Outline of Trinity for JWs

Actually, the early Christian view of the Father and the Son is better documented than any other early Christian doctrine except perhaps salvation.  Nearly every single writer addressed the subject, and there is remarkable uniformity in what they all say.  

1.	Condemnation of modalism
	A.	Are separate Persons

2.	Why misunderstandings have arisen:  confusing nature and order
	A.	Explain nature


Nature

     The English word nature is a much better translation for the Greek word ousios, but in most English translations of the Nicene Creed, the translators inappropriately render it as substance.  Substance, in our normal usage, refers to something physical or material.  I don’t know how we can talk about substance when we’re dealing with the spirit world—where there is nothing material or physical.  Nature I think is a much better way to render that term.  But either way, nature or substance refers to the essence or class to which a person or creature belongs.  

For example all humans are of the same nature or substance, regardless of differing physical characteristics.  In other words, genetically speaking, no man or woman is any less human than anybody else. Yet humans are not of the same nature or substance as the angels.  Before my oldest son was an adult, I was his head.  However, even though I was his head, he still possessed the same nature as I do.  Because I was his head didn’t in any way make him less human.  We were equal in nature, but not in authority.

Again, dogs are all of one substance or nature.  They differ in various breeds, etc. But all breeds of dogs are of the same nature or substance.  One dog is not less of a dog than another one.  

Now the Nicene Creed affirms that the Father and the Son are of the same nature or substance.  The Son isn’t something foreign to the Father.  Rather He possesses the same nature as the Father.  Just as my son possesses the same nature as I do.  If Jesus didn’t have the same nature as the Father, he wouldn’t be a true Son.

So we can say that both the Father and the Son are equally divine.  They are both theos. Just like you and I are human, they are both theos or divinity. Because the Son is of the same nature as the Father, He is fully divine; he possesses true Godhood.

So that’s one of the things that the Nicene Creed states: that the Father and the Son are homoousios or of the same nature.  Again, some English translations render this as “of one substance,” which can be very misleading.  It sounds like it’s saying that the Father and the Son are the same person.  But that’s not at all what the men who drew up this creed meant.  It is not what the Scriptures teach and it’s not what the pre-Nicene Christians believed.  The Father and the Son are of the same nature, but they are not one person.  They are two separate persons—just like my son and I are two different persons.  We have the same nature (we’re both equally human), but we are not the same person.

The first one is from Clement of Alexandria from about the year A.D. 195.  He said:

“The Word itself, that is, the Son of God, is one with the Father by equality of nature.  He is eternal and uncreated.”  2.574, excerpted from a post-Nicene translation made by Cassiodorus.
__________

Tertullian, writing about the year A.D. 197, talking about Jesus, tells us:

He is made a second in manner of existence – in position, not in nature.  He did not withdraw from the original source, but went forth.  3.34.


Again from Tertullian, talking about Jesus, he says:

Now, if He too is God, for according to John, “the Word was God,” then you have two Persons – One who commands that the thing be made, and the other who creates.  In what sense, however, you ought to understand Him to be another, I have already explained: on the ground of personhood, not of nature.  And in the way of distinction, not of division.  3.607.
 
Finally from Theognostus of Alexandria, this is about the year 260.  He says:

The substance [or nature] of the Son is not a substance [or nature] devised extraneously.  Nor is it one introduced out of nothing.  Rather, it was born of the substance of the Father.  6.155. 



	B.	Explain order


Order

     The Son and the Holy Spirit possess the full attributes of divinity, but the Father possesses unique personal attributes that make Him greater than the Son and the Holy Spirit.  As I’ve said, one of these characteristics is that the Father is the begetter. He is the origin of the Son and Holy Spirit.

     However, there is another sense in which the early church taught that the Father is greater than the Son, and that is in the sense of order.  Now by order I mean the chain of authority.  Equality of nature doesn’t mean equality of order.  Going back to our illustration of Adam and Eve ,we find that not only did Adam and Eve differ in personal attributes but they also differed in order.  Although Adam and Eve were equal in nature, Adam was created first and he was the head of Eve.

Interestingly, Paul explains that there is the exact same order between the Father and the Son as there was there between Adam and Eve.  He says in 1 Corinthians 11:

“I want you to know that the head of every man is Christ, the head of woman is man, and the head of Christ is God.”   (1 Cor. 11:3)  So you see the Father has authority over the Son, but not the reverse.  The Son is sent by the Father; the Son doesn’t send the Father.  The Son does the will of the Father, and the Son sits at the Father’s right hand.  

This hierarchy of order between the Father and the Son cannot be reversed. Yet, because there is a hierarchy of order does not diminish the Son’s true divinity—anymore than a hierarchy of order among humans diminishes any person’s humanity.

The confusion surrounding nature and order is not only the cause of a lot of confusion about the Father and the Son, but it is also behind a lot of the upheaval in the whole biblical order between men and women.  Feminists say that if a man is the head of his wife then that makes her something less than human. That means they’re not equal.  Well, what do you mean by equality?  If you mean equality of nature, of course they are equal.  They are both equally humans.  

The husband being the head of his wife does not make her less human.  That means only that there is an order within the family according to God’s arrangement.  Just like in society.  We are all equal, we are all equally human.  But some people have authority over us—such as our employer or our government officials. Because you can’t run a society without a hierarchy of order.  Likewise, there is a hierarchy of order between the Father and the Son.  

When Christians don’t understand the difference between nature, personal attributes and order, they end up with a very confused understanding of the Father and the Son.  They totally misconstrue what the Scriptures teach about the Father and the Son. And if they read the early Christian writings, they are baffled by what they read there.

Scriptures that deal with the difference in order between the Son and the Father.


to sit on My right hand and on My left is not Mine to give, but it is for those for whom it is prepared by My Father.   Matt 20:23


When you lift up the Son of Man, then you will know that I am He, and that I do nothing of Myself; but as My Father taught Me, I speak these things.   John 8:28


I have not spoken on My own authority; but the Father who sent Me gave Me a command, what I should say and what I should speak.    John 12:49-50

Notice the difference in order or authority between the Son and the Father.


13 The God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, the God of our fathers, glorified his Servant Jesus   Acts 3:13

27 "For truly against Your holy Servant Jesus, whom You anointed, both Herod and Pontius Pilate, with the Gentiles and the people of Israel, were gathered together   Acts 4:27
This is a prayer to the Father.  

Again, when we read the word servant we are talking about a difference of order, not a difference of nature.

3 But I want you to know that the head of every man is Christ, the head of woman is man, and the head of Christ is God.   1 Cor 11:2-3


25 For He must reign till He has put all enemies under his feet. 26 The last enemy that will be destroyed is death. 27 For "He has put all things under his feet." But when He says "all things are put under Him," it is evident that He who put all things under Him is excepted. 28 Now when all things are made subject to Him, then the Son Himself will also be subject to Him who put all things under Him, that God may be all in all. 1 Cor 15:25-28


Let no one say that the difference in authority was only while Jesus was on earth.  No, Paul shows that’s for eternity.


1:1 The Revelation of Jesus Christ, which God gave Him to show his servants   Rev 1:1


3.	Another misunderstanding: on “begetting”
	A.	One misunderstanding:  means he came into being at a point in time

Jesus is the Logos of the Father (which means word or reason). When we say that the Son has his origin in the Father and that he is begotten from the Father, the early Christians did not mean an origin in time.  The believed that the Son or Logos was always with the Father.  The early Christians used the sun to illustrate this:  

They would say the Father and the Son are like the sun.  The Father is like the orb itself, the ball of fire that we know as the sun.  Jesus is like a beam of light that comes from the sun.  He’s the radiance that comes out from the sun.  (Col. 

Now a beam or ray of light has its origin is in the sun.  The light that hits us here on the earth originated in the sun.  It didn’t produce itself; it is “begotten” from the sun. Yet, that light has existed as long as that sun has existed. You can’t separate the sun from the light it generates.  Jesus is begotten from the Father in the same manner as a ray of light is begotten from the sun.  If the sun were eternal, then the ray of light would be eternal as well.  So do you see how the Son has his origin in the Father, and yet he is co-eternal with the Father?  If the sun went out, the ray of light would die with it.  If the Father died (which is impossible), the Son would die as well.  his source of life is in the Father.

Or take a stream of water that comes out of a spring.  The early Christians used this illustration as well.  They said the Father is like a spring of water that bubbles out of the ground. The Son is like a stream that flows from that spring.  If the spring is eternal, so is the stream.  If the spring dries up, so does the stream.  So only the Father is autotheos—God who is of himself. The Son has his origin in the Father, just as a stream has its origin in a spring.  We could say that the spring begets the stream, just as we say that the Father begets the Son.


	B.	Other misunderstanding:  there is no begetting

	C.	Misunderstandings caused by faulty English translations
First of all, the Scriptures teach that there is an equality of nature (or if you want to use the word, substance) between the Father and the Son.  John 1:1: In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God.”  

The way that’s translated, it has caused an awful lot of confusion.  As I mentioned earlier, in the New Testament the Greek word theos nearly always means the Father.  However, there are a few places—and this is one—where the term is used in talking about Jesus Christ.  


1

The problem is that our English translation makes it sound as though John were saying,  “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with the Father, and the Word was the Father.”  And, unfortunately, that is exactly what many professing Christians believe today.


Now the problem that I see with using the word “God” there is this:  In the New Testament, with only one or two exceptions, every place that it uses the word “God,” it’s always talking about the Father.  To my knowledge the New Testament never uses the word God to refer to the Trinity.  There are a few passages where Jesus is given the title God, but other than those few passages, the word always refers to the Father when used by the New Testament writers.

So to most people who speak English, if you just say the word God, to them that means a Person. For example, they may say, “I believe in God” or “No. I don’t believe in God,” or “Let’s pray to God.”  They’re talking about a Person.  And in the New Testament, as I said, that Person is almost always the Father that the Scriptures are talking about.  So it’s very easy to misunderstand this phrase, and a lot of Christians do.  That’s because   
where it says He is “God from God,” it sounds in English like you are saying He’s the Father from the Father.”  But that is very unscriptural, and it is not at all what the men who drew up the Nicene Creed were saying.  Let me explain further:  


In Greek, the word theos not only means the Person, God, but it also means divinity or divine or deity.  It would be a lot more accurate to translate this phrase, “He is deity from deity” or “He is true divinity from true divinity” in order to explain what those men were meaning when they said he is “theos from theos.”  

What John was actually saying wasn’t nearly as confusing to his Greek readers.  They properly understood him to be saying, ‘In the beginning was the Word and the Word was with the Father, and the Word was divine.’ 

When John says the Word was with God, he is talking about the person, God the Father.  When he says that the Word was God, he’s talking about the nature of the Word—that he was fully divine. He was of equal nature with the Father.

In Colossians 2:9, talking about Jesus, Paul explains: “For in Him all the fullness of Deity dwells in bodily form.” That’s from the New American Standard Version.

Unfortunately, through no fault of its own, the King James translation of this passage has caused an awful lot of confusion among modern Christian because it renders the passage: “For in him dwelleth all the fullness of the Godhead bodily.”  

The Godhead?  What is that?  Do you read anything about “the Godhead” anywhere in the Bible?  Did Jesus talk about “the Godhead”?  The answer is no.

Ironically, though, you hear it an awful lot today.  You’d think that expression occurs all throughout the Bible.  It seems like no one can discuss the Father and the Son without talking about “the Godhead.”

     Let me let you in on a little secret.  The English word godhead is simply an old English word that means “godhood.” Just like fatherhead meant fatherhood and womanhead meant womanhood, godhead meant godhood.  What the King James translators were expressing is that in Jesus all the fullness of godhood dwells bodily.  That term made sense to people in 1611.  Today, the word has disappeared from normal English and has come to mean “the Trinity” in people’s minds.

     Fortunately, none of the new translations use that term, except the New King James Version.  Modern translators recognize that Greek word means deity or Godhood.  It does not mean “the Godhead.”  When you translate that word correctly in today’s English, you find there is no such word as “the Godhead” in the Scriptures.  What the Scriptures do teach is that the fullness of deity dwells in Jesus Christ.  He is equally divine with the Father, and this is what the pre-Nicene Christians believed as well.


	C.	Why the Father is greater (quote Alexander)

The starting point of the Creed is the Father.  It begins: “I believe in one God the Father Almighty.” God is one, because the Father is one.  He is the source of the Son and the Holy Spirit.  He is unbegotten.  There is no source of the Father’s existence other than Himself.  
As some of the early Christians put it, He is autotheos.  [theos = God or divine] [auto = of himself].He is autotheos.  He is unbegotten.  his origin is in Himself.


4.	Sum up and show this is what Nicene Creed says


Nicene Creed

I believe in one God the Father Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth, and of all things visible and invisible. And in one Lord Jesus Christ, the only-begotten Son of God, begotten of his Father before all worlds, God of God, Light of Light, Very God of Very God, begotten, not made, being of one substance with the Father by whom all things were made; who for us men, and for our salvation, came down from heaven, and was incarnate by the Holy Spirit of the virgin Mary, and was made man, and was crucified also for us under Pontius Pilate. He suffered and was buried, and the third day he rose again according to the Scriptures, and ascended into heaven, and sits at the right hand of the Father. And he shall come again with glory to judge both the living and the dead, whose kingdom shall have no end. 

According to the Scriptures and the Creed, Jesus is begotten from the Father.  As the Creed says: He is “God from God [or Divinity from Divinity], Light from Light.” The Father is the source of the existence of Jesus.

     Now let me explain to you about where it says He is “God from God.”  To me, that is a very poor way to translate the Creed into English.  The Creed and the Scriptures would say He is theos from theos.  


5.	Why things are so messed-up today: The two overreactions
	A.	Arius overreacted against modalism
	B.	Athanasius and especially Augustine overreacted to Arianism

	C.	The fake “Athanasian Creed” 
it is Augustine’s theology and explanation of the Father and the Son that is known to us westerners as the Athanasian Creed.

     Now don’t confuse the Athanasian Creed[footnoteRef:1] with the Nicene Creed.  The Athanasian Creed was written a century or me after Nicaea.  And it has nothing to do with Athanasius.  It is not what he taught and believed.  It’s certainly not what the early Christians believed.  The Athanasian Creed is not the product of any church council.  We don’t even know who wrote it.  All we know is that it was somebody after the time of Augustine (c. A.D. 400). Some person took Augustine’s incorrect teachings about the Trinity and put them in Creed form and dishonestly called it the Athanasian Creed.  This was at the time of the Dark Ages, when the western Roman Empire was crumbling.  In their ignorance, most western Christians accepted the Athanasian Creed as though it had come from Athanasius.  And, as I said, even today, the majority of western Christians confuse the Athanasian Creed with the Nicene Creed. [1:  The Athanasian Creed is the creed that says, “The Father is God, the Son is God, and the Holy Spirit is God.  Yet, there are not three Gods, but only one God.”] 


The reason why I say, “western Christians,” is that the eastern Christians have always recognized the Athanasian Creed as a fraud and have never accepted it.

	D.	Re-acceptance of modalism
