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Deity of Messiah

Introduction

I had already made up my mind before starting the series of teachings on 'numbers' that [ was going to
return to "Frequently Asked Questions". After all, we should all be prepared to give a SCRIPTURAL
answer to every man who asks us about the hope that is in us. Little did I know, however, that I would
be returning to the whole 'deity' issue concerning the Messiah.

Many of you may have noticed that the article I wrote a while ago concerning this same issue has been
pulled from the archives. After some good counseling from my friend Monte Judah, I decided to revisit
this issue, because it is back in the headlines as an issue that is currently scattering the sheep. After
rereading that teaching, a subject I initially wanted to avoid, I had concluded that it is an important
subject that deserves some comprehensive attention. I felt that my opinion on this subject was more of
an issue of semantics than substance concerning the nature of the Messiah Yahshua. I have now spent
some considerable time perusing the theological views of the 'anti-deity' crowd. I have concluded that,
although I may lose a few supporters of this ministry, it is none the less time to take a demonstrative,
outspoken stand on this issue. It is my humble opinion that the controlling focus of the 'Messianic
Movement' should be our commission to reach out to the world with the Messiah of Israel and His
Torah. The adherents of this truth are infinitesimal compared to the multitudes that stand in darkness
before us. We all still have an overwhelming task confronting us with respect to the mass followers of
Christianity, alone. This mission races toward the unachievable if we continue to divide rather than
multiply. The Christian religion, in it's early stages it seems, has set the pattern concerning this issue for
the Messianic movement as well. We shall now aim our guns at each other as we dissect the Messiah
with the skill of ecclesiastical surgeons. This is all very sad, but must be undertaken for the sake of the
call.

I have planned for this particular series of teachings to stretch out to about seven sections. We will
begin with what I believe to be the scriptural evidence that Yahshua the Messiah is precisely what He
claimed to be, the manifestation of the Word of God, YHVH the Creator of all that there is. Yahshua
claims attributes that God alone claims to have. We will see that either Yahshua is the manifestation of
the one true God, or He is at worst a lunatic, a liar and a deceiver, or at best He is slightly overrated and
has demonstrated grand delusions about Himself. It is my contention that the core of this issue does not
lie with an erroneous view of the nature of the essence of the Messiah, but rather it lies in a somewhat
narrow view of the ubiquitous nature of God. I also plan to address many of the so-called proof texts
that are used to show that Yahshua could not possibly be God Himself. I intend to show that this
conclusion is a far too typical result among many who come out of a traditional Christian background.
This evolutionary process has fallen into a well known pattern. We begin with a typical Christian
attending a typical Christian church all of their life. They are then confronted with a teaching on the
sabbath or one of the feasts and they are quickly placed into a religious and social dilemma. They come
to the conclusion that they have been following a lie and soon begin consuming all the 'Messianic'
material they can swallow. After some maturity has set in, they begin reading and absorbing material
from orthodox Judaism themselves. They discover lie after lie and are now becoming frustrated, and
are quickly becoming skeptical and suspicious of virtually every thing they hear. Christians and



Christian teaching, instead of being the goal to reach out to, have now become the target to aim at. All
Christian teaching is a LIE, and everything Christian is the anti-Christ. The New Testament now
becomes an unreliable document at best, and a product of the Greek god Zeus at worst. The New
Testament becomes a direct result of the work of Constantine and the early church father's desire to
make 'Jesus' God, and out the window goes the Messiah's claim to be the Word of God in the flesh.
Thus, it is now incumbent upon us all to embark on a whole new paradigm.

As I have perused the articles and writings of the "he is Messiah, but not God" crowd, I have noticed
the scattered use of clever media and advertising techniques. I will address these while answering many
of the objections of Yahshua's claims. I am already well aware of the fact that many will react to what I
stated by saying that from their point of view, Yahshua never claimed to be any thing other than a
sinless man, an agent of God, or the ambiguous 'Son of God' title. I will also show that this is not true. I
have chosen to begin this series of teaching by addressing the nature of God according to the scriptures,
for this is where I believe the parting of ways takes place.

Deity of Messiah

Part 2

As I begin this series on the ancient debate concerning the nature of the Messiah, I must first mention
that there are many articles and teachings, from a multitude of well educated Hebrew biblical scholars
that present their case, pro and con, very well. This issue has been the object of heated debate for
centuries, and has yet to dissipate. This alone, to the thinking person, should be sufficient evidence that
the issue is not seated in cement. I have chosen to approach this subject the same way I teach virtually
every other subject ... from the beginning. I have elected not to follow the typical pattern of beginning
this critical dispute by launching an attack, or a support, of statements made by many of the prophets,
or comments made by Yahshua, or the disciples. However, we will indeed arrive at these equally
harmonious and scriptural writings through the course of this progression. I have chosen to begin this
teaching by researching what I believe about the Messiah and why I believe it. We will then spend the
last half addressing many of the so-called 'proof texts' of those who do not believe that Yahshua is God
in the flesh. As we research this sheep dividing issue, I would ask that you keep in mind something the
prophet Yesha'yahu and Sha'ul revealed to us that I feel lies at the root of this controversy.

Yesha'yahu 6:9-10
"And he said, Go, and tell this people, Hear ye indeed, but understand not, and see ye indeed, but
perceive not. Make the heart of this people fat, and make their ears heavy, and shut their eyes, lest they

see with their eyes, and hear with their ears, and understand with their heart, and be converted, and be
healed."

Romans 11:25
"For I would not, brethren, that ye should be ignorant of this mystery, lest ye should be wise in your
own conceits, that blindness in part is happened to Israel, until the fullness of the Gentiles be come in."



I find these to be fascinating and very thought provoking statements. God tells His people ahead of
time that He already knows that there will be much lack of understanding among His people. He uses
the words SEE and HEAR to describe this misunderstanding by both houses. Although YHVH
prophesied that these people would not obey Him, using the concepts of seeing and hearing, He also
reveals prophetically that one day they would HEAR Him and SEE Him, and be converted. This
revelation is also placed in context with the fullness of the Gentiles coming in, as recorded by Sha'ul. It
comes as no surprise to me that the traditional doctrines held by these two rebellious houses are, |
believe, referred to as 'blindness in part'. Traditionally, the house of Judah (dominated by Rabbinical
thought) has tenaciously clung to Torah and a Messiah who is not God in the flesh. The house of Israel
(dominated by traditional Christian thought) has equally held to no Torah and the Messiah is God in the
flesh. However, the Tanakh reveals over and over, that BOTH houses are blind and deaf. My premise in
this teaching will be that the house of Israel is blind to Torah and the house of Judah is blind to who the
Messiah is, for Messiah IS the Word of God (Torah) and the Word of God cannot be, by definition,
anything less than God Himself. It is also my contention that, in the last days, every attribute of these
two houses will once again be one.

B'reshith 1:1
"In the beginning 'Elohiym created the heavens and the earth.”

I am sure that many of you have read or heard a hundred different teachings on these words with which
YHVH chose to begin his revelation to mankind. It is imperative that we begin at the beginning,
however. YHVH reveals, remember that word, in the beginning some important information about
Himself. He begins with no revelation as to His beginning and no insight as to His pre-existence before
He created the heavens and the earth. This is because all this is not known, which is the verbal root of
the Hebrew word ‘olam, which English translates as 'everlasting' or 'eternal'. So we begin with His
existence. In His creation of all things it is interesting to note that YHVH does not choose to enter the
scene, so to speak, as YHVH, but rather 'Elohiym. 1 believe this is done deliberately to expose from the
beginning a critical aspect of His nature that, when grasped, will harmonize with the rest of scripture
and His other names and titles. There has always been a fine line of interpretation over the meaning and
application of the word 'Elohiym. It is well known that the word is in the plural, but the interpretation
of this plurality is where the friction takes place. Based upon the parsing of the word all by itself, a
myriad of religious organizations can and have sprung forth. The word is taught by most Hebrew
students of philology, to be understood only in context with the word 'echad or one. This combined
interpretation is based upon a very strict hermeneutic on the shema'.

D'varim 6:4
"Hear, O Israel, YHVH our 'Elohiym, YHVH is 'echad."

It is the revelation that the plural 'Elohiym is 'echad that has most Hebrew lexicons agreeing that the
concept of God is a unity. It is the application of that unity that creates the controversies. In Hebrew
grammar, the verb that follows the noun 'Elohiym must be in concord, or agreement, with the noun it
describes. This means that the Hebrew language has a way for the reader to distinguish between the one
God of creation and the false gods. If the plural 'Elohiym is followed by a plural verb, then the
reference is not to the one God of creation. If the plural 'Elohiym is followed by the singular verb, then
it is referring to the one God of creation. In B'reshith 1:1, YHVH begins His book of life with the
revelation that He is ABSOLUTE UNITY ('Elohiym is plural) with a single purpose or action (the verb
is in the singular). The combination of 'Elohiym with 'echad in the Shema testifies to the FACT that
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there is only ONE TRUE GOD. I believe that within the unity of the one true God there is one single
purpose, from the beginning, that is contained within our salvation, and that this is revealed within the
Hebrew of the very first words of scripture. There are unknown aspects of His awesomeness and
essence that we do not know, but the purpose remains as the object of the secret things of God.

D'varim 29:29
"The secret things belong unto YHVH our 'Elohiym, but those things which are revealed belong unto us
and to our children forever, that we may DO the words of this Torah."

As I mentioned in the introduction to this teaching, it is my humble opinion that it is NOT the nature of
the Messiah that should demand our immediate attention, but rather the nature of God. Whenever the
subject of the 'deity' of Yahshua comes up, we are basically confronted with an equation. Does the
Messiah EQUAL YHVH or does the Messiah not EQUAL YHVH? So we begin with a proposition that
always has an unfathomable, unsearchable, infinite GOD in one half of the equation that is attempted to
be fathomed, searched and completely understood by the finite. This most infinite God can be searched
and understood in light of what He HAS revealed of Himself, however. It has come to my attention that
some of the teachings of the 'anti-deity’ crowd suggest that because the incomprehensible essence of
God is taught in Kabbalism, that therefore any teaching that God's essence is unsearchable comes from
Kabbalistic teaching. First of all, truth is truth even when your enemy speaks it. Kabbalism teaches
prayer. Is prayer then only Kabbalistic? I could go on. This is an old journalistic and political technique
that I recognize from many business courses I took in college. The idea is to connect the opposition
with something that the masses generally accept as being evil, therefore drawing the conclusion that the
opposition's point, by definition, must be evil. The thinking is that if I prove your position to be wrong,
then by definition my position must be right. It goes like this: Kabbalism teaches that God is
incomprehensible. Kabbalism is mystical and unscriptural. Many Messianics teach that God is
incomprehensible. Therefore, those Messianics are mystical and unscriptural.

The facts are that the scriptures teach that there are aspects of God that are not known and
unsearchable. 1 would also suggest that even the exact meaning of those things that are declared
unsearchable and unknowable, are unsearchable and unknowable. As we look at some of these
examples, keep in mind the singular purpose and goal of 'Elohiym that we discussed earlier. I would
also like to preface this material by stating that my purpose of highlighting God's infinite, unsearchable
essence is not to suggest that the Messiah/God issue is not meant to be understood or fathomed. I am
starting with this particular truth to show that the Creator and God of Israel is infinitely capable of
doing, attaining, and BEING whatever His will chooses, and is far beyond even the imaginations of His
creation.

Mizmor 145:3-5
"Great is YHVH, and greatly to be praised; and His greatness is unsearchable. One generation shall
praise thy WORKS to another, and shall declare thy mighty acts. I will SPEAK of the glorious honor of
thy majesty, and of thy wonderous WORKS."

Yesha'yahu 40:28
"Hast thou not known? Hast thou not heard, that the everlasting God, YHVH, the Creator of the ends
of the earth, fainteth not, neither is weary? There is not searching of his understanding."”



Romans 11:33
"Oh, the depth of the riches both of the wisdom and knowledge of God! How unsearchable are his
judgments, and His ways past finding out.”

Yirmeyahu 31:37
"Thus saith YHVH, If heaven above can be measured, and the foundations of the earth searched out
beneath, I will also cast off the seed of Israel for all that they have done, saith YHVH."

My goodness, if the heavens and foundations of the earth are unsearchable, how much more the
essence of God Himself. The Hebrew word used here to promote His distinction in the universe is
chagar. This word in it's verbal root means something that is unable to be investigated. The Greek word
used in Romans 11:33 is anexichniastos. Say that five times real fast. It is a combination of three Greek
words. The first is simply the letter 'a' or 'alpha'. This letter when used as a prefix affixes the negative to
a word. For instance 'theist', a believer in God, becomes an 'atheist' or NOT a believer in God. Our
negative prefix is added to the Greek word for 'to track, trace or follow' and the Greek word for 'origin'.
The entire word means unable to track or trace the origin of something. This is very close to the
Hebrew word chagar. The point is that there are attributes of God that we are unable to investigate,
track or trace the origin. The facts are that there are some things about God that are not known and
there are those things that God has revealed.

There are many prophecies in scripture that attest to the fact that many of the house of Israel and Judah
will not 'know' who the Messiah is. One of the most thought provoking prophecies is the 'revealing' of
Joseph (a clear type of Messiah) to his brothers. In B'reshith 45:1-3 we are given a very interesting
prophecy along with a rather cryptic insertion.

"Then Yoseph could not control himself before all them who stood by him; and he cried, Cause every
man to go out from me. And there stood NO MAN with him, while Yoseph made himself KNOWN unto
his brethren. And he wept aloud: and the Egyptians and the house of Pharaoh heard. And Yoseph said
unto his brethren, I AM Yoseph; doth my father yet live? And his brethren could not answer him; for
they were terrified (troubled) at his presence.”

The Spirit of God makes it a point to mention that Yoseph stood by himself with NO MAN with him to
reveal himself. What was behind this insertion into the text? Prophetically we are told that this type of
Messiah will one day make himself KNOWN to his brethren as to who he really is, i.e. they did not
recognize WHO he actually was. No man will be with him, and their response will be very troubling
and terrifying. The Hebrew word used here for troubling is bahal. Here is how this word is used in
other places.

Yesha'yahu 64:1-2,7
"Oh, that thou would rend the heavens, that thou would come down, that the mountains might flow
down at thy presence. As when the melting fire burns, and the fire causes the waters to boil, to make thy
name KNOWN to thine adversaries, that the nations may TREMBLE at thy presence. And there is none
that calleth upon thy name, that stirreth up himself to take hold of thee; for thou hast hidden thy face
from us, and hast consumed us, because of our iniquities."

Acts 9:3,6



"And as he journeyed, he came near Damascus, and suddenly there shone round about him a light from
heaven; and he, TREMBLING and astonished, said, Adonai, what wilt thou have me to do? And Adonai
said unto him, Arise, and go into the city, and it shall be told thee what thou must do."

Mark 5:33
"But the woman, fearing and TREMBLING, KNOWING what was done in her, came and fell down
before Him, and told Him all the truth.”

It is my opinion that Yahshua, certainly knowing who He really was, comforted His people with the
following words:

Yochanan 14:1,7,27
"Let not your heart be TROUBLED, ye believe in God, believe also in me ... If ye had KNOWN me, ye
should have KNOWN my Father also,; and from henceforth ye KNOW Him, and have seen Him ...

Peace I leave with you, my peace I give unto you; not as the world giveth, give I unto you, let not your
heart be TROUBLED, neither let it be AFRAID."

It seems that the blindness of both houses of Israel are directly associated with not KNOWING Him.

Yesha'yahu 45:2,4-6

"I will go before thee, and make the crooked places straight ... For Ya‘akov my servant's sake, and
Israel mine elect, I have even called thee by thy name; I have surnamed thee, though thou has not
KNOWN me. I AM YHVH, and there is none else, there is no God beside me; I girded thee, though thou
has not KNOWN me. That they may KNOW from the rising of the sun, and from the west, that there is
none beside me. | AM YHVH, and there is none else."

The phrase 'from the rising of the sun' and the 'west' are another way of speaking of the house of Judah
(east) and the house of Israel (west).

Yesha'yahu 44:18
"They have not known nor understood; for He hath shut their eyes, that they cannot see, and their
hearts, that they cannot understand."”

I conclude the first part of this series by asking you to entertain the possibility that God prophetically
knew that within His divided house (still scattered in unbelief) are two groups of people. One group
would not KNOW Him (Messiah) as the manifestation of the God of Israel, the living Word, giver of
Torah and preserver of the laws and commandments of God. The other group would not receive Him,
would not make obeisance to His ruling sheaf, and would not recognize His true identity as the Creator
of the sun, moon and stars, and the only Savior there is. However, as it has been from the beginning,

there is always a remnant that receive Him as the only authority who can give us the power to become
the children of God.

Yochanan 1:10-12
"He was in the world, and the world was made by Him, and the world knew him not. He came unto His
own, and His own knew Him not. But as many as received Him, to them gave He power to become the
children of God, even to them that believe on His name;"



Deity of Messiah

Part 3

As I stated in the introduction to this teaching concerning this two thousand year old debate, the
seminal issue is not the nature of the Messiah so much as it is the nature of God, in my opinion. We
covered a couple of the major revealed attributes of God, His unsearchableness and the fact that He is,
aside from what is revealed, incomprehensible. There is a distinct purpose for reviewing these
characteristics of God which I will partially address in this teaching.

God is omnipotent. In every day English, this means that He possesses all power. He is exceedingly
above and beyond anything and everything that His creation can collectively conceive.

Mizmor 139:1-12
"O YHVH, thou hast searched me, and known me. Thou knowest my down sitting and mine uprising;
thou understandest my thought afar off. Thou compassest my path and my lying down, and art
acquainted with ALL my ways. For there is not a word in my tongue, but, lo, O YHVH, thou knowest it
altogether. Thou has beset me behind and before, and laid thine hand upon me. Such knowledge is too
wonderful for me; it is high, I cannot attain unto it. Whither shall I go from thy Spirit? Or whither shall
1 flee from thy presence? If I ascend up into heaven, thou art there; if I make my bed in sheol, behold,
thou art there. If I take the wings of the morning, and dwell in the uttermost parts of the sea, even there
shall thy hand lead me, and thy right hand shall hold me. If I say, Surely the darkness shall cover me;
even the night shall be light about me. Yea, the darkness hideth not from thee, but the night shineth as
the day, the darkness and the light are both alike to thee."

Yesha'yahu 40:28
"Hast thou not known? Hast thou not heard, that the everlasting God, YHVH, the Creator of the ends
of the earth, fainteth not, neither is weary. There is no searching of His understanding.

Yirmeyahu 23:23-24
"Am I a God at hand, saith YHVH, and not a God afar off? Can any hide himself in secret places that 1
shall not see him? saith YHVH. Do not 1 fill heaven and earth? saith YHVH."

We know from both testaments that God created all things by speaking. God said, "... let there be beasts
in the field" and there were beasts in the field. With just His words, He placed all the celestial glories in
their place. Not only did He, by just speaking, create our magnificent bodies, but He also created our
emotions. The ability for literally trillions of people to each laugh at something different. He gave us
tears to respond to sadness and trials. He gave such people as myself the ability to express stupid
humor and to tell bad jokes, while placing within the capacity of some people to actually laugh at them.
All the still unexplained aspects of light, He considered just another product of another day. The very
existence of God is also verified by many known scientific laws. One of those laws states that every
effect has a cause, and every cause must be equal to or greater than it's effect. Known science in the last
century has agreed that all matter that exists is an effect of an initial cause. Many in science choose to
call that the 'big bang' but all agree that the initial cause of all that there is, is greater than or equal to all
the effects we see. As believers, we all know who that cause is. Can you imagine that God is infinitely
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greater than all that we collectively see and even don't see? Within the last 10 years, science has also
discovered that the universe is actually more than a dozen dimensions. We only operate in three
dimensions and possibly four including time as a dimension. Can you possibly conceive of at least
eight more? Can you then comprehend that God is much more than even that?

It is this humble writers opinion that man, from the beginning, religious or areligious, has made
consistent attempts, some with malice and some just by nature, to try to take the incorruptible God and
make him unto an image made like unto corruptible man. At first sight, one might think that this refers
to the idea of God becoming a man, but this is written by Rav Sha'ul who is notorious, in religious
circles, for starting Christianity and being the instigator of the 'God became a man' doctrine.

Romans 1:22-23
"Professing themselves to be wise, they became fools, and changed the glory of the incorruptible God
into an image made like corruptible man, and birds, and four-footed beasts and creeping things."

The context of Sha'ul's comments are made to those who, unable to accept or comprehend a God like |
just described, attempt to make God like unto earthly images that they can see, touch, feel, worship and
accept. Some cultures do it with the kind of idols and icons we see on PBS or the Discovery Channel.
Some, however, try to understand God by affixing His essence to the essence of earthly images, which
end up limiting God to those earthly pictures. While it is true that we understand heavenly things by
comprehending the earthly ones, God is NOT those earthly things. For example, we gain insight into
His loving presence through the image of a dove. But God is not a dove. We can experience His loving,
Fatherly care through the teaching of being under the shadow of His wings, but God is not a duck,
swan or a chicken. The Mormon religion teaches that God is Father and Yahshua was His Son. Since a
son is produced by sexual relations between a man and a woman, this means that God came down and
had physical sex with Mary, because they are Father and Son. Can you see where an improper
perspective on titles and terms used to help us understand what God has revealed to us, can lead to
bizarre doctrines? I believe that one of the reasons for the controversy over the Messiah stems from
misunderstood sound bites by one side of the issue, and an attempt to understand God by restricting
Him to comparable earthly images on the other side. I am attempting to first establish the FACT that
the essence, abilities, and nature of God are infinitely beyond our limits.

In the last month or so, I have received many articles and teachings concerning the 'deity' of Yahshua.
Ninety per cent of the questions posed, that led to many concluding that Yahshua could not be God in
the flesh, were all like the ones below.

Mattityahu 26:39
".. O my Father, if it be possible, let this cup pass from me,; nevertheless, not as I will, but as thou
wilt.”

How can God be talking to himself?
Romans 10:9

"That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth that Yahshua is Adonai, and shalt believe in thine heart that
GOD hath RAISED HIM from the dead, thou shalt be saved."

10



Holy moly! God raised up God from the dead?

Mattityahu 23:46
"And about the ninth hour Yahshua cried with a loud voice, saying, Eli, Eli, la'ma sabach'thani? that is
to say, My God, my God, why has thou forsaken me?"

Well, that seals it. Is one part of God crying out while the other two parts are standing there listening?

Mattityahu 26:50
"Yahshua, when he had cried again with a loud voice, yielded up the spirit."

Oh yeah? How can God die? Huh. Huh. Tell me that!

There are probably, I have not counted, 500 or more verses in the scriptures in which God seems to
exist everywhere at once in one verse and in a specific spot the next. It seems that God only exists
between the Cherubim at the same time that He is falling on Moses outside of the tent. He sits on His
throne while leading the children of Israel through the wilderness at the same time. Part of the problem
from where I sit seems to be erroneous conclusions drawn from doctrinal statements that go by
unexplained. So let me explain. It seems that many are concluding from statements such as 'Yahshua is
YHVH' or 'God became a man' or 'Jesus is God', that when God became a man, God was JUST the
man. In other words, when God was a man, He was not running the universe. God was the Messiah
only. I would equally ask if God was in the burning bush when Mosheh approached Him? All would
agree that He indeed was. So does that mean that God ceased to still be omnipresent, omnipotent, and
omniscient while He was in the bush? Can this God that I have been describing, be capable of taking
upon the flesh of a man and still be everywhere at once? STOP and answer that question right now! If
one of the purposes of God taking upon flesh was to show unfaithful mankind how to be faithful,
would He not then BE faithful? If He desired for us to know how to pray to our Father would He not
then pray to the Father? If He desperately wanted His people to love, would He not then love? Would
He not show His followers how to obey the Father by actually obeying the Father? Is that
incomprehensible to you? If it is, then I would suggest that you are trying to understand the
incorruptible, infinite, limitless God, from the perspective of corruptible, finite, limited man. Period.

I remember watching a Michael Keaton movie a few years ago called Multiplicity. In this movie
Michael was a very busy man. So busy that he rarely had time for his wife and his children. Through a
series of plot forming circumstances, he ends up cloning several of himself over time. He was then able
to, so he thought, spend the necessary time at his business and still spend time with his wife and also
his children. Now this story is not a representation of the nature of God. God is far more than what a
movie can represent. But that is my point. Man, in his own imagination, can cinematically portray the
idea of someone remaining themselves and also be the same person in many other places all at the same
time. If man can imagine such a ludicrous thing, is God not greater than the imagination of men? So I
ask a simple question. In the interest of the salvation of man, is God capable of existing as an ever
present Father while simultaneously taking upon the flesh of man? If not, then I would ask for someone
to explain to me HOW God spoke the universe into existence. I would like to know why that bit of
truth is casually accepted and untouched by controversy, but the idea of God becoming a man, while
still remaining God, is so absurd.
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Deity of Messiah

Part 4

It is simply amazing to me that after taking up a considerable amount of time and space to establish the
awesome, infinite, multidimensional power of God, that I could still get emails that begin with
something like this, "If Yahshua is God then how can ...?" You can fill in the space with whatever you
like. My first point is that I have not yet begun to give my own scriptural reasons why I believe that
Yahshua the Messiah is God in the flesh. Notice the difference between that statement and the first part
of the emails I get. I have not yet begun to prove why I believe Yahshua is the manifestation of God
Himself. I have only tried thus far to demonstrate that God CAN take upon human flesh and yet still
remain omnipotent, omniscient and omnipresent. So I begin with this question: Is the Creator of the
universe capable of doing what I just suggested? If you can honestly answer yes, then the rest of this
teaching will focus on whether He DID take upon flesh, and not whether He can. It is my contention
that God can be 37 cigar smoking penguins if He chooses to be. We MUST begin with a healthy respect
for the abilities of our God.

As I stated in the beginning of this venture, this subject has been hotly debated from almost the
moment of Yahshua's ministry. This alone does not mean that His nature is designed to be a deep, dark
mystery that we are all just supposed to robotically accept and then get on with it. But, it is interesting
to note that the subject is still an ongoing debate, even between men of great knowledge of Hebrew and
Greek culture and language. Many times I am approached by great theological, scholarly wanna be's
that have dogmatically figured out the whole issue, but are simply not being heard. In the midst of their
new found revelation, which the great minds of the world have yet to discover, they have concluded
that it is now their responsibility to warn the world of the latent wickedness that lies in the possibility
that God could become a man. So in the interest of not being ambiguous or ambivalent, I will state as
clear as I can my position, for what it is worth. I believe that the infinite, omnipresent God of Israel,
while remaining omnipresent, took upon the flesh of men and dwelt among us; that Yahshua was and is
the unique human manifestation of God; that He is as much God as God could be having taken upon
flesh. Listen carefully. I believe that Yahshua is not the fullness of the Godhead, but the fullness the
Godhead BODILY'! (Colossians 2:9). This is what the scriptures say. I choose to be content with that
and not try to reformulate that into some kind of creed. YHVH, by nature, is not flesh. He is not a
servant nor a man. God had to TAKE UPON flesh to dwell among us. I do not support the 'Jesus only'
theory. This theory teaches that God became a man, that Yahshua was that man, and that God was
Yahshua and Yahshua was God. It is this teaching that creates the logical 'how can ...?" questions. If
God was Yahshua then was Yahshua praying to Himself in the garden? This is a logical question if you
conceive of God as being restricted to the Messiah in that Garden. There was a purpose for Yahshua
praying to the Father. I believe that there are at least two reasons for God becoming a man. One reason
was to be our kinsman redeemer and sacrifice on that stake, or tree. We will deal with this in more
detail later. The other reason, which is just as important, was to be our living, breathing example of
being a son of God (hence the titles of Father and Son) and how a son of God lives and behaves.
Praying to the Father is just one of those living examples of righteousness. It is simply inconceivable to
me, given what we do know about our Father, that He would say to the world, "I love the world so
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much, I love each and every one of you so so much that I will ... uh, let's see ... uh, o yeah, I will send
this guy over here to come and die for you. Okay buddy, you're next! All right, enough sarcasm.

It seems that all or most of the scriptures in the Tanach that are contextually addressing this subject, can
many times be interpreted in more than one way. In other words, many times it seems that this verse or
that verse COULD be implying one view or another. So it is with this understanding that I submit my
views, knowing that the evidence could be interpreted another way. As I stated in the beginning, I wish
to show why and what I believe leads me to my conclusions before dealing with the 'proof texts' of the
other views. The question I submit to you is this: Is YHVH trying to reveal to His creation that He will
send a savior, prophet and redeemer that is just a sinless man, or will He Himself actually be that
savior, prophet and redeemer? So I begin by stating that it is my contention that God took upon the
flesh of men to be our example of righteousness because He and He alone is the ONLY entity in
existence that can be righteous.

I would like to address this issue at first, as if there is no Brit Chadashah as yet. God begins His words
to us by introducing Himself as 'Elohiym and Creator. We are clearly told, and agreed by all, that this
Creator is one. It is revealed to us, remember D'varim 29:29, that YHVH created and made all things by
His word and by His Spirit.

Mizmor 33:6
"By the Word of YHVH were the heavens made, and all the host of them by the breath of His mouth."

Mizmor 148:5
"Let them praise the name of YHVH, for He commanded, and they were created.”

Mizmor 104:30
"Thou sendest forth thy Spirit, they are created; and thou renewest the face of the earth."

It is YHVH who created, it is His word, and it is His Spirit. So far we can see that our awesome God is
certainly capable of doing all this. No one argues that these are three separate characters, all taking
credit for the creation. In the beginning we are given a clear picture of one God. There should be no
debate on this truth. The purpose of this revelation, especially in Torah, is twofold. One purpose
introduces us to His fundamental essence. He is uniquely the Creator, Father, or source of all that
exists, and sustainer of all creation. This oneness, with respect to essence, describes 'how many' true
Creators, Fathers and sustainer's there are. All other gods, objects of worship or obeisance, are in
essence not God at all, for there is only one. His attribute of oneness is not a description or term used to
'prove' what God can or will not do, but rather a term used to express 'how many' true Gods there are.
The other reason is to separate Himself from all the false gods and deities of the surrounding nations of
Israel. When His Spirit speaks, creates, leads or occupies, it is uniquely HIS Spirit, for there is only one
God. One might ask: "if the Spirit of God is God, then why don't the scriptures just say God, why even
use the term 'Spirit of'?" I hope that question is answered by the time this series is finished. Are we to
conclude that because the scriptures are clear that God created the earth and heavens 'alone' and 'by
myself' (Yesha'yahu 44:24) that the Spirit and Word are separate characters? I ask if it is possible that
His Spirit and His Word are indeed God Himself?

Here is where the reaction will begin. Those who approach this discussion having been previously
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convinced that God did not take upon flesh, are already devising their own interpretation of this
relationship between God, the Spirit of God, and His Word. Here is where I want to stop and ask,
"Could these statements be proclaiming that the Spirit of God IS God and that the Word of God IS
God?" Is that a possible interpretation? I am still attempting to establish some mutual, fundamental
understanding. I am grasping for an agreement that states that even if one does not believe that the
Word of God is God, is it possible for that to be a plausible conclusion? Here is another one.

D'varim 18:15-18
"The LORD thy God will raise up unto thee a Prophet from the midst of thee, of thy brethren, like unto
ME; unto him ye shall hearken,; 16 According to all that thou desiredst of YHVH thy God in Horeb in
the day of the assembly, saying, Let me not hear again the voice of YHVH my God, neither let me see
this great fire any more, that I die not. 17 And YHVH said unto me, They have well spoken that which
they have spoken. 18 I will raise them up a Prophet from among their brethren, like unto THEE, and
will put my words in his mouth, and he shall speak unto them all that I shall command him."

In the midst of this long conversation between YHVH and Mosheh, YHVH informs Mosheh in verse
15 that He is going to raise up a prophet in the midst of Mosheh's own brethren like unto Him, i.e.
YHVH. In verse 18 however, we are told that YHVH will raise up among Mosheh's brethren a prophet
like unto Mosheh. Now I am quite aware of the other way or ways that this is interpreted by those who
do not see Yahshua as God in the flesh. But once again, I ask that we consider balance and fair logic. In
the midst of interpreting these verses as meaning that 'God is not trying to suggest that this prophet will
be God Himself'. Is it possible that God COULD be saying that this prophet will be ME, i.e. God,
manifested as one like Mosheh? Is that a possible interpretation? If one cannot see this as a reasonable
interpretation then this verse and many like it are only understood and received with respect to
preconceived notions and ecclesiastical spin, which makes all attempts to seriously discuss the subject
as futile at best. I am not asking if one agrees with this interpretation, but only that they consent to the
possibility.

It is this writer's opinion that God has a third reason for making it very clear that there is only ONE
God. There are several other words that are also uniquely descriptive of the ONE God. God is the
SAVIOR of mankind and the ROCK of our salvation.

Sh'mu'el Bet 22:3
"The God of my rock; in him will I trust: he is my shield, and the horn of my salvation, my high tower,
and my refuge, my saviour, thou savest me from violence."

Yesha'yahu 33:22
"For YHVH is our judge, YHVH is our lawgiver, YHVH is our king, he will save us."

Hoshea 13:4
"Yet I am YHVH thy God from the land of Egypt, and thou shalt know no god but me: for there is no
saviour beside me."

Yesha'yahu 43:3

"For I am YHVH thy God, the Holy One of Israel, thy Saviour: I gave Egypt for thy ransom, Ethiopia
and Seba for thee."
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D'varim 32:4
"He is the Rock, his work is perfect: for all his ways are judgment: a God of truth and without iniquity,
just and right is he.”

Sh'mu'el Bet 22:2
"And he said, YHVH is my rock, and my fortress, and my deliverer;"

I would ask what a reasonable, thinking person that has no knowledge of a New Testament would
conclude about WHO the true Savior and Rock is? I ask for serious, reasonable consideration of a
person having read the Old Testament and understood that there is only one God and that God is
multidimensional, and infinitely beyond our imagination and capabilities. A person that has read, over
and over, these attributes, and has clearly seen that there is only one Savior and one Rock of salvation.
This same person now reads the New Testament and finds someone else claiming to be the deliverer
and Savior of mankind, and someone else proclaimed to be 'that Rock' which followed Israel through
the wilderness. What conclusions could that person come to, having yet to be inundated with a
multitude of doctrinal opinions and theology? There are several. He could conclude that he
misunderstood God's nature and power in the previous 'book' and the author of that book is a liar. He
could conclude that this 'other' entity making these claims is a liar. He could conclude that this person is
delusional at best and has seriously overrated himself. He could conclude that, technically, God is not
the only Savior and Rock of salvation, and that God simply meant that salvation only COMES from
Him, and that God sent some other sinless, righteous entity to save the world. OR is it possible that a
reasonable thinking person could conclude that this AWESOME, INFINITE, OMNIPRESENT God he
read about in the 'other' book, became a man Himself, and therefore there is not 2 Saviors or 2 Rocks,
and there is still but one God perfectly capable of becoming a man and yet remaining His A WESOME,
INFINITE and OMNIPRESENT SELF. I only ask if that is a totally unreasonable and blasphemous
conclusion or a possibility? Instead of dashing to the scriptures to slam dunk me, please just simply
consider whether God becoming a man is a possible scenario. I can see clearly that this is MY burden
of proof, and not the other side. I must prove that He was the Word of God manifest in the flesh. For
you see, no one can PROVE that He wasn't God become a man. How do you prove something didn't
happen? How do you prove God didn't take upon flesh and dwell among us? So, the burden is on those
of us who do make this claim.

Deity of Messiah

Part 5

As I enter part 5 of this look at Messiah's deity, it is everything I can muster to keep going. If it were
not for the fact that I feel we can always experience some growth along the way, I would have dropped
this issue awhile back. There is so much more to learn and understand about how we are to live and
affect this world we live in, that I feel somewhat stalled taking on this task. As you have probably
already picked up on, I try not to tackle this issue the same way it has been addressed in the past. One
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side introduces it's premise followed by a hundred scriptures to back them up. Then the other side tears
down the first sides premise, followed by a hundred scriptures that are supposed to back up their
interpretation. Meanwhile, as Rav Sha'ul might say it, our culture goes to hades in a handbag! From the
Christian point of view that does not matter because our whole focus is on the Messiah coming back to
rescue us all from this temporal existence anyway. I would like to continue, at least for a while, my
own way of approaching this unending debate.

I would like to continue discussing particular revelations from God that were revealed before the Brit
Chadashah was written, for I believe that the Brit Chadashah is perfectly consistent with the disclosures
about YHVH in the Tanach. I believe that the two covenants are like male and female. They are not
complete without each other. In the absence of knowledge of the Tanach, the Brit Chadashah is
perverted and turned into a new religion. When the New Testament is studied and read in light of the
old, it reveals the fullness of God's message to us. This is also true of our understanding of the message
of the Old Testament. It, too, comes to life and purpose when seen in light of the interpretation of it
from the one who wrote it, the Messiah. For example, the restrictions and sanctions of the sabbath
contained in the Tanach are brought to life when filtered through Yahshua's statement that the sabbath
was made for man and not man for the sabbath. My opinion is that all of the statements made about the
essence or nature of God in both testaments are in perfect harmony with a view of God that I have
previously proposed. The understanding of God that I have presented does not contradict or violate any
of the so-called proof text scriptures that are presented by both sides of this subject. I am and have been
in perfect peace about who the Messiah really is. I am now prepared to receive the proverbial "Well,
good for you, but what about this ...?"

Jeremiah 23:1
"Woe be unto the pastors that destroy and scatter the sheep of my pasture! saith the LORD. 2 Therefore
thus saith the LORD God of Israel against the pastors that feed my people; Ye have scattered my flock,
and driven them away, and have not visited them: behold, I will visit upon you the evil of your doings,
saith the LORD. 3 And I will gather the remnant of my flock out of all countries whither I have driven
them, and will bring them again to their folds; and they shall be fruitful and increase. 4 And I will set
up shepherds over them which shall feed them: and they shall fear no more, nor be dismayed, neither
shall they be lacking, saith the LORD. 5 Behold, the days come, saith the LORD, that I will raise unto
David a righteous Branch, and a King shall reign and prosper, and shall execute judgment and justice
in the earth. 6 In his days Judah shall be saved, and Israel shall dwell safely: and this is his name
whereby he shall be called, THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS."

This section begins with a warning to shepherds that are not shepherding. We are told that YHVH will
scatter them and visit upon them the evil of their doings. We are told that He will also regather the
remnant of His flock from all the countries they were scattered. He will bring them again into their
folds where they will increase. He will set up shepherds over them and feed them and they shall fear no
more. We are then told prophetically that there will come a day when He shall raise a righteous Branch,
a King that shall reign and prosper. This Branch and King shall execute judgment and justice. In the
days of this Branch, Judah shall be saved and Israel shall dwell safely and the name of this Branch and
King shall be called YHVH Tzid°genu. Now if someone seriously studying the Old Testament came
upon this verse, what do you think they might conclude? Would it be absurd to surmise that perhaps the
YHVH mentioned in this series of verses is the LORD our righteousness? Is the infinite and unlimited
God of the universe capable of taking upon flesh, dwelling upon the earth as our kinsman redeemer,
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rescuing His remnant and yet still maintaining His natural essence as spirit? Is that beyond His
abilities? If you fully, in advance, intended to send a spotless agent or representative to accomplish all
these things for you, and this Branch was not REALLY you in any way, shape or form, would you
make a statement such as this? Now I am fully aware that there are many scriptures in which the
grammar and substance seems to equally present two different entities. But all this proves my point!

Yesha'yahu 48:14-17
All ye, assemble yourselves, and hear; which among them hath declared these things? The LORD hath
loved him: he will do his pleasure on Babylon, and his arm shall be on the Chaldeans. 15 I, even I,
have spoken; yea, I have called him: I have brought him, and he shall make his way prosperous. 16
Come ye near unto me, hear ye this; I have not spoken in secret from the beginning; from the time that
it was, there am I: and now the Lord GOD, and his Spirit, hath sent me. 17 Thus saith the LORD, thy
Redeemer, the Holy One of Israel; I am the LORD thy God which teacheth thee to profit, which leadeth
thee by the way that thou shouldest go.

Let's try to walk through this logically. It is Yesha'yahu's book, so let's assume that he is narrating.
Yesha'yahu tells us to assemble ourselves and hear. But then he says, 'which among them hath declared
these things'. Who is them? Is this Yesha'yahu speaking? Then this narrator says that YHVH hath loved
him. Who is him? In verse 15 who is it that shall make his way prosperous. Verse 16 seems to clearly
be YHVH speaking, but then who or what is His Spirit (3rd person singular), and who is the 'me' that
was sent? Is this proof of the doctrine of the trinity? I suppose that depends on your doctrine of the
trinity. I believe that it is the teaching of this doctrine that causes part of the problem. If this same
person we started with read this passage, would he or she conclude that God was triune? I think not. I
think they would conclude what I have been saying all along. They may be saying to themselves, "Man,
our God is an infinite, awesome, and multidimensional God, to say the very least."

In attempting to describe God once again in human, finite terms, let me attempt to illustrate using
dimensions. Suppose I went to a drawing board and drew a straight line across the board. Suppose 1
place a little man on that one dimensional line. Because that man is limited to only that dimension, his
world is limited to wherever he wants to go on that line. Now suppose I drew another line that went
across and up on the board, and placed a little man on those two lines. That man's world would be
limited to those two lines. He would possess the ability to go into a dimension that the first man could
not conceive of, but yet the second man could also operate in the first man's dimension. Now suppose |
drew those same two lines up, down and across, and then extended a string outward from the board,
forming a third dimension. Once again, we place the little man on those three lines. That man's world
was extended to all three dimensions. His world would contain height and depth that the first man
could not even conceive of, and a depth that the second man could not define or exist in. However the
third man had perfect access to the existence that the 1st and 2nd man had. Even though this is just
another finite attempt to describe what God can do, I think we all could agree that YHVH exists in
other dimensions we do not exist in, yet He can exist in ours. Moses Ben Maimonides pondered this in
his commentary on the first chapter of B'reshith. From the information that Maimonides gleaned from
the very first verse he concluded that God exists in 10 dimensions, four of which we can conceive and
six which only He can conceive and exist in.

Yesha'yahu 40:3-5
"The voice of him that crieth in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of YHVH, make straight in the
desert a highway for our God. 4 Every valley shall be exalted, and every mountain and hill shall be
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made low: and the crooked shall be made straight, and the rough places plain: 5 And the glory of
YHVH shall be revealed, and all flesh shall see it together: for the mouth of YHVH hath spoken it."

Once again I ask, without prior knowledge of anything written in the Brit Chadashah, who would you
conclude this 'voice in the wilderness' is preparing the way for? And if someone presented you
following texts, what would you think?

Matthew 3:1-3
"In those days came John the Baptist, preaching in the wilderness of Judaea, 2 And saying, Repent ye:
for the kingdom of heaven is at hand. 3 For this is he that was spoken of by the prophet Yesha'vahu,
saying, The voice of one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of YHVH, make his paths
straight."

Mark 1:1-3
"The beginning of the gospel of Yahshua the Messiah, the Son of God; 2 As it is written in the prophets,
Behold, I send my messenger before thy face, which shall prepare thy way before thee. 3 The voice of
one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of YHVH, make his paths straight."

Luke 3:4-6
"As it is written in the book of the words of Yesha'yahu the prophet, saying, The voice of one crying in
the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of YHVH, make his paths straight. 5 Every valley shall be filled,
and every mountain and hill shall be brought low; and the crooked shall be made straight, and the
rough ways shall be made smooth; 6 And all flesh shall see the salvation of God."

Yochanan 1:6-8
"There was a man sent from God, whose name was Yochanan. 7 The same came for a witness, to bear
witness of the Light, that all men through him might believe. 8 He was not that Light, but was sent to
bear witness of that Light.”

Perhaps you might see that clearly the YHVH these verses refer to is a 'spirit', and here is a man. So
you might reject such a claim. Perhaps the Jewish leaders of Yahshua's time only rejected His claim to
Messiahship. Or perhaps they rejected a similar claim made by most of the world's religions and
dismissed any claims to be God in the flesh. You must choose. Once again, this person might conclude
that this Yahshua is a liar and has delusions of grandeur. Or is it possible that he or she might deduce
that the infinite, unlimited God presented in the Old Testament was perfectly capable of becoming a
man, and yet remaining as God, thereby presenting no contradictions? There are not two Gods and
neither is the one true God's nature or essence being violated or contradicted. The prominent two sides
of this issue both present a troubling conclusion. If Yahshua is not God, then any worship, adoration or
exalting of Him is idolatry. However, if the prophecies of the Messiah are speaking of God Himself,
then to reject God manifested in the flesh is to reject God. Both scenarios scare the peedoodles out of
anyone concerned about scriptural truth. Once again, I close with this thought. If you were God, and
you intended to take upon flesh and dwell among us to be a living example of righteousness and
holiness, would you not do and say all those things that would effectively exemplify that example? In
other words, if only an eternal sacrifice can provide eternal life, and 'spirit' cannot die, then would you
not have to take upon something that can die? If your intention for mankind was to grow up and wax
strong in the spirit, would you not have to come in the flesh, be born of a woman, and grow and wax
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strong in the spirit? If you intended for man to pray to you in this way, "Our Father, who art in
heaven ...", would you not set the example by praying, "Our Father, who art in heaven ...?" What is so
hard about this?

In this humble writer's opinion, the issue of the deity of the Messiah is one of the few doctrines that
Christians have right and also the first one they violate with the rest of their doctrines. For me, the glue
that holds the Hebrew roots movement together is the restoration of the truth that our Creator is the
same yesterday, today, and forever. This movement is an updated reminder that Yahshua as the Word of
God, wrote all 613 commandments, and that it is because He IS the manifestation of the one true God,
that we His people stay faithful to His Sabbaths, feasts and Torah. Period.

Deity of Messiah

Part 6

I thought perhaps it might be a prudent idea to introduce this next teaching with a few very up front
comments that may be a matter of semantics to some. I have found that many times it is the
terminology and phraseology we use that causes some of our differences. Language is the principle
symbol of the thoughts and intents of the heart. How we define words and phrases can cause division
and misunderstanding. I feel that some of the misunderstanding in the 'deity' issue stems from carrying
traditional, 'trinitarian' doctrines into the equation. Let me state clearly that I do not teach the 'God is
three persons' doctrine. I do not hold to the Christian teaching of the 'trinity'. Let me be more succinct. I
do believe that the FATHER (you know who I mean) is God, the Holy Spirit is God, and the Son 1s God
in the flesh. I believe that the Son of God is the manifestation of God in the flesh. The God I worship is
perfectly capable of such a simple and logical feat. God is not limited to three of anything, much less
three persons. I have stated very emphatically that I believe there is a technical and somewhat
semantical difference between the statement that Yahshua IS God, and the statement that Yahshua is
God in the flesh. When most of my fellow brethren make the statement that Yahshua IS God, I know
what they mean. But, technically, I take issue with the literalness of the statement. The essence of
YHVH is spirit.

Yochanan 4:24
"God is a Spirit; and they that worship Him must worship Him in spirit and in truth."

We are all familiar with that verse. Messiah helped define for us what 'spirit' is, one chapter earlier in
Yochanan. He tells us that 'spirit' is like the wind, 'thou canst hear the sound of it, but canst not tell from
where it cometh.' Without going into boring technical detail, most of us already have a human grasp of
the fact that the nature and essence of God is invisible, untouchable, and all three 'omnis'. So let's move
past that. The nature of God had to make Himself of no reputation, take upon the form of a servant, and
be made in the likeness of man (Philippians 2:7). Why did God have to do these things? Because God,
by nature, HAS a reputation, is NOT a servant, and is NOT in the likeness of man. To be our eternal
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sacrifice and living example, He had to manifest Himself as these things. According to Yochanan 17:5,
it seems that the infinite God had to leave behind His glory in order to become a man. What does that
mean? I have not a clue. It is just one of those things that tells me that God as a man, is not ALL that
God is. Something about the nature of the eternal God had to be different in order to take upon flesh.
The nature of God is that He is omnipresent. God as a man (Yahshua) was not omnipresent. An
invisible, omnipresent entity cannot be a scriptural sacrifice nor our living example of righteousness.
As I mentioned before, Paul tells us specifically that Yahshua was the fullness of God BODILY and not
the fullness of God. Why did Rav Sha'ul state it that way? Could it be because there is a difference
between the omnipresent God and God taking upon flesh and dwelling among us. Keep in mind that
this omnipresent God remained omnipresent while still dwelling upon the earth.

Some might ask, "Well, how can that be?" What do you mean how can that be? We are dealing with an
incorruptible God here and not an image like unto corruptible man. Plainly spoken, if what I am saying
is true, then God is not sharing His glory with another, and there is no idol worship here, and all the
statements made by the gospel writers are in complete harmony with the prophecies of the Tanach. We
are told in Yesha'yahu 42:8 that YHVH will not give His glory to another.

"I am YHVH, that is my name; and my glory will I not give to another, neither my praise to carved
images."

The context here demonstrates what I believe to be a basic, fundamental statement about idol worship
and other gods. I believe that the scriptures are revealing the plea of our Creator to worship Him alone,
to obey Him alone, and that He, in reality, is the only true God, and that all other so-called gods are
really no gods at all. I do not believe that the statements made concerning the worshiping of other gods,
taking His name in vain, or idol worship, were meant to be used as grammatical weapons for dissecting
the nature of the one true God. None of us have cornered the market on the precise and detailed,
meticulous anatomy of the God of Israel. I believe the same is true concerning the Messiah as well. Do
you believe that the first 12 disciples of Messiah are and were in the kingdom? Do you know for a fact
whether all 12 of them had the Messiah's nature pinned down to a gnat's derriere? Do you believe that
any of them are in hades because they failed to nail down perfectly some aspect of His nature?

I remember distinctly stating that before this treatise ended I wanted to deal with some of the most
quoted New Testament verses that cause confusion. These are verses that are often sent to me.

Mattityahu 3:16-17
"And Yahshua, when he was baptized, went up straightway out of the water: and, lo, the heavens were
opened unto him, and he saw the Spirit of God descending like a dove, and lighting upon him: 17 And
lo a voice from heaven, saying, This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased."

A logical conclusion, from a human point of view under the sun, would be that there are three different
entities here. How could Yahshua be the Father if He is the Son? How could Yahshua be God if
Yahshua is standing there while God is speaking from heaven? Once again I ask, can God manifest
Himself as a man and yet still remain God, yes or no? It is true that limited, finite humans are not
capable of performing such a feat. In our three dimensional, finite world a father cannot be his son, and
so because of this finite reality the conclusion by many is that the Son cannot possibly be God in the
flesh. So there. But if the term Son of God is simply a title used to express the relationship that our
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living example has with the infinite, eternal source, (the Father) then this is certainly within the abilities
of an all present Creator. The purpose of the terms Father and Son are to express one of the pertinent
reasons for God becoming man. God reaches out to man using human, physical terms to help us to
understand eternal, spiritual realities. There are dozens of familial relationships and analogies that can
be reaped from viewing a righteous demonstration here on earth of a love between a father and a son.
To conclude from this 'similitude' (Hoshea 12:10) that God and the Messiah REALLY are a literal
father and son in the same way that we are is stretching the similitude way beyond it's limits. God uses
many anthropomorphisms to express His incomprehensible self to ignorant man. God protects us under
the shadow of His wings. Now there are many things to be learned and understood by studying the way
a majestic, mother bird treats her young, especially when danger lurks. This does not mean that we are
to conclude that God is a Peregrine falcon or an affectionate hen.

Mattityahu 22:2
"The kingdom of heaven is like unto a certain king, which made a marriage for his son,"”

Once again we are supposed to naturally conclude that the King makes a marriage for His son and not
Himself. The king, we are told, is not the son, therefore, Yahshua cannot be God in the flesh. I still call
upon the same background to understand the anatomy of this parable. First of all, the purpose of this
parable is to teach us about our responsibilities right now as members of the kingdom and the
ramifications of disobedience in the future. This parable is not told to teach us about the differences
between a king and his son. Like many teachings of the Messiah, God does not call or demand that we
be God, but He does call His people to take upon His name, His thoughts, and His ways. He
accomplishes this by becoming the very example He DOES expect us to be: The Son. After all, if ALL
sin and fall short of the glory of God, who else could come and save us and remain sinless. Personally,
I believe exactly what the scriptures teach. There is only one who can save us from our sins, only one
who could be a spotless sacrifice, and only one who can forgive sins. There is only one I AM, only one
Holy One of Israel, and only one Redeemer. Now, are there other saviors and redeemers in the
scriptures? Yes, there are, but there is only ONE Savior and Redeemer from sin and damnation. (One of
the arguments against God being the ONLY Savior is that the word 'savior' is used of humans as well,
1.e B'reshith 47:25, M'lakhim Bet 13:5). As I go through several more scriptures, I would like you to
keep something in mind. If God took upon flesh and dwelt among us to be our living, eternal sacrifice
and example, then I would expect there to be distinctions between the one who was sent and the one
who sent Him. I do not believe that God came to earth just to show off. His purpose was to show His
people what obeying Torah means. What better example of obeying Torah than the one who WROTE
Torah! Especially to those who had strayed away from His laws and covenants and began
manufacturing their own.

Acts 7:55-56
"But he, being full of the Holy Spirit, looked up stedfastly into heaven, and saw the glory of God, and
Yahshua standing on the right hand of God, 56 And said, Behold, I see the heavens opened, and the
Son of man standing on the right hand of God."

The argument here is similar to dozens of other so-called proof texts. "See! There are two people here."
(No, actually there are 4 - Stephen, Holy Spirit, God, and Yahshua. We will deal with the Spirit later.)
The position is that the Son of Man (Messiah) is STANDING on the right hand of God, so how could
Yahshua be God? Well, first of all I never said Yahshua was God, I have stated repeatedly that Yahshua
is God in the flesh. Here is another example of taking the incorruptible God and making Him unto an
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image like unto corruptible man. The nature of God is that He is spirit and omnipresent, so how could
ANYBODY be standing next to something that is everywhere at once? Obviously, anyone with even a
hint of gray matter can see that this vision of Stephen is much more than seeing two people hanging out
at the throne. It seems some have a perception of God the Father as one guy and Yahshua as another
guy. I suppose, since the text mentions that the Holy Spirit was there, that these people would envision
a trio somewhat like Peter, Paul and Mary. Without the Holy Spirit, these people must conclude that
this vision looked somewhat like the Smothers Brothers. I know that I am being overly sarcastic here,
but come on people, Yahshua isn't standing next to another 'person’ in this vision. This is simply a
typical King James way of expressing the Messiah in the midst of the presence, glory, and power of an
omnipresent, unseen God (i.e., right hand of God). The only 'person' Stephen saw was the Messiah.

The idea of the expression of the one true God in different terms at the same time is all over both
Covenants. We express the same thing in the English language, so this way of speaking is not specific
to Hebrew. When the leader of our country is introduced, he most often is announced as, "... ladies and
gentlemen, introducing the Commander in Chief, and the President of this great country, George W.
Bush." Paul uses the same way of speaking in some of his salutations.

1 Corinthians 1:3
"Grace be unto you, and peace, from God our Father, and from Adonai Yahshua the Messiah."

Ephesians 1:2
"Grace be to you, and peace, from God our Father, and from Adonai Yahshua the Messiah.".

1 Timothy 1:2
"Unto Timothy, my own son in the faith: Grace, mercy, and peace, from God our Father and Yahshua
the Messiah our Adonai."

One of the most oft quoted proof texts from both sides of this issue is found in Philippians 2:6-11:

"Let this mind be in you, which was also in Messiah Yahshua: 6 Who, being in the form of God,
thought it not robbery to be equal with God: 7 But made himself of no reputation, and took upon him
the form of a servant, and was made in the likeness of men: 8 And being found in fashion as a man, he
humbled himself, and became obedient unto death, even the death of the cross. 9 Wherefore God also
hath highly exalted him, and given him a name which is above every name: 10 That at the name of
Yahshua every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, and things under the earth; 11
And that every tongue should confess that Yahshua the Messiah is Adonai, to the glory of God the
Father."

I have previously dealt with much of this text. I would like to take this verse a little further. The subject
of this verse is the Messiah Yahshua. Paul did not write these verses off the top of his head, but rather
he was quoting from the prophet Yesha'yahu.

Yesha'yahu 45:20-25
"Assemble yourselves and come,; draw near together, ye that are escaped of the nations: they have no
knowledge that set up the wood of their graven image, and pray unto a god that cannot save. 21 Tell
ve, and bring them near; yea, let them take counsel together: who hath declared this from ancient
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time? who hath told it from that time? have not I the LORD? and there is no God else beside me; a just
God and a Saviour; there is none beside me. 22 Look unto me, and be ye saved, all the ends of the
earth: for I am God, and there is none else. 23 I have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of my
mouth in righteousness, and shall not return, That unto me every knee shall bow, every tongue shall
swear. 24 Surely, shall one say, in the LORD have I righteousness and strength: even to him shall men
come; and all that are incensed against him shall be ashamed. 25 In the LORD shall all the seed of
Israel be justified, and shall glory."

Once again we are reminded that there are those who pray to gods that cannot save. There are lords
many and gods many, as Paul states in 1 Corinthians 8:5. There is, however, only one God who can
save, for there is only ONE SAVIOR from sin and only ONE GOD in whom we find our righteousness.
This true God will not give His glory to another. As I stated before, idolatry and worshiping a false god
is to serve, follow, and give glory to a god OTHER than the one true God. Once again, the one true
God reminds us of this reality. The one true, infinite, unlimited God is a just God and a Savior. We look
only to Him to be saved for there is none else. Only IN YHVH (vs 24-25) can there be righteousness
and justification. Now, according to Rav Sha'ul, at the name (shem - authority) of whom will every
knee bow and every tongue confess? Has God given His glory to another or is Yahshua simply God
manifest in the flesh, therefore making YHVH's statements in Yesha'yahu inviolate? Once again I ask,
is this an absurd conclusion to make, or is our infinite, limitless God perfectly capable of becoming a
man without violating His word?

It 1s my contention that virtually all the attributes, titles, and characteristics ascribed to God are also
given to Messiah. Is that because the Messiah is acting as God's agent and representative, or could it be
because they are one and the same. | am going to focus the next teaching on these attributes and why |
believe the deliverer of mankind HAD to be God or there could be no deliverer. As you might have
already noticed, I do not approach these kinds of subjects the same way most others do. I could have
dealt with this issue with a myriad of verses and proof texts that seemed to support the deity of
Messiah. These would have been answered by a myriad of verses that seemed to support the teaching
that Yahshua was not God in the flesh. These would have been answered by a few more proof texts,
which in turn would have spawned another group of proof texts from the other side of the issue. And on
and on and on. The result would have been something like a debate on television between a Republican
and a Democrat. How many times have you seen one side convince the other of anything? I am not
trying to convince anyone of the deity of Messiah Yahshua. I am attempting to address some incredible,
hyperbolic statements on this issue made by some brethren. Statements such as "there is not one thread
of evidence that Yahshua is God in the flesh", or the idea that "God became a man" is utter nonsense. I
would remind all of us that one can only output what one has inputted. It is still an amazing human
phenomenon that two people can read the same English words to the 1st amendment of the
constitution, and come to two different conclusions. This issue is no different. All of us, I said ALL of
us, drag our preconceived biases and presuppositions into every text. It is a fact of life. If you already
contend that Yahshua was not God in the flesh, but simply an agent of God, then you will summarize
Philippians 2 much differently than I.

I would like to close with this thought. I been asked in the past, "If Yahshua was God in the flesh, why
didn't He just say so?" Interesting thought. I would ask the same question. If God had no intention of
taking upon the likeness of men and dwelling among us, why didn't He just say so. The fact that both
sides of this issue ask that question is part of the evidence of what I have been saying all along. Let me
ask another question. If God knows the end from the beginning, and He knows exactly when He will
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return, why didn't He just say so? Why the parables, the idioms, the similitudes and the double
entendres? Hmmm.

Deity of Messiah

Part 7

I have elected to end this frustrating series of teaching with a view of the Creator taken from a young
Jewish man living at the time of Messiah having only heard His claims and having only read the
Tanach, what would I conclude about those claims. If I was taught, all my life, that the God of Israel
was my only Savior and redeemer from sins, what would I think of this man's claims.

Before I finish this last part let me deal with one aspect of this debate that is very similar to political
strategies used today. One of the initial knee-jerk reactions of the use of scripture in this dispute is to
eliminate whole portions of text (particularly New Testament texts) by claiming that they are
mistranslated or not in the original texts. This is usually done when a problem text is cited by the
opposition. The easy way out is to quote a reliable source that presents evidence that the quoted text has
been inserted by later Christian redactors or editors, rendering the verse as a scam at worst and
unreliable at best. This is a well used political strategy as well. It is also used by lawyers. The idea is
that once an eyewitness is found, the object is to discredit the eyewitness by finding something
ominous about their past. So, instead of truthfully dealing with the presented evidence a diversion is
implemented to throw the focus off. With respect to our discussion, a clever way to move on to YOUR
evidence and to ignore the other side's evidence is to claim that the cited verse is not in the original
text. This immediately places a nervous panic into the opposition. Oh no! Not in the original text! What
is not revealed in this strategy is that what they really mean is that this or that verse is not in some of
the extant Latin and Greek manuscripts. There are over 23,000 extant manuscripts in a variety of
languages dominated by Latin and Greek. It is true that there are a few handfuls of verses that are not
found in some of the older texts. It takes very versed Hebrew, Latin, and Greek scholars to ultimately
determine what verse can conclusively be considered an 'addition' to the inspired text and what is not.
To use the Bible as our source of determining truth and at the same time edit out unexplainable texts by
claiming they are really not part of the Bible is poor scholarship. I have always chosen to reap truth
from the scriptures by dealing with the available texts rather than responding with a big pair of literary
SCissors.

Now, back to God. As I read through the foundational text of the Old Testament I am presented with
many descriptions and attributes of the one who created me. I find that there is only one true God and

Creator. I am confronted with more than a dozen places that very clearly point to one true source of
life.

B'reshith 2:7
"And YHVH 'Elohiym formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of
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life; and man became a living soul."”

Yesha'yahu 44:24
"Thus saith YHVH, thy redeemer, and he that formed thee from the womb, I am YHVH that maketh all
things, that stretcheth forth the heavens alone, that spreadeth abroad the earth by myself;"

Yirmeyahu 10:10-11
"But YHVH is the true God, he is the living God, and an everlasting King: at his wrath the earth shall
tremble, and the nations shall not be able to abide his indignation. Thus shall ye say unto them, The
gods that have not made the heavens and the earth, even they shall perish from the earth, and from
under these heavens.

Clearly I would understand and conclude that there are false gods and false deities to be worshiped by
man, but that there is only one true God and only one Creator of all that there is. God is Creator. |
would then be presented with words from 'another' testament from a man that claimed that he was the
Creator of all things in heaven and in earth.

Colossians 1:15
"Who is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn of every creature: For by Him were all things
created, that are in heaven, and that are in earth, visible and invisible, whether they be thrones, or
dominions, or principalities, or powers: all things were created by Him, and for Him: And He is before
all things, and by Him all things consist.”

Yochanan 1:1-4
"In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. The same was in
the beginning with God. All things were made by him; and without him was not any thing made that
was made. In him was life; and the life was the light of men."

Yochanan 11:25-26
"Yahshua said unto her, I AM the resurrection and the life; he that believes in me, thought he were
dead, yet shall he live. And whosoever lives and believes in me shall never die. Believe thou this?
(notice He did not say that He came to resurrect, to teach resurrection or to represent resurrection.)

Here is where my confusion would certainly begin. I just spent most of my life learning from the
scriptures, and even the ancient sages, that God is one; He is the source of life, the Creator of things.
Now I am presented with a claim from a man that HE is the creator of all things and that life is in him.
Immediately 1 would logically come to at least two conclusions. This man is a liar or this man is a
madman. It would have also been abundantly clear to me by simply reading the text that God is the
only Savior of mankind. I could see that the conditions of man were constantly changing but man's lost
condition remained constant. Man needed to be delivered from his circumstances. He needed a Savior. |
would also see that this one God of creation is my Rock on which I stand and that He alone is the rock
of my salvation.

Yesha'yahu 43:11,45:22
"I, even I, am YHVH; and beside me there is no saviour ... Look unto me, and be ye saved, all the ends
of the earth: for I am God, and there is none else."”
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Mizmor 62:1-2
"Truly my soul waiteth upon God: from Him cometh my salvation. He ONLY is my rock and my
salvation; he is my defense; I shall not be greatly moved.

Yochanan 4:42, Philippians 3:20
"And said unto the woman, Now we believe, not because of thy saying: for we have heard him
ourselves, and know that this is indeed the Messiah, the Saviour of the world ... For our conversation is
in heaven, from whence also we look for the Saviour, Adonai Yahshua the Messiah"

1 Corinthians 10:4
"And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them:
and that Rock was Messiah."

Now once again, I would be thrown into utter confusion. I would probably tell these people that they
are following a lunatic and to turn away from this person as quickly as they can. I would tell them that
there is only one God, one Creator, one Rock and Savior of mankind. The list would go on and on.

These people would insist that this Messiah claimed the unique title of 'eh®yeh (I Am) more than once
and also confessed to being the Aleph and the Tav, the first and the last, the beginning and the end.
Well, that would surely be enough right there. I could stand to hear no more. Certainly when this so-
called Messiah claimed to forgive sins and accept worship that would be enough to scream
BLASPHEMY! The very least I would do would be to proclaim what my fellow Jewish brethren
replied so many centuries ago.

Mark 2:5-7
"When Yahshua saw their faith, he said unto the sick of the palsy, Son, thy sins be forgiven thee. But
there were certain of the scribes sitting there, and reasoning in their hearts, Why doth this man thus
speak blasphemies? who can forgive sins but God only?

Just like a lawyer in a courtroom, I would quickly pick up on the fact that this Yahshua did not deny
this accusation, and neither did he, like a good observant brother would do, correct the brethren in their
false accusation. On and on these claims would be made. He is our Judge, He raises the dead, He
shared His glory with God, He is our light, the Creator of angels, He is addressed in prayer, confessed
as THE ADONAY, our Bridegroom and Shepherd. This Messiah claims to be all the things that I
understood only God possessed and WAS by nature. There is one alternative I had not considered. If
the infinite, eternal, unlimited, omnipresent God that I had learned about in the Old Testament was
capable of fulfilling all that He said He would do by taking upon flesh and becoming a man, then the
third alternative was that this man was exactly what He claimed to be.

This would answer so many questions. Eternal life would have to come from that which is eternal, and
only God is eternal. But that which is eternal, invisible, non-tangible and spirit cannot be a sacrifice.
For my sacrifice had to be a kinsman and had to die. Spirit cannot die, only flesh can die. Oh, now I get
it. Hey, God is pretty smart, He is like a celestial McGyver. He knew man's dilemma long before the
foundations of the earth, so He told us His plan in advance. Yes! God calls those things that are not, as
if they were (Romans 4:17). Glory to His precious name. There are no contradictions in scripture. I am
not worshiping an idol, but rather the God of creation in the flesh, just like His word says. When God
said He would one day stand on the Mount of Olives, He really meant He is going to stand on the
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Mount of Olives. When YHVH said that He was the first and the last HE really meant that only HE is
the first and the last. When He said He would be our King, that is what He really meant.

Mattityahu 5:34-35,21:5
"But I say unto you, Swear not at all; neither by heaven, for it is God's throne: Nor by the earth, for it
is his footstool: neither by Jerusalem, for it is the city of the great King ... Tell ye the daughter of Sion,
Behold, thy King cometh unto thee, meek, and sitting upon an ass, and a colt the foal of an ass."

I go to sleep every night in perfect rest and peace, knowing who my redeemer is. As long as one side of
this equation is the awesome God and omnipresent Creator of all that there is, I will continue to bathe
in serenity. The bottom line to this whole debate should always rest on our obedience to our heavenly
Father. Yahshua was in perfect oneness and harmony with God because He followed Him with all His
heart, soul, mind and strength. I am determined to do the same. I am going to suggest that no one has
precisely 'creedized' the essence and nature of YHVH. It is my opinion that even the disciples of our
Adonai could not successfully write a 25,000 word dissertation on the subject. There are many in this
Messianic movement who are expressing much doubt, concern and ambivalence concerning this
subject. There is nothing wrong with continuing to search this matter until you are at peace with it. I am
very concerned about many remarks that are being made concerning Yahshua's relationship with
YHVH. Be careful what you say, for you will have to give an account for every word that comes out of
your mouths. I feel that there are many who, in their zeal to gain the trust and friendship of those who
are of the house of Judah, are rejecting virtually all of the teaching of the house of Israel. Remember
that BOTH are blind and deaf and dumb. God must still be worshiped in spirit and in truth. We must
not become sports fans and spend most of our time defending our teams. My prayer and deepest
consideration is for absolute truth to prevail with the least amount of collateral damage as we all seek
that truth. I would like to close with a short comment that I have submitted previous to this discussion.
In the midst of much time and study committed to this subject I would like to ask how many people
were rescued from utter destruction, how many naked were clothed, how many hungry were fed, and
how many widows and orphans were visited?

Deity of Messiah

Messiah's Name Revisited Again

We interrupt this broadcast, I mean teaching, in order to insert one more visit to the 'sacred name' issue.
I begin by reiterating something that I clearly implied in the last teaching on this issue (see Yeshua
revisited). This silly debate is taking valuable time and energy away from the imperative issues of our
mission. [ have covered this enough that I am very tired of addressing this divisive and absurd question.
However, once again it has popped up it's ugly head, so I would like to put this thing to rest so we can
all get on with reaching out to our dark and dismal culture with the Savior and His precious life
sustaining words.
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I have been asked why I use the name Yahshua instead of Yeshua, Y'shua or even Jesus for that matter.
I also use the word Yeshua, so I am equally asked why I use that spelling instead of Yahshua. There has
been an ongoing debate concerning the proper way to write or pronounce the Messiah's name, in the
same way that many have wasted their time arguing the precise way to pronounce the tetragrammaton
(YHVH). The proponents of the so-called 'sacred name' movement have presented their concrete
evidence to prove that the proper pronunciation of the Messiah's name has to have the letters Y A H in
it. They have used shades of inductive and deductive reasoning, compiled primarily from the gospel of
Yochanan, to show that His name would have to have contained all or portions of His Father's name.
The other side of this issue has countered with a grammatical response that asserts that the Messiah's
real name couldn't have been Yahshua, but was indeed Yeshua. I can completely relate to the need for a
syntactical response to some of the bad Hebrew grammar used by those who feel they have cornered
the market on His name. (P. S. - I do not have a corner on this market, either.) We all know the story.
There are several groups of well-motivated teachers out there who insist that they know His proper
name, and if you do not pronounce and spell it THEIR way, well, then you will just have to perish in
ignorance. Quite frankly, it is many of the leaders of this 'movement' that are always stirring up the pot.
The ordinary sheep are not causing the controversy. It is usually a broadcast from some teaching
somewhere that gets the subject going. Sometimes, leading teachers in Hebraic roots are like the news
media. Many times we find ourselves fretting over whatever is put out there for us to fret over. In other
words, what is deemed an important issue is many times forced to be an important issue. I have also
seen many responses to an erroneous teaching, employing the same conclusions they are arguing
against, to prove their own point of view.

I believed that I had adequately taught on the silliness of this debate in a previous eight part teaching in
the archive section. But there are a few more details that I would like to add. I have taught this
language for over twenty years. Does that mean that I know everything? A resounding no. But I do
have my two cents to add to this never ending debate, so I would like to mention a few facts. It is
difficult to teach on this subject in a written format. Sometimes it is a struggle to try to write how a
word is articulated. While it is true that the word that we vocalize as Yeshua does mean 'salvation', it is
not true that personal names are always spelled the same as what they mean. The verbal root of
salvation is yeshu'a, which means 'he saves or delivers'. The 'e' here is a tsere,which is pronounced as
the 'e' in thEY. In order for the word to mean 'salvation' the zsere would be replaced by a shewa. This is
an audible half vowel, that is spoken very quickly. But this word is in the feminine gender. The word
'salvation' is feminine. Besides all this, the scriptures do not record the Messiah's name as meaning
salvation. The closest implication we have for his name is in Mattityahu 2:21. Here we are told that his
name shall be called Jesus, because HE WILL SAVE the people from their sins. Now if that is His
name, then we would now be pronouncing His name as yosha' There are rules of Hebrew grammar.
These rules are imperative to understand when trying to translate words or phrases. The detailed rules
of inflection, syntax, and morphology in Hebrew are very critical and the slightest vowel changes can
dramatically shift meaning to another cognate, place a word into another tense, or send it into a
construct state. Changing or adding vowels at will can change a word from an imperfect tense to a
perfect tense. The rules of Hebrew grammar help to sustain the proper meaning of words, especially
theological terms.

The meaning of a word is important. However, personal or proper names are not spelled the same as
their meanings. The parents of Hebrew children named their children after meaningful events and
significant terms. A person's name came from an event or an action and not the other way around. For
example, one of the names of the twelve children of Ya'akov was Dan. This name is spelled with a
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dalet, a qamats and a nun. As you can see I do not have Hebrew fonts. This man's name means 'judge’,
but the word 'judge’ is spelled with a dalet, a hirek, a yod, and a nun. The person's name only MEANS
judge, it does not mean that it is necessarily spelled that way. David's name means 'beloved'. This refers
to the root meaning of David which, in Hebrew, is only three letters, a dalet, a holem vav, and another
dalet. But yet Davids' name has a dalet, a gamats, a vav, a hirek, and a dalet. This word is used in Shir
HaShirim (Song of Songs) to speak of the Messiah (Shir HaShirim 6:3). Finally, the book of Shoftim
(Judges) introduces us to Gideon. This name is spelled with a gimel, a hirek, a dalet, a shewa, an ayin, a
holem and a nun. This name means 'tree feller'. This meaning comes from it's root which is spelled with
a gimel, a qamats, a dalet, a patah, and an ayin. Because Messiah's name means salvation does not
mean that it is spelled the same way. The rules concerning vowels that are followed today are taken
from the vocalizations of the Masorites circa 600-900 a.d. In other words they are modern rules,
relatively speaking. There is no certainty as to the precise articulation of peoples names during the time
of Messiah. We have to be careful not to use dogmatic proclamations to disprove dogmatic
proclamations.

Another fact about this beautiful language is that the actual word 'salvation' does not appear in the text.
This word does not stand by itself in the Hebrew text. It is always, like most words are, in an inflected
state. i.e. prefixes, suffixes etc. When you see 'salvation' in the Hebrew text it is always in a verse with
other words. I do not mean to sound silly here, I am trying to make a point about this whole stupid
argument. You will see either, your salvation, the salvation, my salvation, his salvation, wrought
salvation, working salvation, for salvation, to salvation and a host of other occurrences. As a matter of
fact, more times than not, this word is in the feminine gender. The Hebrew word for the stand alone
word, salvation, would be pronounced as Yayshu'a, (yay as in hay). The last consonant, ayin, is a
guttural. It is not a silent letter. It is pronounced with a hard glottal stop formed at the back of the
throat. How many sacred name characters do you find pronouncing the ayin at the end of the word?
Bathsheba's name is written 3 different ways. Zechariah is written several different ways. This is not
unique to Hebrew either. Paul's name in Greek is Paulos, sometimes. Other times it is spelled with an
omega instead of an omicron. Sometimes his name ends in an 'on' rather than an 'os'. There are other
times when it is simply written as Paulo. It depends on the structure of the sentence. Except for the
addition of an 's' for possession, a person's name does not change in English when the sentence
structure changes, but it does in Hebrew and many other languages. So are we pronouncing His name
incorrectly when we fail to add Hebrew prefixes and suffixes when using 'the Name'?

Personal names do not have to follow the spelling of their root meanings. This is common sense and
can be seen by reading the Hebrew text. The point is that no one really knows exactly how His name is
articulated, any more than we know how YHVH is pronounced. The consonantal characters have been
preserved and that is why I focus on these linguistic symbols. The preservation of the tetragrammaton
(yod-hey-vav-hey) is not trivial nor is it coincidence. We all know the basic history of the pointed text.
It was added by the Massorites between 600 a.d. and 900 a.d. The articulation of the vowel points have
even been debated in the past because several vocalization systems were devised by these Massorites.
The current vowel articulation is called the Tiberian system. To argue that one knows the exact
articulation of the Messiah's name is absurd. Modern Jewish language scholars do not all agree on this
subject. It is my opinion that the controversy is fueled by the interpretation of texts in the Tanach that
give explicit warnings concerning the 'name' of God, particularly YHVH. This strikes fear in many
people who read these warnings and in their zeal to please their Father, set out to find out how to
accurately and precisely pronounce 'the name'.
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I have heard it asked, "Do you not believe that God is capable of preserving His name?" My answer is
that if God meant for our blessings or even our salvation to hinge on a precise vocalization of His
name, then indeed He would have preserved it exactly as it was. But if the meaning of 'hashem' is not
how you say it but rather WHO your ultimate source of authority is, then I am not surprised that
YHVH's Torah is still with us today and the precise vocalization of His name is questionable.

It is commonly known that many Rabbis' from differing sects in the last 1700 years have refused to
attempt to pronounce the 'name' of the Creator because of a lack of agreement on how Hashem is
pronounced. This alone is evidence that many of those closest to the Hebrew language consider His
name in doubt. On the other end of this subject are those who are absolutely sure that they know His
name and carry that belief to the extent that those who are not saying it their way are in danger of
withdrawn blessings at best and hellfire at worst. Although these views are at opposite ends of the
spectrum, so to speak, the bottom line behind their conclusions is the same. Either not saying it
correctly places your standing with God in jeopardy or your standing with God is dependent upon not
saying it at all. Either way one's salvation or blessings are forfeited.

There are several logical conclusions to be drawn from even a cursory knowledge of Hebrew. The first
is that the classical Hebrew manuscripts that are extant are not pointed (i.e. no vowels). Until someone
produces a recording of the unpointed proto-Hebrew script being articulated, we must rely upon the
various vocalization systems of the Massorites from a much later period. Secondly, the spelling of
personal names in the scriptures, in the Talmud or anywhere else for that matter, do not have to be the
same as their meaning. Thirdly, our Messiah's name could be Yahshu'a, Yeshu'a, Y'shu'a, Yishu'a,
Yeshuah, Yeshua or Yashu'a. I pronounce His name more like Yuhshua, with the accent on the second
syllable and write it as Yahshua. I personally believe that the first vowel was a gamats. I only write it
that way to differentiate the Yah sound from the Yay sound, for the 'yay' sound places His name in the
perfect tense. I personally believe that His name is in the imperfect tense. i.e. he is saving. It is wrong
to insert a 'hey' into the word, I only insert it for pronunciation purposes. If someone wants to teach that
Messiah had His Father's name embedded in His name on a sod level, then who am I to argue. It cannot
be done using Hebrew grammar however. Lastly, I feel it is wrong for any side of this issue to claim
exclusive rights to the precise name of God or the Messiah based upon Hebrew grammar. I feel it is
time that we all get back to the teaching of hope for the lost, Torah for the Torahless, food for the
hungry, healing for the sick, comfort for the afflicted, strength for the weak, shelter for the homeless
and a loving unified family for the lonely. I believe that if Rav Sha'ul were around today, and I hear that
some have actually seen him, that he would add one more verse to 1 Corinthians chapter thirteen. "...
and if you pronounce His name correctly and articulate all vowels with precise clarity, but have not
love then you have truly become a sounding brass and a tinkling cymbal."
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English - Hebrew Names of the Bible

OLD TESTAMENT - TANACH
GENESIS - BRESHIYTH
EXODUS - SHMOT
LEVITICUS - VAYIKRA
NUMBERS - BMIDBAR
DEUTERONOMY - D'VARIM
JOSHUA - Y'HOSHUA
JUDGES - SHOF'TIM

RUTH - RUT

1 SAMUEL - SH'MU'EL ALEF
2 SAMUEL - SHMU'EL BET
1 KINGS - M'LAKHIM ALEF
2 KINGS - M'LAKHIM BET

1 CHRONICLES - DIVRE-HAYAMIM ALEF
2 CHRONICLES - DIVRE-HAYAMIM BET

EZRA - 'EZRA

NEHEMIAH - NECHEMYAH
ESTHER - ESTER

JOB -IYOV

PSALMS - TEHILLIM

MIZMOR for individual chapters

PROVERBS - MISHLEI
ECCLESIASTES - KOHELET

SONG OF SONGS - SHIR-HASHIRIM

ISAIAH - YESHA'YAHU
JEREMIAH - YIRMEYAHU
LAMENTATIONS - EIKHAH
EZEKIEL - YECHEZK'EL
DANIEL - DANI'EL

HOSEA - HOSHEA

JOEL - YO'EL

AMOS - 'AMOS

OBADIAH - 'OVADYAH
JONAH - YONAH

MICAH - MIKHAH
NAHUM - NACHUM
HABAKKUK - HAVAKUK
ZEPHANIAH - TZ'FANYAH
HAGGAI - HAGAI
ZECHARIAH - ZKHARYAH
MALACHI - MAL'AKHI

NEW TESTAMENT
MATTHEW - MATTITYAHU
MARK

LUKE

JOHN - YOCHANAN
ACTS

ROMANS

1 CORINTHIANS

2 CORINTHIANS
GALATIANS
EPHESIANS
PHILIPPIANS
COLOSSIANS

1 THESSALONIANS
2 THESSALONIANS
1 TIMOTHY

2 TIMOTHY

TITUS

PHILEMON
HEBREWS - IVRIM

JAMES - YA'AKOV

1 PETER - 1 KEFA

2 PETER - 2 KEFA

1 JOHN - 1 YOCHANAN

2 JOHN - 2 YOCHANAN

3 JOHN - 3 YOCHANAN
JUDE - YYHUDAH
REVELATION - HITGALUT
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