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T shall be the policy of this publica-
tion, as it has been with paper issue
of Gospel Truths, to speak forth
that which we believe is truth with-

out fear or favor of any man. We shall address
any and every subject that we believe will be of
benefit in helping those who are not Christians
to know the truth. We shall also present articles
that will be designed to edify those who are
Christians, both young and old. And when false
doctrine is called to our attention, we will
oppose it and those who teach it with every
fiber of our being.

It will be the purpose of this publication and
its contributors to fairly represent all issues that
come to our attention. We will in no way
knowingly tolerate any misquotations of any
person or institution. Those who have a per-

The Policy of This Publication
sonal “Ax to grind” will not knowingly be given
space to grind it. Only issues that we believe
will cause division among the people of God
will be addressed.

For those who might be interested in writ-
ing articles for this publication, we welcome
material from you. Material approved for this
paper will be the sole responsibility of the
Editor. Each writer’s views will be his own and
will not necessarily represent the views of the
Editor or any other person who writes for
Gospel Truths.

The position as Editor of this journal in
trying to get the truth to people is greatly felt. I
believe that God’s charge to Ezekiel
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Then and Now
EFOR E you read this article, please go to page five and read the
article “Do All Wrong Views Condemn?” by Ron Halbrook.
Although the article was written a number of years ago and
published in brother Halbrook’s local church bulletin, it was only
recently called to my attention.

I have numbered the paragraphs so that you will be able to turn and
examine the content of that which I am reviewing. Even though there are a
number of paragraphs with which I agree, my understanding of the Scriptures
will certainly not allow me to accept all of the teaching.

Even though much of the article was copied from the writings of  J. W.
McGarvey and N. B. Hardeman, brother Halbrook says:

“Though we can never recognize any inherent religious authority in men, we
can recognize that some man has said a thing better than we can. J.W.
M c G a r v e y  states the truth on this present question better than I can in his
sermon on “Believing A Lie” (Sermons, Pages 315-339).” (Paragraph 3)
(Underlining mine for emphasis – jts)

The first problem I had with the brother McGarvey (Halbrook) article was
in Paragraph 4 on the teaching of Jesus in Matthew 15. Even though he didn’t
specifically cite the passage, McGarvey quotes from it and alludes to what
Jesus said.

Paragraph 4:  “Shall we think, then, that every man who believes a
lie in regard to God’s will shall perish? I think not. If a blind man is guided
by another blind man along a smooth road, where there is no ditch, I
don’t think either of them will fall into a ditch.”

Quite frankly, I was not too surprised at brother McGarvey’s making the
above statement. However, I was surprised that Ron would put his stamp of
approval on such a far-fetched argument as this.

Brother McGarvey lived during the days when the mechanical instrument
of music in worship was causing division among those who were Christians.
Though brother McGarvey said he did not agree with the teaching that it was
right to use it in worship, at the same time he preached in meetings where it was
used and fellowshipped those who used it. But back to the blind man and the
smooth road.

In Matthew 15, Jesus is condemning the Jews for their false teaching and
practice. Even though it is rather lengthy, please bear with me in providing the
following text.

Matthew 15:1-14 “Then the scribes and Pharisees who were from
Jerusalem came to Jesus, saying, 2‘Why do Your disciples transgress the
tradition of the elders? For they do not wash their hands when they eat bread.’
3He answered and said to them, ‘Why do you also transgress

 I Corinthians 13:6
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the commandment of God because of your tradition? 4For
God commanded, saying, ‘Honor your father and your
mother’; and, ‘He who curses father or mother, let him be put
to death.’ 5But you say, ‘Whoever says to his father or
mother, Whatever profit you might have received from me is
a gift to God – 6‘then he need not honor his father or mother.’
Thus you have made the commandment of God of no effect
by your tradition. 7Hypocrites! Well did Isaiah prophesy
about you, saying: 8These people draw near to Me with their
mouth, And honor Me with their lips, But their heart is far
from Me. 9And in vain they worship Me, Teaching as
doctrines the commandments of men.’ 10When He had
called the multitude to Himself, He said to them, ‘Hear and
understand: 11Not what goes into the mouth defiles a man;
but what comes out of the mouth, this defiles a man. 12Then
His disciples came and said to Him, ‘Do You know that the
Pharisees were offended when they heard this saying?’ 13But
He answered and said, ‘Every plant which My heavenly
Father has not planted will be uprooted. 14Let them alone.
They are blind leaders of the blind. And if the blind leads the
blind, both will fall into a ditch.”

The point is this. There is no such thing as a “smooth road”
with the Devil and those who follow him. Satan’s roads all
have ditches. And if a man blindly follows a false teacher both
are going to be lost. That was Jesus’ point.

Again in Paragraph 4 I read:
“In like manner, I can imagine a man believing some

lies in religion, which, though they may injure him

some, and I suppose there are very few that would not,

might yet fall far short of proving fatal to him. I think

that the doctrine of election as taught in the old creeds

is false in the extreme; but I think that many a man

has believed it all his life, and then gone to heaven

when he died.”

So, one can believe false doctrine in the extreme and still
be saved when he dies. If a man can believe false doctrine on
the Calvinistic doctrine of “election,” then I suppose he could
believe any other doctrine that was “false in the extreme”
(premillennialism; institutionalism; instrumental music, etc.)
and be alright with God and go to heaven.

Then and Now
That is the reason I titled this editorial “Then and Now.”

Back in the late 1980s and early 1990s, brother Halbrook,
and a number of other brethren, devised a plan to try to make
sure that those whom they were fellowshipping were “sound.”

They invented a “questionnaire” and required all those
whom they were supporting to preach the gospel, those who
were the local preachers and those who would be holding
gospel meetings for them to fill out said 28 question, ques-
tionnaire. Now Ron tells us (through brother McGarvey)
that one may believe a doctrine that is “false in the extreme”
and still go to heaven. Brother Halbrook, if one, in filling out
the questionnaire had made this statement would you have
continued your financial support and fellowship with him?
Another question: what happened to Jesus’ statement, “And
you shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free”
(John 8:32). Have we given up on this statement by Jesus?
If a man believes yours and brother McGarvey’s error,
when asked to expound on that subject, can he teach the
truth? Conclusion, he may believe error but he must never
teach it lest the blind lead the blind and both fall into the ditch,
you and McGarvey and Hardeman to the contrary notwith-
standing.

Also, what about brother Hardeman’s statement re-
garding the indwelling of the Holy Spirit?

“Paragraph 9:  There are certain things religiously
that I can believe, which may be a lie and yet not sub-
ject me to condemnation. There are many problems
and questions about matters pertaining to Christian
duty and things in general about which there are con-
flicting beliefs. Some think the Holy Spirit in person
dwells in the heart of a Christian; others think that the
Spirit is in the Christian only through his teaching and
his word. One or the other of these theories is a lie,
but I think that the belief of either of these theories
would not damn a man.”

What Is a Theory?

“Theory - An assumption based on limited information
or knowledge; a conjecture” (The American Heritage®
Dictionary of the English Language,). So, the Lord has
only provided for us “limited information” so that we can only
make an assumption about the indwelling of the Holy Spirit.
Then regardless of which “lie” you believe, it will be all right.
I do not at all agree with this conjecture regarding the
indwelling of the Holy Spirit. Paul (you know, the Apostle)
said, Ephesians 3:3-4 “how that by revelation He made
known to me the mystery (as I have briefly written already,
4by which, when you read, you may understand my knowl-
edge in the mystery of Christ). Also, Ephesians 5:17 “There-
fore do not be unwise, but understand what the will of
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the Lord is.” Not only did Paul say “we may understand his
knowledge in the mystery of Christ, but he commanded us
to “understand what the will of the Lord is.”

Romans 14

So, then, before Ron’s article is completed he gets
around to bringing up Romans 14 and the eating of meats.
Are we to presume that the eating of meats is comparable to
believing in Calvinistic election, the indwelling of the Holy
Spirit, a thousand other things that could be mentioned? So
it is on the positions of divorce and remarriage! It seems
there are a dozen or more positions taken by brethren on the
subject. Can we say that all these positions are theory? that
all are lies? No! A thousand times, no! God has given us truth
on every subject. It is up to us to study the Scriptures and find
out what truth is.

I am sorely disappointed in the implications of Ron’s
article. A man who just a few years ago was “taking the hide
off” of those who were teaching unity-in-diversity is now
promoting it in his article. The man who was ridiculing
brethren for trying to use Romans 14 to support unity-in-
diversity on matters of “the faith” is now using it himself. Yes,
as the tobacco industry used to promote Virginia Slims
cigarettes to the ladies, “We’ve come a long way baby” so
have brethren – a long way from the truth.    

Continued from Page 3

Continued from Front Page

is relevant today. Ezekiel said, “Now it came to pass at the
end of seven days that the word of the Lord came to me,
saying, 17”Son of man, I have made you a watchman for the
house of Israel; therefore hear a word from My mouth, and
give them warning from Me: 18"When I say to the wicked,
‘You shall surely die,’ and you give him no warning, nor
speak to war n the wicked from his wicked way, to save his
life, that same wicked m an shall die in his iniquity; but his
blood I will require at your hand. 19"Yet, if you war n the
wicked, and he does not turn from his wickedness, nor from
his wicked way, he shall die in his iniquity; but you have
delivered your soul” (Ezekiel 3:16-19).

If and when an article is printed that is believed to contain
error, it will be published only with the reserved right to
publish a review. The author of the original article will have
the right to make a reply to the review

with the person writing the original review having a rebuttal.
The general rule will be that this will conclude the matter.
However, special attention and permission may be deemed
wise for further consideration on some subjects. This will be
done at the discretion of the Editor. Finally, we will do our
very best to follow the Apostle Paul’s instruction to Timothy
in the pages of this journal. “1I charge you therefore before
God and the Lord Jesus Christ, who will judge the living and
the dead at His appearing and His kingdom: Preach the
word! Be ready in season and out of season. Convince,
rebuke, exhort, with all longsuffering and teaching. 3For the
time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine, but
according to their own desires, because they have itching
ears, they will heap up for themselves teachers; 4and they
will turn th eir  ears away from the truth, and be turned aside
to fables” (II Timothy 4:1-4).

We appreciate those of you who have supported our
efforts in the paper edition of Gospel Truths for the past
four years. We solicit your prayers That truth will be taught
and your help in encouraging others to follow the teachings
of Gospel Truths on the Internet.

 – Editor

Apology to John Welch

In the November 2009 issue of Gospel Truths, I
printed an article refuting the doctrine of Jesus being just a
man. I attributed that position to John Welch. He made that
statment a number of year ago.

I received an e-mail from him stating the following:
“Prior to the debates I had also in print apologized

for this statement and any like it.”

He also sent me a copy of the propositions he had
affirmed in debate on the subject:

“Jesus possessed all the qualities and character-
istics of deity while on earth - though He limited the
use of them.”   John Welch - Affirmed

I apologize to brother Welch. I do not intentionally
misrepresent anyone and am always willing to make correc-
tion. My mistake.

Our e-mail addresses:
tampa33@verizon.net

tulsa33@juno.com



Gospel Truths - January 2010 - Page 5

Paragraph 1:  Apology should never be made for error
of any kind. Rather, truth should be searched out, embraced,
obeyed, and taught posthaste! Error should be left to its own
fate and truth defended at all costs. To continue practicing sin
without remorse or repentance is to separate oneself from
God and His grace (Isaiah 59:1-2; I John 3:9). Every kind
of error that causes us to violate God’s law condemns. That
necessarily follows. Christ came to set us free from condem-
nation (separation from God); He alone gives the truth which
sets men free from the error and sin which condemn (John
8:32). “Grace and truth came by Jesus Christ” (John 1:17).

Paragraph 2:  But it is a valid question whether all wrong
views condemn. It is certain that a man’s thinking his error
does not condemn will not save him from condemnation
(Isaiah 5:20-21; 8:20; Proverbs 14:12; Jeremiah 10:23).
One who loves sinful error more than truth will enjoy his
ignorant bliss by the power of “strong delusion” unto con-
demnation “that they all might be damned who believed not
the truth, but had pleasure in unrighteousness” (II
Thessalonians. 2:10-12). So the question is not whether a
man’s apparent “piety” in sinful error can keep him from
condemnation. The question is whether every wrong view
causes a man to sin, for sin alone separates man from God.

Paragraph 3:  Though we can never recognize any
inherent religious authority in men, we can recognize that
some man has said a thing better than we can. J.W. McGarvey
states the truth on this present question better than I can in
his sermon on “Believing A Lie” (Sermons, Pages 315-339).
After telling the story of the young prophet from Judah who
was destroyed because of believing a lie (I Kings 13),
McGarvey said, “You can now see very plainly that this
incident happened for a type, as Paul said of many other Old
Testament incidents, and that it was written for our admoni-
tion. It was written to warn us against the belief of a lie. The
fate of the young prophet cries out like the blast of a trumpet
to startle us from our fancied security, and makes us look
around to see if we, too, are in any such peril. Perhaps you
are ready to say that the sin of the old prophet in this case was
greater than that of the young one; and you think it strange
that the less guilty was the one who perished. Well, there was
an abundance of texts and incidents to show the sin of lying,

Do All Wrong Views Condemn?
by Ron Halbrook

and the vile consequences which must follow it; and nobody,
either then or now, needed any particular instruction about
the sin of the old prophet; but the world needed a lesson on
the subject of believing a lie; so the young prophet was slain
to teach this lesson, while the old man was left to God’s
ordinary method of dealing with liars...

Paragraph 4:  Shall we think, then, that every man who
believes a lie in regard to God’s will shall perish? I think not.
If a blind man is guided by another blind man along a smooth
road, here there is no ditch, I don’t think either of them will
fall into a ditch. It is only when there is a ditch in the way that
they will fall into it. So, if this young prophet had been told
to do almost anything else than what he was told to do, we
have no reason to think it would have been fatal. If, for
example, the old prophet had said, An angel sent me to tell
you to get from under this tree and run for your life, and not
to stop until you get home, the young man would have been
scared, and would have run himself out of breath; but the lion
would not have killed him. In like manner, I can imagine a
man believing some lies in religion, which, though they may
injure him some, and I suppose there are very few that would
not, might yet fall far short of proving fatal to him. I think that
the doctrine of election as taught in the old creeds is false in
the extreme; bu t I think that many a man has believed it all
his life, and then gone to heaven when he died. (All Under-
lining mine for emphasis – jts)What, then, is the distinction?
It is to be traced out by remembering that there is only one
thing that can keep men out of heaven, or keep them
estranged from God in this life. That one thing is sin. Nothing
else does or can stand between God and any man. If the
belief of a lie, then, leads a man to commit sin, it will prove
fatal unless that sin shall be forgiven (emphasis added, RH).
It was thus with the young prophet. The lie which he believed
led him to disobey God. His disobedience was the immedi-
ate cause, while the belief of a lie was only the remote cause
of his death.”

Paragraph 5:  McGarvey asks, “How shall we be sure
that we are not believing lies; that we are not being led by
blind guides?” “I answer, there is one set of men, and only
one, whom we can trust implicitly. We
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know that they are not blind; I mean the Lord Jesus and his
apostles. We have their written instructions of the way of life,
and they are not so voluminous or so obscure as to be
unintelligible in regard to what is sinful. We may be in doubt,
as we study them, over many questions of history and of
exegesis, but rarely can we be in the least suspense, if we
have a willing heart, as to what is sinful. Having found this,
we ought to be able, and we shall be, to prevent any man
from leading us into such error as shall cause us to commit
sin - sin of omission or sin of commission.”

Paragraph 7:  N.B. Hardeman preached almost ex-
actly the same sermon under the identical title, “Believing A
Lie” (The Bible Searchlight, Pages 123-136). Some of his
expressions and examples differ enough to make it worth-
while to notice what he said on the point we are examining.
Before anyone faults him overmuch for borrowing from
McGarvey, let that critic be sure he has never learned
precious truths of the Bible through study with someone else
and then repeated those truths in almost (if not altogether)
identical terms! After telling of the young prophet, Hardeman
continued, “I want to ask this just now: Is every lie that a man
believes detrimental? Does damnation follow the belief of all
lies? If so, my friends, we are upon exceedingly dangerous
ground, for deception and delusion are abroad on every
hand. I am frank to say to you, because I firmly believe it, that
there are lies which a man may believe and not be con-
demned. I can think just here if that old prophet had told this
young man sitting under the oak almost anything else, it might
not have resulted in the young man’s death. Suppose the old
gentleman had come to him while he was sitting under the
oak and said, ̀ Sir, a cyclone is coming, the storm is raging.
This tree will be uprooted. Flee for your life, and stop not
until you reach your home at last.’ O, the young man might
have been scared wonderfully; he might have run until he was
almost out of breath; but the chances are that he would not
have met a lion on the way; and while that would have been
a lie, it was not of the type the belief of which brought
damnation unto the soul.

Paragraph 8:  To make the matter short and without
extending the lesson tonight, let me suggest to you this, which
I think is in harmony with God’s word and teaching in
general: Any kind of a lie on earth which would cause me to
sin or to fall short of doing God’s will or to go beyond that
which God demands is the type of a lie that will condemn the
soul and rob it of a blissful crown.

Paragraph 9:  There are certain things religiously that
I can believe, which may be a lie and yet not subject me to
condemnation. There are many problems and questions
about matters pertaining to Christian duty and things in
general about which there are conflicting beliefs. Some think
the Holy Spirit in person dwells in the heart of a Christian;
others think that the Spirit is in the Christian only through his
teaching and his word. One or the other of these theories is
a lie, but I think that the belief of either of these theories
would not damn a man. Why not? Because neither would
cause him to sin; neither would hinder his obedience to the
will of God. There is but one thing, my friends, that will keep
you and me outside of heaven’s splendid mansions, and that
one thing is sin. Whatever might cause me to commit sin,
either in thought or in deed, if not forgiven, will result in my
condemnation rather than my salvation (emphasis added,
RH).”

Paragraph 10:  Our safety is in following only Christ
and His apostles. “Hence, I bid you listen to no man per se,
nor to accept anything from any uninspired man which you
cannot turn to the book of God and read for yourself.”
Hardeman suggests the young prophet should have an-
swered the old one, “You claim to be of like profession with
me. You say that an angel has come and told you to bring me
back; but I have direct authority and commandment from
God, and I will allow neither prophets of earth nor angels in
heaven to countermand God’s order; and if the Lord wants
me to come back, he must tell me himself.”

Paragraph 11:  Sometimes, a wrong view immediately
causes sin. For instance, one who believes he that believeth
shall be saved and then can get baptized later, is hindered
from entering God’s family at all. Or, a Christian who thinks
that in baptism a man is “dipped, dried, and done,” and so
forsakes patient continuance in well doing, condemns his
soul thereby. On the other hand, sometimes it depends on
what one does with a wrong view as to whether or not he
will be involved in sin. If one accepts the Calvinistic idea of
election, he may become consistent with what it implies and
therefore not waste any time trying to convert others - he
sins! Or, he may think “God has a time for me to die” and
similar ideas, but not be consistent with the implications of
so-called election (personal predestination). If a saint claims
the personal actual indwelling of the

Continued Page 8
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CHILDREN
by Geneva Brown Smith

sn’t it interesting to watch children play?
Several years ago when my four year old
was playing with the neighbors’ little girl,
I heard a commotion. Angry cries of “slop
bucket, slop bucket,” were coming out of
the little girls’ mouths. They had

disagreed about something, had become
angry, and reached the ultimate in name-
calling. I continued to watch, not planning
to intervene unless their argument became
physical. Pretty soon, their argument was
over, and they were playing again as if
nothing had ever happened.

“And Jesus called a little child unto him,
and set him in the midst of them, and said,
verily I say unto you, except ye be converted and
become as little children, ye shall not enter into the
kingdom of heaven. Whosoever therefore shall
humble himself as this little child, the same is the
greatest in the kingdom of heaven. And whosoever
shall receive one such little child in my name
receiveth me. But whoso shall offend one of these
little ones which believe in me, it were better for him
that a millstone were hanged about his neck, and
that he were drowned in the sea” (Matthew18:2).
How do we become like little children? Notice some
of the characteristics:

(1) Children are innocent. This word means not
corrupted by evil. A little child does not know the
difference between good and evil. Parents are
charged with the  responsibility of teaching them
what they should and should not do.

(2) Children are honest. Not lying, stealing, nor
taking unfair advantage. They come into the world
pure. Everything either good or evil is learned.

(3) Children are humble, modest, meek, not
showing pride.  They do not know what it is to be
proud and haughty.

(4) Children are loving. This means affection-
ate and devoted. They love unconditionally

(5) Children are forgiving, renouncing anger or
resentment against. They soon forget disagree-
ments or wrongs that other children have committed
against them.

(6) Children are curious, eager to acquire

information. They ask many questions in order to
find out what they want to know. One of the  most
often question asked is “why?”

(7) Children are most often obedient, submis-
sive to control.Small children are very obliging and

anxious to please. It is when they grow
older  that they begin to rebel.

Let’s apply some of these desired char-
acteristics to the Christian:

The child of God must to the best of his
ability become innocent, uncorrupted by
evil. Of course there is evil in the world, but
one should “Abstain from all appearance of
evil (I Thessalonians 5:22).

The child of God must be honest. He must tell
the truth, “ not lying, cheating, stealing nor taking
unfair advantage.”  “Thou knowest the command-
ments. Do not commit adultery, do not kill, do not
steal, do not bear false witness, defraud not (Mark
10: 19).

The child of God must be humble, meek, mod-
est, not showing pride. “Charity vaunteth not itself, is
not puffed up” (I Corinthians 13:4).

The child of God must be loving, affectionate
and devoted, loving unconditionally. “If ye fulfill the
royal law according to the scripture, thou shalt love
thy neighbor as thyself, ye do well” (James 2:8).
“Honor all men. Love the brotherhood” (I Peter
2:17).

The child of God must be forgiving, not holding
a grudge. “Be ye kind to one another, tenderhearted,
forgiving one another, even as God for Christ’s sake
hath forgiven you” (Ephesians 4:32).

The child of God must be curious. “Study to
show thyself approved of God. A workman that
needeth not to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word
of truth” (II Timothy 2:15).

The child of God must be obedient. “Let us hear
the conclusion of the whole matter. Fear God and
keep his commandments for this is the whole duty of
man” (Ecclesiastes 12:13).
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Holy Spirit, but looks only to God’s revealed Word for faith
and conduct, how can he sin so acting? But, he may begin
to search his own heart for “divine light” and “divine
guidance,” and be lead into sin (Jeremiah  10:23); or, he may
compromise his attitude toward modern so-called
Pentecostalism and its myriad of false teachers, seek some
mystical “unity in the Spirit” with them, and begin to have
fellowship with those who go beyond apostolic doctrine in
their faith and practice (Acts 2:42; II John  9-10).

Paragraph 12:  Paul said in Romans 14 to receive the
brother who thinks he cannot eat meat; while seeking peace
with him and helping him keep his conscience clear, brethren
were also to edify him. Yet, on the other hand, if such a one
were to make his scruples a matter of faith and practice, if
he were to preach and teach his idea as part of the gospel,
if he were to bind it on others and divide saints over it, he was
to be especially noticed or singled out and avoided (Romans
16:17-18).

Paragraph 13:  As we seek one another’s edification
in various issues that arise, let us remember that one thing
and one thing alone separates from God: sin! When wrong
views lead to compromise with sinful error, a false plea for
peace and unity with error admitted to be in the realm of sin,
or apology and defense of sinful error and errorists of any
variety, then those views have led us into the danger zone.
Every disagreement need not lead to broken fellowship, but
compromise and participation with sin requires it because
sin is the very thing that separates from God. Let us exercise
patience wherever possible, think the best of our brethren as
long as possible, and do all in our power to help each other
reach heaven.

Paragraph 14:  The answer to our question is, then,
“No, all wrong views do not separate from God.” To
borrow McGarvey’s comment on the young prophet, “His
disobedience was the immediate cause, while the belief of a
lie was only the remote cause of his death.” Or, as inspired
men have worded it, “Your iniquities have separated be-
tween you and your God,” and, “The wages of sin is death”
(Isaiah 59:2; Romans 6:23).  

Phone Number for Gospel Truths
1-813-990-7366

The Indwelling of Deity
by J. T. Smith

HEN we discuss Deity, we are discussing three
individual persons. In Genesis 1:2 we read that in
the beginning “The earth was without form, and
void; and darkness was on the face of the deep.
And the Spirit of God was hovering over the face

of the waters.” Genesis 1:26 “Then God said, ‘Let Us make
man in Our image, according to Our likeness;… ‘.” These
plural pronouns spell out for us the facts that more than one
person was involved in the creation.

The New Testament gives us further information. John
1:1-3, 14 “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word
was with God, and the Word was God. 2He was in the
beginning with God. 3All things were made through Him, and
without Him nothing was made that was made. 14And the
Word became flesh and dwelt among us, and we beheld His
glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father, full of
grace and truth.” Also in the New Testament there are also
passages that mention all three. Jesus was speaking, “But the
Helper, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in My
name, He will teach you all things, and bring to your
remembrance all things that I said to you” (John 14:26).
These three, then, are the Father, Son (Word) and Holy
Spirit.

What About Persons?
Three individual beings are clearly set forth in the Scrip-

tures as persons. But are there three persons? Some have
taken the position that there is only one person because a
person must have flesh and bones – therefore Jesus was the
only “person.”

In Hebrews 1:3 we read, “who being the brightness of
His glory and the express image of His person, and uphold-
ing all things by the word of His power, when He had by
Himself purged our sins, sat down at the right hand of the
Majesty on high.” The word “person” in this passage is from
the Greek word:

“Hupostasis – substance, (a) in Hebrews 1:3, of Christ
as ‘the very image’ of God’s ‘substance’; here the word has
the meaning of the real nature of that to which reference is
made in contrast to the outward manifestation” (from Vine’s
Expository Dictionary of Biblical Words).

When we speak of Deity we are speaking of those who
possess the qualities of characteristics of Divinity. The




