Subject: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Michael R on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 01:46:59 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Christians, Jewish people and Muslims all claim that God is one (as stated explicitly in each of
their Scriptures), but they all disagree on the nature of God. Rather than fight over the nature of
God, let me propose a slightly different approach.

Step back from theology altogether for a moment. To be intellectually honest with each other, if
were going to claim that God is one, it may help to start with a clear understanding of what we
mean by "one." (Otherwise, when we say that God is one we really have no idea what we're
talking about.)

This will not be immediately evident why | take such a seemingly trivial route, but please hear me
out.

Let's answer the question: What exactly is this concept we call one? How might we define it?

If you look in the dictionary you will find that you can trace the definition from synonym to synonym
and back again. The definition goes around in circles and there is no final source for the value of
one. So we must consider something more firm.

Let's use mathematics, since one is primarily a numerical concept. You might try to say, "Well,
one is one, of course."
1=1

Of course, one must equal itself, but this will not work as a definition. The same statement will
work for anything we try to define. It is therefore meaningless as a definition. If you take any
concept (x) you can use the exact same expression to describe that concept: x=x. If | tell you that
a thing is a thing, that will tell you nothing about what that thing actually is.

We must find an expression that distinguishes "one" as unique from all other concepts. The
definition must be something more than 1=1, but it cannot be less, because one must equal itself.

Let's pose a second question: Does one exist? Of course it does. We have a way to demonstrate
non-existence mathematically, so we also have a way to demonstrate existence. Any number
divided by zero "does not exist" or is "undefined."” So then, to bring any number into existence, it
must have a denominator of 1.

If one exists, it must have a denominator of one.

1/1=1

This statement actually makes one unique, because no other number can take the same
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relationship with itself. (Consider n/n=1, not n) So we have a point of uniqueness for the value of
one and a concrete way to identify it: It is the only number that can equal itself when divided by
itself. That means that this expression (1/1=1) works as a basic definition for the value of one.

Now let's examine "one" in light of this definition for a moment and see what inherent properties
we can find:

It is a self-contained statement of "being," because the equal sign is a form of the word "to be."
It is an eternal statement: It can never be false, meaning it has neither beginning nor end.

It is simultaneously composed of three operands, or three functional positions: Numerator,
Denominator and Result. These operands perform uniquely different functions from each other,
but each must exist together for either of the others to exist.

Each operand is equal in value (each 1)

Each operand is equally important: we cannot remove one and still have a valid definition for the
value of one.

It is a self-existent expression, because it defined purely in terms of itself.

Now here is why | go this route:

In Deuteronomy 6:4, John 10:30 and even in the Quran (http://quran.com/4/171), God (or Allah)
identifies himself with the idea of "one" in an unqualified sense. Assuming that God is telling the
truth, then the concept of one must reflect God's own nature. After all, God could not use a
concept to describe himself if that concept was in conflict with his nature or failed to describe him
accurately. So then, the properties of "one" must be fully consistent with God's nature.
Considering what we have explored regarding the meaning of "one," it is logically necessary to
say that,

If A) God exists, and B) God is one, then by definition, God must be a self-existent, eternal being
composed of three persons each of which are equal in value, equal in importance yet uniquely
different in role and function.

Now consider: We have not actually figured out the value of one except to say that whatever it is,
it is irreducible. In fact, we have just demonstrated the impossibility of knowing the actual value of
one. Whatever "one" is, it is equal to itself and denominated by itself, but it decides its own value.
Basically, whatever "one" is, "One will be what One will be."

Consider Exodus 3:13-14:
"Moses said to God, a€aeSuppose | go to the Israelites and say to them, &€ The God of your
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fathers has sent me to you,a€™ and they ask me, &€ "What is his name?a€™ Then what shall |
tell them?a€e

God said to Moses, a€cel will be what | will be."

Any thoughts? How do you react? Does this approach have any doctrinal error or logical fallacy
that I'm not seeing? Can you think of any Scripture references that would either disqualify or
substantiate this approach?

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by wishing34 on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 02:51:56 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Greetings Micheal,

Seems that the use of math does not add any benefit to merely believing
the verses and verifying what the word "one" means. Much scholarship is available
to know what "one" or "Echad" meant to the Hebrews.

There could be a problem with "modeling” the Godhead in a math way.

If you make a mathmatical model to understand "one" ( much like modeling

the trajectory of a baseball mathematicallly ) then what significance might

be given to variations - example: 71/71 = 1. Shall we apply a special meaning now
to 71 ? Of course any number could replace 71 .

Much harm can be done when people mix numbers and the Scriptures - ex: Numerics,
Gematria, bible codes. Odd conclusions can be reached.

Easier to just do study the Scripture words in English and use the original languages as needed.

Jman
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At the time of this post . . .

FA, the satellites, the spinoffs,and the FA diaspora have been having church
without apostles for 41 years and 303 days.
Initial start date 1/1/72

Recommended: No faith stands that strongly impact our (our children's) lives until we figure out
why the signs and wonders are missing. Something is wrong.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Marilyn Crow on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 07:33:32 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hi Michael,

| did appreciate your ‘'mathematical approach,” to explain an aspect of the ‘oneness’ of God. God
made mathematics, & of course it would therefore reflect Him in some way & also so that we
could understand about Him. This approach may only appeal to those who like ‘maths.” anyway |
have a few thoughts also.

In Revelation 4 : 2 it says -

"behold a throne set in heaven, & One sat on the throne..."(Rev. 4: 2)

The word "One,’ is the Greek word "allelon,” meaning one together, plural.

The plurarity of the word "One” shows us the relationship of the Father & the Son & Holy Spirit.

The terms Father, Son do not denote a subordinate relationship but shows the express image of
personality.
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"He (Christ)...being the brightness of His (the Father’s) glory & the express image of His person.”
(Heb. 1: 3)

Christ is the exact substance of being in mind, will & heart. These are marks of Divine Sonship.
‘| & My Father are one.” (John 10: 30)

The Son has an insight & personal apprehension of the Father such as no one else possesses,
which indicate His unity in the Godhead. Only Deity can reveal Deity, only God can express

Godhead, & only Sonship can manifest Fatherhood, because the very soul of Sonship is likeness
of will.

"For | have come down from heaven, not to do My own will, but the will of Him who sent Me."
(John 6: 38)

And you Michael having a good mathematical mind by God will be able to see the number "1 in
its various modes in the above.

God bless & keep revealing God to others in His creation.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by william on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 10:53:14 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Marilyn Crow wrote on Thu, 31 October 2013 01:33
In Revelation 4 : 2 it says -
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"behold a throne set in heaven, & One sat on the throne... (Rev. 4: 2)

The word "One,  is the Greek word "allelon,” meaning one together, plural.

A A A A A

What's up here? "allelon" (a%€1»1»I®I1»1%0l%2) does not occur in the passage? What Greek
version are you using?

Blessings,
William

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Marilyn Crow on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 20:56:56 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hi William,

| used my "Strong's Concordance, & looked up the word “one." It gave me the number "240,
which led me to the Greek dictionary at the back.

240 - Gk. word "allelon,” plural......together.
Hope that explains it. You may have a Bible with the Greek alongside. Is there a difference here?

Marilyn.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Michael R on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 22:36:38 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Jman,

Thanks for your response. You're right, nor should it add anything to what we believe. At the very
best it may verify it. My understanding of the word "echad" is that it is primarily one in unity though
occasionally one numerically. The first use we see is when Adam and Eve became one (echad)
flesh. So we rightfully can interpret Deuteronomy as one in unity. Original language is not my
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strong point though, so | must be careful.

| see this as having strong support in the fact that God uses the term "one" in reference to himself.
It's not an association that | have given to God, but one that He made which I'm exploring.

| have actually thought about how all other numbers reduce to one in the same relationship. While
| don't think it's necessary to go there, | think that there is actually room for meaning there as well:
Any other value that tries to determine its own substance ultimately loses its nature and the value

is lost. Similarly, anyone who lives for himself views himself as god. In the end, his nature reduces
and is destroyed. But that's about as far as that can be taken.

By the way, there is more that | had forgotten in the original post.
The Numerator is a concept that "just is" It doesn't come from anywhere and is not created.

The Result is the exact representation of the Numerator and the full expression of its value. From
the other end, The Numerator generates the value of the Result, and there can be only one Result
of that expression.

The Denominator is a logical consequence from the existence of the equality. It proceeds from the
other two. Furthermore, the Denominator is the operand performing all of the action: It divides the
Numerator and expresses (or reveals) the Result. (1 Corinthians 2:9-14)

Also, if you consider any other number it does not exist until it is given a denominator of one. (the
Creation) The concept of a thing exists because of the Numerator, it is substantiated by the
Denominator, and it is expressed by the Result.

Now there is a limit to the usefulness of this model. It may show only divine nature, and cannot
show the acquired human nature of the Son. It can show something of what happened on Earth
though. When the Son was anointed by the Spirit at baptism, one might say that he was
"multiplied” with power for ministry.

The second form of the definition of "one" can be expressed as

1=1X1

where the denominator moves over to become the multiplier. Like | said, this starts to move into
the human side of Christ, so it loses its usefulness.

It isn't as spiritually useful as the allusion that God gave us of "Father and Son," but it may be
intellectually useful for those who find that a stumbling block.

| see all of this as useful for demonstrating the strict logical consistency of the doctrine. Muslims
and other monotheists, even Oneness Pentecostals, are very quick to point out what they see as
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a "contradiction," calling it illogical nonsense.

Now when they say insist that God is one, | might ask what precisely they mean by one. This may
break down (or it may be further verified) at some point if someone finds a different definition for
the value of one. | haven't been able to find one though.

The reason I'm taking this online is because I've been trying to explore it for the last two years and
haven't found anything explicitly wrong with it. That leaves me uncertain, because | haven't been
able to find anything quite similar to this in the 1600 years since this doctrine was hashed out in
the Athanasian Creed. If I'm wrong about it that's fine, but | can't seem to dismiss the issue
without finding a clear reason why it might break down.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Michael R on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 22:43:21 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Marilyn,
Thank you for those verses. | had considered a few of them, see my previous response to Jman.

There are at least two way that the concept of "one" is used, and only one of them is what we're
looking for in this.
There are other ways that one is used: as a noun and as an adjective.

God seems to identify himself as "one" in the sense of the concept of it (as well as the description
of it), whereas other things are only described as "one" in the sense of being single, without being
identified with "one."

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by wishing34 on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 23:13:50 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Micheal,
The whole concept of using math to explain/model the Godhead is a non-starter for me.
In normal science we model things mathematically and then use the math to make predictions

to advance the science or to predict results from specific data points - those fun "Eureka”
moments.
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| just do not see the same usage of math with the Scriptures. | do not anticipate a payoff.

As | said above, various math applications to the Scriptures can lead down dead ends or even
towards wrong doctrines.

So, to me, the math usage has potential risk of bad things without an up side.

If you are attempting to use math to instruct a non-trinitarian friend it seems
to me the Scripture verses that apply would be the most powerful witness.

Jman

At the time of this post . . .

FA, the satellites, the spinoffs,and the FA diaspora have been having church
without apostles for 41 years and 304 days.
Initial start date 1/1/72

Recommended: No faith stands that strongly impact our (our children's) lives until we figure out
why the signs and wonders are missing. Something is wrong.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
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Posted by william on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 23:27:26 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Marilyn Crow wrote on Thu, 31 October 2013 14:56Hi William,

| used my "Strong's Concordance, & looked up the word “one." It gave me the number "240,
which led me to the Greek dictionary at the back.

240 - Gk. word "allelon,” plural......together.
Hope that explains it. You may have a Bible with the Greek alongside. Is there a difference here?

Marilyn.

A A A A

| find it easier to use the online Blue Letter Bible for looking up verses and the Strong numbers are
listed there as well. For instance if you hold your mouse over the passage -- Rev 4:2 and then
click on the passage when it is displayed in the pop-up, it will bring up the Blue Letter Bible tool.
You can then select the "Tools" button to see cross references, interlinear, dictionaries, etc.. All of
the Greek words are listed in the passage along with the corresponding Strong numbers and
some other goodies.

Blessings,
William

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by william on Thu, 31 Oct 2013 23:43:25 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| forgot to mention, and you probably know this already, but there are different Greek words that
can be translated as "one".

Blessings,
William

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
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Posted by Gary on Fri, 01 Nov 2013 00:42:36 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

William,

Esword showed the same thing, the word "one" is not in the original Greek. It only showed it in
italics. | am surprised the Strongs translated it in the Greek.

William do you have a link for downloading the Blue Bible software?
Did not know if you have to pay for it or if it was free.

Gary

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by william on Fri, 01 Nov 2013 01:50:29 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| don't think they (Blue Letter Bible) have any software that you could download to your computer,
it's mostly an online tool, but they do have an Ipad or an Iphone application that you can
download.

| use that eSword software you mentioned on my computer and it is amazing how much stuff you
can beef it up with!

Another good one for your computer is called theWord. | think there may even be more modules
for theWord than eSword.

Blessings,
William

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by william on Fri, 01 Nov 2013 02:04:04 GMT
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View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Also Gary, | might have assumed too much when | was referring to the Blue Letter Bible. As you
read forum messages and if you see a verse is listed (like here: Mat 6:33) all you do is hold your

mouse over the verse and the passage pops up. Click the link if you want more tools (it will open
up on a new page). In other words you don't have to have anything installed on your computer to
have that work for you!

Blessings,
William

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Gary on Fri, 01 Nov 2013 05:57:23 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

William
Thanks for all the information here.
| like ESword and use it a lot.

The thing about this post is it sounds to much like Gematria which comes from the teachings of
the Kabbalah.

Quote:Gematria or gimatria (Hebrew: x’x™MxZx"x"x ™Mxe/x'x Mx7x"x"x ™Mx"8€7 gA“maal-riyAs) is a
traditional Jewish system of assigning numerical value to a word or phrase, in the belief that
words or phrases with identical numerical values bear some relation to each other, or bear some
relation to the number itself as it may apply to a person's age, the calendar year, or the like.
Although the term is Hebrew, it most likely derives from Greek geAsmetriA, "geometry", which
was used as a translation of gA“maat-riyAs, though some scholars believe it to derive from Greek
grammateia, rather; it's possible that both words had an influence on the formation of the Hebrew
word. (Some also hold it to derive from the order of the Greek alphabet, gamma being the third
letter of the Greek alphabet (gamma + tria).) The word has been extant in English since the 17th
century from translations of works by Giovanni Pico della Mirandola. Although ostensibly derived
from Greek, it is largely used in Jewish texts, notably in those associated with the Kabbalah.

| thought we had a post on this somewhere but maybe not.
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| do not believe there is secret codes in the Bible.

| was on a Christian Forum years ago and did not realize that the whole forum was followers of
secret Bible codes involving Gematria.

| have a strange feeling this is an open door to delusion.

Gary

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Marilyn Crow on Fri, 01 Nov 2013 06:50:56 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hi William,

| have just done what you said concerning the "Blue letter,” reference & found out as you said that
the word “one,” actually is incorporated in the next word “sitting,” meaning “one sat.”

So thank you very much for the guide to the link & the correction. So obviously | was reading the
Strong's wrong & inferring that the last number up the page included that scripture in Rev. 4: 2 as
well. Not so. | appreciate your teaching & have learnt some more. We each learn from each other
in the Body, how great is that. Thanks again.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Michael R on Sat, 02 Nov 2013 02:21:24 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| have only heard of gematria a few times and have never looked into it so | don't know enough
about it to say anything. However, from what you describe of gematria, | don't think this is quite
the same. I'm not assigning a numerical value to the idea of "one" because it already is a
numerical concept. I'm not assigning the idea of one to the nature of God, because he has already
referred to himself using that concept without my effort. Whether Deuteronomy 6:4 is referring to
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his singleness as a being, to his unity as a being, or to something else, it's still the same concept
that is being used which has each of those applications. This is an attempt to better understand
what that concept is and how God might be describing himself in that passage.

You're certainly right that Scripture is the most powerful witness, in fact it's the only true witness,
because God speaks through his own words and by the power of his Spirit. It would be much
easier to dismiss this from my curiosity if | could find a clear error with it. It may very well lead
down a dead end as you say, but I'd like to at least see where that end is before | leave the
subject. If nothing else, I'll then be able to clearly explain to others how far it goes and no farther.

To the others: Scripture4all is a source I've often used, though it doesn't have the lexicon
attached. When | have some time I'll have to spend some more of it on those other sites you all
have mentioned.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by wishing34 on Sat, 02 Nov 2013 03:34:32 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Micheal,

| think you are accurate in how you contrast your concept as being different from
gematria.

Jman

At the time of this post . . .

FA, the satellites, the spinoffs,and the FA diaspora have been having church
without apostles for 41 years and 305 days.
Initial start date 1/1/72
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Recommended: No faith stands that strongly impact our (our children's) lives until we figure out
why the signs and wonders are missing. Something is wrong.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Gary on Sat, 02 Nov 2013 05:21:22 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Michael R wrote on Fri, 01 November 2013 20:211 have only heard of gematria a few times and
have never looked into it so | don't know enough about it to say anything. However, from what you
describe of gematria, | don't think this is quite the same. I'm not assigning a numerical value to the
idea of "one" because it already is a numerical concept. I'm not assigning the idea of one to the
nature of God, because he has already referred to himself using that concept without my effort.
Whether Deuteronomy 6:4 is referring to his singleness as a being, to his unity as a being, or to
something else, it's still the same concept that is being used which has each of those applications.
This is an attempt to better understand what that concept is and how God might be describing
himself in that passage.

You're certainly right that Scripture is the most powerful witness, in fact it's the only true witness,
because God speaks through his own words and by the power of his Spirit. It would be much
easier to dismiss this from my curiosity if | could find a clear error with it. It may very well lead
down a dead end as you say, but I'd like to at least see where that end is before | leave the
subject. If nothing else, I'll then be able to clearly explain to others how far it goes and no farther.

To the others: Scripturedall is a source I've often used, though it doesn't have the lexicon
attached. When | have some time I'll have to spend some more of it on those other sites you all
have mentioned.

Michael R,

I'm not real good with math even though | use it every day in my line of work.

| guess | do not understand "what" exactly your saying about this concept.

| at times have tried to understand the fact that God has always been, from all eternity there was
always a God. Your mind can only go back so far and never fully understand the concept of being

eternal. There never was a "time", using our unit to measure that there was not a God. He was
always there is mind boggling.
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That is so fantastic to me. It makes you feel very small in this universe.

| went back and read your original post and | guess | do not understand enough math to realize
what you are saying. For me God is one is just a fact.

| am glad your not into gematria. It's becoming popular in some groups out there, using computers
to find hidden secrets about God and future events.

Maybe if you share more on this | will see or understand what your saying here.

Lord Bless,
Gary

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by GWB on Sat, 02 Nov 2013 05:39:28 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

All of this math is over my head. | do know that our Father is finite.

A close family member threw out her numbers everyday and lives by them. It is sad. Nobody
wants to be, think, feel or look like her. She is despised because of her cold and evil heart. What a
toll the occult has taken on them.

| applaud your interest in math. Jesus will help you find the right answers.

Subject: Re: Oneness Trinitarianism
Posted by Michael R on Sat, 02 Nov 2013 22:26:03 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Gary,
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I'm taking the Deuteronomy verse and asking a child's question: What is one?

One is a quantity which must have its own intrinsic value. Ever the age at which we learned to
count using our fingers, we've taken for granted our idea of one enough to be able to use it to
describe things. Obviously this is an attempt to understand it at a much more foundational level
than that.

Essentially what I'm doing is trying to understand a theoretical, or philosophical, idea of "one." I'm
taking it from being an adjective that describes things (one tree, one car, etc.) and looking at its
essence as a noun (one-ness itself).

Along the way I'm observing that, whatever this thing called "one" is, it is strikingly similar to all of
our established Church teaching about the Tri-personal nature of God. In my first reply to Jman |
added some parts that | had forgotten to include in the original post. There | mainly focused on the
three different components of the equation (Numerator, Denominator and Result).

There are two steps that I've taken to arrive at a definition for the concept of "oneness.” The first
step is to show the obvious: that it must equal itself. The second step is to show that it exists. I'm
not really sure that this is mathematics, but it is using the same notation as mathematics, so for
lack of a better word I'm calling it that. Perhaps it is more philosophical than mathematical.

| stop once | establish this, because | realized that | had obtained what | was looking for: A
definition is a point of uniqueness that makes it different than everything else. It might be possible
to define it more narrowly than that, but it cannot be defined as anything less than that.

1/1=1 and the similar equation 1=1x1 are the simplest unique expressions for the value of one.
Unlike dictionary definitions, this is the final source definition of "one" because it is defined solely
in terms of itself. That means there is no other concept that we have to find a definition for.

Conversely, if we used a dictionary we would have to look up the definitions of other words used
in the definition of "one," and then the definitions of those definitions, and so one. That process
would repeat itself