovah'ls crestion, so also he
was the first, the direct creation of God, the
"0nly Begotten,! and then he, as Jehoveh'ls repre~
senbative, and in the exercise of Jehovah's power,
end in his neme, oreated all things,--angels,



primipa};g@i%g and powerss &8 well as the sarthly
crepbionds

The Witnesses nezt show the Sceripibure evidences subgbanbtisting
the preceding quotation by turnlng bto the Lirst chepler of Johnm.

Here our Lord, in his prehuman existence i referved
to as 'The Word! (Greek, Losos). %In the beginning was
the Logoe.' Dr. Alexander Clarke says, concerning this
Logog: 'This term should be left unbranslated for the
same resscon that the neames Jesus snd Christ are left
unbransisted. As severy nsme of the Savior of the world
was so descriptive of some excellencles in his person,
nature, and work, so the epithed, Logoz., which signifies
2 word, & word spoken, speech, eloguences, doctrine,
reason, or the faculty of reason, 1s very properly &pe
piied to him.! The Bvangellst, in hie epletle, used
the seme title in respect to our Lord asgein, denomipate
ing him "The Word of Life,? or "The logos of Life,'ew
I John 1’:“‘2

The Witnesses contend that the title, "Word of God--Logos of
Ged® is very fitting by which to describe the imporitant work or office
of our Master, prior to His coming inio ithe world, They claim the
Logos wase the heavenly Pather's dirveet expression of creation, while
all subsequent expressions of dlvine wisdom, pover and goodness were

made throogh the ngggﬁﬁ Agein they shtated

$ iz sald that in olden timesz, ceritaln klogs made sde-
dress to thelr subjects by proxy, the king sitting behind

& sereen, and sddressed the people aloud on subjects
whispered %o him by the king, who was pot seensd awd such
& spesker was termed the 'Ringls Logos'!. Whether or not
thig legend is true, it well 1llustrates the uze of this
word Logos in connection with the prehuman exlstence of
our Lord and Mester, and his very grand office as the
Father's representative, vhich the Seripiures, in this

1. J. F. Rutherford, The At-upe-ment Betweep God zpd Men
{(Brocklyn, Watehtowsr Bible and Tract Society, 1839}, p. 8k,

2. Iblde, p. 85.
3. Ibid., p. 86,
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connection gnd elsevhere, point out as having been
his office.”

The Witnesses further contend that the Apostle, writing under ine

spiration, btells us that "The Logos" was in the beginning with the God,

and the ¢

oges was & God.  Hobte RButherfordls srgument

Q‘
b

This ig & literal trenslation of the Greek, as can
be readily confirmed by anyone, whether g Greek
scholer or note The Gresk artiele (ho) precedss the
firet word Gode. in this verse, and dees not preceds
the second word fod, thus intentionally indiesting
God the Father and God the Son in 2 ¢age vhers withe
cul the article the resder would be left in confuse
len. Similarly the article precedes the word Ged
in the sgea nd verss. The entire verse tharefors
reads, we-iin Qh@ beginning wae the Word, and the
Yord ves with (o Qeqw the God, and the Word was
(Odos) & God. The same wes sE the beglnning with
(S {gios) the God', -- John 1:1.5

Whet beginning is here referred to! The Withesses contend that
it i1g not the beglmning of the existence of Jehovah, the God, the Fom
ther, because he is "from everlasting to everlasting," and never hed
a beginning, (Psalm 41:13; ©0:2; 106:88), Bui Jehovah's work hed a

beginning, snd 1% lg to thig beginning thet referepce ls here nedsece

the begirning of a?e&ti%ﬁ.é Thus the Witnesses, in thelr understend-
ing of this stabement, lmply thad cur Lord Jesus, 1p his pre-humsn

gxistence, a8 the L ¢ was witlh the Father in the very begluning of
creation.

The Viinesses malunbain thed this fael confirme the inspired

stetement that the Loggs himself wes "the beginning of the creation

bhe Log. gite
5. log. git.
6o Loc. eib.
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of God": for this is the preeclse statement of the Apostle, who assures
uz that our Lord iz not only ¥Bthe Head of the body, the Church,® and

the "firetborn from the dead,® but alse the beginpine of all creaticn
ewwefthat in all things he mizht have the preeminence.® His words are:

He is the image of the invisible God,=='firstborn of
all creation,' because by him were 21l things crested,
thw@& in the hesvens and those on the sarih, visible and
invieible—-whether thrones or 1 ﬁgkip&, or governments,
o &gzﬁar&ti@m. all thlmgs were crested by him and for
him, and he precedes all things, arﬁ ia him 211 thin
have been permenently placed, (Colossians 1:15-18),

x

Jehovahts Witnesses turn slso to the word of prophecy concerning
the Only Begottien, declaring him as belng Jehovah'ls firest-born, saying,
BT will make him, my firstborm, higher than the kings of the earth,
(Psalm 89:27), They sitste alse that our Lord {referrivg te his own

origin}, declared himself to be "The fa

feto

thiul and true Witness,® "the
heginning of the creation of God,® (Rev. 3:18).°Y Rutherford claimed:
Ry L -

The expression 'the Only Begotten'Son of God is
ntended to convey the fact that the Logos was hin-
elf the opnly direct creation or hegebliing of the
eavenly Fether, while 2ll others of God's song
angels a8 well ag me en)s were his indirvect creation
whr@ugh the Logog.”

o i"‘

.e'\‘f.“i"

1

Aeeordingly Jehovah's Witnesses follow, that the Logos. "the be-
ginning of the creation of God, called alsc by Isalsh the Wonderful,
Counzellor, the Mighty Gode" {Issish 9:6), in all details hermonizes

with the account given in John 1:1-18,

dehovah Q%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁéﬂ me in the bhegianning of his day,
before his ways of old. I was sel wp from everlasting

7e oo, gite
8. ;j}é&og z)t 5?'
9. Ibid.. pe 88,
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from the beginning, or ever the earth was {formed),
When there were no depths (seas), I was brought
fortht when there were no fountalns sbounding with
water., DBefore the mounitalns were set before the
hille, was I brought forth; while a¢ yei he had not
made the earth, nor the flelds, nor the highest part
of the dust of the world. When he prepared the
heavens I was there: vhen he set a compzss wpon the
foece of the depths! when bhe established the clouds
above: when he strengthensd the founbaing of the
deep: when he gave to the sea hls dscree, that the
waters should not pass his command: when he appoint-
& the foundsilons of the earth: then wes I by him,
one brought up with him; and I was daily his dee
t, rejoleing slways before him, {Proverbs 83
~30),10

&

B et
N sl
&

on to Jehovahls Witnesses have noted respecting the

pote

In addit
Logns, - that he was nob only the beglaning of the cresticn of God, snd
the first-born, but additionally his Only Bsgotben Zon, and that sll
other crestions wsre by him and through him, - they have found a besu-
tiful eorroberative statement in our Lord's own words, saying: "Fear
nety, I am the first and the last; T am he that liveth and was dead, and
behold I am slive forevermore,® {Rev., 1:17). Agein, "These things
saith the first azpd the lssi, which was dead, and is alive,® {Rev. 2:8),
Thus they conclude:

In no other way or semnse than as the 'Only! direct
creation of Ged, through whom all else was oresbed,
could our Lord be the firet znd the last of Godls
crestion., Any other wiew, therefore, woulé be an ine

correct am&iqan& in confliect with all the foregolng
Seriptures,

In the preceding paragraphs, the writer has pointed ont Scerip-

tures used by the Witnesses bto support thelr views on Christ belng the
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ereation of Gode I% wae not the purposs of the writer %o set forth &
Seriptural refutation st this point, howsver 1t is necessary to pause
hriefly to nete the level of itheir wiew of Christ.

Is Christ a creasted Archangel conceived by the Holy Ghost and born
of the Virgin Mary instead of the unereated, eternsl Son of God, as
Conservatlve Protestants have been taught in God's holy revelation io
belleve? In man's worship of this ever blessed and only begotten One,
has it been 211 only &n &r@hang@l whoe heg ba@g tne object of his love

L3

and adoration? ot only are such guestlons repulsive in the extrens,
but positive ansvers to them would deny to owr Lord Jesus Christ His
sternity, His co-sxistence with God, His deity.”™

1t with Gode And fole
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lowing this bhelief, the Witnesses gay that thers was 2 time vhen Christ
did not exist, He was not the ebernal, uncaused, uvnbegun perzonallby.
He waz not before 2ll things and by Him sll %hiﬁgﬁ were not made thatl
ware made, He, Himself was made. God made Him,

Go ng@r¥a@3?® Protestants declare such views are unwarrantable amd

inexcuseble in face of the plainest stziements of Seripture. It zeens

well nigh blasphemy,- =for around Christ and His person the Bible pours

all the wealth of ite matchless revelation. His pre-existence and Hie
deity are unmistekebly declered. Christ is the everlasting and selfe-
13

ceused One, the alone fullness of the eiterpal Belng.

The Witnesses tezch that Christ never wes Gode They teach thet

12, Wme Bdward BPiederwolf, Bussellism Unvelled {Grend Rapids,
Michigsn, Wme B. Eerdmens Publishing Coes NeGe)s Do 10

13e Zbhidses pe 1le
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Christ had a beglnning: God created Ohrist, Christ is not the un-

caunsed, self-azistent sscond poreon of the everlasting and Triuse Gode

oo

Thug, in denying to Christ His eternzl sxistenes and Hisz delty, the

s

Witnesses not only rob Him of the glovy due Him, but they brand Hin as

nal God.

éga%n@* Hig sternal existencs, egalinst His delty
all the powers of hell and 2ll the enemies of the
&@i& ‘ﬁ on earth, from Arius ithe ILyblan o the node
ern Unltsriar, have combined to diser &i% t ) @Ji%@w

ing snd divinoely wivam syaten of Chri
now ugiavah‘s Witnesses become an i%a

Christ at His Ipcarnation, dJshovah's Witnesses declare that

Christ at His Incarnstion gave wo Hlg splrii belsg, snd thaeb while He

walked on earth He was nothing more than s "perfect human helng.

When Jesug was in the flesh he was o perfect
humen being: previcus to that %im& he was &4p&%m
fect spliritual bel & )
he iz a perfest %p ritual
or divine order.ts :

The common thought of Conzervatlive Profestante In respect $o our

Lordts menifestation in the flﬁ%h is ususlly expressed in the word

#Incarnation.” This usual thought the Wibnesses believe to be wholly
"

incorrect, and unseriptural. Agzsln thsy cling to Rutherford's teaching

that:

H

?é»';:"e Ehi\%gg _{E. 12@

15, J. F. Butherford, The Divioe Plsn of ithe Ages (Brooklyn,

-

o P’ A Y
Yatchtower Blble and Tract Soclety, 1911J, I, 179
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The 'Incarnation Theory! is that our Lord's human
odys which was born of Mary, was merely = glothine,

& covering for his spiritual body. The thoughy there-
fare atteched to our Lordls sarthly life, sccording %o
this theory. ig that our Lord during his esrthly life
was stlll & splrit being, sxactly as before, sxespd
that he used the flesh that was born of Mary, and
that was known s the nan Christ Jesus, s his vell

ar madiuwn of compunicatlion with mankind, after the
menner in which angels had sppeared iln humen Torm
previousgly=-to Abrshan, to Manosh, to Lot and others,
(Gen, 18:1,2; 19:1, Judges 13:9-11, 16), 10

[od

The Jehovah's ¥Witnesses maintaln thet the se-cslled orthodoz

)

se dogma of the Trinity, have besn

bk

clergy, in order to guppert their fa
Terced to accept from Sstan and teach sunother lie, to wit, that they

insist that when Jesus was on sarth he was both God and man in conpleobae

o, N T o . k4 o s, ]
ness. JFor Jehovahls Witnesses this theory is wronge They contend

1,

such & theory or teaching concerning Godls plan ig a direct conbre~

. . )
diction %o His plain YWord,

S

The record concerning Jesus' prelnman szlstence,
his being begotien and hi irth, entirely dieproves
the theory that he was incarnated. The Scriplures
previously cited show that he was begotten in the
womb of & women, Hery, by the holy Splrit, the powser
or energy of Jehoveh, that thereaflier he was born la
the zame genervsl mapner that other children are born
of & woman, (Iuke 2:9=11):; thet he grew ‘o manhoodls
estate and incressed in wisdom and stabure and In
favor with God and man, {(Iuke 2:40-52)., Hone of

these things would have been necessary were he mersl;
sn incarpated belng, & spirit being, inhsbiting a
body of flesh., He worked st a garpenter's trade une
t11 he weas thirty yesrs of age, at which time he be
gan his ministry. At %that {ime he went to John %o

be bapiized in the Jordan, (Iuke 3:21-23), Immediate-
ly following that he spent foriy days and nights in

the wilderness, fasting 2nd studying Jehovah's plan,

w

16, Putherford, The Al-one-ment Reiween God and Mapn, Vs 54.
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. Rutherford, The Haxrp of Ged (Brecklyn, Watehtower
¢ and Traet Seciety, 1928}, v. 102,
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(Inkee bilell). I Ch?i@ were God lnearnais, this
experience in the wildernsss would seom wholly un-

E@ﬁ?mg tnus svabed thelr position the Witnesszes gze on te conbend
that beecausge of the incorrvect prem ige of the clergy of Christendom, on
the matier of the Incarnation, many confused and wnscripbtural idess have
evolvad respeciing the variéus incidents of our Lord's 1ife and death:
for the logle of this "iIpearnation Theory" would imply that our Lordls
prayers wers felgned,

Whyt Decause, %ayz thiz theory, Chrisht was God
himself; hence 1%t is argued that hils prayers wers
merely pro-forme, to make an lmpresslion upon the
disciples who were aboub. The same theory is bound
o suppose that our Lord's death was merely sn ape
vearance of death, for Sthey argue thal Jesus waeg God
the Fether, who, belng from everlasting to sverlosle
ings cannot die: hence that the apparent cry, 'MHy
God, my God, vhat hast thou forsaken gpl! snd dying,
were merely pro-Fforme, to make as impression upon
the minds of thosze who heard &mﬁ sew. The loglesal
argament of this theory aﬁ@&%fﬁ ig %h&% thare wag
no real death for man's sins, hut rely an SUDeaTe
ange of one, & spectaculer af f@a@, 2 ﬁ?am@&lﬁ show,
g decspilion produced for & good purposs; ta Lavore-
&bk'%nﬂmmmﬁ&h@gﬂ%?&%@buff@ﬂhﬁhw

hcs

Howaver, to the Witness wmind thiz theory ls wrong, and violently
in eppositicn to the truth of the subject, as presented in the Wor
God. They contend that the Scriptural declaration is mot 3hat our
Lord assuwned 2 body of flesh as & covering for a spivitusl body, but

that he setually leid sside, or, &8s the Gresk renders it, "divesited

himself of " his prehuman conditlons, and actually took ocur nabture, or,

18, Ibid.s p. 103.

19, Rutherford, The Abt-ogne-ment Between God and Man, V, 94,
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as our text declares, "the Logos wag mads flegh,#20

It was not that hs seemed to becoms poor for
our sskes, yeb sctuelly remsined vrich in ths
possession of the higher splritual nsture all the
time; no, he aciually became a man. 'As by 2 man
came death, by & man also came the vesurrssiion of
the dead,! (I Corinthians 15:21).°

#But let no ons misunderstand us,” say Jehovah's Witnesses, "that

»

we mean our Redeemer becanme & man such as we are, fTull of inherited

oo

lmperfections and blemishes.? The Witness view declares that we must
take the Biblical description in that Christ was "hely, harmless,

" oy 2D
sepsrate from sinners,® (Hebrews 7:26,28; Iuke 1:35).“° To them,
Jesus was & perfect man and the only perfect men that ewr lived upon

garth, aside from Adsm when he lived iz Edéﬁﬁzg

Thue the Witnesses malnisln that the clergy who have taught and
vet teach the Incarnsilon dogma, refuse to hear and obey the truth, and

thereby put themsslves in the same class to which the Fharisess vere
24
agsizned by Jesus.”
Wnat is the effect of sueh teaching by Jehovah's Witnesses re-
garding the Incarnsblon of Christ? Thelr ieaching more than ever denles
His dilvinity, 2nd robs Christ's Incarpation of &1l 1ts worth. The Wit-

nesses most assuredly are exvert exegeiticsal conbortlomisis. It has

2@. IE}%%‘«# ?! 9553
21. Loe. git.

22, Loc. cli.

23, J. F. Rutherford, Reconcilistion (Brocklya, Watchbower
Bible and Tract Society, 1928}, p. 118,

2, Ibides Do 117
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goaped almost an insult to reason o spend time with such unwarrantable
interpretation of the VWord of God. The following guotation gi?&s
briefly the position of Conssrvabive Protestantlam:

The Jews stoned Him becange He claimed fo be die
vine, (Jobn 10:33). He said, 'He thet hath seen me
hath seen the Father,! (John 14:9). Paul said, 1God
was manifest in the fleshe,?! { I Tim. 3:16). John
said, 'And the Word (the Son of God), was made flesh
end dwelt mmong us,! (John 1:14). He 4id not cease
to be the Son of God in doing so. ¥We as Conservative
Pro$estants meindain Christ chenged Hisg form, for He
was in the form of God, but Hiz persen Hs 4id not
change, and He wasz both So0d and man, twe nsturen in
one person as thg Bible i{eaches and the church has
slways believed.” '

The writer has shown in a later section the true development of

this vhase of the doctrine of Chriss.

The Work of Christ on The Cross Only The York of a Mere Man.

This phase properly would come under thelr doctrins of selvetion, whish

doctrine has not been treated ip this study. However, concerning

Tyl

L5l
®

Christls person, it was necessary to note their position st this poin

#26

L

®4is & human being Christ geve himself rangon for men.

e
3

1% was His flesh, His 1ife a3 & men, Fis humanity,
that was sacrificed for ouwr redempbion. There was no
divinity ow the ecross; no deliy there. Qurs wag only
a2 human Savior.

]

§

[

g

e

%5
A

¢ is qulite necsssary to say that thie denias the Atonement,

and robs it of ite powerd Do not the Seriptures festify that no wms

25, Blederwolf, Bussellism Unvelled, ». 13,

26, J. ¥. Rutherford, The Time is at Hend (Brooklyn, Wabtchbower
Bible and Tract Soeciety, 1914}, II, 107,

27. Ibides pe 129.

Lrcectio i)
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by his wealth, hles selfeszscrifice or his character can redeen himself,
much less redsem anyone slse? Could one trust the redempiion of his
soul to any mers man, however, wige, however greal, however haly‘ar
perfect or Adam~like before his f2ll1? This is the question Conservas
tive Protestantlism asks the thoughitful readey,
The Witnsssess do not stop here. They declare that they then-

selves as the chlldren of God through thely sacrifice are a part of

the ransom price for sin., Rutherford says, "We, st members of Chrisits

]
-t
]
f 2]
et
S
P
&
o
&

body. arve yielding up our lives in sacrifice Juprlng this age,

sacrificial lives gounted in with His constitute the blood of Christ

%ﬂ
e

et

the new covenant hebween God and the world,®™

S8l

=
:
g
e
i
8
ezl

il

¥

Christ at His Resurrection Opnce More a Spirit Beinz. After bee

ine dend three days, Christ was raiged to life~-to the perfectlion of
ey W s

£

spirlt being, born of the Spirit--Pthe first bora from the dead.”

®That which is boran of the Spirit is goirit.® Jesus, therefore, st

-

and after his resurrection, was a2 spirit--a spirlt being, and ne long-’

er & human being in any @em@%.zg 88ut this is 2 denial of the resure
rection of Christ's body," saye Conservative Protestantiesm. #¥o
matter,® gay the Witnesses, for,

After Christls resurrsction ke had power to
appear, end did appesr, as & man, in order that
he might teach his disciples and prove to them
that he was nc longer dead; buit he was pot & man.
and vas ne longer contrelled by human conditlons,
hut eould go end come as the wind, and nope could
tell whepce he came and whither he went. 'Se is

28, Biederwelf, Russellism Unvelled, p. 14

29, Rutherford, The Divine Plen of the fpes, I, 231.
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every one that is borp of the Spirit,' (John 3:8).30

Jehovah!s Witnesses declare that the body of Jesus crucified and

buried in Joseph's tomb was never resurrected. What then became of

Christ!s body? Rutherford states:

We know nothing about it, or what became of it,
except that it did not decay or corrupt, (Acts 2:27,
31). Vhether it dissolved into gases or whether it
is still preserved somewhere as the grand memorial
of God's love, of Christ'!s obedience, and of our re-
demption, gg one knows;=-nor is such knowledge
necessary.

The Witnesses scoff at those Christisns who have the idea that

our Lord's glorious spiritual body is the very szme body that was crue

cified and laid away in Joseph's tomb; and that they expect, when they

see the Lord in glory, to identify him by the scars he received on

Calvary.

The Jehoveh'!s Witnesses state that to hold such an idea is

a mistake, especially in the light of the fact that no one knows where

the body is. They contend that:

To hold such a view would prove that Christts
resurrection body is not glorious or perfect, but
scarred and disfigured. It would also prove that
we do not know what a spirit body is. It would
further prove that owr redemption price was teken
back, for Jesus said, 'My flesh I will give for
the life of the world.' It was his flesh, his life
&8 & man, his humanity, that was sacrificed for our
redemption. And when he was raised to life again
by the power of the Father, it was not to human ex=
istence, because that was sacrificed as our purchase

price. And if that price had been taken back, we
would still bg under the condemnation of death, and
without hope.«2

30.
31.
32.

Rutherford, The Time Is at Hand, II, 130.

Ibid.vp :_Do 1290
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The chief priests invented the lie that Christ's disciples stole
His body to deceive the people. How Jehovah'!s Witnesses have come
with the bigger lie that God did it to deceive the disciples. What
did God do with it? Witness theology claims he either dissolved it
into gases or he has it in His posSession as a "corpse." To all of
Conservative Protestantism, such claims are shocking blasphemy, daring
and sacrilegious speculation.

If Jesus was only a spirit and was no longer human in any sense
as the Witnesses maintain, then He had no right to say to His disciples,
¥Eehold my hands and my feet, that it is I myself; handle me and ;ee;
for a spirit hath not flesh &nd bones as ye see me have,% (Iuke 24:
36-@0)8 for vhatever the nature- of His resurrected body, (I Cor. 15:
kly), Jesus here denied that He was nothing but a spirit.

The Witnesses deny the resurrection of the body of Christ, the
great fundamental uwpon which the validity of Christianity as a super-
natural syétem rests; and if Christ be not risen from the dead then
Christien hopes are in vain, and of all men they are most miserable,
(I Cor. 15:19).

¥ollowing this, Jehovah'!s Witnesses must, of course, declare that
the Christ in glory, the ascended and exalted Savior, is only a spirit
and thet He has no humanity whatsoevef, as He now sits at the right
hand of Gods Thus we come now to the fifth and last point uader con-

sideration, in the study of the Jehovah's Witnesses doctrine of Christ.

The Christ in Glory, Only A Spirit, ¥With Mo Humanity. This is

another absurd teaching of this strange and radical perversion of

Scripture. %As Christ now sits at the right hand of God, He has no



Lg,?
humanity whatsoever, 153

We must bear in mind that our Lord is no longer
a humen being in any sense or degree. We must not
forget what we have already learned, that natures
are separate and distinct. Since He is no longer
in any sense or degree a human being, we must not
expect him to come again as a human being, as at
the first advent, "

To Conservative Frotestants, 211 this which Jehovah'!s Witnesses
maintain is a plain denial of Christ!s hisgh-priestly intercession, to
say nothing of the fact that the disciples saw Him ascend in His humili-
ty, (Acts 1:9), and that the Scriptufes declare that the martyred
Stephen saw the Son of Man standing by the side of the glory of God,
and that Zechariah, by the Spirit, reveals to us that when He comes
again, one shall say to Him, "What are these wounds in thy hands," all
of which proves His now existing humanity--to s&y nothing of all this
Paul expressly declares that "there is one Mediator between God and
men, the msn Christ Jesus,® (I Tim. 2:5).35

And, furthermore, all this arbitrary subversion of the Lord's
high-priestly function is made in the face of the fact that it was up-
on His human nature that it was based. But the Witnesses will not have
it so.

They teach that Christ lost His spirit being at
His Incarnation and beceme only a man. They teach
that Christ lost His humen nature at His Resurrec-
tion and became again only a spirit being. They

teach that Christ was not divine before His Incernae-
tion nor during it. They teach that Christ becasme

33. Ibid.s p. 107.

34. Loce. Gito
35. Biederwolf, Russellism Unveiled, p. 18.
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divine only after or upon His Resurrection. They
tegch tgat Christ in glory, now, is only a spirit
belng.3

Summzxy, Perhaps the most outstanding fact of the Witnesses doc-
trine of Christ was that they contend strongly that Christ was God's
first-created being. In other words Christ is not very God, and there
was a time when Christ was not. The pre-human existence of Christ
meant only that the Logog was with the Father in the very beginning of
creation, (2ll other creations were by and through the Logos).

Christ at His Incarnation was nothing more then a ¥perfect human
being." There was no part of the divine nature or gpirit nature withe
in the man Christ Jesus as He walked upon earth. The Incarnation
theory of orthodox Christianity is held to be wholly unscriptural.
And, as the perfect man, it was only Christ's humanity that was sac-
rificed at Calvary. There was no divinity on the c¢ross. Following
this, Christ at His resurrection was once more a spirit being, ana in
no sense partook of the human nature. Finally, it must not be expect-
ed that Christ will come as a human being as He did at the first ad-

vent. Conservative Protestants hold this view to be hereticall

36. Ibid., pe 19.



CHAPTER V
THE HOLY SPIRIT OF GOD

In this chapter the teachings of Jehovah!s Witnesses have again
been compared with the teachings of Conservative Protestantism. The
doctrine of the Holy Spirit has been treated as completely as possible,
using the materials and information of the Witnesses. But again the
writer discovered that because of a lack of a systematic presentation
of their doctrines, it was quite difficult to discuss each phase of
the doctrine in equsl proportion.

This chapter has been divided into the following divisions:
Firsts, Who, Vhere, What is the Holy Spirit; Second, The Meaning of the
Word Spirit; Third, God is a Spirit; Zourih, Divine Will, Influence,
Power, Spirit; Fifth, The Holy Spirit as the Channel of the Atonement;
Sixth, The Parzkletos, the Comforter; Seventh, The Holy Spirit and
Pentecost; Eighth, Spirit Fightings ¥Within and Without the Saints;
Hinth, The Witness of the Spirit; Tepth, Supwosed Objections Consider~

ed; Zlevenths, Sunmary.

Vho - ¥hste- Wheit. -~ ls The Holy Spirit? Again the Witnesses go
immediately to the testimony of God, the Word of God. They claim to
rely wholly upon the Lord for all knowledge concerning the Holy Spirit.
However, again Rutherford contends:

Let us place our reliance wholly upon the Lord,
and seek to know the meaning of what he declares

respecting the holy Spirit, bringing every truth
into hzymony, assured that the truth will stand



such an investigation.1

The Holy Spirit is wvariously defined in the Scripe
tures, and to rightly understand the subject these
definitions must be considered together. Notice
that the holy Spirit is styled, 'The Spirit of God,!
"The Spirit of Christ,' 'The Spirit of Holiness,!
'The Spirit of Truth,! '"Phe Spirit of Sound Mind,!
'The Spirit of the Father,' 'The Holy Spirit of
Promise,! 'The Spirit of Meekness,' 'The Spirit of
Grace,' 'The Spirit of Adoption,'! 'The Spirit of
Prophecy. ‘2

Jehovah's Witnesses contend that it is impossible to harmonize

these various statements with the ordinary idea of a third God; but

that it is entirely consistent with every one of them to understand

these various expressions as descriptiwve of the spirit, disposition,

and power of one God, our Father; and also the spirit, disposition,

and power of our Lord Jesus Christ, because He is at-one with the

Father.- Again, from Rutherford:

The words translated in our Bible, Holy Ghosh.
should be properly be translated holy Spirit. The
holy Spirit is the invisible power and energy of
Jehovah. And the wrong thoughts respecting the
Spirit of God and the Spirit of man has been in-
tensified and deepened by the fact that the trans-
lators have used the phrase 'Holy Ghost! without
the slightest authority--the origina2 Greek word
being (pneuma)--spirit. And the word ghogt to the
uneducated, has a very vegue meaning, which, never-
theless, is very positively identified with the
thought of personality.

1.

2,

3.

J. F. Rutherford, The At-one-ment Between God and Man
(Brooklyn, Watchtower Bible and Tract Society, 1916),

Pe 167.

Loc, cit,

Ibi&., p. 168‘

Ibid., p. 169.
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Chapter Three stated that the leaders of Jehovah's Witnesses hed
a proper understanding of Conservative Protestantism's view of the
Trinity, but that they had misrepresented the Trinitarian position to
their own people. Again, Jehovah's Witnesses say that there is abso-
lutely no ground vwhatever for thinking or speaking of the Holy Spirit
as anotiher God, distinet in personality from the Father and the Son.
The Witnesses further state:
Quite to the contrary of this, notice the fact
that it was the Father's spirit that was communi-
cated to our Lord Jesus, as it is written, 'The
Spirit of The Lord God is Upon me, because he hath
anointed me to preach the Gospel,' (Luke £4:18).
Again, 'And the Spirit of Jehovah shall rest upon
him, the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the

spirit of counsel and might, the spirit of know~
ledges and of reverence for Jehovah,! (Isaiah 11:

2’3).

It is urged by leaders of Christendom, say the Witnesses, that
our Lord's reference in John 14:26 proves that the Spirit is a person,
because our Common Version (King James) reads thus: 9%But the Conmfort-
er, which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, he
shall teach you all things, and bring zll things to your remembrance,
whatseever I have said uato you," But a glance at the Greek text of
this passage shows that the translators were influenced by their pre-
Jjudices on this subject, for there is no ground for the use of the
words whom and he. The Diaglott renders the verse thus: #But the
helper, the holy Spirit, which the Father will send in wmy name, shall
teach you all things and rewind you of those things which I said to

you.“6

5. Loc. git.
60 _Im»; De 170.
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Jehovah's Witnesses contend that the same criticism is applice~ ‘
ble to John 14:17, which in the Xing James Version reads: %The Spirit
of truth, whom the world cannot receive, because it seeth jim not,
neither knoweth Jim, but ye know him, for he dwelleth in you, and shall
be in you." They say:

Here the expresseion, Spirit of Truth, is evidently
used in contrast with the Spirit of Error. The passage
has no reference whatever to a person, sut to the in-
fluence of the truth, and the effect of the same upon
the Lord's people. The Diaglott translation of this
verse is: 'The Spirit of truth, yhich the world cane
not receive, because it beholds it not, nor knows it;
but ye know it, because it operates in you and will
be in you.!

Again, 'When he the Spirit of truth is come, he
will guide you into all truth; for he shall not
speak of himsgelf; but whatsoever he shall hear that
shall he speek; and he shzll show you things to
come, He will glorify me, for he shall receive of
mind and shall show it unto you,', (John 16:13,14).
In this passage the Greek word (€auTov) is trans-
lated pimself, yet the same word is frequently
translated itselz.g

The Witnesses are ready with many illustrations to prove their
position, but they most assuredly have not looked into the original
Greek text to see that they are in direct opposition to the exact rend-
ering of the words which they have beea discussing. One example has
been given by Thayer which follows:

In the Greeck word (équrou), this is properly
used of the third person, singular and plural, to
denote that the agent and the person acted upon
are the same. Thus in John 16:3, (€avTov ) is

rendered inthe masculine, and could not be render-
ed in the neuter, because of the very fact that the




word (él(f?vaﬂ (he) is a masculine demonstrative
pronoun, the two persons thus being the same,

Thus the statement of the Witnesses, that the

word (€k€lvos); rendered (he) in John 16313,
might with equal propriety be rendered that, thiss.
those, the same, she, ii, cannot be supported by
actuzl fact which we find in the study of the
Greek textitself,?

Jehovah'!s Witnesses attempt to avoid the accepted use of the pro-
nouns by stating that it is not infrequent to attach to & virtue or
quality the gender of the person or thing to which it belongs. Observe
their reasoning:

Therefore, because the heavenly Father is designated
as mascnliney it would be proper that his power, his
spirit, his every influence and characteristic should
be similarly designated in the masculine form. If it
were not for the genersl misconception viewing the
holy spirit as a person, ard not merely a divine spirit,
influence, or power, there could be no particular ciit=-
icism made of the use of the masculine pronouns in re-
spect to the holy Spirit; because God is recognized as
masculine, as the Author z=nd source of life and blessing.
So then, let us not overlook the fact that the use of
the personal pronouns does not prove that the holy Spirit
of God to be another person from the Father and the
Son~-~another God.l

In the preceding quotation of the Witnesses, (actually of the
leaders themselves), evidence is seen of their misrepresentation to

their people of the Christian doctrine of the Trinity.

The Meanine of the Word Spirit. The question arises at this
juncture, "What senses or meanings attach to the words 'Holy Spirit!

as used in Scriptufe? What qualities of the divine character or power

9. J. He Thayer, A Gresk—Enzlish Lexicon of the Hew Testament
(New York, American Book Company, 1889), p. 163

10. Rutherford, The At-one-ment Between God and Men, V, 172.
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are represented by the word gpiritt" Jehovah's Witnesses proceed to

examine the strict meaning of the word gpirlt. and then the different

methods of its use in Seripture.

The word gpirit in the 01d Testament, is in the
translation of the Hebrew word (ruach), the root
meaning of which is yind. The word gpirit in the
New Testament comes from the Greek word (pneuma),
whose primary significance is likewise wind, Bee
cause the wind is both invisible and powerful,
these words (ruach) and (pneuma) gradually took
on much wider meanings and came to represent any
invisible power or influence, good or bad. Since
divine power is exercised through channels and by
agencies beyond humzn sight, therefore this word
snirit came more snd more into common use in con=
nection with 21l the Lord!s dealings. Naturally
it also came into common use in connection with
such influences &s are invisible; for instance,
to represent the breath of life; the power by which
man lives which is invisible, designated the gpirit
or breath of life; also for the power of the mind,
which is invisible, called the gpirit of the mind.
Life itself is a power and is invisible, and hence
was called spirit by ancient authorities.

Ruach in the 0ld Testament is translated bhlast
four times, breath twenty-eight times, mind six
times, smell eight times, uind and windy ninety-.
one times. In every insfance the thought behind
the word is an invisible power or influences

Samples of the translations of ruach are found in Exodus 15:8;

Genesis 6:17; 7:15; Job 12:10; Exodus 15:10; Psalm 148:8; Isaiah 7:2.

Samples of Pneuma in the New Testzment (besides ghost, znd spirit,

life, spiritual, and wind) are found in Revelation 13:15; I Corinth-

ians 1%#:12; John 3:8. The Witnesses contend that all these transla-

tions were made by frinitarians, but they themselves do not object to

11.

12,

Ibide, p. 173.

Ibid.» p. 174,
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them. They maintain they are guite proper. The Witnesses, however,
call attention to them as proofs that the words rusch and pneuma,

rendered gpirit, do not signify personality, but do signify invisible

power or influence.

God is A Spirit. TFrom the Witness point of view, this is to say
that God is a powerful, but invisible being, =znd likewise angels are
called spirits, because they too in their natural condition are invis-
ible to men, except as revealed by miraculous power.13 The Witnesses
contend that the Holy Spirit spoken of in II Peter 1:21, who moved
holy men of o0ld to speak and write, was the holy influence or power of
Gods which made fruitful their minds, causing them to bring forth
thoughts such as God wished to have expressed. In this passage, of
all passages, to deny the personality of the Holy Spirit as the Wit
nesses dv, is certainly out of keeping with true exegesis.

From the point of w¥iew of Conservative Protestantism, it is ine
conceivablé that any influence or power could possibly dictate to
these holy men of God what they should speak and what they should

wiite,

Divine Will, Influence, Power, Spirit. These words immediately
imply that the steps and operations of the Holy Spirit will be in
harmony with holiness., Also, God exercises his spirit or energy in

many ways, using various agencies in accomplishing various results.

To illustrate, notice the Witness conception of Genesis 2:4, "Jehovah

-

13. Ibid., pe 175
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(¢od created the heavens and the earth." They point out that it is not
necessary to suppose’ that Jehovah personally handled the elements, but
that he used various agencies, "All things being of the Father,” by
his energ&, his will, his spirit, this energy was exercised thréudh
the Logos.la Let wus now notice what the Witnesses understand the Holy
Spirit to mean in the light of their interpretation of the Scriptures.

The holy Spirit is God's power exercised in any
manner, but always according to the lines of jus=
tice and love, and hence always a holy power,-—-
This power may be an energy of life, a physically
creative power, or a power of thought, creating
and inspiring thoughts and words, or a quickening
or life~giving power, as it was manifested in the
resurrection of our Lord.- ~The holy Spirit is the
begetting or transforming power or influence of
the knowledge of the truth. All who come under
the influence of God's plan of truth and righteous=-
ness are properly said to be under the influence of
the Spirit or disposition of the truth, and are
properly described as begotten of the truth to the
newness of life.

The Holy Soirit azs the Chanpel of the Atonement. The great vork
of the Atonement could not be properly understood, if the work of the
Holy Spirit, in connection therewith, were overlooked.

The holy Spirit has much to do with the presenta~
tion of the Atonement--making manifest to the be-
liever the divine forglveness, a&s well as guiding
him into full reconciliation of heart to God. It
was under the influence of the holy Spirit, received
by our Lord Jesus at his baptism, at the beginning
of his ministry, that his consecrated heart was en-
abled to see clearly and distinctly the Father'!s
will, the preper course, the narrow way of sacrifice,
and to appreciate the exceeding great and precious
promises, whose fulfillment lay beyond his humiliation

1“’. I‘bi&o ® p. 183.
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and death at Calvary., By the holy Spirit, there=-
fore, our Redeemer was enabled to perform his
great work, being guided thereby to do that which
was pleasing and acceptable to the Father, agd
vhich provided the ransom for all humanity.l

The Witnesses maintain that this subject of the Holy Spirit, its
office and operation, has been grievously misunderstood by many of the
Lord's people for centuries, and only in the light of the rising Sun
of Righteousnesg~-in the light of the parocugis of the Son of Man-=-=is
the subject becoming clear and reasonzbles as it was to the early
church. 17

The doctrine of the Trinity, which we have seen
began to rise in the second century, is responsible
in a large measure, for mach of the darkness which
blends with the truth on this subject in many Chris-
tian minds, much to their disadvantage,—-cigfusing
and mystifying all religious convictions.

The Witnesses contend there is consistency in Scripture teaching
that the Father and the Son are in full hermony and gpnepess of purpose
and operation. ZEgually consistent is the Scripture teaching respect-
ing the Holy Spirite--=that it is not another God, but the spirit, the
influence, or power exercised by the one God, our Father, and by his
Only Begotten Son;=-in absolute oneness, therefore, with both of these,
who also are at-one or in full accord.19

But how different is this upity of the Father,

the Son, and the holy Spirit from that held and
taught under the name of Trinity, which in the

16‘ Ibi&o‘ 8 Po 16“‘0
170 M@’ P. 165.
18. Logc. cit,

19. Loc. cit.



language of the Catechism (Questions 5 and 6) de-
clares, 'There are three persons in the one God~-
the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, these
Lhree are ppne God, the seme in substance, equal
in power and glory.! Certainly this theory is as
unscriptural as it is unreasonable. Verily, if
it were not for the fact that this Trinitarian
nonsense was drilled into us from earliest infan-
cys and the fact that it is taught in Theological
seminaries by gray-haired professors, in many vways
apparently wise, nobdédy would give it a moment's
consideration., How the great Adversary ever suce
ceeded in foisting it woon the Lord's people to
bewilder them, and render much of the Word of God
of none effecty, is the real mystery which will
probably not be solved until we know !even as we
are known in glory. 120

In studying the material of the Witnesses, the Qriter discovered
that they seemingly have given abundant Scripture testimony to the ef=
fect that there is but one Almighty Godw~-Jdehovah; and that he has
highly exalted his first-besotten, his only Begotten Son, to his own
nature and to his own throne of the universe; and that next to“these
in order of rank will be the glorified Church, the Bride, the Lamb's

wife and joint-heir,

The Parzkletos, The Comforter. Parakletos is rendered Comforter
in John 1%43:16,26, but the thought usuzlly conveyed by the word comfort
(nemely to soothe, to pacify) is not here the correct one. The correct
one, according to the Witnesses, is that of help, encouragement, assist-
ance, strengthening. Rutherford states:
Thus our Lord's promise imwlied that the Holy
Spirit whigh the Father would send in Jesus! name
and as Jesus! representative, would be near his

followers a present help in every time of need=—-
the holy power by which he would guide and direct

20. Ibida $ Po 166o
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his people and enable them to walk by falth and
not by sight.21

The Witnesses claim that this power of God is invisible to men but
its effects are tangible and visible. They illustrate by the electric
current in the copper wire, which if connected to a motor of a trolley-
car, manifests itself in the movement of the car. They conclude that
the Holy Spirit is the spiritual energy or power of God, in that it moves,
enlightens, warms and instructs all who, having the proper conditions in
themselves, are brought into connection with it through its proper chap_
22

nels.

The Witnesses conclude that nothing connected with the preceding

reference to the Noly Spirit as another Comforter or helper implies
that another God is meant, or another person of a trinity of Gods.
They refer zgein to Siudies ip The Seripiures:
The connections show on the contrary that the

comforting or strengthening holy Spirit is the

Spirit of the Father and the Spirit of the Son.

It should be remembered too, that the words he,

him, himself, used in referring to the Paraklelos,

- nmight with equal right Bg translated ghe, her,
herself, or it, itself.
The view of Conservative Protestentism with regerd to these in-

terpretations has been given in a later chapter. To accept the pre-
ceding parsgrephs and quotations as final and true without intensive

resezrch into the original Greek texts, one would most certainly fall

into the same chamnel of error that Jehovahts Witneszes have fallen

2. Ibid., ©. 203.
22. Loc. gii.
230 Ibid.s pe 204,

™



into. Briefly note the following paragraphi
And I will ask the Father, and another Paraclete
will he give you, that he may remain with you for-
ever. . . .but the Paraclete, the Holy Spirit, whom
the Father will send in my name, peg will teach you
all things, and will bring to your remembranceuall
things vhich I said unto you (John 14:16,26).°
The preceding passage is rendered as found in the original Greek
text, "Another Comforter® (& AAov Wa,aa'xkbrov). This is another of
like kind, besides Jesus who becomes our Paraclete, Helper, Advocate
with the Father (I John 2:1; Romans 8:26). So the Christian has Christ
as his Paraclete with the Father, the Holy Spirit as the Father's
Paraclete with the Christian. Thus as Jesus was a definite personality,
end this Paraclete is to be of like kind, certainly one can be dogme=

tic in holding to the personality of the Eoly Spirit, and not as a

power only, as the Jehovah's Witnesses contend,<?

The Holy Spirit and Pentecost. In this sphere, Jehovah's Wit-
nesses again deny anything in connection with the narrative of Pente-
cost which necessitates the thought of a persenzl Holy Spirit, sepae

rate from the Father and the Son. Butherford contends:

Quite the contrary: the fact that the holy Spirit
was recelved in them all, of itself implies that the
holy Spirit is not a person, but an influence, &
power exerted by & person-~the power or influence of

2L, George R. Berry, The Interlinesr Literal Translation of
The Greek New Testament (Chicago, Wilcox and Follett Co.,
1897 ) » Do 290,

25. Archibald T. Robertson, Word Pictures in The New Testement
(Wew York, Harper and Brothers, 1931), IV, 252.
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‘God exerted in and upon his newly adopted children.26

Another mote of interest with regard to the teaching of the Wit~

nesses on the Holy Spirit is, that whoever becomes truly united with

Christ, and thus truly united with all the members of the body of

Christ, needs not pray for present or future Pentecostal blessings,

but may look back with joy and confidence to the original Pentecostal
blessing as evidence of the Father!s acceptance of the church as a

whole. In other words, the Witnesses contend that only those who are

ignorant and misled will c ontinually pray for baptisms of the Spirit,

for even the Apostles did not pray for future Pentecosts.27

Spirit Fishtines Withip apd Without the Saints. It is most ine

teresting to notice the plea of Jehoveh's Witnesses that the majority
of Christians (nominal Christians), even including senctificetionistz,
know little about the real spirit battles and victories, becawuse the
majority have never made a proper consecration, that they might re-
ceive the Holy Spirit of truth. Their thought here is that some
pecple consecrate to social reform work, and they get only the spirit

of social reform and its blessings.28 They say:

All of these consecrations, and the spirits re-
sulting, have botir good and evil influences. Any
of them are far better than a consecration to evil
and. its spirit of evil. But none of these compare
to the consecration taught in the Scriptures and
exemplified in our Lord Jesus Christ. This true

26. Rutherford, The Ab-one-ment Between God and Man, V, 210.

29, Ibid.. p. 216.

28. Ibid.s p. 183.



consecration brings to the keart the holy Spirit,
the spirit of truth which the world camnot receive.

The writer was smused at this guotation, for if the Holy Spirit is
not a being possessing personzlity, what is it then that comes to the
heart which the world cannot receive, an influence? It would seem that

at this point their illogical logic breaks down.

The Witpess of the Spirit. It is the opinion of Jehovah's Wit
nesses that the reason more people do not have the witness of the Holy
Spirit is because of the erroneous view they hold concerning the Holy
Spirit.

The difficulty lies largely in the erroneous
view that the Spirit is a person, and which seeks
to apply personality to its witnessings. When the
fact is recognized thet the Spirit of God is any
power or influence which God may be pleased to ex=~
“ercise, the subject is clarified and the !witness
of the Spirit! becomes a matter of easy distinguish-
ment.

Supposed ObJjections Considered. It is the claim of Jehovah!s

Witnesses that many passages of Scripture translated by the Trinitar-
ians have been given a bias or twist which causes an apparent dis-
agreement between some of these which we have guoted, and the rsason-
able view of the subject under discussions In this section material
has been presented to show how the Witnesses have &ken a variety of
Scriptures, those they feel are confusing to many, and have attempted

to remove all objections of these Scriptures in the light of their

29. Ibiig ) :p. 19“’.
30. ZXIbid.. pe 228,
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teachings.

They were all filled with the Holy Spirit, and
began to speak with tongues, as the Spirit gave
them utterance, (Acts 2:k4).

This text according to the Witnesses describes a two-fold opera-
tion of the Holy Spirit. They clalm support from Rutherford:

It was the mind, diswosition, Spirit of God,
operating ip the disciples, as the Spirit of
adoption, bringing their hearts into closeness
of sympathy and touch with the Father, and with
the glorified Redeemer. . . .God's holy Spirit
or power or influence acted also upon them, con-
ferring special gifts for a testimony to the
world. While it would be unreasonable in the ex-
treme to think of a God getting personally into
one man, there is not the slightest unreasonableness
in the thought that the power of the Highest, the
power, the influence of Jehovah could be in and up-
on and in millions without, in anywise interfering
with the personal presence of Jehovah upon the
throne of the universe.3l

Peter said, 'Ananias, why hath Satan filled thy
heart, to lie to the holy Spirit, and to keep back
part of the price of the land,? (Acts 5:3). . .
'thow hast not lied unto men, but unto God,'! (Acts 5:
i),

It will be noticed, say the Witnesses, that the Apostle uses the
words God and holy Spirit interchangeably in wverse three and verse
four. The thought is the same., God's Holy Spirit, acting through the
apostles, was God's representative; and consequently, in lying to the
apostles who represented God and his Holy Spirit, Ananias and Sepphira
were lying to God, lying to the Bholy Spirit of God,! whose agent and

representative Peter z«.fas.32

31. Ibidm’ P' 269.

320 Lgco __Qiio
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Agzin, The Witnesses claim, that nothing in the words of Acts 8:
29 seems to imply the necessity of another God, "The Spirit said wunto
Phillip, 'Go near, and join thyself to this chariot.!® They under-
stand that the Lord, by his Spirit, influence, power, directed and in-
strueted Phillip to approach the chariot of the eunuch. 33
In whst manner Phillip was directed of the holy
Spirit we are not informed, and it would be unwise
to speculate, O?r G?d hag at-his dispogal unlimigﬁd
means for communicating his wishes to his peoples
In the passage Acts 10:19, "The Spirit said unto Him, ¥Behold
three men seek thee,'" the Witnesses maintain that the same answer is
applicable to this passage as to the preceding objection.
It is quite immaterial to us how the power, in-

fluence, Spirit of Gﬂ@g addressed Peter, giving
him this information.

In Acts 16:6, "Forbidden of the Holy Ghost to preachthe word in
Asia,® the Witnesses again deny the personzlity of the Holy Spirit.

¥e are not informed specifically how the Apostle
and his companions were forbidden to prosecute the
preaching work in Asia, but apparently they were
hindered or not permitted to go into Asiay~~-the un~
favorable circumstances preventing. But no matter
how they were hindered; God was directing the work;
he used invisible power to direct them as his ser=
vants.36

In I Corinthians 2:13, ¥, . .which things also we spealk, not in

the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost

33. Ibid.s ». 2%3-
3. Ibid.s p. 274,
35. Loc. gii.

36. Ibid.s pe 276.



teacheth." Does this not prove the personality of the Holy Spirit?

"It does not,"” is the Witness reply! Rutherford states:

This Seripture proves that the holy Spirit or
mind of Ged, when received by his children, fits
or prepares their minds to comprehend his plan.
How clear it is that the spirit is not a person,
but the disposition or influence of God in themn.

Sumnary. To summarize the presentation of the doctrine of the

Holy Spirit, single thoughts from each preceding section have been

talkten, The last quoted paragraph is from one offthe many writings of

Jo F. Rutherford.

The holy Spirit is not another Gods but the
spiri%, influence, or power exercised by the ong
God, our Father, and by his Only Begotten Son.”

The holy Spirit is the invisible power of Jeho-
vah. The term holy ghost has been used by the
Trinitarian translators without the slightest
aathority, thus giving the vague impression of
'personalitg‘ to some, which is an unseriptural
impression, 2

The terms yuach snd ppneums, rendered gpiriti,
do not signify personality, but do sigrify ine
visible power or influence.

The holy Spirit is the begetting or tﬂans~
forming power of the knowledge of truth. 1

The Parakletos, the Comforter, is the holy
power by which the Lord would direct and guide
Ris people and enable them to walk by faith and

37
38
39.
40,
La,

1bides po 279.
Ibid., pe 165,
Ibid., p. 169,
Ibid., p. 173,
Ibid., p. 183.
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not by sight,?

At Pentecost, the fact that the holy Spirit
was received in them all, of itself implies
that the holy Spirit is not a person, hut an
influence, a power exerted Qy a person--the
power of god exerted upon his newly adopted
children,™3

The supposed abjections to Scripture arise
from a Rﬁas or twist of the Trinitarian trans-
lators, @

The Scriptures conclusively prove that the
holy Spirit is not a person, and is therefore
not one of the gods of the Trinity. The holy
Spirit {mistranslated Holy Ghost) is the holy
vower of Jehovah God conferred upon his beloved
Son and.upoﬁ others whom he authorized to rep-
resent him."

L2,
L3,
il
bs.

Ibides De 203.
Ibides us 209.

Ibid.s p. 263.

J. F. Rutherford, Reconciliation (Brooklyn, Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society, 1928), vp. 115, 116.



CHAPTER VI
COMPARISON AND CONTRAST

The three essential phases of the Jehovah's Witnesses doctrine of
God have been.presented in the preceding (four) chapters. The conclud~
ing part of this study is a comparison and contrast of the Jehovah's
Witnesses doctrine of God and Conservative Protestantism!s doctrine of

God.
A. COMPARISONW

Method of Progedure., Two divisions are made in this chapter.
The first.division contains the doctrines of Conservative Protestant-
ism as follows: ZXFirst, the doctrine of Divine Revelation and Inspira~
tion; Segond, & glimpse of the Trinitarian doctrine, followed by a
discussion of each person in the Gocdhead, God the Father, Christ the
Son, and the Holy Spirit. The second division contains, in a chart
form, a contrast of the views of the Jehovah's Witnesses and Conser-

vative Protestantism.

The Doctrines of Hevelation and Inspirabion. Revelation may be

defined in a brpad sense as "every manifestation of God to the con-
sciousness of man, whether through nature and the course of human
history, or through the higher disclosures of the Incarnate Word and

the Holy Scr:'a_ptures."1

1. H. Ortoan Wiley, Christian Thealogy (Ransas City, Missouri,
Beacon Hill Press, 1949), I, 125.
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Such a definition suggzests two divisions which have been discussed
in this section: (1) general revelation which includes nature and e=
vents in history; (2) special revelation which includes the redemptive
work of God as recorded in the Holy Scriptures,

The first phase of general revelation is nature, By this we mean
the disclosure of God through the physical universe considered apart:
from man. Wiley states:

Fature is filled with the Divine Spirit and re-
veals (God as the atmosphere is filled with sunlight
and reveals the sun. 3But the language of nature
falls upon darkened intellects and dulled sensibi-
lities and must be read in the dim light of a viti-
ated spiritual nature., However, the more God is
otherwise known, the more this whole infinite,
visible creation declares His invisible glory, and
reveals His hidden nature and will, a=d to this
the testimony of everﬁ gpiritually renewed soul
bears joyful witness,

Turning now to revelationsthrough history. History belongs to
human volition., It is a record of what men have done, but - -

There is an inner directing Presence in history
and an Authoritative Will above it which directs
all to an expressed goal, a fullness of time.

This goal is the coming of the Word made flesh,

the Incarnate Son of God standing out on the plane
of human history as God manifest in the flesh. In
the light of this historicsl fact, we are able to
look back through the pages of history and recoge
nize purpose in events; and we are able to read the
words of the prophets and see their predictiocns
fulfilled. As the central point of all history He
has had M¥is impress wupon ited

It is necessary now to turn to the second division, that of

special revelation.

2.- I‘bi g»’ Pt 128.

3¢ Ibides pe 133



By special revelation we refer to he redemp=
tive purpose of God manifested in Christ Jesus,
as over against the more general revelation of
His power manifested in His creative works. Gen=-
eral revelation is basic and fundamental, but ime
plies a revelation on a higher and personal plane.
Also, the fact that sin entered the world as an
event later than the creative fiat, necessitates
a special revelation if God's attitude towards sin
is to be understood, and His purpose of redemption
effectually made known to men.

The Bible is that gpecisl revelation and is God's way of disclos-
ing himself and his plan of redemption to man. This revelation pro-
vides what man could not understand of God through nature and history.

Christ is presented in the Bible as the central
figure of this special revelation, for He is the
perfect manifestation of God. Hebrews 1:3 points

to this faet very clearly.

Christ is, therefore, the perfect and complete revelation of God.

Inspiration. In & theclogical sense, ingpiraiion signifies the
operation of the Holy Spirit upon.the writers of the Wooks of the
Bible in such a manner that their productions became the expression
of God's will., ¥t was by this means that the Scriptures became the

Word of God.6

The term inspiration means literally tine
'breathing of God,! or 'Ythe breathing into,! and
is therefore the extraordinary agency of the Holy

Spirit upon the mind in conseguence of which the

person who partéikes of it is enabled to embrace
and communicate the truth of God withoud error,

Ll’. Ibig. ? Po 135.
5. Ibides pe 137.

6. Ibid-e Pe ]67.
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or defect.7

A more generel definition would state that ingpirstion is the

actuating energy of the Holy Spirit by which holy men chosen of God

have officially proclaimed His will as revealed to men in the sacred

Seriptures.

When the Holy Bible was written, the Holy Spirit
operated upon the hearts and minds of the writers,
preparing their minds for the reception of truth,
(II Timothy 3:16), thus enabling them to communicate
this truth without error. The character of the
sacred writers is stated in IT Peter 1:21, '. . .
Holy men of God spake as they were moved by the
Holy Ghost, '8

This doctrine of Inspiration does not teach thai God dictated the

Scriptures as a business man would dictate to a stenographer. XNor dees

the doctrine claim that all parts of the Bible are of equal value as

teaching religious truth.

The Holy Spirit simwly supervised the men who
were writing, in such a way that while they were
left in full possession of thelr own faculties,
and while they used other sources in the collect=
ing of their own information, writing that infor-
mation in their own style and with their own
choice of vocabulary asnd diction, yet they were
prevented from writing what was pof true, and
guided in the selection of Jjust the facts that
God wanted written for Mis people.?

Conservative Protestantism does not claim that all parts of the

Bible have equal walue in the teaching of religious truth, but zll of

it is true and Just the truth that God wants his people to have, This

Ivid., p. 167.
Ibid., p. 169.

Floyd E. Hamilton, The Basis of Christien Faith (X¥ew York,
Harper znd Brothers, 1946), p. 282,
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is the doctrine of Inspiration which Conservative Protestantism be=
lieves the Bible teaches. JIurthermore; the Conservative Protestant
doctrine of inspiration may be substantiated by the scripture II Timoe
thy 3:16, "All scripture is given by inspiration of God and is profit
able for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruetion in
righteousness.® Therefore, if the Bible is not true, the doctrine of
inspiration may be disproved, but if the Bible is true, it necessarily
follows that the doctrine of Inspiration is also true,

The leaders of Jehovah's Witnesses have claimed unadulterated
respect for the Bible as the ipsvired written Yord of Gods as does
Conservative Protestamtism. Where does the error of the Witnessss
show forth then? The writer contends that one must be aware of a very
subtle rationalism on the part of Jehovah's Witnesses. Certain doc-
trines are umreasongble to Jehovah!s Witnesses, and they state their
case very brazenly. But if the Bible is the Word of God, whichk both
groups contend, Conservative Protestantism maintains it is not proper
to sayvhether the doctrines taught iniie Word of God seem reasonable
or not. Hemilton contends:

If God has given them to us, they must be true,
and it is our place to study them and accept them
as true, whether we can reconcile them with ouxr
finite minds or not. One of the greatest difficul-
ties we have with certain of these doctrines is

that they are an attempt to explain jipfinite
truths in finite language.

Conservative Protestantism further states that it is to be ex-
pected that under such circumstances one might not be able to grasp

the full significance of the doctrines, or to reconcile the facmtsg

10, Ikid.. p. 274,
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which God reveals to men with their finite human experiences and finite
minds.e This does not mean that they &sre irreconcilable with reason,
but simply that man does not have the facts sufficient to reconcile
them,!! Memilton further states:

If God were to revesal anything to menkind, cere
tainly it would not be truths which man could reach
through his unaided reason, but truths which man
could not possible learn wiihout such diwine revel-
ation as the Bible, We do not claim, therefore,

that it is possible to prove the truth of the doc~
trines of the Christizn religion by the humen

reason, 12

No one who admits that the Bible is the Word of God, has any logi-

cal right to question the truth of the doctrines taught therein,

Surmsary. If the Bible is the Word of God, then it is the duty of
Christians to accept its teachings and doctrines, no matter how dis-
tasteful to the sinful heart they may be. If God hag revealed them,
then they are patiopal regardless of what we mey think of them, or how
impossiﬁle it may seem to be to prove their truth or to reconcile them
with the rational side of man's nature.t>

Therefore, because Jehovahfs.%i%nesses hold the Bible to be the
Word of God, to be true to this belief, they will ¢f necessity have
to accept its teachings and doctrines, no maitter how unreasonable they

m&y seem to their finite minds. Conservative Protestants may draw the

conclusion that because of the non-acceptance of the doctrine of the

1l. Loe. cik.

12, Loec, ¢it.

13. Ibiﬁ.t ? _po 2820
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Trinity, Jehovah!s Witnesses actually are denying the wvery point for
which they contend, that the Bible is the Inspired Word of God.
Hemilton's view is as follows:

No matter how irreational a doctrine may be to
the mind of a Conservative Protestant, he falls
back on faith in a rational God who can and does
resolve the seeminly irrational mysteries, in
His infinite knowledge. !Now we see tﬁ;ough a
glass, darkly, but then face to face.'l

The Trinity and Doctrines of God bthe Father, Christ, apd the
Holy Spirit. To present an adequate concept of the Christian doctrine
of God, one must begin with the Trinity.

The Trinitarian belief immediately sets off the
Christian view of God from all others. It is there-
fore, unique and has no parallel either in the his-
tory of religion or philosophy. There have been
many religious groups outside the Christian tradie
tion that have taught a personal God, but in these
groups there has been either one or many. This
problem of many gods has been resolved in the
Trinity which teaches a monotheism {one God) and
2lso teaches three divine persons within the Trine
ity (which denies the plurality of Gods),l2

Since those who acknowledge the existence of a personal God never
question his Patherhood, the Witnesses being no exception, it is evie
dent that the question regarding the Trinity resolves itself into the

proof of the Deity of the Son and the Holy Spirit.

The 014 Testement Conception of the Trinity. The writer has

taken the position that the doctrine of the Trinity, like all other

14. Ibid., p. 282.

15, DIwaine L. Bassett, "A Critical Study of Mormon Doctrine®
3eDe Thesis in the Western Bvangelical Seminary Library,
unpublished, 1952 , p. 109.
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New Testament truths, was contzined in germ in the 0ld Testament; but

only with the revelation of God in Christ could it come to full develop-

ment. Pope, in his Compendium of Christian Theology states:

The doctrine of the Trinity, like every other
doctrine, had the mystery of divine education in
the Church, its slow development. Remembering
the law, that types of progress of the 0ld Test&-
ment doctrine must be traced in the light of the
New Testeament, we can discern throughout the an-
cient records a preintimation of the Three~Cne,
ready to*be revealed in the last time. No word
6f ancient record is to be studied as standing
alone; but according to the anzlogy of faith,
which is no other than the one %rutl thet reigns
in the organic whole of Seripture.

He Orton Wiley contends that it is necessary to r emember that in
the light of the Christian dispensation, there are many passages in' the
0l1ld Testament which are seen to contain implicitly the doctrine of the
Trinity. These intimations are found in references to the plural use
of names of God, the Angel of Jehoveh, the Asronic Benediction, the
Trisagion, the use of the terms Word and Wisdom, and the descriptions

of Messish.17

The Use of Plurs] Names to Desigmate Deity. Theologians in every
age, have asserted that it is impossible to explain the use of the
plural rather than singular nouns, unless there be a plurality of per=-
sons in the Godhead. Hence, the allusion to the doctrine of the Trin~

ity, which in the progress of revelation was afterward to be clearly

revealed.,

16, William Burt Pope, A Compendium of Christian Theology (New
York, Hunt and Eaton, n.d.), I, 260.

17. Viley, Christian Theolozv, I, 398.
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This plural use is found in the opening sen-
tences of Genesis, where it is stated that Ip
the beginnine God (i.e. Elohim or the Gods) cre-
ated the heavens and the esrth, (Gen. 1:1).
Again in verse 26, And God said, 'Let ug make

man in gur image, after gur likenesss' Alse in
Genesis 3:22. . .And the Lord _said, 'Behold, the

man is become as one of us,!

The Angel of Jehovesh., This phrase as used from Genesis to Malae~
chi is another expression which contains implicitlv the thought of
the Trinity.

The Angel is the messenger or manifestation of
God, which although separated from God is never-
theless identified with Him. While the phrase is
sometimes used to denote a humen messenger and at
other times a created angel, it is with these few
exceptions used to designeate the pre~incernate
Logos. It is wery necessary that we remember that
the '"Angel of the Lord! refers direetly to the
eternal Logos, who while &istinct from Jehowvah 1is
yet Jehovsh himself.19

It is in the descriptions of the Messiah that the clearest vision
of the Second person of the Trinity as the Divine Son is given. Note

such passages as Isaiah 9:6; Micah 5:2; Psalm 45: 6,7; Hebrews 1:8,9;

and Malachi 3:l.

The Son snd Spirit in the Hew Téatamenﬁ. It is to the New Testa~
ment that one must turn for the full revelation of the Son as the
Becond person of the Trinity; and for the personality and deity of the
Holy Spirit as the adorable Third person. The writer has chosen only

a few outstanding proof texts, for the wealth of Scripture expressions

18';.1 m- g;i?;

19, Ibid., p. 399.



is too grest to try to cover them all,

The deity of Christ is sustained by the followw=
ing classes of Scripture: (1) Those which refer
to His pre-existence, John 1:15; 8:58; 6:51, 3:13;
17:5. (2) Divine nemes and titles are applisd to
Christ. He is called '"Lord,¥ Isa. 4§:3; Matt,3:3;
Romansg 10:13; Joel 3:32; John 20:28; Acts 10:36.
He is called 'God,! John 1:1l; Titus 2:13; I John
5:20., (3) Divine attributes are ascribed to Christ,
such as gelf-sxistence, John 2:19; 10:17,18; 5:26;
ebternitys, John 131,2; 17:5,24; Hebrews 1:8,10-12;
I John 1:2; cmnipresence, Matthew 18:20; 28:30;
John 3:13; dphesians 1:21; omniscience, Matthew
9:l4; 12:25; 10:15; 16:30; 21:17; Colossians 2:3;
Rev. 2:23; omnipotence, Matthew 28:18; Luke 21:15;
John 1:3,10; I Cor. 1:24; ¥phesians 1:22; Phil.
3:21; Colossians 2:10; Rev, 1:18; immubability,
Hebrews 1:11,12; 13:8. (&) Divine works are as-
cribed to Christ. QOreation, John 1:3,10; I Cor.
8:6; Col., 1:16; Heb, 1:10. He upholds and pre-
serves all fhings, Col, 1:17; Heb. 1:3. EHe fore
gives sins, Mark 2:5-10; Luke 5:20-24; 7:47-49;
Acts 5:31. He zives the Holy Spirit, Imke 24:40;
John 16:7; Aets 2:33. He gives peace, John 14:27;
16:33; Romans 15:33; II Cor. 13:11. He gives
light, John 1:4=9; 8:12; 9:5; I John 1:5-7., He
gives eterpal life, John 17:2. He gonfers spiri-
tusl gifts, Bphesians 4:8 13. (5) Divine worship
is offered to Christ. Matthew 14:33; Imke 24:51,
52; Acts 1:24; 7:59; Meb. 1:6; Rev., 5:13.20

The personality and deity of the Holy Spirit do not require the

sane extended discussion, as that which has just been given to the

deity of the Son, inasmuch as many of the principles involved have

already been considered, =znd, too, @2n extended discussion has been

given in the section which follows on the doctrine of the Holy Spirit.

That the Holy Spirit'!s person is distinct from
that of the Father and the Son is clearly taught in
the Scriptures. He is called jhe Spirit; the Spirit
of God; the Holy Spirit; the Svirit of glory. He is
spoken of by our Lord as the Comforter or another

20;

Ibide s Dp. 402-403.
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That the Holy 3pirit is more than an influence or an attribute is
brought out clearly in John 14:16 end John 14:26, In these passages
the Holy Spirit is clearly stated to be the Third Person, as the Fa-
ther is the First and the Son the Second in the Trinity.

The highest evidence of personality in the
Third Person of the Trinity is the fact that a
personal pronoun with a neuter nourn is used in
reference to the Holy Spirit. 'It is a depar~
ture from the ordinary rule to use a masculine
pronoun with a neuter noun,' says Dr. Hodge,
'unless the masculine is warranted by the fact
that the person referred to may be called 'He!,
Hence the use of the masculine pronoun is strong
evidence that the writers of Sacred Scripture
intended to set forth the personality of the
Holy Spirit.zz

The deity of the Holy Spirit may be proved Scripturally, by a
collation of texts as in the case of the Divine Sonship, however, this
phase has been discussed in the section on the Holy Spirit. Some
references are, Acts 5:3,4; I Cor. 12:6-11; II Cor. 3:17; Heb. 1:1;

IT Peter 1:21; 1:11,

The position masintained by Jehovah's Witnesses is that the doc-
trine of the Trinity is a senseless, God-dishonoring doctrine. They
claim such a doctrine is unreasonable from beginning to end, and can-
not be understood or explained. Conservative Protestantism admits
that of all the Christian doctrines, the most difficult to explain and
understand is the doctrine of the Trinity. Conservative Protestantism

does not claim that it is possible to prove its truth by rational

argument or by evidences external to the Bible, but they do point oui

21. Ibid., p. 4Ok,
22, Ibid., p. 405.
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words of explanation which remove some of the misunderstanding about
this doctrine.

The definition given of this doctrine in the Westminster Shorter
Catechism is as good & definition as any: ®There are three persons in
the Godhead; the Father, the Son, znd the Holy Ghost; and these three
are one God, the same in substance, egual in power and glory." What
is meant by this definition is that the Christian God is gne God. not
three Gods, but that in this single Godhead there are three sgual per-
sonss God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit.23

Conservative Protestants muast admit that the human reason has exe
treme difficulty in even understanding hew this can be true, and that
the doctrine could never have beén discovered by the unaided reason.
The doctrine must be accepted only because God has revealed it to us in
the Bible; and though it is difficult to understand, that cannost be
used as an argument sgainst our accepting it as true, if God has re-
vealed it. The very difficulty of understanding it lies ig the fact
that it is an attempt to explaln the infinlie nature of the hidden

mysteries of God in finlte langmage.

God the Father., To formulate a definition one must establish
certain limits; this is the meaning of definition. It way be seen,
therefore, that the human mind cen never define God who is unlimited.
Only the infinite can comprehend the infinite.

God is represented in the Bible as ¥, . .dwell-
ing in the light which no man can approach unto;

whom no men hath seen, nor can see. . o',

23s Hamilton, The Basis of Christisn Paith, p. 278.




(I Timothy 6:16). The nearest approach to a defini-
tton of God is found in Exodus 33:14: ¥, . I AM THAT
I AM,' This reference asserts His existence without
attempting to prove it and further deglares that His
essence can only be known by Himself,
The writer has discovered that the burden of the Scriptures iz
not to prove the existence of God, but they do boldly assume and emw

phatically declare the existence of God.

The Names of God. The question has been asked, "What is the value
of the use of Divine names as a revelation of the idea of Godf"
The progressive revelation of God to men, as
found in the Scriptures has its origin and develop
ment in the use of Divine names, through which God
has commumicated in varying degreeg, something of
the unsearchable mystery which surrounds His being.25

Two names, Blohlm and Jehovah, when teken in their 0ld Testament
unity, declare the being of God as absolute and necessary. There are
many other names applied to Deity, but these two are supreme and run
throughout the older perisd of revslation.

Two other names, El Shaddsl and Adonal, are important slso with
reference to Gode All of these names are continued in the Nevw Tesgta~
ment, and find their culmination in the revelation of God in Hin,
whose name is above "every name that is named, not only in this world,
but also in that which is to come,® (Bphesieans 1:21).

The central idea of Elohiy indicates the primary revelation of

God’s power, through the forces of nature and constitution of men.

The advanced meaning of Jahweh lifts the concept of God from the plane

2L, 3Bassett, "A Critical Study of Mormon Doctrine," p. 111.

25. Wiley, Christian Theolozy, I, 241.
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of power to that of personal relationships. The meaning of £1 Shaddal
is given as "God Almighty"; also as "breasted"; nourisher or life=-
giver, (Job 3:12); and as the shedder-forth of blessings temporal and
spiritual. The distinctive meaning of Adonai expresses possession and
sovereign dominion. It means Lord or Master in the Greek, a term fre-
quently applied to Christ.26

The words Elohim and Jehovaly are frequently
united in the Scriptures, and when so used ex~
press the personal nature of God. Furthermore,
there is connected in the divine names, a revele
ation of the God of creation, a revelation of the
God of redemption, and when the name Fl Shaddal
is used, there is given also the nature of the
relation of God to His redeemed people.

In these names, therefore, is veiled the fuller revelation of the
Triune name, which we have seen found expression in God the Father,
Christ the Son as the Incarnate Word, and the Holy Spirit as the Para~
clete or Comforter. Also, with reference to the divine names, in a
previous cha_pter28 Jehovah's Witnesses contended that the name Jehovah

is never applied to Jesus Christ. However, the fact of the matter is

that the name Jesus literally means Jehova.h—-Savior.29

The Attributes of God. The attributes of God are the several
gualities and perfections of the divine nature. Our knowledge of the
divine essence is very limited, and all man can know of his perfections

is what has been revealed to him in nature and his Word (Christ). Even

26, Ibid., p. 248,

27, Ibid.s p. 249,

28. Above, p. 18.

29, %@bert Baker Girdlestone, opyms of the O1ld Testement
Wm, B. Herdmans Publishing Co., Grand Raplds, s De 38,
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with all this help men can only know God the Father in part, for God
is incomprehensibly great.

Only briefly have the attributes been given here, for in the sec-
tien regarding Christ; the One who reveals to us the Father, the attri-
butes are seen more clearly. We find: (1) Unity. There is but one
God=-one selffexistent being. Deut. b:35;4Isaiah 45$21,22; I Cor. 8:
L; Ephesians 4:6, (2) Eternity. God alone is eternal. God.is; God
has ever been; God will ever be. Psalm 1023 27; 90:2; Isaish 40:28;

57:15. (3) Spiritvality. God is Spirit, not body, nor mirds nor

matter. Since he is Spirit we can understand why all worship must be
spiritual.
There is one God, the cause of 211 things, the

fountain of all perfection, without parts or dimen-

siong, for he is eternal, filling the heavens and

the earth, pervaeding, governing, and uphboldling all

thingss for he is en jpfipite spirit.
(&) Omniscience. God is infinite in knowledge. Hebrews L4:13; Psalm
14%:5, (5) Omnipresence., God is a spirit, and is therefore essential-~
ly present everywhere. One outstanding reference in Scripture is
Psalm 139:7-10. (6) Omnipotence. This attribute is essential to the
very nature of God. If he were not almighty, he would not be perfect
and independent. His power is incomparable. Psalm 62:11; Job 26:14,
(7) Immtebiiity. What God now is he always was, end always will be,

eternaily the same. Malachi 3:6; Psalm 102:27, Thus trusting in the

immutability of God, anyone who comes to God for refuge, has a strong

consolation.

30. Jonathan Weaver, Christian Theology (Dayton, Ohio, United
Brethren Publishing House, 1900), p. 24,




(8) Holiness. God is originally holy; he is so of and in himself;
and the author and promoter of holiness among his creatures. This is
an essential attribute of the divine essence, and is infipite. impubeble,
and eterpal.
The holiness of God is both negative and positive,
for it not only implies the absence of all evil, but
the presence of !all possible, positive, operative
goodness, 131
Relative holiness may be found in men, and men is called upon to
be holy. Through the Atonement the way has been made possible, and if

it were not possible for man to be relatively holy, God would not re~

gquire ite (9) Justice. God is eternally just, ". . .A God of faith

fulness and without iniguity, Jjust end right is he." (Deut. 32:4).
(10) Truth. Truth, like holiness, inheres in the very nature of God.
The one cannot exist without the other. Bxodus 34:6; Fsalm 31:5; 117:2,

(11) Goodness, Mercy, Love, Benevolence, Longsuffering. All of these

inhere in the attribute of goodness. But for the goodness of Ged, man
should not know apything about his mercy, love, benevolence, @nd long-

suffering.32 Psalm 106:1.

Summary. There is, and of necessity must always be, the most
complete and perfect harmony in all the attributes. Weaver conecludes:
God is bound by the immutability of his owm

perfections, so that he cannot perform a single
act by the exercise of any one of his attributes,33

310 Ibi@..’ P. 28.
32. Ibid., p. 21.

33. Loc. git.
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Who can contemplate all these attributes inhering in one persons
and not be impressed with a sense of God's greatness? "Great is the

Lord and highly to be praised," (Ps. 48:1),

Christ. Is Jesus Christ truly and properly God? This is a gques-
tion ef great importance, for the whole plan of salvation hinges upon
it. The deity of Christ is a matter of revelation and must be settled
by a direct appeal to fe Scriptures. If Jesus Christ is very God, the

Scriptures must affirm it.

Divine Titles Given o Christ. Divine titles are given to Christ

which belong to no being in the universe but God. "Thy throne, 0 God,
is for ever and ever,® (Heb., 1:8).

If this be said of the Son of God, Jesus Christ,
then Jesus Christ muast be God; and it is the purpose
of Paul to prove this. The words here quoted are
taken from Psalms 14:6,7. This verse is very cor-
rectly considered a proof of the déity of Christ,
but some late versions of the Hew Testament have en~
deavored to avoid the evidence of this preof by
translating the words thus. God is ihy tbhrone for
ever and ever, using (6 Q¢ces ) as the nominative
case, However, the nominative case is often used
for the vocative, and entire construction requires
it should be used here. The original Hebrew word
can not be consistently translated in any other
way than ‘Thy throne, 0 God, is forever and to
eternity.! It is both worlds, and extends over all
time and will not exist through endless duration.3

The only reference found where the Jehovah!s Witnesses make use
of this verse is the statement that the "bride" is exhorted to rever-

ence the King'!s Son as her Lord. The true meaning, however, i1s

34, Adem Clarke, The Holy Bible Commentary of Both 01d and New
Testaments (New York, Land and Scott, 1851), VI, 690.
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perfectly clear. God the Father is speslzing unto His Son and calling
Him "God, 135

Turning to Matthew 1:23, "Behold, the virgin shall be with child,
and shall bring forth a son, and they shall call his name Immanuel;
which is, being interpreted,.God with us.” This passage relates to the’
gospel themes, and is spoken of concerning Jesus Christ. All Conservas
tive Protestants agree that Christ, and He only, is the Savior of the
world. But who @nd what is Me? The Scriptures state, "He is God, !

ther great passages of Séripture such as Romans 9:5; I Timothy
3:16; Titus 2:13,14, could be discussed at great length on this matter
of divine titles, but if is necessary to proceed to the discussion of

the attributes of Christ,

Christ Has the Attributes of Deity. If Christ has attributes of
deity ascribed to Him, which belong to God alone, how are Conservative
Protestants to account for this if Jesus Christ was not God? Huch is
said about good men such as Abrsham, Moses, Samuel, David, and Isaiah,
but to none of them are ascribed titles and attributes such as are ag-
cribed to Jesus Christ,

Christ was Pre-existent. ". . .whose goings forth have been from

of 0ld, from everlastinge" (Micah 5:2).

In every age, from the beginning of the world,
there has been some manifestation of .the Messiahe
He was the hopej,as He was the salvation of the
world, from the promise of Adam in paradise, to
His manifestation in the flesh four thousand yeaurs
after. From everlasting, from the days of time;

35. P. B, Hewitt, Bussellism Exposed (Grand Rapids, Michigan,
Zondervan Publishing House, 1951), p. 8.



from time aec it came out of eternity. That is,
there was pg time in which He has not been going
forth—~coming in various ways to sa¥e men. .A4nd
Ee that game forth the moment time had its birth,
was before that time in which he begen to gome
forth to save souls thet He had created. He was
before all things. As He is the fresior of all
things, so He is the Eierpal, and ngo part of
what was greated. All beipe but God has been
created. Whatever has not been greated is Gode
But Jesus is the Creator of 21l things; there-
fore He ig God; for He caunot be a part of His
own 'work.—qfé

Again, notice another passage speaking of the pre-existence of
I
Christ. "The first-born of every creature. . . (77'/007‘(.4) Kos Taons

4
KT{(oews ), , .the first=born of all creation.o’

As ipmace points to revelation. so firsi-born
points te giernsl pre-~existence. Even the refer-
ence in Revelation 1:5 is a little ambiguous, for
we must avoid any suggestion that Christ was the
first of greated fhipess, which is contradicted by
the following words: jin Him were all ibings cre-
ated. The true sense is, born hefore the creabion.
This faet of priority impliss goverelgnty. He is
exalted above all thrones, etc., and all things are
unto (€¢s) Hm, as they are elsewhere declared to
be unto Gods”

One of the key verses which denotes the pre~existence of Christ,
is also one which the Witnesses very dogmatically deny as setting forth -
Christ!s pre-existence, is John 1l:l.

Here the Losoeg of John is the rezl, personal
God, the Word who was originally before the
creation with God, and yas God, one in essence
and nature, yet personally distinct; the reveal-
er and interpreter of the hidden being of God;
the reflection and visible image of God, and the

36. Adam Clarke, The Holy Bible Commentary of both 01d and New
Testaments , IV, 722,

37. Marvin R, ¥incent, Word Studies in t e Bw Test ament (New
York, Charles Scribmer's Sons, 1908), .

38, Loc. cit.



orgen of all His manifestations to the world.

This Word, the Logps, which John was referring
tos was the Lord Jesus Chrisid, who was in the

beginning with God, and was God. 39

The phrase yas with God( nv @pos rov Yéov )
does not convey the full meaning, but there is
no single HEnglish word which will give it better.
The preposition (#pos), which, with the aceusa=

ive case, denotes motion towards, or direction,
is also often wused in the New Testament in the
sense of with: and that not merely as being near
or beside, but as a living union and commmunion;
implying active motion of intercourse. !The
eternal life which was with the Father!

(ﬂ‘pos Tov zrare;pa), (I John 1:2)., Thus John's
statement is that the divine Word not only abode
with the Father from 211 eternity, dbut was in the
living, active relation of communion with Him. 50

The Attribubes of Christe As Jesus Christ is the revelation of

God the Father, it will be noted that the attribvutes of duty in the
preceding section will gorrespond to Christ, however, the Seripture
passages will be in addition to those already given. (1) Immutebility
is ascribed to Christ., Mebrews 1:12; 13:8, are two well-knewn passages
denoting immiatability. It has ever been the faith of the Church that
immutability belongs to God, and to him only. Thus, since the sacred
writers have ascribed this attribute to Christ, our conclusion is, of
necessity, that Jesus Christ is the very eternal God., (2) Bternity
as an attribute is found in Isaizh 9:6 and Rev, 22:16, which is as-
cribed to Christ, thus again He must be very Gode (3) Omnivotence,
or almighty power, has been ascribed to Christ as well as God. Note
Matthew 28:18; Col. 1:16,17; Rev. 1:8; Genesis 1:l. If Christ is

omnipotent, then He must be God. (Ly) Omnipresence of Christ, is

39 Vincent, ¥Word Studies in the New Testament, II, 32.
LI‘Q. Ibﬁ.i" Po 34’0
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ascribed in Hebrews 1:3, ". . .upholdeth all things by the word of His
pover.® In Colossians 1:17, omnipresence is seen also: "By Him all
things consist.¥ Thus to upheld and support all things requires a uni-
versal presence.

Jesus, Himself, gave two promises setting forth

His omnipresence in Matthew 18:20, !'For where tweo

or three are gathered together in ny nsme, there

am I in the midst of them,! and *Lo, I am with you

alway, even unto the end of the world.! Dr. Miley

says, 'Only an omnipresent beinge—--omnipresent with

infinite efficiencies of a personal agency=--could |

truthfully assert such fact and give such promises.bl
(5) Omniscience is ascribed to Christ in John 21:17; 16:30; Col.2:3.
If Jesus Christ knoweth all things, even the thoughts of the heart,

and if all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge are hid in Him, He

nust be omniscient, and if omniscient, he must truly be God.

The ¥Works Ascribed to Christ Prove His Deity. Mozes opensd up
the history of the world by the statement that, "In the beginning God
created the heaven and the earth," {(Genesis 1:1). Conservative Pro-

testants in all ages have accepted this statement as true. Thus the

work of Creation is aseribed to Chrisi. Now to prove that Jesus is

God, it is only necessary to show from the Scriptures that He created

and sustains all things.

The facts set forth in John 1:1-3 are: (1) that
the Word (Loges) was in the beginning. (2) This
Word was Gode (3) This Word made all thines. (&)
The Word was made flesh. (5) This Word was God mani-
fest in the flesh. ?

Colossians 1:16,17 is another passage denoting Christ as the

41, Weaver, Christian Theolosv, p. 38.

42, Loc._cit.
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Creator of the universe; of all thines visible and invisible; of all

things that had a beginninz. whether they exist in fime or in sternity.

Paul the Apostle, states also that whatsoever
was created was created for Himself; that He was
the sole end of His own work; that He was prior
to 81l greation, to all beings, whether in the
visible or invisible world; that He is the pre=
server and ygveﬁncr of all things; for by Him 211
thinzs consist.

Allowing St. Paul to have understood the terms
which he used, he must have considered Jesus
Christ as being truly and properly ged. Creation
is the work of Him who is uneoriginsted, infinite,
unlimited, and eternzal. Since the Scriptures claim
that Jesus Christ is Creator of all things, tﬁen
Jesus Christ must be, truly and properly God. b
Another work ascribed to Christ, is forgiveness of sin. No being
in the universe can pardon sin but God. Psalms 51:4 and Exodus 3436, 7
point out that the Lord God forgiveth sin. Others in the New Testament
are, Matthew 9:6, Col. 3:13; Acts 5:31. It may be seen from these
passages that the pardoning of sin is the work of Christ. If Jesus

Christ were not God He could not forgive sin.

Jesus Christ is the ghject of Worship. To worship any being

other than God is idolatry. Such passages as Matthew 4:10; Rev. 19:
103 Acts 24:14, show that one must worship God. With these Scriptures
in mind, turn and reazé Luke 24:51,52; Matt. 14:33; 28:83,9; Rev. 5:1l~-
13, In these Scriptures it is seen how Jesus Christ received worship
from various persons, ané He did not rebuke them for their worship of

Him,

43, Clarke, The Holy Bible Commentary of Both 01d and New
Testaments, ¥I, 516.
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The highest order of worship, both in heaven
and in earth, belongs to Jesus Christ~-~not to the
human form of Christ, but to that divine nature
that dwelt in Him. It is not the 'man Jesus
Christ' that men and angels worship, but the die
vine Christ--the Almighty God, that was manifest
in the flesh,45

Christ claimed equality with the Father. ¥No created being ever
claimed equality with God. John 5:18; Phil. 2:6; Col. 2:9; 1:19; 1:15
are all passages which teach that Christ is ggual with God. In no
sense éan Christ be equal with God unless He is divine in nature,

The Godhead is translated from the word ﬂggc@ws )
which signifies deity, or divine nature. So then,
all the fullness of deity or the divine nature dwelt
in Him., Again, Christ is not only the image, but the
express image of the invisible God, and the bright-
ness of his glory. It cannot be said that Christ in
His hwmman form was the express image of the invisible
God. The reference must be to the divine nature,”

These facts, pemely, egual with fod: all the fullness of the God-

head bodily dwelline ip Him, and the express ilmase of fthe invisible God,

have established the deity of Christ. With John one is able to say,

"This is the true God, and eternal life.®
The writer and all Conservative Protestants are in full agreement

with the following statement from Weaver.

The whole plen of human redemption through the mer-
its of Jesus Christ rests upon the doctrine of Christl!s
supreme divinity, or that He was truly and properly
God manifest in the flesh. Remove this corner-stone
from our holy Christianity and imnmortality and eternal
life dissppear. Allow Jesus Christ to be God, and we

ks, Weaver, Christizn Theolosv, p. 42.

b6, Ibid.s pe 43



have a solid rock upon which to build our hope of
heaven.*7

Deny the preceding suotation, and hope vanishes! This is exacte
ly what Jehovah'!s Witnesses have done. Because the divinity of Christ,
the divine Sonship, the deity of the Holy Spirit, and the Trinity are
more or less wrapped up in hidden truths to te finite mind, Jehovab's
Witnesses have sought to denounce belief in such teachings. But as
for Conservative Protestants, happy for them that coming to God they
are not required to lnow what He is, but to believe that He is, and

that He is a rewarder of them that diligently seek Him.

The Humanity of Christ. The term used to denote the humanity of

Christ is hypostatic union. This term implies the union of the human

and the divine nature in the person of Jesus Christ. XNot two persons
in one nature, but two natures in one person. Jesus Christ was very
God and very man. DMen is not required to understand this in order to
be saved. He need say only, "I believe God."

Jesus Christ is not only trply and ﬁroperly God, but He is truly
and properly man, Christ assumed our whole nature except sin. He had
a true human body, a true human soul, and a true human spirit; and in
this perfect man dwelt "all the fullness of the Godhead bodily."gﬁ

It is necessary to note Scripture passzges denoting Christ's
humanity. Cl) He is called man in Hebrews 7:24; 10:12; I Tim. 2:5;

Hebrews 3:3. (2) He was born of woman, John 2:1; Luke 2:7; Gal., L4:4;

7. Loc. cit,

———

48, Ibid., p. 45.
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Phil. 2:7,8. Thus Christ had a true humen body. (3) He was the seed
of Abrsham and the son of David. Gel. 3:16; Gen. 22:18; Rev., 22:16;
Matt., 22:42,43; Romans 1:3. (4) Christ's menner of life wpon earth

proves that He had a true hwaan body. He hunsgered, thirsted, zate,

drank, waswary, slepb, rested, wept, was gorrowful, and died. All

these things prove His humanity.

In the plan of human redempiion it was necessary that these two
natures be united, Neither without the other could hawe made an atone=~
ment for the sin of the world. The divine nature could not suffer, and
the human nature unsanctified by the presence of the divine, could not
have ®ndered satisfaction to an infinite law,

This, then, is the Savior in whom vre are to trust for
eternal salwvation. Because He was man, perfect and
complete, he can be touched with the feeling of our in-
firmities. DBecause He is God, He can forgive snd sus-
tain uss In the twofold nature of Christ we have &ll,

All we need on the human side we can find in Him; and
all we need on the divine side we can find in Him.
tHe is able to save to the Ettermost,' for 'He is the
true God and eternal life, $+9 .

The Holy Spirit. The doctrine of the Holy Spirit is a cardinal
doctrine in the theology of Conservative Protestantism. Because there
are mysteries connected with it is no argument agsinst it. ¥o finite
miné can comprehend spirit., All we know, or can know, about the deity
of the Holy Spirit is what is revealed to us in the Scriptures. The
writer has chosen to present first the personzlity and deity of the

Holy Spirit; secowd, the influence and office ef the Holy Spirit.

It was not until the Council in 381 A.D. that the defining of the

49. Ibid.s e L7,
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doctrine of the Holy Spirit took place. It is as follows: MAnd we bew
lieve in the Holy Ghost, the Lord and Giver of life, who preceedeth

from the Father, and with the Father &nd the Son, together is worshipped
and glorified, vho spoke By the prophets.” However, creeds are subordi-
nate to the Holy Scriptures and one must seek to find whether or not the

Scriptures teach the doctrine of the persgonzality amd deity of the Holy

Spirit.

Personality of ithe Holy Spirit. Personality implies that the

Holy Spirit is a real and distinct person in the Godhead, not separate
in essence from the Father and the Son, Put of one substance and eter-
nity with them., The writer previously stated that Conservative Pre-
testantism contends there are three distinct percons in the Godhead—
the Father, Son, &nd Holy Spirit. These are of one essence, "personal-
ly distinct, yet in unity of the Godhead.,! Furthermore, the names and
appellations given to the Holy Spirit in the Scriptures are such as be-
long to Gody, and to him only.

With regard to the @ascg;ine rronouns this is applied to the Holy

Spirit, the same as to the Father, If the Holy Spirit is not a real
person, it would not be proper to use terms that cen mean nothing else.
Two Scripture passages are illustretive at this point. "But the Come
forter, even the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in my mame, he
shall teach you &1l things," (John 14:26). "Howbeit when he, the
Spirit of truth is come, he shall guide you into 2ll truth: for he
shal) not spesk from pimself; but what things soever he shall hear,
these shall ke speak: and hg shall declare unto you the things that

are to come,!" {John 16:13,14),
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In these passages the masculine propoun is used, and these pro-

nouns apply directly to the Holy Spirit. If, as some teach, {(Jehovah'!s

Witnesses), the Holy Spirit is only an influence, how are Conservative

Protestants to interpret the Savior's langnage? Again, from Weaver:

There is no stronger &ppellation of personslity
in any language than the masculine pronoun as used
in these passages and applied to the Holy Spirit.
We should observe further that in these same pas-
sages there are ten personal acts ascrihed to the
Holy Ghost which are ‘only proper to a being of
intelligence &nd personality!. They are: Lo be
sent, to tesch, Lo gome., to reprove, Lo gulde,

%o spesk, Lo hear. to show, %o tske, to receive.
If the Holy Spirit is nothing more then an ab-
stract influence, quality, attribute, or energy,
how are we to account for the personal acts as-
cribed to himt50

The Heme Given to the Holy Spirit Proof of Deity. He is called

God., But Peter said, "Why hath Satan filled thy keart to lie to the

Holy Ghost?. . .thou hast not lied unto men, but unto God," {Acts 5:

3,4)., Peter chargeé Ananias with lying to the Holy Ghost, which he

affirms is lying to God. Thus the Holy Ghost is God. Observe Weaver'!s

treatment of the following Scripture passages:

Observe the passages in which the new birth is
ascribed directly to Gode !'Which were born, not
of blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the
will of man, but of God,! (John 1:13). 'For what-
soever 1is beggiten;of God overcometh the world,!
(I John 5:4),~

In John 3:5~7, our Lord teacheg that we are
born of the Spirit. The same work is ascribed to
God and to the Holy Spirit, thus calling the Holy
Spirit God. Compere Isaish 6:5,9,10 with Acts 28:

50,

Tbid.s e 52.

51 Loc. git.
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25,27, and you will see that whom the prophet
calls the Lord of hosts., the apostle calls the
Holy Spirit. -2

The Atiributes Ascribed to theHoly Spirit. These attribubes are
such as belong to no other being but God. (1) ZEternity. "How much
more shall the blood of Christ, who through the eternsl Spirit éffemd,
Himself without blemish unto God, cleanse your conscience from éead
works %o sefve the living God?" (Heb., 9:14). (2) Ompipresence.
UyWhither shall I go from thy gpirit? Or whither shall I flee from

thy presence?? (Psalm 139:7). (3) Omnipotence. "By werd anéd deed,

in the power of signs and wonders, in the power of the Holy Spirit,"

(Romans 15:18,19), (&) Omniscience. "For the Spirit searcheth all
things, yea, the deep things of God. For who smong men knoweth the
things of men, save the spirit of men, which ig in him? . . .even #o
the things of God none knoweth, save the Spirit of God," (I Cor. 2:
10,11). This is a strong passage, "The Spirit searcheth.” Could the
Spirit gearch if he is not a person? Could the Spirit search the
deep things of Ged, and know them, if he is not omniscient ?

All these aﬁtributes do not belong to any created being; nor do
they inhers in any mere influence, energy, or quality; they belong to
God, and to him only. The passages discussed apply directly to the

Holy Spirit; therefores; the Holy Spirit must be God.

Tre York of ihe Holy Spirit. His work is that of an executive

officer in the Holy Trinity. The Holy Spirit could never perfori an

o
(o]
o
°
Q
ot
e

52,

|
|
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official act if he were not a personsl identity. (1) Crestion. "And
the spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters. And God seid,
"Let there be light': &and there was light,® (Gem. 1:2). WPhe Spirit
of God hath made me, and the breath of the Almighty giveth me life,"
(Job 33:4). 1In this passzge, personsl action is ascribed to the Holy

Spirit; he moved. crested., and made. All this could not be said of a

mere influence, energy, or abstract attridbute., (2) Ingpiration.
", . .men spake from God, being woved by the Holy Spirit," {II Peter
1:21).

God, having of old time spoken unto the fathers
in the prophets by divers portions and in divers
manners, (Heb, 1:1). How did God spesk to the
Fathers? Paul says 'by the prophets!. But how
did he speak by the propheis? Peter answers this,
TFor no propheéy ever came by the will of men:
but men spake from God, being moved by the Holy
Ghost,' (II Peter 1:21). What Paul says God did,
Peter says the Holy Ghost did; therefors, the Holy
Ghost must be God,

The work of the Holy Spirit as set forth im the Scripiures not

only includes greatiop and inspiration., but preservelion., regensrstion,

witnessine with our spirit, ouickenine, comforting, guiding, and up-

boldine, In this relation Weaver points out:

The Holy Spirit is associated with the Father
and the Son in the ordinence of baptism. Would
God associate himself in such intimate relation
with a mere influence, or energy? t!Into the nsme
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy
Ghost,! (Matthew 28:19). This text can never be
explained by those who degy the personality and
deity of the Holy Ghost.”?

53. Ibi&g’ p. 5!"%0

54, Loe. cit.



With regard to the apostolic benediction, Dr. Miley says:

It is not a mere form of words, but an earnest
prayer. . .for the richest spiritual blessings.
These blessings can never be conferred only through
perssnal divine agency. This love of God the Fa-
ther is the personal bestowment of the gifts of his
love. This grace of Christ is the personal gift of
the benefits of his redemptive work. Hence this
communion of the Spirit pmgt sienify his personal
agency in our spirituwal life. The personzlity of
the Spirit is as real as that of the Father and of
the Son, D

The gifts of the Spirit listed in I Corinthians 12:4=11, prove
beyond all doubt his persomality. BHe gives wisdom, faith, power. and
knowledese. The Scriptures teach also that the Holy Spirit is grieved.

died to, i resisted, is blasphemed ageinsi, searches and kaows all

things. All these stend as proofs conclusive of the deity and person.

ality of the Holy Spirit, for which Conservative Protestants contend.

The Majesty Ascribed 1o the Holy Spirit, Direct Proof of Persone-

ality end Deity. '"Therefore I say unto you, Every sin and blasphemy
shall be forgiven unto men; but the blasphemy against the Spirit shall
not be forgiven,® (Matt. 12:31). It matters not what man calls this
Holy Spirit=-~call it an influence, an energy, a pover, a manifestation,
or an absfract attribute,-~he can never make sense out of this fact
until he admits the personality and deity of the Holy Spirit. It is
the view of Conservative Protestantism that when it is admitted thet
the Holy Spirit is a real and distinet person in the Godhead,'and

egual in power and glory with the Father and the Son, all these

55, John Miley, Systemstic Theolozy (Wew Yerk, Eaton and
Mains, 1892), I, 273,
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Scriptures are plsin, stherwise they are without explanation.

The titles, works, abtbributes, honors, and pajesty aseribed ito the

Holy Ghost throughout the Scriptures are such as belong to no being in
ﬁhe universe but the Lord of hosts. We conclude therefore, that the

Holy Ghost is God, equal in being with the Father and the Son.

Influence znd Office of the Holy §E;g§§,' A discussion of the

Holy Spirits the third person of the Trinity, would not be complete
without reference to thezggﬁgtifvin@ infiuence of the Holy Spirit. The
importamce of the personal presence of the Holy Spirit cam not be over-
estimated. The church is powerless for good withouit this Spirit life.
Jesus bade His disciples to go and teach all nations, but they should
wait until they r¥eceived the Holy Spirit.

The Christian Church is the sphere of the Spiritts
adninistration. He quickens the Word as it is preasche-
ed; convinces of sin, righteousness, and Jjudgement;
renews the heart; cleanses the soul by the application
of the blood of atonement; adopts into God's spiritual
family; enlightens the understanding; comforts, guldes,
and strengthens the church. Romans 8:26,27 is a passage
which every professing Christian should study. 'And in
like manner the Spirit also helpeth.our infirmity: for
we know not how to pray as we ought; but the Spirit him=-
self msketh intercession for us with groanings which
cannot be uttered; and he that searcheth the hearts knowe
eth what is the mind of the Spirit, because he malketh
intercession for the saints sccording to the will of God.56

Jesus Christ is our Advocate with the Father; the
Moly Spirit makes intercession for us, not by suppli-
cations to God, but by directing our supplications,
which is the peeliar work and office of the Holy Spirit,
We know not how to pray as we ought, but the Spirit
helpeth us, s¢ that by his intercessions our prayers
are heard and answered. He is ever present, directing
and meking them effective, thus the life and power of

56, Weaver, Christian Theolozy, p. 60.
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the individual Christian, as well as that of the
whole church, is due to the personal presence and
direct infiuence of the Holy Spirit.

It is the settled belief of evangelical Protestantism that the
Holy Spirit moves upon the hearts and minds of the people through the
medivm of his Word. The Word alone would mot be effective if it were
not quickened by the Holy Spirit, Note Ephesians 6:17 and Hebrews 4:12,
as iliustrative of this point.

However, the question haé arisen, "Does the Holy Spirit operate
on the mind and heart of a man separate and apart from the written
Word®" Conservative Protestantism answers, "Yes," and points to Scrip-
ture for proof. "Then opened he their'mind, that they might under-
stand the Scriptures,® (Luke 24:45)., Our Lord did not open their
understanding by the Scriptures; but that they might upderstepd the
Scriptures. Another passage, "Whose heart the Lord openéd, to give
heed unto the things which were spoken by Paul," (Acts 16:14). Again,
Jesus told His disciples that wiken the Comforter was come he would
"convict the world in respect of sin, and of righteousness, and of
judgement ! (John 16:8). The plain meaning is that the Holy Spirit is
not confined to one time, place, or people., He will "convict the
world,"

Finally, the direct influence of the Holy Spirit may be expect-
ed in answer to prayer. #If ye then, being evil, know how to give
good gifts unto your children, how much more shall your heavenly Fa-
ther give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him?" (Iuke 11:13).

"Create in me a clean heart, O God; and renew a right spirit within

57. Loc. git,
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me," (Psalm 51:10). Why pray for the help and influence of the Holy

Spirit 4f he can only operabte upon the heart and mind through the write

ten Word.

Swamsry. The doctrine of the Holy Spirit is one of the cardinal
doctrines of Conmervative Protestaniism, God uses insirumentsliities in
carrvying on the affairs of his government, but the Holy Spirit is the
one and only agent. He is the executive officer in the Trinity. Noe

thing is, or can be accomplished in or throuvgh the church without the

persenal ald of this agent.

B, CONTRAST

Method of Procedure. The doctrines of Jehovah'!s Witnesses and
Conservative Protestantism have been presented. It now remains to
contrast these two positions. Having observed doctrinal studies of a
similar nature, the writer has chosen the pattern of a chart to shew
the contrast. DBrisf statements of doctrinal position will Ee listed
in order as they have besn discussed in this study. These brief statew
meats may be clarified by referring to material presented in the pre-

ceding chapters.



JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

CONSERVATIVE PROTESTANTISM

Revelatlion = Insplration

Revelstion

1. The Bible is a divine rev-
elation viewed in the light of
TRASON,

2e Jehovahls Withnessés asserd
that the Bible ig the inspired
written Word of God.

w&lx
s@pt@d by
aaaa&txag¢

4o  The Word of God muist square
with human reason, and be accept-
ahle to it.

5.  Single Seriptures may serve
28 prooi=-texts for doctrine,

6. & Seripture passage belonge
Cing to one disgpensation may not
he applied to another,

7« The six volumes,
the Sceriptures are a.bett r key
to understanding the Word of God,
than the Yord of God itself,

8+ The Bible, as a gulde to faith
ce

and practice, must first souare
with finite reason,

Bevelatlon

The Bible is a special revela-
iawed in the 1light of Felth
in i%s author {(God).

2. The Bible is the inspirved
vritten Word of God.

3¢ The Word of God is in&ﬁ?preteﬁ
in sueh a manner that Chri t

is
sgen &8 the I g@wfeﬂﬁ na.c@mgl%t&
revelation of Gode

i?ﬂ
20

Ly Reason may at times be cone
trarvy to falth, but never iz failth
contrary to reason; 1t is superior
T reascne.

5, All Seripture must be interpre-
ted in the light of the context.

6a Prophecy has been consztituted

a sign to sach suceseding generse
tion., Seriptures of the 0ld Testa-

ment furnish an inexhaustible a-
mount of information upon which we
may even *ﬂﬁ&y draw upon. Frophecy
was intended to be sn sbiding cree
dentlal througheut 2ll time,

7. The Bible slone glves to us
God's objective revelation, and i
its own commenbary, thus needing
no private interpretstions.

8. The Bible iz infallible and an
adequate gulde %o faith and prace
tice., Infinity is greaber than

finity,



JEROVAH'S WITHESSES

CONSERVATIVE PROTESTANTISM

Trinity - God - Christ -
Holy Spirit

Trinity « God « Christ =
Holy Spirit

Trinity

l. A deceptive doctrine, origie
nating in the mind of Sabtan the
Devil,

2+ Trinitarians c¢laim there is
one God; but in the same breath
declare there are three Geds,

3¢ If God is gne in person he
cannot be fhree,

L4, The Trinity is very clearly
anti-Christian.

God

le As the self-existing one,
there was a time when Jehovah
was alone in the universal space.

2. The name Jehovah applied to
‘God only, never to Jesus Christ.

3. The Bible does not state that
the Father and Son are one in
person, &nd that they are equal
in power and majesty.

4, @God and Jesus are pot two
names for one person.

5 Jehowah Gods alone is Savior.

Trinity
1. The docirine of the Triune God

is revealed in Scripture.

2. One God, The Father, Son, and
Holy Spirit sre one Gods God mzkes
himself known tri-personally.

3s Une God subsists in three ¢oe
equal pPersonsg.

L, The Trinity is uniquely
Christiane
God

God is;
Godts

1o God alone is eternal,
hag ever been; will ewer be,.
existence 1s declared,

2, The name Jehovah sppliesg not
only te Goéd the Faither, tut to
Jesug Christ, for the name Jesus
is literally dehovah-Savior.

3. . The Pible sets forth the sbgo-
lute upity between the Father and
the Son.

L, All the warious nsmes of God
find their culminetion in the
revelaticn of God in Christ, whose
name is above every nsme that is
named,

5. Jesus Ghrist the Son of God
is the Sevior of the worlde
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JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

CCHSERVATIVE PROTESTANTISM

6, God is perfect in all of his
attributes vhaiech include, eter-
nity, Justice, wisdom, love, and
BOWer.e

7. dJehovah God &lone may Tre-
celive worship.

Christ

1l Christ is Godls first-creat-
ed being.

2. Christ is properly known as
a God."

3¢ Divine titles may not be ase
cribed to any being but God.

Ly The Logos of God deseribes
the work of Christ, prior to His
coming into the world.

8. The Logos was in the begine
ning with God, and the Logog was
YA God."

6. There was a time when Christ
did mot exist; Christ had = be-
ginning.

7. Christ at His Incsrnation
gave up His spirit being; snd
while on earth was nothing more
than a perfect human being.

8. The work of Christ on the
Cross only the work of a mere
man. (no divinity on the Cross).

£, God is perfect in sll of his
attributes: unity, eternity,
spirituality, omnis¢lence, omnie=
presence, omnipotence, immutabil-
ity, heoliness, Justice and truih.

T Since Christ and the Father are

one, therefore Christ may receive
worship aseribed to God.

Christ

l. Christ is co~gternal with God.

2. Christ 1s God, the se&énd PETe
son in the Godhsad,

3. Divine titles are given %o
Christ which belong to no being
but God, therefore, Christ is God.

L4, Christ Fimself is called the
Logos {the Word). ‘

8¢ In the beginning was the Word
(Liogos)s =nd the Word {(Logos) was
with God, and the Word (Logoes) wasg .
God.

6, Christ is pre-existent. . .
¥Whose goinge forth have been from
of old, from everlasting," (Micah

5:2).

7. dJegus Christ was very God and
very mepn. At the Incernation the
human and divine natures were unite
ed in Christ.

8. If it were only & mere man who
®
gave his life on the cross, we are

are yet in our sins.



103

JEMQYVAH!S WITNESSES

CONSERVATIVE PROTESTANTISM

9. Christ at His resurrection,
a spirit being onlys not human
in any sense of the word. (&
denial of the resurrection of
the body).

10, As Christ sits at the right
hand of God now, He has no hu-
manity.

Holy Spirii

ls The Holy Spirit is the invis-
ible power and energy of Jehovah.

2. The Holy Spirit is not a per-
son; not & third God.

3., God is a Spirit.

L, The Comforter promised by
Jesus was the holy power by
which He would gulde and direct
His people,

5. The reference to the Holy

Spirit in Acts 2:4, means the

mind, disposition of God which
operated in the disciples

6. The term "Holy Ghost" has
been used by Trinitarien trans-
lators without amthority, in

designating personality to the
Holy Spirit.

7¢ Deity can in no way be ap~
plied to the Holy Spirit.

8. The attributes of God can
in no way be ascribed to the
Holy Spirit,

9. "Behold my hzands, and my feet,
that it is I myself; handle me and
see; for a spirit hath not flesh
and bones as ye see me have,"
(Ioke 24:36-40),

10, "There is one Mediator between

God and man, the man Christ Jesus,®
(I Timothy 2:5}.

Holy Spirii

1. The Holy Spirit is the Spirit

of truth.

2, The Holy Spirit is a Person,
the third person of the Godhead.

3, God is Spirit,

L4, YThe Holy Spirit whom the Fa-

ther will send in my name, he will
teach you &1l things, and bring to
your remembrance all things which

I said to you," (John 14:16,26),

5. Acts 2:4, with regerd to the
Holy Spirit, there is a definite
reference to personality.

6. The mzsculine pronoun is ap-
plied to the Holy Spirit, the
seme as is applied to God the Fa~
ther.

7. The attributes ascribed to the
Holy Spirit establish his personal-
ity and deity.

8. Bach person of the Gocdhead is
egual in all attribubes.



CHAPTER VII

GENERAL SUMMARY AND CONCLUSICHS

.L%a }a:mnsﬂﬁm wﬁ"‘s iARY

The writer of this study firmly believes fhat the rationalistic
spproach to the Seriptures has been the underlying cause of the entire
heresy of Jehovahls Witnesses. The study of thelyr six wvolume work,

3

Studies In the Scriptures, which they regerd as & better key to the

Seriptures than the testimony of modern thecloglans and that of the

esrlv fathers, hag confirmed this belief. It is seldom that cne will

*

ind & religious movemsnt such ss that of the Jehovahls Witnesses, who
denounce so many of the long-accepted doctrines of Christlanity, and
yet seen to champlion the Bible as the Word of Gode

Jehovah's Witnesses claim %c have been the only group to attempt =
harymonizaiion of sl Scripture truth, They claim to have uncovered

enough of the foundation of true religlone—-the Word of Godee~ts give

P

2

s testimony, even to the unbeliever. They

P
47

confidencs and assurance in i%
have accomplished this in & menner that sppeals te human reason. They
heve made Seripiure sguare with humsn resson. The decivine of etermal

-

torment 1s a good example of thelr raticonalistic thesls. The Jehovsh!s
Witnesses teach that such a docirine lg impossible Wecause it is vne
reasonable, contrary to the principle of love, and entirely unsceriptural.

The Jehovah's Witpnesses destrey the supernatural character of Godls

te
=g

revelation. In this they stand with almost 211 pagan religions
opposition to the united testimony of Christendom. That it lowdly

speaks of the Bible as the word of God cannot blind us te this fact:
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it boldly condemms those who have studied Hebrew and Greek for believing
that the congruent versions of the Seriptures in all modern languages
are true to the original, and substiiutes zs inspired a Bible that has
been first submitted fo the opinions of "we whe have the light,!

The Jehovah'!s Witnesses doctrine of God which includes the study
of God, Christ, and the Holy Spirit is clearly out of hamony with the
doctrine of God of Conservetive Protestantism., The writer has tried to
be as charitable as posslible, not waniing to characterize the fteachings
of Jehovah's Witnesses as wilful deception on the part of the system's
leaders. He has had to acknowledge, however, the brazen pride of the

4+

netural mind which sgserts that the Bible must teach doctrinss that are

by

in agreement with the "character reascnably imputed to CGod.¥

No one can claim to be a Christisn who contends that Jesus Christ
is not God, bub oniy Godl's first created being. No one can eclaim io
be & Christisn who contends that the Holy Spirit iz not 2 person who
bears witness to the $truth which iz in Jesus Christy the Son of God.
It is very evident that the Witnesses in denyving these truths have had
to avoeid meny passages of Seripture entirely,

Whet is the background of this heresy of the Jehovah's Witnesses?
Jehovah'!s Witnesses are cubepoken Arisng (though with sligsht modifice-
tions}, Arisniem, in a word, is that heresy which denied that the Son
was of the same substance with the Father, thus Christ was reduced to
the rank of a creature, though He was pre-existent before the world,

How does Conservative Protestantism answer this heresy? They

state that there can be ne middle being bhetween Creator and creature;

C‘,;

no time before the world, as time 1s itself a part of the world.



Athanesiug, the greatest theclogisn perhaps of all times, charges
Arispism with & dusliem, and even & polythelem, and with de @t@@vxmg

the whole doctrine of salwation, v 4F the Zom {Christ) iz a cresture,
men 83111 remains separated, as before, from Ged. Fo creature can roéw
desm other creatures, and unite them te God. If Christ iz not the die-
vine Son of God, certainly msn cen not become a partsker of the divine
natura, nor can he bacome in sny real sense a child of God.

Because of the backeround of this Arisn heresy in the teachings of

Jehovaehts Witnesseg, their system must of necessliy remain a bundle of

error. 1t certainly mey be sald that the belief system of Jehovahls

e

Witneasses is totaliterian., The writer hes obzerved that one of the

tien which they cannet successfully answer. The sentire Witness movew
ment has been bulld upon suthoeribarisn metheds. There hasg been only

one resl leader since the death of Charles T. Russell., This leader

was Jdo Fe Butherford, and his word was law, Yhai he declared to be
true, humble Witnesses the world ever bhelleved to be true, forgetting
the words of the leader himself: "IT iz entirely unsafe for the peopls
T
to rely upen the words and doctrines of imperfect men,"*
The: beliefs of Jehovah's Witnesses are not related %o experience,
One leader in thls movement told Mr, Stwroup thait he had several other

religious affilistions before he joined the ranks of Jshovsh's Witnesses,

This men stated that the best feature of the movement to his mind was

1. Herbert Hewitt Stroup, The Jehovsb's Witnesses (Wew York,
Columbia University Press, 1945), p. 125



the fact that he did not have to try %o hermonize his beliefs with his

2

¥

i3
i
&

sxperiences,
If people sesking to understand the heretical teachings of the

Jehoveh's Witnesses fivet have a gresp of the Word of God, belleving

it to be the infallidle guide in faith and practice, thsy will #s e

gulpped to chaellepge the many Witnessewm who are actively engaged in

2

witnessing doosr-to deor. Those who know 1ittle of the Word of God ave

’

pray for Jehovan's Witnesses,

The writer has discoverad that to meet the aversge Witnese effeC-

Q2
iy
ek
B
’D
e
hed

tively, one must heve an understanding
of Bible interpretation. To consistently meet Jehovah's Wiinesses,
Conservative FProtestants need fto, "Study to show ourselves approved

o God, workmen that needeth nol to be ashamed, rightly dividing the

word of truth," (IT Timothy 2:15).

B. CONCLUSIONS

The writer has made the following conclusions with reference to
this study of the Jehovah's Witnesses.
le REVELATICN

e Jehovahls Wxtﬂ@bﬁ es ontené that the Bidle iz a divine
revelation viewed the light of resason.

be Conservative Protestants contend that the Bible is a
gpecial revelation viewed in the light of faith in 1tz
author... {(God).

2. TRINITY

a. dJehovahls Witnesses state that the doctrine of Trinity

doctrines and their method



)
[w]
[os)

jrbe

g false and deceptive, and God-dlshonoring.
be Oonservative Protestants contend thet the doctrine of
Trinity is revealed in Scripture.
3. GOD
2. dJehavah's Witnesses conbend that God alone is Savier, and
that the neme Jehovah can not be applied to any other
being but God, ‘
be Oonservative Protestants contend that Jesus Christ the
Sen of God ig Savior of the world, sndé thal Jegus litere
211y means Jehovah~Savior,
L, JHESUS CHRIST

8e dJehovahls Witnesses eoleim Chriet is not Gods but enly a
created being, properly known as "a God."

-

Y. OConservative Protestents contend that Christ is co-ebernal
with God, the seccnd perscon in the Godhead, pre-szistent,
5. THE BOLY SPIRIT

2. Jehovah's Witnesses contend that neither deity nor person-
allty can be ascribed fto the Holy Spirit.

be Conservabive Protestants contend that the attributes ag-

cribed to the Holy Spirit establish his personslity and
deity.

C. PROBLEMS FOR FURTHEIR STUDY

In the course of this particular study of Jehovah's Witnessesn,
the writer was made sware of many more areas of resesrch that might be
done econcerning this group. One problem in pariicular the writer sugpests
would be profitable for further study, is as follows. An answer should
be found as to whether or not whait the Jehovah's Witnesses mean be the

2

as what Conserveiive Protestante

i
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&

ingpiration of the Word is ithe

me&ANe
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