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TEXTUAL CRITICISM II
By Bishop Clinton D. Willis Th.D., D.D.

INTRODUCTION
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The Holy Bible is the greatest book that has ever been written and given to mankind.
Many people were killed for reading or even having a Bible in times past. One needs to
only read the book, “Fox’s Book of Martyrs.” for confirmation. The Bible is now everywhere to be seen and is available to the general public. However, the majority of society
still do not understand its sacred contents composed of 66 books grouped together. Many
verses are taken out of context, and other “verses” are quoted as if they were authentic,
such as, “Cleanliness is next to Godliness,” or “It is better to cast thy seed in a belly of a
whore than upon the ground,” or “The blessed Trinity consists of God the Father, God the
Son, and God the Holy Ghost.”

Some verses quoted in the Bible are also not acknowledged by society today, nor are
they aware of what they teach. For example, Who said, “Is there any taste in a white of
an egg?” (Job 6:6.) “I should have been carried from the womb to the grave” (Job 10:19).
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In a time of great scientific studies and advanced technology of today, humanity has
entered a new Dark Age Scripturally speaking. The general public is ignorant of Biblical
knowledge and absent of understanding concerning the legitimate doctrine of the early
Apostolic Church. Furthermore, many people have been deceived, and believe the false Page | 7
Roman Catholic Creeds and interpolations that are found in modern translations of today.
The result is mayhem. From this quandary came multiple false religions, confusion and
false doctrines that destroy lives and souls. Syncretistic mixing of truth and falsehoods
is very common and is even popular. This helps Satan form a pluralistic, universal and
apostate one-world religion. Satan’s universal religion tolerates everything except pure
Biblical truth.

Salvation can only be found in the Bible. The Biblical plan of salvation is found in the
text of Acts 2:38. It is time for many to forsake all false Scriptures and Creeds, and
embrace only the real Scriptures. All doctrine must be based upon and in harmony with
the Holy Bible. Textual Criticism is the tool used to determine authentic Scriptures, and
restore Texts that have been altered by Trinitarian Catholics. Let us defend and up-hold
the authentic inspired Word of God and reject all forgeries. The true Christians that have
integrity, intellect and discernment will detect and deny synthetic Apocryphal writings and
cling only to the genuine inspired Apostolic writings.
Texts that are “hapax legomena” found only once in the Bible must be thoroughly
examined and compared to other Scriptures. Biased Catholic interpolated Arian (twogod) and Trinitarian (three-god) polytheistic texts must be seen for what they really are.
Read and compare Deut. 6:4, Isaiah 6:1, 42:8, Hosea 13:4, James 2:19, Revelations 1:8
and 4:2. Subtle Catholic translators were bold in pushing spurious Catholic Theology,
and were unafraid to alter some Biblical texts and words. See F.F. Bruce, The Cannon
of Scripture, 1988 pages 150-155 and 288.
History of Christian Doctrine by G.P. Fisher T&T Clark, 1908, page 32. “The influence
of (Pagan) Greek philosophy upon the early (Catholic) Christian theology is too obvious
to be questioned.”
7

God is not the author of confusion or of false, confusing and contradictory Scriptures.
Shockingly, some people believe in Gnosticism and Pagan Theology under the mask of
Christianity. They teach and zealously defend false Catholic doctrines. Just a few Page | 8
Scriptures taken out of context, or belief in a few that are false, can help to create a cult.
Jonestown and Waco followers of our time, seemingly thought they were Bible believers.
The interpolations, syncretism and philosophy of the Hellenistic-Egyptian Alexandria Cult
have warped more minds than any other pagan academy in history. Many sincere
Christians have unknowingly inherited and adopted pagan philosophies and ancient
Mystery Religion theologies. There is a desperate need for advanced studies, and a
reality check in the ranks of the Jesus Name Apostolic Pentecostal body of Christ.
“My people are destroyed for lack of knowledge; because thou hast rejected
knowledge, I will also reject thee, that thou shalt be no priest to me: seeing thou
hast forgotten the law of thy God, I will also forget thy children” (Hosea 4:6).

This is new and uncharted water for most Apostolic believers. Textual Criticism is an
exciting combination of Theological, Historical, Scientific, Archaeological, and Biblical
studies. Many gifted Apostolic minds need to pursue the advanced study of Textual
Criticism instead of ignoring it altogether.

Revised by:
Dr. Bishop Donald R. Vestal, Ph.D.
Mineola Bible Institute
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AN INTRODUCTION TO TEXTUAL CRITICISM
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Let us now define Textual Criticism in our study for a better understanding of our
subject. Many people misunderstand the real goal of honest Textual Criticism. It is a
very advanced study of the Scriptures, and the reconstruction of some Texts to their
original reading. Many people think that Textual Criticism is a group of very liberal
scholars who are attempting to alter the Scriptures just because they do not like the
current readings, although sometimes this may be the case. However, we are not
attempting to alter Texts of Scripture, but rather to restore them as much as possible to
their original reading and meaning. It’s not destroying, it’s the restoring of ancient Texts.

Many people may be surprised to find out that biased translators have altered some
of the Scriptures. Sometimes false and spurious Scriptures were added to the texts. At
times, man-made Catholic or Orthodox Creeds were added to texts. At other times the
translators made honest mistakes, or mistranslated some words and terms. Translating
from one language to another, and then into another, the meaning or understanding of a
text was altered greatly. Even more shockingly is the fact that in some cases pagan
philosophy, Hellenism, Platonism, Gnosticism, Greco-Roman, and Kabal theology were
inserted. Proof that there are contradictions, interpolations, and altered texts will be given
in more detail later on in this course.

We are not attacking or trying to change the Word of God, but rather we are exposing
those that have dared to do so. This is a very important subject, and has not been taken
lightly. The original inspired writings composed by the Holy Prophets, and Apostles, were
9

very much the infallible Word of God. The Word of God is recorded in heaven, and is
eternal, despite man and demonic interference. Much of the sacred text of the Scriptures
are preserved for us today, or can be restored. The Biblical plan of salvation, holy conduct
for the Church, history, and prophecy is still much intact. All doctrine must be based upon Page | 10
the Bible or real authentic Scriptures. We must study intensely to know the Truth.
Many people have an illogical, ill-rational view an “all or nothing” outlook. They think
that if even one verse or one word was mistranslated, that there is nothing to God, or the
rest of the Scriptures. It is not God’s fault that men have changed some portions of the
Scriptures, or have given us biased translations.

Many people have placed far too much faith in the Catholic Codices, like the Codex
Vaticanus, Codex Alexandrinus, Codex Siniaticus, and also the Latin Vulgate. It is from
this type of corrupt and bias Catholic Trinitarian texts that come our modern translations.
When the Bible reads “this was translated from the original Greek or Hebrew
Languages,” it is not necessarily a translation from the original inspired texts written by
the holy men of old. What you are reading is a copy, of a copy, of a copy, of a text that
was altered and translated into Catholic Greek and Latin from earlier copies of the original
text. Catholics translated the Hebrew Bible into Greek in Alexandria, Egypt. Many
interpolations were placed into the text. It is a miracle that the present translations are
as good as they are. (See our course on The English Bible).

HISTORY OF THE SCRIPTURES
A. Original Inspired Scriptures written from ca 3500 BC to 100 AD?

B. Copies were made of them and handed down. First, there were papyrus Bibles on
scrolls. Later, there were leather books or Codex Bibles.

C.

Around 150 to 400 AD, Catholic and Pagan men like Marcion, Aquila, Tatian,
10

Symmachus, Theodotion, Justin Martyr, Pantaenus, Clemet, and Origen of Alexandria
Egypt, and Jerome tampered with the Scriptures and translated them into Greek and Latin
and placed Hellenistic,Trinitarian slants, as well as Platonic philosophy in some texts.
Many of the pure Bibles were burned by the Roman Empire. Catholics declared only Page | 11
official Catholic Trinitarian Greek and Latin Bibles were legal. However, if someone was
found in possession of an official Catholic Greek or Latin Bible, or caught reading it, they
would be killed on the spot.

D. Our present-day translations, including the KJV, have been translated from these
Trinitarian Catholic Greek/Latin Bibles. This is the reason there are some contradictions
and Trinitarian slants in the present Bible.

Many people today will argue that altogether there are almost 5,000 manuscripts,
Codices, and Scripture fragments that have survived, they are in basic agreement with
our modern translations. Of course these 5,000 surviving manuscripts are almost all
Catholic Greek/Latin Bibles, and not the original pure text. This is simply comparing one
Catholic text to an earlier Catholic text. All of these manuscripts do have great value. We
can look at them and see variant readings in the earlier texts, and see where later texts
were changed.

Consider the discovery of the Codex Sinaiticus. Scholars were glad about this
discovery. In reality, it was just another Catholic Greek text that was translated in
Alexandria, Egypt. It was found in St. Catherine’s Catholic monastery. Most people do
not know that the Codex Sinaiticus has 29 books in its New Testament, and not 27. The
false Catholic Apocryphal Books of Shepherd of Hermas and Epistle of Barnabas are
found in the Codex Sinaiticus. Keep in mind that this is one of the earliest Catholic Greek
Bibles, but it only dates back to the fourth century and not to the first century.

We must always remember, that the Catholic men who gave us our translations did
not have the Holy Ghost, nor did they ever believe in the real “Apostles’ Doctrine.” The
Holy Ghost did not move upon them as it did on the original inspired authors. They did
11

not believe in true Apostolic, one God, Jesus name doctrine! Rather, they fought it. It did
not bother them one bit to change some texts so they would coincide with Catholic
doctrine. They also wrote other false apocryphal books and tried to add them to the Bible.
Page | 12

Our entire Bible is not corrupt. Thank God, much of our Bible translations are
accurate. Many scholars place our translations at 90% correct. However, it may be closer
to 80%. This indeed is a miracle considering how many times it has been translated,
copied, and tampered with by Catholic scribes. The good news is that much of the
tampered-with verses and words can be restored to the original readings and
meaning by a lot of serious study, textual and historical criticism.

EVIDENCE OF ERRORS, CONTRADICTIONS,
INTERPOLATIONS, AND TRINITARIAN SLANTS
Before looking at the evidence, some people will be a little apprehensive at such a
study. After all, many have heard for years that every chapter, verse, and word in our
translation of the Bible (KJV) is 100% correct, and absolutely inspired by God without one
error! We have been led to believe that every period, comma, or use of punctuation is
perfect and was inspired of God! Many preachers scream, get red in the face in the pulpit,
and promote these misleading falsehoods. I am sure this is all done in ignorance. There
is a difference between “faith” and “foolishness.” People do not realize that all the Bible
is not the Word of God. There are also words of the Devil in Scripture, along with many
of unsaved men. I should not have to quote here all the Scriptures of this fact.

In reality, the original inspired Scriptures had no chapters, verses and no
punctuation at all. Biased Catholic translators added all of these things later to the Word
of God.

Many people have placed their complete faith in Catholic Creeds, biased

Trinitarian translations and grammar without realizing it. Can we really trust pagan Rome
and Alexandria, Egypt to give us complete truth? I don’t think so!
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The following verses are of the same events, but tell a completely contradictory story
and give conflicting reports. Other verses were changed deliberately to support the false
doctrine of the hypothetical Trinity. This places them in contradiction with true One-God
texts. Let’s be truthful, God does not make mistakes, and He does not contradict Himself. Page | 13
Satan and men are the authors of confusion. These are only a few examples that many
preachers never talk about or even consider. Many people do not know the history of the
Roman Catholic corruption in parts of the Bible.

Examples:

1.

2 Chronicles 36:9 (8) does not agree with 2 Kings 24:8 (18).

2.

2 Chronicles 22:2 (42) does not agree with 2 Kings 8:26 (22).

3.

2 Chronicles 4:5 (3000) does not agree with I Kings 7:26 (2000).

4.

2 Chronicles 9:25 (4000) does not agree with I Kings 4:26 (40,000).

5.

2 Samuel 24:24 (50 shekels of silver) does not agree with I Chronicles 21:24-25
(600 shekels of gold).

6.

2 Samuel 24:9 (800,000+500,000) does not agree with 1 Chronicles 21:5
(1,100,000+470,000).

7.

2 Samuel 8:4 (1700) does not agree with I Chronicles 18:4 (7000).

8.

2 Samuel 24:1 (“The Lord”) does not agree with I Chronicles 21:1 (“Satan”).

9.

2 Samuel 10:18 (700) does not agree with I Chronicles 19:18 (7000).

10. 2 Chronicles 14:3, 6 (“Asa and Jehoshophat removed the high places”) does not
agree with I Kings 15:14 (“They did not remove the high places”).
11. Genesis 1:1 (“In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth” -- one God
alone) does not agree with John 1:1 (“In the beginning was -- the Word/Son -- created
everything -- see Mal. 2:10”). Compare this verse to the verse below and see the
interpolation of Trinitarian thought. “And the Word was with (Origin’s Pagan Greek logos-) God,” the Father. This doctrine clashes with Hebrew Arian/Trinity Creed and Biblical
Monotheism.
12. Genesis 19:24 (Two Lords or Gods) does not agree with Genesis 13:10 (Only one
Lord).
13

13. Genesis 1:26 (“Let us” the gods?”) does not agree with Genesis 1:27 (One God did
the creating).
14. Jonah 1:17 (A cold-blooded Fish) does not agree with Matthew 12:40 (A Warmblooded whale).

Page | 14

15. Luke 22:19 (Luke gives the correct word “Given”) does not agree with 1 Corinthians
11:24 (“Broken” is a mistranslation).
16. Matthew 6:13 (The Lord's prayer here is altered) does not agree with Luke 11:4
(Luke again gives the original reading).
17. Luke 24:47 & Acts 2:38 (These texts give the Name of Jesus) do not agree with
Matthew 28:19 (Matthew 28:19 is a Catholic Creed). According to Eusebius of Caesarea
(270-340 A.D.), originally Matthew 28:19 read “Go ye and make disciples of all nations in
my name teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I commanded you.”
18. Revelation 1:8 (In this and other texts, Jesus is the one God in human form. See I
Timothy 3:16 and Colossians 2:8-9) does not agree with I John 5:7 (This “Three”
witnesses text is another Trinitarian Catholic Creed). Originally, according to ancient
Hebrew text, I John 5:7 said this, “And the Spirit bears witness for the Spirit is truth.”
Many scholars agree that I John 5:7 is not a part of the original text at all!

The man-made term Jehovah is a completely man-made term. It is not the Name of
God at all. The Catholic Church invented the term by adding to the Tetragrammaton
YHWH the vowels from Adonai and Elohim. These two names were originally from false
idol demon gods also. One meaning of the word “Jehovah” is “the god of evil!” Yet, you
can hear this false term or lie confessed, invoked, and spoken in many pulpits. In Hebrew,
calling “Jehovah” is calling on the “god of evil.” Lucifer must love this one! In ancient
Paleo-Hebrew God’s Name was “Ehyeh Asher Ehyeh” the great “I AM.” In English it is
“Yeshua” or “Jesus” this is the real name of God.

Other mistranslations and interpolations can also be given. In Acts 12:4, the term
“Easter” is wrong, it should be “Passover.” In Matthew 24:28 the word “eagles” should
be correctly translated “vultures.” The term “Christ” should really be “Messiah.” In Acts
8:37, “I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God” is an interpolation. It is one of many
14

“Son of God” texts added to the Scriptures by the Catholic Church. Mark 1:1 should read
“The beginning of the gospel of Jesus Christ.” “The Son of God” is a biased Trinitarian
addition to the text.
Page | 15

Where one does find the term “Son of God” in the Bible one should substitute the
original, “The body” or “visible form of the one and only God.” This should be a term of
Jesus’ Deity and not proof of a Trinity. In Genesis 1:26 the plural “let us” (pagan Elohim)
should be one God talking and not three Persons or gods in a Trinity working together in
creation (See Malachi
2:10). In Acts 7:44-45 “Jesus” should have been translated “Joshua.” From all of this
overwhelming evidence it is easy to see that Textual Criticism, advanced study and
restoration is very much needed today more than ever.

BIASED TRINITARIAN TRANSLATORS PLACED PLURAL
SLANTS IN THE SCRIPTURES
The Holy Bible, according to most scholars, was originally written in three different
languages. The Torah and Tenach/Tanach (Old Testament) were written primarily in
ancient Paleo-Hebrew. This was the language of Israel until the time of the Babylonian
exile (606-536 B.C.). The bulk of the Old Testament was written in Hebrew without vowel
points or punctuation. Hebrew was also written from right to left. Hebrew is the Israelite
dialect of the ancient Canaanite language belonging to the Semitic family and is closely
related to Aramaic. Afterward, the Aramaic language, which started with the ArameansSyrians and replaced the Akkadian language, spread During the time of Persian
domination of the Middle East (536-336 B.C.). A few sections of the Old Testament were
written in Aramaic. Early Hebrew scribes were very careful in their writing and copying of
the Scriptures.

Later, Greek and Latin Catholic translators did not have the same

reverence for God’s Word.

Following the fall of the Persian Empire to Alexander the Great, Koine Greek became
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the common business language. It spread throughout the Middle East. Koine Greek did
not have punctuation. However, we must keep in mind the native Israelites still used
Aramaic more than other languages. Ancient Paleo-Hebrew did not die completely but
was not used as much as Aramaic. Not all of the Hebrews became Hellenized with the Page | 16
Greek language, pagan Greek philosophical thought, and customs. Further, the early
original Church did not uphold or promote pagan Catholic-Greek Trinity Theology.

Below is how a text of Koine Greek would look.
“OURFATHERWHOARTINHEAVENHALLOWEDBETHYNAME”

Below is how the same text would appear in the consonantal Hebrew with no vowels.
(Ending at Left) “NM THY B HLLWD HVN N RT WH FTR R” (Starting at right)

With no punctuation in Koine Greek or in early Hebrew, Trinitarian translators took
full advantage of placing punctuation in the Bible as they saw fit. They changed words
and sentence structure so a plurality in the Godhead would appear in the Bible. They
were “spin doctors” giving their Trinity view of the Godhead, as political “spin doctors”
today give their version on any issue. Origen was not alone in inventing Trinity slants. It
is also possible that some of the New Testament books were written originally in Hebrew
and Aramaic and then later translated into Catholic Greek and Latin. The later Catholic
Greek and Latin translations became edited and altered.
Where did all of those “and,” “and of,” commas and plural Trinity readings come from?
I quote Dr. M. M. Arnold, the when, where and by whom. “The nearest thing to the
word ‘and’ in the Hebrew is ‘Vav,’ but it was never used to indicate a plurality in the
Godhead. Catholic Greek and Latin translators were influenced by and borrowed from
the ‘Theology’ of the Phoenician, Egyptian, and Babylonian languages many plural words,
pluralizing prefixes and suffixes that were used to describe their heathen gods. Chapter
and verse divisions began in the Latin Vulgate and were interpolated by Lanfanc,
16

Archbishop of Canterbury, 1089 A.D. Also, divisions, “and,” “and of,” were inserted by
the Catholic Stephen Langton, the Archbishop of Canterbury, ca. 1228 A.D. More
pluralizing prefixes, suffixes, commas, periods, chapter and verse divisions were made
by Hugo de Santo Caro in 1240 A.D. The Trinitarian Mordecai Nathan divided the Old Page | 17
Testament into verses in 1445 A.D. The Catholic Robert Etienne (Stephanus) further
corrupted with more pluralizing words and punctuation in 1551. See P. W. Comfort,
page 239; Davis Dictionary of the Bible, page 100. The early English translators placed
all of these pluralizing words and punctuation in our English Bibles. The result is a Bible
with many Trinitarian slants. That was simply not a part of the original text.”

Subtle translators with biased ideas, especially Catholic-Greek, Latin, and Catholic
canonists, often took the Hebrew word for “even” out of a verse and put in the Greek “Kai”
(and) in its place. This caused it to look like two or three Divine persons. They often
inserted a “comma” followed by “and” which instantly pluralized a sentence and was
used to express the Trinity. See: Gal. 1:3, Matt. 28:19, 2 Corinthians 13:14. They did
this mostly to Godhead verses.

Subtle translators changed one God verses into

Trinitarian statements.
1 Corinthians 1:3 states, “Grace be unto you, and peace, from God our Father, and
from the Lord Jesus Christ.” Here, obviously, the Catholic translators make it to appear
as two separate and distinct gods. There is a “comma” followed by “and.” This Catholic
interpolation makes it appear that there are two gods; a God the Father and a God the
Son. True monotheists look beyond the “comma” and the “and” and see only one God God in Christ. (2 Cor. 5:19).

Trinitarian Catholics have woven the illusion of a Trinity into the Bible. Scriptures
have been taken out of context, changed, and translated into texts of “plural multiple
gods.” Genesis 19:24 is an example. Here, Trinitarian translators took this verse out of
context and show two gods raining “fire” upon Sodom and Gomorrah. The same type of
pluralistic thinking has been applied to Genesis 1:26 when in reality there is only one
God that made everything. How pagan and polytheistic can you get? The Gospel of
17

John, chapter 17, is another example of Trinitarian pluralistic thought.

What we have now is a Catholic Trinitarian Godhead version of the Bible. However,
the plan of salvation (Acts 2:38), history, prophecy, and the doctrine of moral conduct is Page | 18
still intact in the Bible. It is mainly the Godhead verses that were altered. Other modern
versions are no better than the K. J. V. because liberal Trinitarians published them also.
Instead of denying these facts, apologizing and making excuses for these interpolations,
Apostolic ministers should put the blame where it belongs and denounce all false Roman
Catholic doctrine. There are very few with the integrity and courage to do this. Sound
Apostolic doctrine, the one God, Jesus Name Truth should be promoted.

IS IT CHRISTIAN OR CATHOLIC?
Teachers should study intensely the Bible and its history. Many Christian ministers
teach, preach and promote Catholic doctrine and do not realize it. Others make poor
excuses for false Catholic Scriptures or turn to apologetics and philosophy to defend
Roman Catholic dogma.

Instead of apologies or defending false doctrine and

interpolations, we must put the blame where it belongs and promote Truth! If one cannot
distinguish between false Catholic doctrine and Bible Truth they have no business being
a Christian minister.

Should false Catholic Creeds such as Matthew 28:19 and 1 John 5:7 be used as their
text of truth in teaching and preaching? Should Matthew 28:19 even be called the “Great
Commission” when it is not the true commission of Jesus? It certainly is not the true plan
of salvation! If any text or writings attack or contradict the “Apostles’ Doctrine” (Acts
2:1-4, 38-42) or monotheism, there is a very real chance it is spurious.

IN THE MOUTH OF TWO OR THREE WITNESSES
In order to have sound Biblical doctrine, one must have at least two or three verses of
18

Scripture that agree on a certain point. Read Deut. 17:6, 19:15, and Matthew 18:15-16.
Comparing multiple verses on any given subject is called internal evidence. Scripture
should help interpret Scripture.

One must look at the context of any given text of

Scripture. What is the text really saying? What do the verses before and after the text Page | 19
say? What is the primary subject that is being talked about? Are there any second or
third subjects that are also being talked about that should not be confused with the main
topic? What is the history of the text in question? What was going on at the time it was
either inspired or written? If a text stands alone and runs counter to other verses, such
as Matthew 28:19, then it is very possibly an interpolation.

The old standard of understanding an event, teaching, or prophecy is simply asking
the five W’s. 1. When? 2. Where? 3. Who? 4. Why? 5. What?

1. When did the event, teaching, or prophecy take place? If the text is prophecy,
when was it given and for who? Has it already been fulfilled or is it a future event? The
time will tell one needed information and help with a useful background. Study the age
and culture in which a text was written.

2. Where geographically was the text written? What was the nationality and language
of the inspired author and of the people to whom the message was written?
3. Who was the inspired writer? What are the main subjects being discussed? To
whom is the text written?

4. Why was this text written?

5. What was the motivation and events causing the Holy Spirit to move upon the
writer?

What was happening at the time the text was written? What is the text really
saying?

19

When only one text is taken out of context and used alone as a foundation for
doctrine, usually only confusion and false doctrine will be produced. Once that false
doctrine is created it will often create others much like the domino effect! Entire religions
and belief systems have been created out of false Scriptures where only one verse has Page | 20
been taken out of context. Roman Catholicism bases its entire theology upon Matthew
16:18, and takes this verse out of context. Peter was not the first Pope, nor the “Rock”
that the Church is built upon. Use internal evidence or the rule of basing all doctrine upon
more than one verse of Scripture. It becomes evident the Christ-Messiah (God in flesh),
is the real foundation of the New Testament Church. See Deut. 32:4, 1 Sam. 2:2, 2 Sam.
22:2-3, 32, Psa. 18:2, Rom. 9:33, 1 Cor. 3:11, 1 Cor. 10:4, 1 Pet. 2:6-8, Eph. 2:20.

Another example of false doctrine being based upon only one verse or text of Scripture
can be found in the Catholic teaching “all of or most of the book of Revelation is already
past and was fulfilled by AD 70.” In reality, the book of Revelation was not even written
until ca. 95 to 100 AD. How could it have been fulfilled by 70 AD? It did not even exist
at that time. This is called post-millennial or millennialism doctrine.

Catholic scribes changed a small part of Rev. 1:1. The end result is a major difference
in meaning from the original text. Part of the text reads, “to shew unto his servant's things
which must shortly come to pass.” A “soon” or “in the very near future” meaning was
given for all the book of Revelation to be fulfilled. However, according to Dionysius (200265 AD), a fragment of his work shows the original text reads “which he (Jesus) gave to
him (John) to show to his servants quickly.” Jesus told John “quickly” to tell his
servants what he had seen. It is called Patristic Writings when we quote ancient writers
such as Eusebius or Dionysus and other historians who had access to copies of the
original texts.

The Catholic Church hates the book of Revelation because it names the Church of
Rome as the great false prostitute Church of the Antichrist. See Revelation chapter 17
and 18. Emperor Constantine, who ordered the Catholic Greek Codex Vaticanus Bible
to be written in 325 AD, had the book of Revelation left out. Later, the book of Revelation
20

was added after it was altered and given the appearance that it was already fulfilled.
Roman Catholicism has even invented a doctrine to shift the blame and identification of
the great prostitute religious system from itself to the Jews in Jerusalem. In reality,
Jerusalem, the old city, only sat on one “hill.” However, Rome has always been known Page | 21
as the “City that sits on Seven Hills.” Revelation 17:9 tells us: “And here is the mind
which hath wisdom. The seven heads are seven mountains, on which the woman
sitteth.”

The names of these seven mountains or hills of Rome are:

1) Capitoline
2) Aventine
3) Palatine
4) Quirinal
5) Viminal
6) Caelian
7) Eaquiline
To quote Properitius, who lived when Rome ruled the world, in Latin: “Septem urbs
alta jugis toto quae praesident orbi.” In English, Rome is “The lofty city on seven
hills, which governs the whole world.” One only needs to study Revelation 17:4-6; 9, 18,
and get an ancient map of Rome to see that it is the “City on Seven Hills.” The ancient
city of Jerusalem sat on one hill. It is sad that some Apostolics are falling for Catholic
tricks and doctrine.

DEMONIC ALLEGORICAL INTERPRETATION
Biblical students should beware of the Alexandrian Cult teachings of the “Allegorical
method of interpretation.” This is simply a teaching that Scriptures have a hidden cultic
deeper mystical or spiritualistic meaning. Instead of taking the Scripture for what is says,
a different spiritualistic or symbolic meaning is given to a text. The old rule stands very
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true, “If plain sense makes sense then seek no other sense or meaning.” Example: John
11:35 “Jesus wept.” This text simply means that Jesus cried. However, those following
the New Age allegorical method of interpretation may read into the text that this really
means from the Godhead flows waters and a great flood of God will someday overflow Page | 22
Jerusalem! From this type of spiritualistic nonsense, many new revelations outside the
Word of God have come into being.

There are strange doctrines such as that of William M. Branham. Too many times, I
have heard this statement from the pulpit, “The Spirit has given me a greater and new
understanding of this verse and I want to share it with you tonight.” Of course, the “new”
meaning is almost always out of context! Instead of having something new, we need to
stay with the original meaning and authentic doctrine of the Scriptures (Gal. 1:8-9!).

UNDERSTANDING BIBLICAL SYMBOLIC TERMS
When a verse does not seem to make sense and is clearly symbolic, we must go to
other Scriptures and allow Scripture to interpret Scripture. Example: some, believe it or
not, say that the “Dragon” in Rev. 12:3, is a monster! However, in reading Rev. 12:7-9,
Scripture reveals the true symbolism of the “Dragon.” The “Dragon” is the angel called
the “Devil” or “Satan” and not a mythical creature. After studying the Bible for a few
years, one will begin to understand the ancient symbols of the Bible. Scripture must
interpret Scripture or only chaos and false doctrine will follow! We are always on safer
grounds when we take the whole Bible together instead of looking at only one verse.
Multiple “witnesses” (verses) are better than one standing alone. Keep in mind that this
does not diminish or take away the value of a true single text of Scripture that is inspired
and correctly interpreted.

22

Page | 23

THE DEAD SEA SCROLLS
The Dead Sea Scrolls were found in a cave in 1947. They can give some insight to
changes that were later made to Scripture. The Hebrews did a good job in preserving the
majority of the Old Testament Scriptures. However, even in the Old Testament there
were some interpolations and variant readings of texts. 673 of the 800 writings found,
deal with non-inspired apocryphal writings. Some will say that the Dead Sea Scrolls prove
that there were no changes to the entire Bible. However, only parts of the Old Testament
are found in these writings. The New Testament is not. Even though the Hebrew scribes
did a better job in transmitting the Hebrew Old Testament than the Greek and Latin
Catholic scribes did with the New Testament, the fact remains that there are differences.
When studying the Dead Sea Scrolls, we must keep in mind that not all of the writings are
inspired of God. Many false doctrines could come out of the apocryphal writings and the
commentaries.

If the zealous Essenes wrote the apocryphal writings then one would be studying a
very ritualist puritan apocalyptic type of literature. The Essenes believed that they were
the monotheist “Sons of Light” fighting against the evil dark pagan polytheism of the
Roman Empire. The Essenes also believed that they were more “holy” and not as corrupt
as some of the religious leadership of Judaism at that time. Note: the Essenes were an
offshoot of Judaism and were not the early Apostolic Church. They did not believe in the
Messiah Jesus/Yeshua or the virgin birth.
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The following gives us some insight into the writings of the Dead Sea Scrolls. Note
the different readings of texts that have been preserved.
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Written by J. L. Sheler
“1947 was the year a Bedouin shepherd stumbled upon a stash of ancient jars while
exploring a rocky cave in the Judaic desert. The desert finds proved to be monumental.
Hidden inside the jars were hundreds of brittle manuscripts including some of the earliest
known texts of the Bible as well as other early Jewish writings. Emanuel Tov was 5 years
old and living in the Netherlands. By the time Tov was ten years old, the first of the Dead
Sea Scrolls had found their way into the hands of Biblical scholars, who began the
painstaking task of reconstructing and deciphering the documents, some of which had
disintegrated into fragments the size of a dime. The work was agonizingly slow and as
the scholars labored, Tov grew up, went to college, and became a Bible professor at
Hebrew University in Jerusalem. Now, at 55, he has become the leader of the scholarly
team still toiling to complete the task. “It has been a long and arduous process,” says
Tov, “but we are near the end.”

In late July, Tov and other Biblical scholars from around the world will gather in
Jerusalem to commemorate a half-century of scroll research. In 50 years since their
discovery near the desert ruins of Qumran, the scrolls have fascinated and amazed but
also stirred frustration and controversy.

They reveal a Bible much more unsettled,

Judaism much more diverse, and a fledgling Christianity much more Jewish than anyone
previously had imagined.
[Of course, early “Christianity” that started in Jerusalem was very “Jewish.” At first,
Christianity consisted of 100% Semantic Hebrew people. The Jewish Apostolic Church
was also monotheistic-one God, and was not a Trinitarian Catholic Church. The original
Church also baptized in the name of its Messiah, Yeshua (Jesus! Acts 2:38, 8:16,10:48,
19:5)].
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The slow pace of publication has infuriated many scholars, who for years were
excluded from examining the scrolls--a task reserved for a small cadre of experts. [If I
were one of the Hebrew scholars, I would not want the Catholic Church getting their hands
on them. However, they did and a cry of conspiracy was heard]. The delays even Page | 25
triggered speculation that the scrolls contained explosive material that might topple
Christianity. Suspicion dissipated as the documents slowly made their way to public view.
The restricted access ended in 1991 when a California library released photographic
images of the remaining unpublished fragments. Since then, research and publication
have accelerated.

Oxford University Press has now published roughly the scrolls’

contents in an official series, Discoveries in the Judean Desert.

Biblical potpourri: the Qumran cache consists of scrolls or fragments from 800 different
documents written between about 200 BC to AD 50. About 127 of them are Biblical texts,
including the oldest known versions of the Old Testament minus the book of Esther. The
remaining are Biblical commentaries, prayers, prophecies, hymns, and sectarian rules of
conduct and worship.

Ancient Scroll of Isaiah

Eugene Ulrich, a University of Notre Dame professor and editor of Biblical texts says,
on the whole, the scrolls show that the Hebrew Bible (OT) “has been amazingly accurately
preserved” through centuries of hand-copying. One scroll that contains a major portion
of the book of Isaiah, for example, shows only 13 minor variations from the modern
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version.

Among the multiple copies of some Biblical texts discovered at Qumran, scholars have
found that “variant literary editions” of the Bible existed side by side. That, says Ulrich, Page | 26
suggests that at the time there was in Judaism no single “authorized” version. The sacred
texts, he theorizes, were updated occasionally with new theological ideas or to explain
changing historical circumstances. Only later, when doctrinal debates arose between
(Catholic) Christians and Jews, did religious leaders settle on preferred editions of the
Hebrew Bible.

Roughly half the Old Testament texts at Qumran contain passages that do not appear
in modern translations, or they omit passages that appear in later texts.

Some

variations are startling.

Among them:

1)

A new collection of Psalms containing 9 compositions not included in the

traditional Bible. The texts claim King David as their author. One declares that David
wrote the book “through prophecy give him by the Most High.” Most scholars doubt that
David actually wrote the unfamiliar Psalms. “Even so,” says Ulrich, “it is likely the
collection was accepted as a Biblical book by its readers 2,000 years ago.”
2) A new passage in the book of 1 Samuel may help explain the “missing prophecy”
referred to in the Nativity story that appears in the Gospel of Matthew. Matthew cites five
ancient prophecies, which were fulfilled by the birth of Jesus. Four of those appear in the
traditional Hebrew Bible. The fifth does not appear which states the Messiah “will be
called a Nazarene.” “It is clear,” says Ulrich, “that Matthew was reading an edition of the
Biblical prophets that we don’t have.” The location of that prophecy remains a mystery.
Ulrich says a passage in the Qumran version of 1 Samuel contains language that “is
startlingly close.”
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3) A new version of the book of Joshua portrays the invading Israelites building an
altar to the Lord immediately after crossing the Jordan River at Gilgal. In the traditional
Bible, the Israelites erect the altar far to the north on Mount Ebal. Inexplicably, they
abandon it and return to the south. Scroll scholars now think the traditional passage (in Page | 27
the modern OT Bible) may have been edited. The Qumran version, says Ulrich, “makes
more sense,” and is corroborated by the Jewish historian Josephus.
4) A provocative rewrite of the story of Abraham’s near sacrifice of his son Isaac.
At the last second, an angel stays Abraham’s knife and points to a ram trapped in a thicket
as a substitute sacrifice. [Like the story of Job, we are introduced to a Satan-like figure
called Mastemah in the Qumran text] Mastemah, or “prince of malevolence,” provokes
God into the test. God, thus does not originate the evil, but merely countenances it and
permits Abraham to prove his faithfulness.

5) Another spurious Psalm can be found in the Greek Septuagint or LXX. In this
Catholic Greek translation of Alexandria, Egypt, there are many forgeries and
interpolations. In the Greek Septuagint, there are 151 Psalms. The spurious 151st
Psalm reads as follows:
“1. I was the least among my brethren, and the youngest in my father’s house;
and I kept also my father’s sheep. 2. My hands made the organ, and my fingers jointed
the psaltery. 3. And who is he who taught me? The Lord Himself; He is my Master and
the Hearer of all that call upon Him. 4. He sent his angel and took me away from my
father’s sheep, and anointed me with the oil of His anointing. 5. My brethren were taller
and more beautiful than I; nevertheless, the Lord delighted not in them. 6. I went out to
meet the Philistine, and he cursed me by his idols. 7. In the strength of the Lord, I cast
three stones at him. I smote him in the forehead and felled him to the earth. 8. And I
drew out his own sword from its sheath and cut off his head, and took away the reproach
from the children of Israel.”

This forgery and others like it could easily deceive the majority of society.
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STUDY, STUDY, STUDY!
2 Tim. 2:15. There is no end to the need for learning about the Word of God. Bible
studies with other serious Biblical students are necessary. Private devotion and research
is a must.

James 1:5, is a great help because God knows it all.

Sharpen the

understanding, speaking and Textual Criticism skills. Reading good theological, Church
History and other books is a must for any serious student of the Bible.

USING NON-INSPIRED APOCRYPHAL WRITINGS
I am acquainted with a pastor who teaches “Jesus was really born in a cave,” not in a
stable in Bethlehem. He quotes the false Catholic Apocrypha for his doctrine. He also
teaches there really were mythical “Dragons” because of the spurious book, “Bel and the
Dragon.” He is also engaged in angel/devil worship, thanks again to apocryphal writings.
He claims that he has “nine Spirits” or angelic beings that lead and guide him and he
talks to them like friends.” He tried to persuade me to allow him to “pray some guiding
spirits down on me.” I refused and was rebuked. Would the pastor or members allow
anyone to come into the Church and preach from the Satanic Bible? Why then do many
sit under false Roman Catholic and pagan dogma? Any time people go to the Apocrypha,
Catholic Creeds, or other spurious writings they are teaching Witchcraft! If the Holy Spirit
inspired the real Scriptures, then what spirit inspired the false ones? If a person cannot
discern between good and evil, witchcraft, or the “Apostles’ Doctrine,” they are in grave
danger. In Pagan Mythology, the “Sun God” was born in a “cave.” Ministers and saints
need to remain faithful in their studies to the Holy Bible, the 66 books, and forsake all
other false teachings, especially when teaching others. If you do study or quote-other
“non-inspired Scriptures,” you must keep in mind that they are not inspired by God, and
make sure that others also understand that fact.
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“SOLA SCRIPTURA”
Sola Scriptura: going only to the Scriptures when establishing or promoting any
doctrine. The Bible or nothing! Totally reject all man-made creeds or spurious writings. Page | 29
This is a very noble pursuit. The Reformation and Protestant movement used this noble
slogan as their battle cry against Roman Catholicism and its many false doctrines and
apocryphal writings.
All the “daughters of Rome” who broke away from Catholicism have forgotten this
noble slogan. They returned to Rome for their Trinity “Godhead doctrine.” They returned
to all the false Scriptures and Catholic Creeds for their doctrine. Every Sunday in many
so-called Protestant Churches, you will hear the false Creeds of Rome ritualistically
chanted and recited. They will even obey Rome without question and baptize using
the Catholic Trinitarian Creed of Matthew 28:19, while forsaking all the true baptism
Scriptures found in the Book of Acts. Eventually, all these false Catholic Creeds will
precipitate the return of the Trinitarian daughters of Rome to their “Mother Church.” This
apostate church will be the church of the Anti-Christ! See Rev. 17:1-5.
The so-called Protestant “Christians” claim to derive their doctrine “from the Bible.”
However, much of what is taught and believed is not Biblical. Many no longer protest
against Rome and its many false Scriptures. Because of these beliefs, they are in
fellowship with Rome. Love, grace, faith, and unity are all that can be heard in many
pulpits of today. No Church movement should have an Ecumenical outlook or follow the
false Creeds of Rome for their doctrine. Some are even calling for a man-made “Apostolic
Creed” so they can be like other Trinitarians. If a Church claims the “Apostolic doctrine,”
they must truly follow “only the Scriptures.” However, this is not always the case.
One day I talked to a pastor and was informed that he was “not Jesus only.” He also
said he “believed in three members of the Godhead.” He quoted 1 John 5:7, as the basis
for his Trinitarian confession. I asked him if he was “Jesus Only” or what was he, a
Trinitarian? Col. 2:8-9, informs us that there is only one Jesus that has “all” the Godhead
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in him and not in three persons. I asked him, “Don’t you know that 1 John 5:7 was really
a Trinitarian Catholic Creed?” He had never been told this before and was shocked.

I was talking to one backslidden minister who formerly believed in Acts 2:38 but now Page | 30
embraced Matthew 28:19, as the plan of salvation. I asked him why he changed his
message? He replied, “he began to study Matthew 28:19, and he knew that all Scriptures
in the Holy Bible were true and that Jesus was not a liar.” I told him if he did a really indepth study of Matthew 28:19, he would find it was a false Catholic Creed. He took a
quick puff of his cigarette and pronounced the judgment of God upon me for denying the
“Great Trinitarian Commission.”

Many have been completely deceived. The Devil sends billions of souls to hell by
changing a few key verses. This deceives and confuses masses of people. He then
convinces everyone that the entire modern versions are 100% pure. In reality, God did
not inspire some texts that are included in modern translations of the Bible. They are
false. What a clever and diabolical scheme to seduce many into false doctrine and eternal
damnation! This should not be a surprise at all to anyone. Satan has done this since the
beginning. He only changed one word that God spoke when he tempted Eve, but it was
enough to deceive her and affect all of humanity.
The Biblical Scholar, F. F. Bruce, makes this very profound statement: “People who
adhere to belief in the Bible only often adhere, in fact, to traditional school of interpretation
of Sola Scriptura. Evangelical Protestants can be as much servants of tradition as Roman
Catholics or Greek Orthodox, only they don’t realize that it is tradition.”

Indeed, it is time to go back to the Bible, and promote real Sola Scriptura! It is also
time to recognize Catholic Creeds for what they really are.

There is a need for

understanding and honest Textual Criticism in this day of Scriptural and Spiritual
darkness. There are still a few candles of Truth burning today!

In 1914, in Hot Springs Arkansas, the Assemblies of God came into being. The
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members of this New Church Organization voted to keep only the Bible as their creed
and doctrine. Two years later, the Assemblies of God voted to go by the Trinitarian
Creeds of Rome and forsook its original Sola Scriptura stand.

Will Jesus Name

organizations also follow this trend? The name over the Church building does not Page | 31
guarantee pure Apostolic doctrine is taught inside. Driving down a highway one day, I
noticed a sign that had a cute slogan, “Regardless of what you’ve heard, we only preach
the Word! and under the slogan was Matthew 28:19!”

If nothing else, the very spirit of those that cling to Matthew 28:19 and 1 John 5:7, say
they are not of God. The immoral, liberal, worldly, rebellious, hypocritical, foul spirits are
very easy to see in those that stand on these Catholic Creeds.

APPLY WHAT YOU HAVE LEARNED
Many do not understand Textual Criticism. Many need teaching to avoid and reject
the apocryphal Roman Catholic Creeds, especially those that have been placed in our
Bibles. Many now realize that the Apocrypha, book of Mormon, the Koran and the Hindu
Veda are false Scriptures. It is time to go even further in our understanding and reject all
forms of spurious Scriptures. The need to understand the original wording and meaning
of some texts is very important. Rejecting the pagan and Catholic illusions in our trusted
translations is critical. No wonder many are confused and follow after false pagan
philosophies (See Col. 2:8-9).

It takes only a little poison to kill someone and only a few false Catholic Creeds to
destroy a person’s soul. Perhaps someday some gifted Apostolic ministers will give the
Oneness movement a better translation of the Scriptures. The True Bible Version is what
is needed in every Apostolic home and Church. Until then, we will have to use the existing
translations, but warn many about texts such as Genesis 1:26, Matthew 28:19, John 1:1,
Mark 1:1, Acts 8:37, and 1 John 5:7.
Spread the word. True Apostolic’s do not accept Catholic Creeds and are not fooled
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by Rome’s interpolations. We will stand for the truth of God’s Word and Acts 2:38 Gospel.
We will not compromise other Biblical truths such as one God and Biblical holiness.

Page | 32

CONCLUSIVE EVIDENCE OF CATHOLIC INTERPOLATIONS
The integrity of the early Catholic translators must be called into question. Catholicism
has given us our current translations of Scripture. Can the Roman Catholic Church be
trusted in its teachings and its versions of the Scriptures? The answer is no! It is a fact,
that the Catholic Church changed some of the Scriptures in order for them to agree with
Catholicism’s dogma and teachings. The primary teaching that had to be interpolated
into Scripture was the false pagan Trinity hypotheses. A person trying to understand the
Deity and truth using spurious Scriptures like Matthew 28:19, are really using a pagan
polytheistic prism that actually distorts truth. Examine the following historical evidence
carefully, and you will see that Catholicism has founded its primary doctrines upon
paganism.
“To Jesus and Paul, the doctrine of the Trinity was apparently never known. They say
nothing about it.”

Origin and Evolution of Religion, Yale University Professor, E.

Washburn Hopkins.
“The Platonic Trinity, itself is merely a rearrangement of older Trinities dating back to
earlier peoples…This Greek philosopher’s conception of the divine Trinity can be found
in all the ancient [Pagan] religions.” The Nouveau Dictionary, Vol. 2, page 1467.
“Exegetes and theologians today are in agreement that the Hebrew Bible does not
contain a doctrine of the Trinity…Further, Exegetes and theologians agree that the New
Testament also does not contain an explicit doctrine of the Trinity.” The Encyclopedia of
Religion, Vol. 15, 1987.
“…Yet, it is an undoubted fact that more or less all over the world, the deities [of the
Pagans] are in triads…Further, it is observed that, in some mystical way, the triad of three
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persons is one…The definition of Athanasius who lived in [Alexandria] Egypt, applied to
the Trinities of all heathen religions.” Egyptian Belief and Modern Thought, by James
Bonwick, page 396.
Page | 33

“Toward the end of the

16th

century, and during the

2nd,

many learned men

(Philosophers) came over both from Judaism and Paganism to [Catholic] Christianity.
These brought with them into the [Catholic] Christian Schools of Theology, their Platonic
ideas, and phraseology.” McClintock and Strong, Article “Trinity,” Vol. 10, page 553.

Many of the early so-called Catholic Church Fathers were thoroughly educated and
indoctrinated into Pagan Greek, Egyptian, Latin, and Persian philosophies from which
they borrowed such non-biblical concepts as Arian dualism, triadic pluralism, and the coexisting Logos.
“The term, ‘Trinity’ is not a Biblical term, and we are not using Biblical language when
we define what is expressed by it as the doctrine.” The International Standard Bible
Encyclopedia, article “Trinity,” page 3,012.
“The Trinity is a corruption borrowed from the heathen [Pagan] religions, and engrafted
on the Christian faith.” A Dictionary of Religious Knowledge, by Lyman Abbott, page 944.
“Many Babylonian ideas had long since influenced the West, particularly their
astrology. It became known also, that priests of Babylon knew the ‘one god,’ Ilu, primary
and unique, from whom springs all other gods. Ilu formed the Holy Trinity: Anu, the timegod, Nuah, intelligence, and Bel, the coordinator. This first Triad represents the genesis
of the material world which emanated from the divine being.” The History of Magic and
The Occult, Kurt Selligmann, 1997 Edition, page 61, Gnosticism.
“[Catholic/Orthodox] Christianity did not destroy Paganism; it adopted it. The Greek
mind, dying came to a transmigrated life in the theology of the [Catholic] Church, the
Greek language, having reigned for centuries over philosophy, became the vehicle of
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Christian literature and ritual; the Greek Mysteries passed down into the impressive
mystery of the Mass. Other Pagan cultures contributed to the syncretism result. From
Egypt came the ideas of a divine Trinity, from Egypt the adoration of the Mother and Child,
and the Mystic Theosophy that made Neoplatonism and Gnosticism, and obscured the Page | 34
Christian Creed; there too, Christian Monasticism would find its exemplars and its source.
From Phrygia came the worship of the Great Mother, and from Syria, the resurrection
drama of Adonis; (also called Adonai)…The Mithraic ritual so closely resembled the
Eucharistic sacrifice of the Mass that Christian fathers charged the Devil with inventing
these similarities to mislead frail minds. [Catholic Trinitarian] Christianity was the last
great creation of the ancient Pagan world.” The Story of Civilization: Part III Caesar and
Christ, A History of Roman Civilization and of Christianity from their beginnings to AD
325, Will Durant, 1944, page 595.

There was little or no integrity among the Catholic Church leaders, translators, scribes,
or theologians. The Catholic Church composed many forged apocryphal Scriptures. It is
shocking to learn that the Catholic Church wrote over 200 Gospels, Epistles, and other
apocryphal books. If all these “Gospels” were accepted, and everything the Catholic
Church calls “Scripture,” the Bible would have between 240 and 260 books instead of the
accepted 66 books. Many of these books contradict each other and teach false doctrine.
No

one

should

believe

they

are

all

inspired.

Let us thoroughly examine some actual historical events, evidence, and authentic
quotes that take the mask off of Trinitarian apostasy. The syncretistic mixing of the
heathen mystery religions with Christianity has caused much confusing false doctrines.
See the real spirit behind the Catholic Trinitarians and why there are so many spurious
apocryphal writings and interpolations such as Matthew 28:19 and 1 John 5:7.

Here are examples of some of these false apocryphal books and their teachings:
Hermas, an early Catholic Church “Father” wrote: “O Lord, I never spoke a true word
in my life, I have always affirmed a lie as truth to all men, and no man contradicted me;
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instead, they all gave credit to my works.” Visions of Hermas, Vol. 2, Chapter 3.
Gregory of Nazanzius, a 4th Century Catholic Church “Father” and Bishop of
Caesarea, wrote to Jerome: “A little jargon is all that is necessary to impose on the Page | 35
people. The less they comprehend, the more they admire.” Our forefathers and doctors
have often said, not what they thought, but what circumstances and necessity dictated.”
Hieron ad. Nep., quoted in Volney’s Ruins, p. 177, Boston 1872.
Augustine of Hippo, another famous Catholic Church theologian wrote, “It is lawful,
then to him (any member of the Catholic Clergy) that discusses, disputes and preaches
of things eternal, or to him that narrates of things temporal pertaining to religion or piety,
to conceal at fitting times whatever seems fit to be concealed.” Augustine, On Lying,
chapter 19.
Lactantius, a Catholic apologist of the 4th century wrote, “Among those who seek
power and gain from religion, there will never be wanting an inclination to forge and lie for
it.” Quoted by C. Middleton Misc. Works of Conyers Middletown, D.D., Vol. 3, page 51,
1752.
Satan is the father of all liars. Therefore, Satan is the real “God the Father” of the
Catholic Church. Read John 8:44 and 2 Corinthians 11:13-15. None of the Catholic
translators were born again, Spirit-filled, Biblical Christians. Too much faith is placed in
their apocryphal writings, creeds, interpolations and versions.

The Catholic Church had no problem in writing many forgeries and even altering some
of the real Scriptures to better suit them.
Eusebius’ Ecclesiastical History 3.25.1-7. Even the great Catholic Church historian,
Eusebius, confesses to the fact that the Catholic Church wrote many spurious false
Scriptures. “Among the spurious books must be reckoned also the Acts of Paul, and the
Shepherd, (of Hermas) as it is called, and the Apocalypse of Peter; and in addition to
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these, the extant Epistle of Barnabus, and the Teaching of Apostles (or the Didache)…”

The Didache is the early Catholic Church manual that teaches Trinitarian baptism.
According to Eusebius it is a complete fraud.
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Historical evidence of alterations at the command of the Roman Catholic Emperor
Anastasius in 506 A.D. That evidence has been reported by Victor of Tunis in Africa:
“Messala V. C. Consule, Constantinopili, jubente Anastasio Imperatore, sancta evangelia,
tanquam ab idiotis evangelistis composita, reprehenduntur et emendantur.”
Translation: “The Illustrious Messala, by the command of the Emperor Anastasius,
the Holy Gospels, as having been written by idiot evangelists, are hereby censured and
corrected.”

The Catholic Church also was very anti-Semitic and saw the original

Scriptures as being written by idiot monotheistic Hebrew evangelists. This is why they
concocted their own altered polytheistic Trinitarian versions.
Eusebius also admits in his book: “that which is called [Catholic] Christian religion is
neither new nor strange, but, if it be lawful to testify the truth was known to the ancients.”
Hist. Eccl. lib. 2, ch. v.

Ammonius Saccus, a Greek philosopher, founder of the Neoplatonic school, taught
that “[Catholic] Christianity and Paganism when rightly understood, differ in no essential
points, but had a common origin, and are really one and the same religion.” Taylor,
Diegesis, p. 329.
Isaac de Casaubon, one of the greatest ecclesiastical scholars, says: “It mightily
affects me to see how many there were in the earliest times of the [Catholic] Church, who
considered it as a capital exploit to lend to heavenly truth the help of their own inventions,
in order that the new doctrine might be more readily received by the wise among the
Gentiles. These officious lies, they were wont to say, were devised for a good end.”
Taylor, Diegesis, p. 44.
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Faustus, writing to Augustine, says: “You have substituted your agape for the
sacrifices of the Pagans; for their idols your martyrs, whom you serve with the very same
honors. You appease the shades of the dead with wine and feasts; you celebrate the Page | 37
solemn festivals of the Gentiles, their calendars, and their solstices; and as to their
manners, those you have retained without any alteration. Nothing distinguishes you from
the Pagans, except that you hold your assemblies apart from them.” Draper, Science
and Religion, p. 48. New York: 1876.

Mr. Turretin, in describing the state of [Catholic] Christianity in the fourth century, says
“that it was not so much the empire that was brought over to the faith, as the faith that
was brought over to the empire; not the Pagans who were converted to Christianity, but
[Catholic] Christianity that was converted to Paganism.” Taylor, Diegesis, p. 50.
Edward Gibbon says: “It must be confessed that the ministers of the Catholic Church
imitated the profane [Pagan] model which they were impatient to destroy. The most
respectable bishops had persuaded themselves that the ignorant rustics would more
cheerfully renounce the superstitions of Paganism if they found some resemblance, some
compensation, in the bosom of [Catholic] Christianity.

The religion of Constantine

achieved in less than a century the final conquest of the Roman empire, but the victors
themselves were insensibly subdued by the arts of their vanquished rivals.” Gibbon,
Rome, vol. iii. p. 163.
Edward Gibbon, History of Christianity, p. 598 (1883), “Orthodox theologians were
tempted, by the assurance of impunity, to compose fictions, which must be stigmatized
with the epithets of fraud and forgery. They ascribed their own polemical works to the
most venerable names of Christian antiquity.”

Emperor Hadrian, The early Catholic Christians were charged with being a sect of sunworshippers (Bonwick, Egyptian Belief, p. 283). The Emperor Hadrian could see no
difference between them and the followers of the ancient Egyptian god Serapis, who was
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the Sun. In a letter to the Consul Servianus, the Emperor says: “There are there [in Egypt]
Christians [Catholics] who worship Serapis and devoted to Serapis are those who call
themselves ‘Bishops of Christ.’ ” Giles, Hebrew and Christian Records, vol. ii. p. 86.
London: 1877.
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Augustine of Hippo told the following as truth: “I was already bishop of Hippo when I
went into Ethiopia with some servants of Christ to preach the Gospel. In this country we
saw many men and women without heads, who had two great eyes in their breasts; and
in countries farther south, we saw people who had but one eye in their foreheads.”
Augustine, Sermon 37.

Keep in mind that the Sun also symbolized the Pagan Triad or Trinity.

Constantine giving idol to priests
Celsus, the Epicurean philosopher, wrote that “the [Catholic] Christian religion
contains nothing but what Christians [Catholics] hold in common with heathen; nothing
new.” Justin, Apol. 2.

Cardinal Newman, in his book, The Development of Christian Religion, admits
“Temples, incense, oil lamps, votive offerings, holy water, church holidays and season of
devotions, processions, blessing of fields, sacerdotal vestments, the tonsure (of priests,
monks, and nuns), images…are all of pagan origin…” Page 359.

The Catholic Pagan Emperor, Constantine was no true Christian. Not only did he have
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the lying spirit of his imperial Catholic Church, but also, he was a cold-blooded murderer.
He had his own wife, Fausta and son, Crispus killed. While he gave freedom to those
that would convert to his Trinitarian Catholic Church, he butchered many Arian and true
one-God, Jesus Name Christians.

Although he claimed conversion to Christ, he Page | 39
continued to worship the Pagan Sun god until his death. This is the same Pagan
idolatrous murderer who presided over the Council of Nicene and made the Pagan Triad
the official doctrine of the Catholic Church. Anyone denying the Trinity doctrine or who
refused to be baptized in the Trinity titles was condemned to death.
The picture above is of Emperor Constantine giving a golden idol of the Pagan “Queen
of Heaven” [Pagan names for her: Ishtar, Isis, Semiramis, and Venus, member of the
Pagan Triad] to his Catholic priests to worship. The priests called her “Mary.” One must
choose between the false gods of Paganistic Catholicism or the One and only True God.
We cannot serve the idolatrous Mother goddess or the gods of the Pagan Trinity and be
authentic Biblical believers.

The Church of Our Fathers by R. H. Bainton 1950, Chapter Four, Rome Takes the
Cross-The Nicene Council. “The day was to come when the Nicene party won out
completely and the emperors, who wished to prevent any more such quarrels, decreed
that one who denied the Trinity should be put to death. This law was later to be used
against the Unitarians [One God believers]. At that earlier time, however, the Bishops
were horrified that truth should be defended by the shedding of blood.” It did not take the
Catholic Bishops long to get rid of their horror of killing all non-Trinitarian Catholics. Lies,
forgery, interpolations, and murder became commonplace in the Catholic Church’s
theology and practice. Yet, these are the same people that have given us our translation
of the Bible.
The Church of Our Fathers also tells us on page 63: “The other great achievement of
the Emperor Justinian was the gathering up and sorting out all of the laws of the Roman
Empire into one system called The Code of Justinian. Parts of this law had to do with the
Christian religion and the [Catholic] Church. The Code says that any who refuse to
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believe in the Trinity and any who repeat baptism shall be put to death.” Anyone that was
re-baptized in the Name of Jesus like the early original Church baptized its converts would
be killed if caught. Anyone who refused to believe in and worship the three Divine
Persons (gods) of the Trinity would also be murdered.

These same discriminative Page | 40
intolerant hate laws will be used again against all non-Catholics.”

These individuals who were so full of lies, hate and intolerance are the very ones that
have woven the illusion of a Trinity into our Bibles. Very few know this or are willing to
talk about these shocking historical facts.

Many assume the Bible translations of today fell straight from God out of Heaven to
humanity. Viewing every single word or verse in the Catholic versions as coming straight
from the mouth of God could have very serious ramifications and spiritual consequences.
Many words are attributed to God (i.e. Gen. 1:26 “let us”), and also Matthew (i.e.
Matthew 28:19), and other Apostles (i.e. 1 John 5:7) that are not in the original texts.
Society has been duped into believing in false Roman Catholic doctrines such as the
Trinity and customs as “Easter.” In Acts 12:4 (KJV), the Scripture should be properly
translated as “Passover.” Many people think if the Scripture says, “Easter,” that settles
it! However, one must study the history of the Bible thoroughly and use Textual Criticism
to see if God really did say it or if a Catholic scribe made it up and placed it in the text.
Sometimes Catholic theologians and other scholars will even confess to the historical fact
that some of the Scriptures were changed or altered by their Catholic Trinitarian
forefathers.

Joseph Ratzinger makes this confession as to the origin of the chief Trinity text
Matthew 28:19. “The basic form of our (Matthew 28:19 Trinitarian) profession of faith took
shape during the course of the second and third centuries in connection with the
ceremony of baptism. So far as its place of origin is concerned, the text (Matthew 28:19)
came from the city of Rome.” The Trinity text Matthew 28:19; therefore, did not originate
from the original Church that started in Jerusalem around AD 33. It was a later invention
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of Catholicism completely fabricated between 100 to 267 years later.
The Catholic Encyclopedia II, page 263, states: “The baptismal formula (Matthew
28:19) was changed from the Name Jesus Christ to the words Father, Son, and Holy Page | 41
Ghost by the Catholic Church in the second century.”
In the Bible Commentary, page 723, Dr. Pike informs us of the historical fact: “The
command to baptize into the threefold name is a late doctrinal expansion. Instead of the
words baptizing them in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost,
we should probably read simply “into my Name.” That Name is Jesus/Yeshua. See Acts
2:38.
Hastings Encyclopedia of Religion, Vol. II, pages 377-389 tells the truth: “The Christian
baptism was administered using the Name of Jesus. The Trinitarian formula of any sort
was not suggested in early Church History. Baptism was always in the Name of the Lord
Jesus, until the time of (the Catholic) Justin Martyr, when the Trinity formula was used.”
The International Standard Bible Encyclopedia, Vol. 4, under “Baptism,” states:
“Matthew 28:19, in particular, only canonizes a later ecclesiastical situation, that its
universalism is contrary to the facts of early Christian history, and its Trinitarian formula
is foreign to the mouth of Jesus.”
The New Revised Standard Version states this about Matthew 28:19: “Modern critics
claim this formula is falsely ascribed to Jesus and that it represents later (Catholic)
tradition, for nowhere in the Book of Acts [or the rest of the Bible] is baptism performed
with the name of the Trinity…”
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Eusebius in his writings, The Demonstratio Evangelica, or The Proof of the Gospel,
quotes the original wording of Matthew 28:19. Eusebius had a copy of the original book
of Matthew in his massive library at Caesarea. The Catholic Church had not altered the
book of Matthew. The wording of the ancient original text of Matthew 28:19 is as follows: Page | 42
“Go, and make disciples of all nations in My Name, teaching them
to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you”
That “Name” is Jesus. See Acts 2:38, Luke 24:47, Acts 4:8-12 and
1 Corinthians 6:11. “The proof of the Gospel” see page 152.
Before Emperor Anastasius’ alterations, in 325 AD, Emperor Constantine also had
some of the Scriptures changed and translated into Catholic Greek. He ordered that fifty
official Trinitarian Catholic Bibles be made. However, the majority of the damage done
to the Scriptures was by earlier Catholic translators like Aquila, Theodotion, Symmachus,
Origen, Lucian, Hesychius, and Tatian. Later, Bible translations and versions come from
these bias and corrupt Trinitarian Catholic translations. Jerome later did no better with
his corrupt Latin Vulgate.

Athanasius, the Catholic Bishop of Alexandria, in his Festal letter of AD 307, was the
first to list the 27 books of the New Testament. The Muratorian Canon of 200 AD, lists
approximately 22 books. Marcion, in 150 AD, had only 13 books in his first compilation
of the New Testament. The Catholic Church played a major role in giving us our current
Bible versions.

Restoration of pure text is the key when working with the original. I am not in a process
of destroying the Scriptures, but restoring them to the original meaning. My mission is
exposing those that have changed the Scriptures and duped the world into believing the
false Trinitarian creeds and interpolations.

On this page, written in Greek, is one of the Egyptian Gnostic Nag Hammadi Codices
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“The Secret Book of John.”

This is an example of one of many apocryphal false

Scriptures. The Catholic and Gnostic movements were influenced greatly by Greek
Hellenism as well as other pagan idolatry and philosophies. Different apostate groups
were anti-Semitic and could never fully understand or accept pure Biblical Monotheism or Page | 43
the Jewish Name of Yeshua/Jesus in baptism. Therefore, some changes were made to
the Scriptures and many false Scriptures were written to support polytheistic apostate
doctrines.

ARCHAEOLOGY
Archaeology is a very useful tool in Biblical studies. The evidence of archaeological
finds and written documents opens up our understanding of the world of the Bible. On
page 26, we see an actual image of the Egyptian goddess, Isis holding her “Son of God,”
Horus. He was known in Babylon as Tammuz. At right on the same page we see the
same goddess, as Mary, who is still worshiped today. Not only did Catholicism receive
its Trinity doctrine from pagan Egypt, but also its worship of the great Pagan Mother
Goddess. Isis is now called, “Mary,” but in reality, this is the same idolatry continuing
under a “Christian” name. The cult of Isis was very popular in Rome and all the Roman
Empire. Throughout the Mediterranean and Mesopotamian world, great temples were
built to this goddess. Her Babylonian name was Ishtar.
A version of this goddess was also known as Diana “whom all Asia and the world
worshippeth.” Acts 19:23-41, tells us of the great popularity of this goddess. She had
many other names as well. It is easy to see through history and archaeology how she
became the very venerated “Queen of Heaven” of modern Catholicism. (Read Jeremiah
7:17-19 and 44:15-28). Israel worshipped this same Egyptian Isis “Mother of God” or
“Queen of Heaven” and the wrath of God came against them. “Pathros,” Egypt in
Jeremiah 44:15, is where one of the great temples of Isis stood. . . and still exists today.

Studying archaeology, Biblical customs and history will help a person to have a greater
understanding of Biblical Texts and doctrines. They will be able to also see if a teaching
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is truly of God or from Paganism. One should read books about Biblical archaeology;
Biblical Archaeology Review is a good magazine to read. Apostolic’s should pursue this
fascinating field of study.
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Ancient scroll of Isaiah

PAGAN ORIGIN OF THE SECOND
PERSON OR LOGOS

Egyptian Queen of Heaven

Catholic Queen of Heaven

John 1:1, “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word
was God.” This is Hellenistic Pagan Greek Logos/Word doctrine of a god (Son/Word) coexisting from the beginning with (the Father) God. Polytheistic Pagan philosophy is not
what we should base our belief system or theology upon. Read Colossians 2:8-9.
Logos, Encyclopedia Britannica 1999: Logos (Greek: “word,” “reason,” or “plan”),
plural LOGOI, in (Pagan) Greek philosophy. The Logos divine reason implicit in the
cosmos, ordering it and giving it form and meaning. Though the concept defined by the
term, logos is found in (Pagan) Greek, Indian, Egyptian, and Persian philosophical and
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theological systems. It became particularly significant in [Catholic] Christian writings and
doctrines to define the role of Jesus Christ as the principle of God. Logos was active
[according to the Catholic system] in creation and continuous structuring of the cosmos
and revealing the divine plan of salvation to man. It this underlies the basic [Catholic] Page | 45
Christian doctrine of the pre-existence of Jesus. [Or a God the Father co-existing with a
distinct God the Son or the “Logos” throughout eternity].

This type of thinking came from ancient Paganism, not the original inspired Scriptures.
How could the visible body of God or “Son of God” pre-exist with a God the Father when
this manifestation of the one and only God did not exist until Bethlehem? Did Jesus preexist with a Father? It is much easier to believe in the Biblical truth that there is only one
eternal God that has existed from “Everlasting to Everlasting.” (See Gen. 21:33, Deut.
33:27, Psa. 41:13, Psa. 90:2, Psa. 106:48, Psa. 145:13, Isa. 9:6, Isa. 40:28, Isa. 43:1011, John 8:58, 1 Tim. 3:16, Rev. 1:8, Rev. 4:2, 8). This sounds very much like Mormonism
or Paganism if one of the gods, “Elohim” came down and was born of the Virgin Mary.
After His resurrection He went back to join the great council of the gods in the Pantheon.
However, Gen. 3:15, Gen. 22:7-8, Isa. 7:14, Isa. 9:6, Isa. 43:10-11, Isa. 46:9, 2 Sam.
7:22, 1 Kings 8:60, Jer. 10:6, Zech. 12:10, Zech. 14:9, Matt. 1:23, Acts 20:28, Eph. 4:46, and 1 Tim. 3:16 tells a very different true story.
“The doctrine of the Logos and the Trinity received their shape from Greek Fathers,
who were much influenced, directly or indirectly, by the Pagan platonic philosophy…That
errors and corruptions crept into the Church from this Pagan source cannot be denied.”
PAGAN, The New Schaff-Herzog Ency. Of Religious Knowledge, edited by Samuel
Macauley Jackson, 1957, Vol. IX, Page 91.
“The identification of Jesus with the Logos, is implied in various places in the New
Testament, but stated specifically in the Fourth Gospel. This interpolation was inserted
into the Bible by Origen, Philo and the Pagan/Catholic Hellenistic School of Alexandria.
It was further developed in the early Catholic Church, but more on the basis of Pagan
Greek philosophical ideas than on Old Testament motifs. This development was dictated
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by attempts made by early Catholic Christian theologians and apologists to express the
[Cath.] Christian faith in terms that would be intelligible and more acceptable to the Pagan
Hellenistic world. This would impress their hearers with the view that Catholic Christianity
was superior to all that was best in Pagan Philosophy.”
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The Pagan Greeks received the Logos and Triad doctrine from the earlier Pagan
Egyptian civilization. The great Pagan School Library of Alexandria, Egypt, warped the
minds of many people. The heathen doctrine that started there is still polluting modern
religion. To this very day, many Christians think that the Trinity and the Logos doctrines
are Biblical and inspired by God, thanks to Catholic translations and the polytheistic
interpolations.
“All this was interwoven with the doctrine of the Logos, the Word of God, expounded
so admirably by Philo [a Jewish Pagan] and known to all Christians from the opening
words of the Gospel of John. The whole tradition of the divine Word [Logos/Word/Son of
God] is derived from the Mysteries of Egypt.”

Ancient Mystic Rites, page 76, C.W.

Leadbeater.

The Pagan, Heraclitus of Ephesus used the word, Logos around 500 BC, to describe
his Pagan concept of the regularity with which the universe seemed to operate. The
universe was a divine machine and Heraclitus credited the Logos (literally the reason or
intellect) as the ultimate rationale that secretly operated the universe.

The Logos was often ill-defined and mystical but was responsible for keeping the ratio
of all things in proportion, much like the balance of the Eastern Yin (dark) and Yang (light).
Not unlike the dark side and light side of the “Force” in the fictional Star Wars theology.
The “Logos” doctrine and terminology is a very pure form of the Pagan Mystery religious
Theology or Witchcraft.
The Story of Civilization: Part II, “The Life of Greece,” Will Durant, 1939, Our Greek
Heritage, page 668. “Our schools and universities, our gymnasiums and stadiums, our
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athletics and Olympic games, trace their lineage to Greece. The theory of eugenic
mating, the conception of self-containment and self-control, the cult health and natural
living, the Pagan ideal of a shameless enjoyment of every sense, [hedonism/orgies] found
their historic formulations in Greece. [Catholic] Christian theology and practice (the very Page | 47
words are Greek) stem in large part from Mystery religions of Greece and Egypt, from
Eleusinian, Orphic, and Osirian rites; from Greek doctrines of the divine son dying for
mankind and rising from the dead; [one King-Father god sending another son god to the
earth like in Trinitarian theology] from Greek rituals of religious procession, ceremonial
purification, holy sacrifice, [also the confessional, priesthood and Mass], and the common
meal; from Greek ideals of hell, [Hades] demons, purgatory, indulgences, and heaven;
and from Stoic and Neo-Platonic theories of the Logos, creation, and the final
conflagration of the world.”
The cult of Hermes made use of this “Logos/Son of God” to describe their Hermetic
corpus written about in the Poimandres. “The (Poimandres) writer fell into a deep heavy
(demonic) trance, in which appeared to him a being (a devil or fallen unclean evil angel),
who introduced himself as Poimandres “Shepherd of Men,” “the Mind Authority.” Some
cultic mystics call it the guiding “Eye” or intellect, which is often symbolically found within
a triangle. Poimandres then shows the mystic a vision, in which he sees a great light and
darkness, respectively reality and matter. From the light comes “a Holy Logos,” the
“Shining Son of God,” who proceeds from Mind itself…”

Read the warning found in 2 Corinthians 11:13-15.

Plato and other Pagan

Philosophers promoted these polytheistic Logos, Triad, and Son of God doctrines. Later,
the so-called Catholic Church Fathers promote this as a “Christian” doctrine and changed
some of the Scriptures. They injected this polytheistic doctrine into their Catholic Greek
and Latin texts. It is time to leave Pagan and Catholic concepts and get back to Biblical
One God doctrine.

Pantaenus, Clement, Origen, and Philo of Alexandria, Egypt, were all steeped in the
Pagan Platonic Greek philosophy and drew from it the metaphysical groundwork of their
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Catholic Christian theology. Many base their doctrine upon the teachings of these types
of un-repentant, Biblically non-converted, Pagan, high-minded individuals. These men
were used by Satan to literally deceive the majority of humanity. Satan could not destroy
the Church, so, he invented his own church with many false Pagan doctrines and false Page | 48
Scriptures to lead souls astray.

Philo and Origen of Alexandria, Egypt, helped to introduce the concept of the Logos
as an allegorical force of EHYEH into Roman Catholicism. Philo was a Jew of dispersion
and observed the mitzvoth. Like many of cosmopolitan Alexandrians of the time, he also
worshipped the Greek gods and was heavily influenced by Hellenism. Philo was an
idolater and polytheist Pagan. His theories cannot be valid Biblical doctrine.
The same is true for Origen who was also a Pagan. His name means, “Son of Horus.”
He was named after one of the Pagan gods of Egypt’s Trinity. That Triad was made up
of Osiris, Isis and their “Son of God,” Horus.

Both Philo and Origen’s co-existing

“Word/Logos” theory was extremely popular among Hellenized Jews and Gentiles alike.
They successfully used Pagan philosophy in dividing God into multiple persons.
Somehow, these gods were “one,” or at least united in one Pantheon. Along with the help
of others such as Tertullian, Theophilus of Antioch, Augustine, Cyprian, Irenaeus, and
Justin Martyr, we have the establishment of the false so-called “Catholic Christian” Trinity
doctrine. Not one of these men were real Biblically born again Christians. Demonic
spirits, Pagan customs, and philosophical doctrines literally bound these men. Not one
of them was truly repented, baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ, nor had the baptism of
the Holy Ghost.

Yet, many ministers quote the teachings of these men without

questioning their authenticity. They accept it and teach it as pure Gospel truth. With
these facts in mind, how can we trust the Roman Catholic polytheistic interpolations such
as the mystical Triad and Logos doctrines?

The Pagan worshippers of the Roman Empire eagerly accepted the worship of the
gods of the Trinity. After all, Paganism produced the Logos and Triad doctrine originally.
The Roman Catholic Cult grew in popularity.

Emperor Constantine made Roman
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Catholicism the official religion of the Roman Empire. Only altered Greek and Latin
biased Catholic Trinitarian Bibles were legal. However, even Catholic Trinitarian versions
were kept from the public. If a person
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was caught with, or was seen reading a Bible, they were put to death.

Many of the original inspired Monotheist Jesus Name Scriptures were confiscated and
burned. What survived, probably was destroyed by the ravages of time. It is possible that
the Vatican may have some very old copies of the original scrolls hidden and heavily
guarded. We must keep in mind that the Scriptures we have today are Roman Catholic
versions. All Catholic and Hellenistic interpolations must be filtered in order to have a
pure and early Apostolic text. Even the King James Version is based upon earlier corrupt
bias Trinitarian Catholic Greek and Latin versions.

PERPLEXING PARENTHESES
Any serious Bible student will notice the multitude of parentheses in Biblical texts.
What do they mean, especially since there was no form of punctuation in the original
inspired writings? The very definition of “parenthesize” is to: “1. a) to insert (a word,
phrase, etc.)” see Webster’s New World Dictionary, 1968, page 1063.

This term

“parenthesize” also means the placing of one’s own opinion or comment in a sentence.

Therefore, when one finds parentheses in the Bible, it is clear that this is an addition
to the Scriptures.

The

Catholic

priest

own

opinion to the Scriptures. You get

the opinion of a Catholic

theologian who is being honest

enough to put parentheses

around his comments to show

what he writes is not really

a part of the original text of

Scripture.

interpolations were noted this way,

added

his

If only all the

scribe,

it would be easy to see

where

the

changed and added verses.

Apparently,

translator,

Catholic

or

Church

Deuteronomy

4:2,
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Proverbs 30:5-6, Galatians 1:8-9, Acts 2:38 and 42, and Revelations 22:18-19 had no
effect on the early Catholic Church clergymen at all. It would appear they wanted a new
Catholic

Trinitarian

version

of

the

Bible.
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ERASMUS TRANSLATING

Let us consider one example of a parenthesis of a biased triune addition to the
Scriptures. John 1:14, “And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us, (and we
beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father), full of grace and
truth.”

The addition to John 1:14, changes the meaning of the original text. First, we need to
remove the Pagan term, Word or Logos from this text. Then, put back the singular term
Deity/God or His name. We then delete all that has been added in the Trinitarian Catholic
commentary between the parentheses.

The remains are a very different verse of

Scripture that is no longer Trinitarian in context or speaks of a second divine person or
“God the Son.”

This is probably how John 1:14 should read in its original form when all additions are
removed:
“And/even the God was made flesh and dwelt among us full of grace and truth.” Now
compare this statement to Rev. 1:8, 1 Tim. 3:16, 2 Cor. 5:19, Rom. 9:5, Matt. 1:23, John
10:30-33, John 14:6-9, Zech. 14:9, Ex. 20:3, Hosea 13:4, Deut. 6:4, Deut. 4:35, James
2:19, Acts 9:5, Col. 1:15, and Col. 2:8-9.

What a difference! Now we have a purely monotheistic verse of Scripture! The one
and only God (Isa. 43:10-11) Himself was made flesh and came to earth in a human body!
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When this text is restored, it no longer shows a “God the Father,” first Person in a Trinity,
sending His Logos, a distinct, co-existing, second divine Person, or “God the Son,” “the
only begotten,” into the world. This shows the need for restoration and advanced study of
Holy Scripture.
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Origin and History of the Books of the Bible, Professor C. E. Stowe, 1868, pages 7879. “These all give substantially the same text that we now have. There are diversities
among them, and divergences from our common text; and these are to be frankly
acknowledged and their real importance fully indicated, without any attempt at
concealment or palliation or apology. No ancient Greek manuscript hitherto discovered
contains 1 John 5:7, There are three that bear record in heaven, etc.; in our common text
the verse John 1:18, reads, The only begotten Son who is in the bosom of the Father, he
hath declared him, but the old Greek manuscripts read, The only begotten God who is
in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared him;” in Colossians 2:2, our common text
reads, “To the acknowledgment of the mystery of God, and of the Father, and of Christ,”
but the old Greek manuscripts read, To the acknowledgment of the mystery of the God
Christ; and so there are other diversities between the old text and the present one.”
The original “The God Christ” is a very different meaning from the Catholic Trinitarian
texts in the later Greek manuscripts. In the later Catholic Greek, one might think there is
a God and a “God the Father,” a “God the Son” and a “God the Holy Ghost.” This would
make four gods in the Godhead. However, the old Greek informs us that Jesus is the
one true God. So much false doctrine and misinformation are caused by a lack of
understanding of Textual Criticism and advanced study.

The mixing of different belief systems together such as Christianity, Judaism, Iranian
Zoroastrianism, Hellenism, Gnosticism, Hinduism and many other elements of ancient
Pagan Mystery Religions, has produced a very strange New Age-like universal hybrid
philosophy. A philosophy that holds everyone to be a part of a mystical ecumenical
“Brotherhood.” Everyone, that is, except those who will only adhere to the Biblical
“Apostles’ Doctrine.” The interpolations and philosophies of men have caused much
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deception and confusion. However, not all roads lead to Heaven!

The following quote is needed to help the student understand the ultimate goal of all
false Scriptures, interpolations, religions and the spirit behind them. It becomes apparent Page | 52
why some Biblical texts have been altered and why all the syncretism has taken place for
over two thousand years. The vision of the Pagan philosophers and mystics is not that
far away. The vision of a one world pluralistic universal religious system of the anti-Christ
is shown in Scripture. Please read Revelations 13:3-8, 2 Thessalonians 2:1-4; 9-12, and
John 5:43. Many things that have happened did not come to pass by chance. Many
people have worked for centuries to fulfill Biblical prophecy.

The Louisiana Monitor, authorized by the Grand Lodge of the State of Louisiana F. &
A. M., 1949, page 99. “It makes no profession of Christianity, and wars not against
sectarian creeds or doctrines, but looks forward to the time when the labor of our ancient
brethren shall be symbolized by the erection of a spiritual temple whose moral grandeur
shall be commensurate with civilization; “A Temple in which there shall be but one altar
and but one worship; one common altar of Masonry, on which the Veda, Sutra, ZendAvesta, Koran, and Holy Bible shall lie untouched by sacrilegious hands, and at whose
shrine the Hindu, the Persian, the Assyrian, the Chaldean, the Egyptian, the Chinese, the
Mohammedan, the Jew, and the Christian may kneel and with one united voice celebrate
the praises of the Supreme Architect of the Universe.”

The spirit of this age is to forget all doctrinal differences and let all people come
together into one mega apostate brotherhood. After all, they say, we are all going to the
same place and we all serve the same Deity(s). The Ecumenical movement is growing
stronger by the day and is said to be the body of Christ. It does not matter what Bible or
Scriptures you obey. It is said that all the worlds’ religious writings are inspired by Deity
(or deities). We are all Brothers and Sisters and are a part of the Divine family. This type
of propaganda is inspired by Hell! False Scriptures are all inspired by Satan. The one
true God has one set of writings which He inspired.
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Today, anyone that will contend for Acts 2:38 Gospel, teach separation from the world
and Biblical holiness, is seen by the majority of people as having a bad and negative
spirit. In reality, those who compromise Acts 2:38, one God and holiness, Truth and
embrace Ecumenicalism are inspired by the wrong spirit. We are about to see a repeat Page | 53
of Genesis 11:1-6.

Contradictions are found in the modern Catholic versions. Another example can be
found in Mark 6:8 and Matthew 10:9-10. In Mark 6:8, Jesus told His disciples to take
nothing but a “staff” with them. However, in Matthew 10:9-10, Jesus is quoted as having
told His disciples to take no “staff.” Both texts cannot be right. Textual Criticism helps
detect which text is right. Matthew has many interpolations and errors, such as Matthew
28:19. Scholars now believe the book of Mark is actually older than the book of Matthew.
Many believe that Mark was based upon an earlier copy of the original Gospel called “Q”
or the source. With this in mind, Mark 6:8 probably has the proper wording.

In John 7:8, Jesus originally told His brethren that He would not go to the feast.
Scribes later added “yet” to the text. It is apparent that Jesus knew it was not time for
Him to go the feast, even though His brethren attended. Jesus did not choose to go at
that time.
Luke 23:32 should be more accurately translated “And also two others, criminals, were
led away to be put to death, with Him.”

There are four groups of Scripture texts: the Alexandrian Text, the Byzantine Text,
the Western (Latin) Text, and the Caesarean Text. Most of the Codex’s scrolls and
fragments can be placed in one of these groups. Keep in mind that all of these are
Catholic versions of the Scripture. Perhaps one day, archeologists will find a new version
that is not heavily influenced by Hellenistic, Gnostic and Catholic theologies.

It is a historical fact that the Trinitarian and Arian Catholic/Orthodox scribes altered the
Scripture.

This crime against the true Church was perpetrated to trick society into
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becoming Catholic and to convert the public to Pagan Trinitarianism.
The Interpreter’s Dictionary of the Bible, edited by George Buttrick, Vol. 4, 1962, pages
594-595, informs us of historical facts: “Many thousands of the variants which are found Page | 54
in the [Catholic Greek] MSS of the New Testament were put there deliberately. They are
not merely the result of error or of careless handling of the text. Many were created for
theological or dogmatic reasons. It is because the books of the New Testament are
religious books, Sacred books, canonical books, that were changed to conform to what
[Catholic Trinitarian] copyists believed to be the true reading. This is precisely the attitude
toward the New Testament which prevailed from the earliest times [ca. 120/150 AD] to
the Renaissance, the Reformation, and the invention of printing.”
Eusebius records in his, The History of the Church, 4.29.6. The following: “It is said
that he (Tatian) was bold enough to alter some of the Apostle’s expressions as though
trying to rectify their phraseology.”

The main types of interpolation in our versions today are in support of the Trinity
doctrine. Dr. F. Scrivener states in his book, A Plain Introduction to the Criticism of the
New Testament, page 654: “We need not hesitate to declare our conviction that the
disputed words [1 John 5:7] were not written by St. John: that they were originally brought
into the Latin copies in Africa [Alexandria, Egypt] from the margin, were they had been
placed as a pious and [Trinitarian] Orthodox gloss on verse 8: that from the Latin they
crept into two or three late Greek codices, and thence, into the printed Greek text, a place
to which they had no rightful claim.”

As already shown, Matthew 28:19 is another primary Catholic Trinity Orthodox forgery.
Matthew, a Spirit-filled monotheist Hebrew would have never written such a polytheistic
three divine Person fourth-century Trinitarian baptism credo. A credo that clashes with
the great Hebrew Shema of Deuteronomy 6:4 and the monotheistic teaching of Zechariah
14:9. Consider the facts that this verse is never repeated again in the Scriptures. Also,
Matthew stood with Peter later on the day of Pentecost in Acts 2:38, and in effect supports
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and did not disagree with Peter’s Jesus Name message. This tells us that he believed
the same Acts 2:38 One God, Jesus Name Gospel that Peter proclaimed. Luke also tells
us that the original Apostles believed in and preached a Jesus’ Name Gospel. “And that
repentance and remission of sins should be preached in His Name (Jesus) among all Page | 55
nations, beginning at Jerusalem.” (Luke 24:47) The Apostle Paul also confirms a Jesus
Name, not a Trinity Gospel. He baptized converts in the Name of Jesus. (See 1
Corinthians 6:11, Romans 6:3-4, Colossians 2:8-12, Acts 9:5, Acts 22:16, Acts 19:1-7).
Even more, the Catholic Church openly confesses to changing the baptismal formula and
altering this text. The change was from “In My Name (Jesus)” to the spurious triadic
Trinitarian titles of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost.

Jesus would not contradict Himself and have told Matthew one Trinitarian Gospel in
Matthew 28:19, and all the other Apostles including Paul another Jesus Name Gospel,
see Acts 2:38, Acts 4:8-12, Romans 6:3 and 1 Corinthians 6:11. The early original Church
and Apostles put their necks literally on the line for the Name of Jesus not later Catholic
Trinity titles or fourth-century Trinitarian doctrine. Acts 15:26 records: “Men that have
hazarded their lives for the Name of our Lord Jesus Christ.” Read also Acts 4:17-19 and
Acts 5:27-29. Furthermore, the evidence of the practice of the early Church in the book
of Acts shows that they baptized in the Name Jesus and not in the Trinitarian titles. If
Matthew and the other Apostles had actually received the Trinitarian command given in
what we read as Matthew 28:19 by Jesus and understood it as Trinitarians do today, they
would have obeyed it. It would have been recorded Scripture if converts were literally
baptized in the titles “of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” However, the
testimony of Scripture records the Apostles baptized repented converts in the Name of
JESUS.
As to Matthew 28:19, The Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics says: “It is the central
piece of evidence for the traditional (Trinitarian) view. If it were undisputed, this would, of
course, be decisive, but its trustworthiness is impugned on grounds of Textual Criticism,
Literary Criticism, and Historical Criticism. The same Encyclopedia further states that:
“The obvious explanation of the silence of the New Testament on the triune name, and
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the use of another (JESUS NAME) formula in Acts and Paul, is that this other formula
was the earlier, and the triune formula is a later addition.”
Edmund Schlink, The Doctrine of Baptism, page 28: “The baptismal command in its Page | 56
Matthew 28:19 form cannot be the historical origin of Christian baptism. At the very least,
it must be assumed that the text has been transmitted in a form expanded by the
[Catholic] Church.”
The Tyndale New Testament Commentaries, I, 275: “It is often affirmed that the words
“in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost” are not the ipsissima
verba [exact words] of Jesus, but a later liturgical addition.”
Wilhelm Bousset, Kyrios Christianity, page 295:

“The testimony for the wide

distribution of the simple baptismal formula [in the Name of Jesus] down into the second
century is so overwhelming that even in Matthew 28:19, the Trinitarian formula was
later inserted.”

* CATHOLICS ADMIT CHANGING SCRIPTURES *
The Catholic Encyclopedia, II, page 263: “The baptismal formula was changed
from the Name of Jesus Christ to the words Father, Son, and Holy Spirit by the Catholic
Church in the second century.”
Hastings Dictionary of the Bible 1963, page 1015: “The Trinity…is not demonstrable
by logic or by Scriptural proofs…The term, Trias was first used by Theophilus of Antioch
(ca. AD 180)…(The term Trinity) not found in Scripture…” “The chief Trinitarian text in
the NT is the baptismal formula in Matt. 28:19...This late post-resurrection saying, not
found in any other Gospel or anywhere else in the NT, has been viewed by some scholars
as an interpolation into Matthew. It has also been pointed out that the idea of making
disciples is continued in teaching them, so that the intervening reference to baptism with
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its Trinitarian formula was perhaps, a
later insertion into the saying. Finally, Eusebius’s form of the (ancient) text (“in my name”
rather than in the name of the Trinity) has had certain advocates. (Although the Trinitarian Page | 57
formula is now found in the modern-day book of Matthew), this does not guarantee its
source in the historical teaching of Jesus. It is doubtless better to view the (Trinitarian)
formula as derived from early (Catholic) Christian, perhaps Syrian or Palestinian,
baptismal usage (cf Didache 7:1-4), and as a brief summary of the (Catholic) Church’s
teaching about God, Christ, and the Spirit…”

TRINITARIAN FORMULA DISPUTED
The Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge states: “Jesus, however,
cannot have given His disciples this Trinitarian order of baptism after His resurrection; for
the New Testament knows only one baptism in the Name of Jesus (Acts 2:38; 8:16; 10:43;
19:5; Gal. 3:27; Rom. 6:3; 1 Cor. 1:13-15), which still occurs even in the second and third
centuries, while the Trinitarian formula occurs only in Matthew 28:19, and then only again
(in the) Didache 7:1 and Justin, Apol. 1:61...Finally, the distinctly liturgical character of the
formula…is strange; it was not the way of Jesus to make such formulas…the formal
authenticity of Matt. 28:19 must be disputed…” page 435.
The Jerusalem Bible, a scholarly Catholic work, states: “It may be that this formula,
(Triune Matthew 28:19) so far as the fullness of its expression is concerned, is a reflection
of the (Man-made) liturgical usage established later in the primitive (Catholic)
community.

It will be remembered that Acts speaks of baptizing “in the Name of

Jesus…”
The International Standard Bible Encyclopedia, Vol. 4, page 2637, under “Baptism”
says, “Matthew 28:19, in particular, only canonizes a later ecclesiastical situation, that
its universalism is contrary to the facts of early Christian history, and its Trinitarian
formula (is) foreign to the mouth of Jesus.”
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New Revised Standard Version says this about Matthew 28:19: “Modern critics claim
this formula is falsely ascribed to Jesus and that it represents later (Catholic) Church
tradition, for nowhere in the book of Acts (or any other book of the Bible) is baptism Page | 58
performed with the name of the Trinity…”
James Moffett’s New Testament Translation, in a footnote on page 64 concerning
Matthew 28:19, makes this statement: “It may be that this (Trinitarian) formula, so far as
the fullness of its expression is concerned, is a reflection of the (Catholic) liturgical usage
established later in the primitive (Catholic) community. It will be remembered that Acts
speaks of baptizing “in the Name of Jesus, cf. Acts 1:5 +.”
Tom Harpur, former Religion Editor of the Toronto Star, in his “For Christ’s Sake,” page
103, informs us of these facts: “All but the most conservative scholars agree that at least
the latter part of this command [Triune part of Matthew 28:19] was inserted later. The
[Trinitarian] formula occurs nowhere else in the New Testament, and we know from the
only evidence available [the rest of the New Testament], that the earliest Church did not
baptize people using these words: (“in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of
the Holy Ghost”). Baptism was “into” or “in” the name of Jesus alone. Thus, it is argued
that the verse originally read “baptizing them in My Name,” and then was expanded
[changed] to work in the [later Catholic Trinitarian] dogma. In fact, the first view put
forward by German critical scholars as well as the Unitarians in the nineteenth century,
was stated as the accepted position of mainline scholarship as long ago as 1919, when
Peake’s commentary was first published: “The Church of the first days (AD 33), did not
observe this world-wide (Trinitarian) commandment, even if they knew it. The command
to baptize into the threefold [Trinity] name is a late doctrinal expansion.”
The Bible Commentary, 1919, page 723, Dr. Peake makes it clear that: “The command
to baptize into the threefold name is a late doctrinal expansion. Instead of the words
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, we
should probably read simply “into My Name.”
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In Theology of the New Testament, R. Bultmann, 1951, page 133, under Kerygma of
the Hellenistic Church and the Sacraments, the historical fact that the verse, Matthew
28:19, was altered is openly and plainly confessed. “As to the rite of baptism, it was Page | 59
normally consummated as a bath in which the one receiving baptism completely
submerged, and if possible in flowing water as the allusions of Acts 8:36, Heb. 10:22,
Barn. 11:11, permit us to gather and as Did. 7:1-3 specifically says. According to the last
passage, [the apocryphal Catholic Didache] suffices in case of the need if water is three
times poured [false Catholic sprinkling doctrine] on the head. “The one baptizing names
over the one being baptized the Name of the Lord Jesus Christ,” later expanded
[changed] to the name of the Father, Son, and the Holy Spirit.”

Doctrine and Practice in the Early Church by Dr. Stuart G. Hall, 1992, pages 20 and
21. Professor Stuart G. Hall, was the former Chair of Ecclesiastical History at King’s
College, London England. Dr. Hall makes the factual statement that Catholic Trinitarian
baptism was not the original form of Christian baptism. Rather, the original was Jesus
Name baptism. “…In the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit,”
although those words were not used, as they later are, as a formula. Not all baptisms
fitted this rule. Dr. Hall further states: “More common and perhaps more ancient was the
simple, “In the Name of the Lord Jesus or, Jesus Christ.” This practice was known among
Marcionites and Orthodox; it is certainly the subject of controversy in Rome and Africa
about 254 A.D., as the anonymous tract De rebaptismate (“On rebaptism”) shows.”

The Beginnings of Christianity: The Acts of the Apostles, Volume 1, Prolegomena 1:
The Jewish Gentile, and Christian Backgrounds by F. J. Foakes, Jackson and Kirsopp
Lake, 1979 version, pages 335-337. “There is little doubt as to the sacramental nature of
baptism by the middle of the first century in the circles represented by the Pauline
Epistles, and it is indisputable in the second century. The problem is whether it can in
this (Trinitarian) form be traced back to Jesus, and if not, what light is thrown upon its
history by the analysis of the synoptic Gospels and Acts.
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According to Catholic teaching, (traditional Trinitarian) baptism was instituted by
Jesus. It is easy to see how necessary this was for the belief in sacramental regeneration.
Mysteries, or sacraments, were always the institution of the Lord of the cult; by them, and
by them only, were its supernatural benefits obtained by the faithful. Nevertheless, if Page | 60
evidence counts for anything, few points in the problem of the Gospels are so clear as
the improbability of this teaching.

ANCIENT SCHOLARS BELIEVED “IN MY NAME”
The reason for this assertion is the absence of any mention of Christian baptism in
Mark, Q, or the third Gospel, and the suspicious nature of the account of its institution in
Matthew 28:19: “Go ye into all the world, and make disciples of all Gentiles (nations),
baptizing them in the name of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit.” It is not even
certain whether this verse ought to be regarded as part of the genuine text of Matthew.
No other text, indeed, is found in any extant manuscripts, in any language, but it is
arguable that Justin Martyr, though he used the triune formula, did not find it in his text of
the Gospels; Hermas seems to be unacquainted with it; the evidence of the Didache is
ambiguous, and Eusebius habitually, though not invariably, quotes it in another form, “Go
ye into all the world and make disciples of all the Gentiles in My Name.”

No one acquainted with the facts of textual history and patristic evidence can doubt
the tendency would have been to replace the Eusebian text (In My Name), by the
ecclesiastical (Catholic Trinitarian) formula of baptism, so that transcriptional evidence is
certainly on the side of the text omitting baptism.

But it is unnecessary to discuss this point at length because even if the ordinary
(modern Trinity) text of Matthew 28:19 be sound, it cannot represent historical fact.

Would they have baptized, as Acts records and Paul seems to confirm, in the Name
of the Lord Jesus, if the Lord Himself had commanded them to use the (Catholic
Trinitarian) formula of the Church? On every point, the evidence of Acts is convincing
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proof that the (Catholic) tradition embodied in Matthew 28:19, is a late non-Scriptural
Creed and unhistorical.

There is no evidence in the third Gospel, Luke, and in Acts, there is no reference to Page | 61
the (Catholic Trinitarian) Matthaean tradition. There is no mention of the institution of
Catholic Trinitarian baptism in the Scripture. Nevertheless, a little later in the narrative,
we find several references to baptism in water and in the Name of the Lord Jesus as part
of recognized (Early) Christian practice. Thus, we are faced with the problem of a
Christian rite, not directly ascribed to Jesus, but assumed to be a universal original
practice. This was confirmed by the Epistles, but the facts of importance are all contained
in Acts.

Also, in the same book on page 336, in footnote number one, Professor Lake makes
an astonishing discovery in the so-called Teaching or Didache. The Didache contains an
astonishing contradiction. One passage refers to the necessity of baptism in the Name
of the Lord, which is Jesus. The other famous passage teaches a Trinitarian baptism.
Professor Lake raises the probability that the apocryphal Didache or the early Catholic
Church Manual, may have also been edited or changed to promote the later Trinitarian
doctrine. It is a historical fact that the Catholic Church, at one time, baptized its converts
in the Name of Jesus, but later changed to Trinity baptism.
“1. In the actual description of baptism in the Didache, the triune (Trinity) formula is
used; in the instructions for the Eucharist (communion) the condition for admission is
baptism in the Name of the Lord. It is obvious that in the case of an eleventh-century
manuscript, the triune formula was almost certain to be inserted in the description of
baptism, while the less usual formula had a chance of escaping notice when it was only
used incidentally.”

The Catholic University of America in Washington, D. C., 1923, New Testament
Studies, Number 5: The Lord’s Command To Baptize An Historical Critical Investigation,
by Bernard Henry Cuneo, page 27. “…The passages in Acts and the Letters of St. Paul.
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These passages seem to point to the earliest form as baptism in the Name of the Lord.”
Also, we find, “Is it possible to reconcile these facts with the belief that Christ commanded
His disciples to baptize in the triune form? Had Christ given such a command, it is argued,
the Apostolic Church would have followed Him, and we should have some trace of this Page | 62
obedience in the New Testament. No such trace can be found. The only explanation of
this silence, according to the anti-traditional view, is this, the short Christological (Jesus
Name) formula was (the) original, and the longer triune formula was a later
development.”

A History of The Christian Church, 1953, by Williston Walker, former Professor of
Ecclesiastical History at Yale University, on page 95, we see the historical facts again
declared. “With the early disciples generally baptism was “in the Name of Jesus Christ.”
There is no mention of baptism in the name of the Trinity in the New Testament, except
in the command attributed to Christ in Matthew 28:19. That text is early, (but, not the
original) however.

It underlies the Apostles’ Creed, and the practice recorded (or

interpolated) in the Teaching, (or the Didache) and by Justin. The Christian leaders of
the third century retained the recognition of the earlier form, and, in Rome at least,
baptism in the Name of Christ was deemed valid, if irregular, certainly from the time of
Bishop Stephen (54-257).”

On page 61, Professor and Church historian Walker, reviles the true origin and
purpose of Matthew 28:19. This Text is the first man-made Roman Catholic Creed that
was the prototype for the later Apocryphal Apostles’ Creed. Matthew 28:19 was invented
along with the Apocryphal Apostles’ Creed to counter so-called heretics and Gnostics that
baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ! Marcion, although somewhat mixed up in some
of his doctrine, still baptized his converts the Biblical way in the Name of Jesus Christ.
Matthew 28:19 is the first non-Biblical Roman Catholic Creed! The spurious Catholic
text of Matthew 28:19 was invented to support the newer triune, Trinity doctrine.
Therefore, Matthew 28:19 is not the “Great Commission of Jesus Christ.” Matthew 28:19
is

the

great

Catholic

hoax!

Acts

2:38,

Luke

24:47

and

1

Corin-

thians 6:11, give us the ancient original words and teaching of Yeshua/Jesus! Is it not
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also strange that Matthew 28:19 is missing from the old manuscripts of Sinaiticus,
Curetonianus and Bobiensis?

Page | 63

TRINITY FORMULATED BY CATHOLIC CHURCH
“While the power of the episcopate and the significance of churches of apostolical
(Catholic) foundation was thus greatly enhanced, the Gnostic crisis saw a corresponding
development of (man-made non-inspired spurious) Creed, at least in the West. Some
form of instruction before baptism was common by the middle of the second century. At
Rome, this developed, apparently, between 150 and 175, and probably in opposition to
Marcionite Gnosticism, into an explication of the baptismal formula of Matthew 28:19--the
earliest known form of the so-called Apostles’ Creed.”

The Catholic Cardinal, Joseph Ratzinger makes this confession as to the origin of the
chief Trinity text of Matthew 28:19. “The basic form of our (Matthew 28:19, Trinitarian)
profession of faith took shape during the course of the second and third centuries in
connection with the ceremony of baptism. So far, as its place of origin is concerned, the
text (Matthew 28:19) came from the city of Rome.” The Trinity baptism and text of
Matthew 28:19, therefore, did not originate with the original Church that started in
Jerusalem around AD 33. It was, as the evidence proves, a later invention of Roman
Catholicism completely fabricated around 100 to 267 years later. Very few know about
these historical facts.
The New Catholic Encyclopedia, 1967, Vol. 2, page 56, under “Baptism” tells us: “After
His Resurrection, Jesus gave His disciples the commission to preach the Gospel to all
nations and to “baptize them in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy
Spirit, teaching them to observe all that I have commanded you” (Matt. 28:19-20). To
this, Mark 16:16 adds the necessary condition of faith for baptism, and thus, for salvation.
Since the command to baptize is one of His most important commissions, Jesus refers to
the eschatological Lordship that empowers Him to give such a command. Although the
explicit formula of baptism in Matt. 28:19 may derive from the liturgy of the
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Church…,” at least some of the Catholic scholars are honest and admit to the historical
fact that the origin and current Trinity reading of Matthew 28:19 did not come from Jesus,
but rather, from early (ca. 100 to 150 AD) Catholic man-made traditions or liturgy.
Page | 64

The Demonstratio Evangelica, was written by the Church historian, Eusebius and
Bishop of Caesarea. On page 152, Eusebius quotes the early book of Matthew, which
was in his library in Caesarea. According to this eyewitness of an unaltered Book of
Matthew that could have been the original book or the first copy of the original of Matthew,
Eusebius informs us of Jesus’ actual words to His disciples: “With one word and voice,
He said to His disciples: ‘Go, and make disciples of all nations in My Name, teaching
them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you.’” That “Name” is Jesus.

The Orthodox Corruption of Scripture, written by Professor Bart D. Ehrman, 1993,
page 8, informs us: “What later came to be known as Orthodoxy [and Catholicism] was
simply one among a number of competing interpretations of Christianity in the early
period.

It [Orthodoxy/Catholicism] was neither a self-evident interpretation nor an

original Apostolic view.”
Note number 22, from the same book about this subject on page 35 states: “No
Apostle, for example, described Jesus in Nicean [Trinitarian] terms as “begotten of the
Father before all worlds, God of God light of light, very God of very God, begotten not
made, being of one substance with the Father…” In plain words, the early original Church
was not Trinitarian nor was it Catholic. The Catholic Church is not the original Apostolic
Church of the Bible. Nor are its teachings in accord with the original Church. This is why
the Catholic Church changed some of the Scriptures in order to give itself some
appearance of being the genuine Biblical Church.
The New Catholic Encyclopedia, 1967, Vol. 4, pages 432 and 433, under “Creed,”
backs up Professor Ehrman’s statement that the original Apostles of the Bible never
describe Jesus in Trinitarian “Nicean terms.”
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“CREED - An official summary of religious belief. The Christian Creed has a long and
complicated history from the basic statements made in the Apostolic preaching of the
New Testament, through the development in question form of baptismal professions of
faith, to creedal declarations maturing in the formalized Nicene, Constantinopolitan and Page | 65
the Apostle’s Creeds, and the introduction of the Creed into the Eucharistic liturgy in the
late 5th century.”
“The requirements of preaching, teaching, defending, and defining [Catholic]
Christian doctrine dictated the gradual formulation of a series of statements embodying
the basic beliefs of the [Catholic] Church.”
“By the middle of the 3rd century, a formula of faith with minor variations had
developed in all the main [Catholic] Churches, based upon the [spurious] Trinitarian
formula prescribed by Christ for Baptism (Matt. 28:19). Yet, in all the available evidence,
there is no indication of a declaratory Creed connected with the baptismal ceremony.”
“While there is no evidence to support the Apostolic origin of the Roman [Catholic]
Creed, there are indications that at the beginning of the 3rd century, a thorough
reorganization of the [Catholic] catechetical system was in progress.”

The Apostles never authored or promoted Catholic Trinitarian Creeds. These did not
exist until ca. the “3rd century.” These Apocryphal Creeds came into existence over a
long period of time, and are based upon the spurious Catholic interpolation of Matthew
28:19. Therefore, everyone that believes in the so-called “Christian Catholic Creeds” and
the doctrine that they promote, actually have subscribed to a lie.

The Catholic Creeds are the source of much deception, confusion and chaos. After
realizing these historical facts, how could anyone with any integrity continue to believe in
the Catholic Trinity or the Apocryphal writings and Creeds it teaches? We need to go
back to the original Church and its doctrine of the first century, and disregard the
apostate teachings of the 3rd century.
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“SON OF GOD” INTERPOLATIONS
In the Orthodox Corruption of Scripture, Professor Ehrman, on page 75, informs us
Page | 66

that the Catholic Church added to Mark 1:1, the spurious words “the Son of God.”
“Mark entitled his book, “The Beginning of the Gospel of Jesus Christ,” and proceeded
to narrate that first significant event of Jesus’ life, His baptism, and the accompanying
revelatory experience. In order to circumvent an adoptionistic reading of this inaugurating
event, early Orthodox Christian Scribes made a slight modification of Mark’s opening
words, so that now they affirm Jesus’ status as the Son of God…,” or as a second divine
Person in a mythical triadic Trinity.”

The New Testament and Criticism, 1974, pages 67 and 68, written by George Eldon
Ladd, former Professor of New Testament Exegesis and Theology at Fuller Theological
Seminary. Professor Ladd also confirms the historical fact that the Catholic/Orthodox
Church placed “Son of God” interpolations into the Scriptures to promote their false Trinity
doctrine. Textual Criticism proves that this early Catholic Creed is not a real Scripture!
“The RSV appears to omit a very wonderful verse at Acts 8:37. After Philip preached
from Isaiah 53 to the Ethiopian eunuch and he had asked for baptism, the familiar version
reads, “And Philip said, If thou believest with all thine heart, thou mayest. And he
answered and said, I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God.” One might wonder
how the translators of the RSV could have omitted such a logical and beautiful
confession? The fact is that the RSV has not

omitted anything, for the only early support for these words is in the Old Latin manuscripts.
They first appear in Greek in a sixth or seventh century manuscript, which contains the
Book of Acts in Greek and Latin. An earlier Greek and Latin manuscript known as Codex
Bezae (fifth or sixth century) does not have these words; and they are wanting in all of
the earliest Greek texts. This confession, is therefore, clearly no part of the original text
of Acts, but was first written in the margin of a Latin translation and found its way later
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from Latin into the Greek manuscripts.”

Many of the texts used against one-God Jesus Name believers to support the Catholic
Trinity are not real Scriptures at all. It is amazing that saints and young ministers are not Page | 67
warned about this deception. They should be taught and equipped to counter Apocryphal
lies. How many have left our ranks or avoided the Apostolic Church altogether because
of these false Scriptures? False doctrines based upon false Scriptures have deceived
many. Many have been pre-programmed and very effectively brain washed by noninspired man-made Creeds, traditions, and Apocryphal writings. Too many people follow
a very dangerous mentality.

The public seems to be content with the same old status quo of repeating what others
say.

They never bother to do any real in-depth personal research for themselves.

Erroneous extra-Biblical denominational and family traditions too often are highly
esteemed and promoted over Biblical integrity, reality and Truth. There are dark spiritual
forces at work that deceives hearts and minds of humanity. Knowledge is power. Truth
is priceless and Textual Criticism is a tool that should be used. The books named, “Holy
Bible” by the Catholic St. Chrysostom is the greatest of all books. It is our source for
instruction, doctrine and eternal salvation. These sacred books give us a look at the
ancient past, the present and a glimpse into the future. Understanding its history and its
pure teachings are of paramount importance. There is no higher priority than to reject all
false Scriptures and accept authentic Scriptures. Sola Scriptura!

THE NAME OF GOD
Let us study the Name of God and its meaning that comes to us not from Aramaic,
Greek, or Latin, but ancient Paleo-Hebrew. There is a lot of misinformation about God’s
Name.

The first term that we need to look at is the ancient Name given by God Himself in
Ex. 3:13-15. This is God’s name in ancient Paleo-Hebrew. Paleo-Hebrew, or early
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Hebrew, was an offshoot of the ancient Phoenician, Canaanite, and ChaldeanAkkadian Semantic languages. Later, early Hebrew was almost displaced by the
Aramaic language. However, it still survived and was the written language of the
original Scriptures. It is used by the Hebrew priesthood today, but is basically a dead
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language.

In the graph above is the ancient name of God “Ehyeh Asher Ehyeh” that was
revealed to Moses. “Ehyeh Asher Ehyeh” is written in modern Hebrew. Below it is the
same name in ancient Phoenician-Canaanite Paleo-Hebrew.

Later, the Greek Koine language was instituted by force of Alexander the Great. The
Scriptures were translated into Alexander’s Greek at Satan’s Pagan school in Alexandria,
Egypt. This was the beginning of much mayhem and confusion. Later, the Latin Catholic
Church “fathers, such as Jerome, also added to the confusion. Research shows that in
Alexandria, Egypt, some interpolations were placed in the Scriptures and mistranslations
took place. The Jewish and Gentile Pagans at Alexandria use Elohim, EL, Adonai, and
other terms instead of God’s real name. Later, the Catholic Church invented the false
term, “Jehovah” and claimed it to be God’s name. They mistranslated and invented this
artificial name. “Jehovah” really means “the god of evil, misery, perversion, or ruin.”
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In ancient times, the Hebrews used the name of God openly in worship. However,
the traditions of men take the place of Truth or the Scriptures. Many of the Hebrew
religious leaders began to teach God’s name which was too holy to be spoken. So, the
terms Elohim, EL, Adonai, and the short Yah were used in place of “EHYEH ASHER Page | 69
EHYEH” which is the great “I AM” or “I AM THAT I AM.”

In Bible times, a name gave valuable information about the person. For example,
Jacob, which meant “deceiver” or “liar;” Abraham, which meant “father of many” or “father
of Nations.” The same is true with the ancient name of God. One can begin to understand
more about the one True God by looking at His name.
The meaning of “I AM,” “EHYEH ASHER EHYEH,” or “HAYAH,” is the first-person
form that translates “to be.” The term, “Yahweh” is the third-person form of the name,
Ehyeh. Therefore, Yahweh is not really God’s true name. The simplest understanding
of the meaning of His name “Ehyeh is” “I AM.” Yahweh means “He is.” God did not say
that He was the Great “He is,” but rather He said that He was the great “I AM.” The name
Ehyeh is singular. It is a personal proper name and not plural in any sense. Therefore,
there is no plurality in the Godhead. If you take out the vowels, which do not exist in early
Hebrew language, in EHYEH you have “HYH.” HYH is then the most ancient form of
God’s name, not El, Elohim, Adonai, Jehovah, YHVH or YHWH. This may come as a
shock to most people, but Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob did not really know God’s proper
personal name (see Exodus 6:3). His name was revealed later to Moses at the burning
bush. Therefore, the early patriarchs used substitutes and common Pagan Canaanite
terms and applied these terms to God. However, these terms had the meaning of
“Powerful One,” “Mighty God” or “Almighty God” in Hebrew theology.
The deeper meaning of “I AM THAT I AM” or “EHYEH ASHER EHYEH” is: “HE WHO
CAUSES THINGS TO BE,” or “BRINGS INTO BEING,” and so indicating creation or
“THE ONE AND ONLY CREATOR.” God alone (Mal. 2:10) is the Creator, Author and
giver of all life and His name reminds us of this absolute fact. He alone has the power to
Create or destroy everything that exists in the universe. With this in mind, the term
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“Elohim” (plural), “Let us,” “Mighty ones or gods” does not agree with God’s real name
or identity at all. The Hebrew people took Elohim from the Pagan Canaanite Pantheon
language and used it as a title for God. To them it means Mighty One. However, this is
not its original meaning. It was first used for false idol gods.
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“EHYEH ASHER EHYEH” OR THE “I AM THAT I AM” also means “THE ETERNAL
ONE.” God is from everlasting to everlasting, the unchanging Eternal One. See Mal. 3:6
and Heb. 13:8. “To be” or “to exist” beyond His universe or creation and time is a
possible meaning. “Asher” means to repeat over and over again, or to go on forever.
Also, the meaning of “SELF-SUFFICIENT ONE” can be found in His ancient name. God
does not need another god to help Him. He does not co-exist with another deity, divine
Person or savior. See Isa. 43:10-11. There is a hint of God’s Presence (John 4:24), or
his Omnipresence found in His Name. It is almost like the One True God, the Holy One
not only revealed His Name to Moses, but also gave a description of Himself. This
combined description and meaning of God’s singular Name can only fit the One and only
God and not a Trinity. No wonder Moses later wrote under inspiration Deut. 6:4, “Hear,
O Israel the Lord (I AM/Ehyeh) our God (I AM/Ehyeh) is one Lord (I AM/Ehyeh).” The
one and only God of Israel is the “EHYEH ASHER EHYEH.” Read also Deut. 4:35, 39
and Isa. 42:8. It is no wonder Zech. 14:9 states: “And the LORD shall be King over all
the earth: in that day shall there be One LORD, and His Name One.” Also Mal. 1:11
informs us that: “From the rising of the sun, unto the going down of the same My Name,
shall be great among the Gentiles; and in very place incense (Worship) shall be offered
unto My Name, and a pure offering: for My Name shall be great among the heathen,
saith the Lord of hosts.”

THE ENGLISH NAME OF GOD
Jesus is the English name of this same God that spoke to and revealed His name to
Moses in Paleo-Hebrew. Jesus is the English translation of the Greek “IEOUS” which is
a translation of the Hebrew “Yehoshua” or the shorter “Yeshua.” Some use the term,
Yahshua, however, Yeshua is more accurate. YEH-OSHUA = EHYEH (God the Creator)
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+ OSHUA = Saviour. Some spell Yehoshua as “JOSHUA.” Yehoshua is the older
Hebrew spelling. Jesus or Yehoshua literally means: “Ehyeh-Saves,” “Ehyeh-Saviour,”
or the One and same God that spoke to Moses, Creator, God and Saviour!
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Jesus/Yehoshua came in God’s Name, not another divine person’s name. See: Zech.
14:9, John 5:43, John 12:12-13, Mal. 1:11, Acts 4:12. Matthew 1:23 states it well that
Jesus was “Emmanuel” and literally “God with us.” 2 Cor. 5:19 states that “God was in
Christ” not that God is co-existing with a Christ. 1 Tim. 3:16 tells us that “God was
manifest in flesh” which is a human body. All the Godhead is in Jesus according to Col.
2:9.

Therefore, the name of God is Jesus (Yeshua). The Catholic titles Father, Son, and
Holy Spirit have no power or authority at all and are not the name of the true Deity. Those
that reject the name of Jesus (Yeshua) in baptism and worship are rejecting the one true
God! Jesus “manifested” and openly “declared” the name of God which is Jesus. See
John 5:43, Matt.1:21, John 17:6, 26. This is why we must do everything in the name of
Jesus, even baptism. See Col. 3:17 and Acts 4:12. There is salvation and power in no
other name! Jesus is the name to which we must praise and lift up and give glory. Not
the names of false idol gods or the Trinity titles.

This is the name of God the early Apostolic Church proclaimed. See Acts 2:38, Acts
3:6, Acts 4:8-12, Acts 4:17-19, Acts 5:27-29, Acts 5:40-42, Acts 8:12, 16, Acts 9:5, Acts
9:14-17, Acts 9:27-29, Acts 10:43, 47-48, Acts 16:18, Acts 19:4-5, Acts
22:16, Rom. 6:3, 1 Cor. 6:11, Col. 3:17, Rev. 1:3, 13, Rev. 3:8. The
Church of the Holy Bible suffered great persecution for the Name of
Jesus, not the Catholic Trinity titles! “Men that have hazarded their
lives for the Name of our Lord Jesus Christ” Acts 15:26.
“Therefore my people shall know my name: therefore, they shall know in that day
that I am He that doth speak: behold, it is I” Isa. 52:6. Jesus said, “I said therefore unto
you, that ye shall die in your sins: for if ye believe not that I am He, ye shall die in your
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sins” John 8:24. See also Isa. 43:10-11, Ex. 3:13-15, and John 8:56-59. Jesus plainly
states that He is the great I AM, and if we do not accept this truth, then, according to Him,
we will die in our sins! Note what God told Moses. He plainly wants His name to be
declared. “And in every deed for this cause have I raised thee up, for to show in thee My Page | 72
power; and that My Name may be declared throughout all the earth” Ex. 9:16. “And the
Lord shall be King over all the earth: in that day shall there be one Lord, and His Name
One” Zech. 14:9.

AL, EL, ELOHIM “LET US” PROVES A TRINITY?
El/Nimrod, father of the Elohim, may have also been called Dagon by the Philistines.
Pagan theology survived and migrated from one culture to another. The names may have
changed, but in reality, they worshiped the same ancient gods. Sometimes the myths
and stories changed, but usually stayed very much the same. Note, EL, king of the gods,
has horns. Ancient strong men such as priests and kings wore horns. Later, people wore
crowns to show they had power and great authority. The horns also showed that the king
was the top “stud” or “bull.” Horns were also a fertility symbol. This also became
associated with the Devil.

This is why

Satan is often shown in art as having horns.

The

horns

also

showed

mystical

powers. El, the horned god, is the god of
witchcraft or Wicca. El is represented by
the high priest of a coven.

Semiramis

(Ishtar), the great Pagan mother goddess,
is represented by a high priestess of a
coven. El, god the Father, his son of god,
Tammuz (Baal), and Ishtar together, formed the great Pagan Trinity. Many temples were
built to these false high gods that ruled over all the other gods and men. Temples and
church buildings still exist and people still worship the great Pagan Trinity in them. Is
there anything really new under the sun?
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Encyclopedia Britannica tells us: “EL Semitic “God,” was the chief deity of the West
Semites. In the ancient texts from Ras Shamra (ancient Ugarit) in Syria, El (El the Bull or
horned one) was described as the titular head of the Pantheon, husband of Asherah…He Page | 73
was usually visually portrayed as an old man with a long beard (like God the Father in
Trinitarian art). He was the equivalent of the Hurrian god, Kumarbi and the Greek Cronus.
Writers of the Old Testament used the word, El both as a general term for “deity” and as
a synonym for “Yahweh.” Britannica also tells us this about Elohim: “Though Elohim is
plural in form, it is understood in the singular sense. Thus, in Genesis, the words, “In the
beginning, God (Elohim) created the heavens and the earth.” Elohim is monotheistic in
connotation, though its grammatical structure seems polytheistic. The Israelites probably
borrowed the Canaanite plural noun, Elohim and made it singular in meaning in their cultic
practices

and

theological

reflections.”

The picture on page 42, shows the archaeological find and reconstruction of an ancient
Pagan Canaanite Temple in Northern Israel. Note that in the Canaanite Temple upon the
high altar stands the Pagan Triad of EL, Baal and Ashtoreth. The Pagan Trinity was
universal, the same gods under different names. EL was the chief, first person or “God
the Father” over some seventy Elohim, or gods of the Canaanite Pantheon. The other
Pagan gods in the Canaanite Pantheon were called the Elohim/gods. This is the origin
of the terms EL and Elohim. They came from the ancient Pagan Canaanite language and
mythology. The Jews placed EL and Elohim, as well as Adonai or Lord/Baal, Eloah in the
singular in Hebrew Scriptures to replace the real singular name of God. They thought
God’s Name was too holy to be spoken and were afraid of using His Name profanely.
However, by doing this they caused more confusion than anything else. This is the reason
Trinitarians think that when one reads the word God or Elohim in the Bible it really should
mean “gods” plural, or, there is a Trinity. Use of a Pagan term from the idolatrous
Canaanite religious system in the Scriptures by Jewish theologians does not prove there
is a Trinity.

EL and Elohim are terms originally used for false idol gods. God revealed His name
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to Moses as the great I AM, [EHYEH ASHER EHYEH] he did not claim to be “Elohim.”
This term has been applied to Him by men. The Hebrew theologians use the term, Elohim
to mean, “Mighty God,” not “Mighty Gods.” The idol, EL is the first “Person of the
ELOHIM.”
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Who’s Who in the Bible, an illustrated Biographical Dictionary, 1994, under The Name
of God, Page 126, tells us: “In both Hebrew (elohim) and Greek (theos), the words for
God are basic terms that can be used for Pagan gods (this was their original use) as well
as for the God of Israel.

Although the Hebrew term is plural, implying majesty or

comprehensiveness, it is used with singular verbs. The singular Hebrew term for God
(el) is much less commonly used, perhaps because EL was the Chief Canaanite god.”
Elohim (the gods or mighty ones) is the plural form of the Pagan Canaanite EL. Note that
the Arabic term, “Allah,” AL or EL comes from this same Pagan Canaanite term also.
The Holman Bible Handbook, 1992, Page 141, tells us: “Elohim, the usual designation
for God, is the Creator, the God of all gods, the Transcendent One.” It also tells us that
Elohim, like Adonai, Jehovah, “Lord” and “God” are all substitutuions for the real name
of God in Hebrew. “Out of extreme reverence for Yahweh’s (EHYEH’s) name (Exodus
20:7), the Jews read Adonai (or Elohim) wherever the Hebrew text had YHWH. English
Bibles, likewise, represent the four consonants, YHWH by “LORD” or “GOD” in large and
small caps.”

Hastings Dictionary of the Bible, Revised Edition, on page 334, tells us this about El
and Elohim. “On the other hand, we find El as the name of a particular deity, and that on
Canaanite soil in the Ugaritic literature, where El occupies a senior and venerable
position, among the gods (the Elohim).” Under Elohim, we find: “Elohim, the ordinary
Hebrew word for God. For derivation, see above under El.” The origin or source of the
terms, Elohim and El, is from the Pagan Canaanite religious system. Elohim came from
the Pagan, “EL” a false Pagan god. Pagans were using the terms, EL and Elohim for a
thousand years before Abraham ever left the city of Ur in Babylon.
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The Bible Almanac, 1980, Edited by James I. Packer, A.M., D. Phil., Merrill C. Tenney,
A.M., Ph.D., and William White, Jr., Th. M., Ph. D., tells us this on page 108, under
Categories of the Gods: “Each ancient religious system had a chief god who was more
powerful than the rest. For the Egyptians, this might be Re, Horus, or Osiris; for the Page | 75
Sumerians and Akkadians, it might be Enlil, Enki/Ea, or Marduk; for the Canaanites, it
would be EL; and for the Greeks, Zeus. In most instances, the Pagans built temples and
recited liturgies in honor of these high gods. Usually, the king presided over this worship,
acting as the god’s representative in a ritual meal, marriage, or combat. This was the
official religion. The temple was the home of the god, and the priests were his domestic
staff. Every day it was the duty of the staff of the temple to attend to the god’s ‘bodily
needs’ according to a fixed routine. But, the god was not merely the house-holder of the
temple, he was also lord and master of his people, and as such, entitled to offerings and
tributes of many kinds…”

The New Larousse Encyclopedia of Mythology, page 74, under The Legends of Ras
Shamrah, tells us: “At the head of the (Pagan) Pantheon stood EL, the great god, who
from remote (ancient) times was honored among all the western Semites. He governed
the entire land of Canaan.” One who would say that the one True God’s name is EL
(Allah) Jehovah or the Elohim has not really done in-depth research. This is like calling
the Hebrew God by the name, Zeus. Israel did not obey the one True God to completely
cleanse the land of all the Pagan heathen gods. They even dared to substitute the name,
“EHYEH=I AM” with the Pagan EL, and Elohim. Apparently, the religious leaders forgot
Ex. 3:13-15, Deut. 18:20, Mal. 2:1-2, and Psa. 44:20-21. Jesus came in His Fathers
Name, John 5:43.

Yehoshua=Ehyeh, Creator/Saviour.

The Catholic Church later

invented the false name, “Jehovah.”

Peoples of The Past: CANAANITES, by Dr. Jonathan N. Tubb, Archaeologist, 1998,
pages 73-75: “The supreme god [of the Pagan Canaanite Pantheon] was El (the word
means, simply God in almost every Semitic language), who was seen as the father of
the gods and ruler of the divine assembly on the ‘mountain of the gods.’ On a limestone
sculpture from Ugarit, El is depicted as an elderly god and from various epithets;
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preserved in the texts, he appears to have been seen as aloof and yet wise, benevolent
and compassionate. According to one of the poems from Ugarit, known by its first line
as, ‘The birth of the gracious and beautiful gods,’ El seduced two women who gave birth
to Dawn and Dusk. El’s consort and counterpart was Asherah, [or Isis, the Queen of Page | 76
Heaven goddess] a marine goddess, who was seen as the ‘creator of creatures’ and
‘mother of the gods’ according to the text, she bore EL seventy divine sons. She is
frequently seen in the position of the tree of life, giving sustenance to animals on either
side of her. It is for this reason that the stylized tree of life, referred to in the Old
Testament, is called the ‘Asherah.’”
“It is also important to realize that these stories represent the literary heritage of
Canaan, a heritage in which Israel, as a sub-polity of [Pagan/Canaanites] Canaan, also
shared.”

It was hard for Israel to stay Monotheistic. At times, the nation regressed to Paganism
and worshipped the Triad of the gods EL, Baal, and Asherah. Just like modern-day
religions and Churches also have reverted back to Paganism or the Trinity doctrine.

Let us look at further documentation that Elohim and El originally come from Pagan
sources. The Hebrew people took these early Pagan Semitic terms and used them to
mean only one singular, unique, mighty God in their religious belief system. These terms
were applied to God and used in place of His real Name. Therefore, the translation of
“Elohim” to have a plural or Trinity meaning like “Let us” or “us” in Biblical texts found in
Genesis 1:26; 3:22; 11:7; and Isaiah 6:8, are very erroneous and misleading. The Hebrew
meaning of Elohim was for only one God. To get more than one deity from this term, we
must go back to its original Pagan Canaanite Mythological meaning. Trinitarians are
going back to ancient witchcraft, not the Biblical Hebrew, when they use these texts and
terms to prove their three-god doctrine.

The Stones Cry Out, What Archaeology Reveals About the Truth of the Bible, 1997,
written by Dr. J. Randall Price, Th. M., Archaeologist, Old Testament and Semitic
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Languages, and Ph. D., in Middle Eastern Studies. On page 381, we find again that
informed educated individuals know EL was originally a Pagan false god. “EL: Chief of
the Canaanite Pantheon, called “King Father Shunem” and “Bull EL” at Ugarit.”
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The Levant History and Archaeology in the Eastern Mediterranean, primary author
Pierre-Louis Gatier, Professor of Archaeology at the Saint Joseph University in Beirut and
Research expert at the Orient House in Lyon. On pages 50-51, of this work, we find some
very good archaeological images of the great Pagan triad, consisting of Father El, Son
Baal, and Mother goddess Asherah. “Statue of the god EL, Ugarit 14 th-13th century BC
Gold; height 13.5 cm National Museum, Damascus. The image of the god on a throne,
here, the great god EL recurs until the Roman conquest. After that date it is replaced,
like others, by the gods of the Roman Pantheon.”

The Oxford Companion To The Bible, 1993, page 548, under Names of God in the
Hebrew Bible: “The usual word for God is Elohim another plural of majesty with a
singular meaning when used of (God) Yahweh. The singular form Eloah appears,
mainly in the Book of Job, but the most common singular noun for God is EL, which has
cognates in other Semitic languages and whose Ugarite counterpart is used both for the
chief god and as a general word for any god. The Israelites adopted this common Semitic
word (cf. Gen. 33:20: El-Elohe-Israel, “El the God of Israel”), and some of the divine
names compounded with El in the Hebrew Bible were probably originally used of nonIsraelite deities. In Genesis 14:18-20, 22, we find El Elyon, “God Most High,” whose
priest is Melchizedek, but who is identified by Abram with Yahweh. The word, Elyon is
used of Yahweh in other places in the Bible (e.g., Psa. 18:13; 87:5). The Aramaic cognate
of Elyon is lyn (perhaps elyan), and a (Pagan) god with this name appears alongside El
in a treaty of the eighth century BCE from Sefire, Syria.”

The Revised Edition of Hastings Dictionary of the Bible, 1963, on page 334, informs
us that Elohim does not mean that there are three persons in the Godhead. “Elohim: The
plural form has always excited great curiosity. It should not be treated as a discernment
of a plurality within the being of God.”
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Elohim, according to Rabbi Jo David, who understands the Hebrew religion and terms
well, tells us this about the term, Elohim. “The Jewish understanding of the word,
“Elohim,” is a plural form of the word EL, (God), Jews understand that Genesis refers to Page | 78
the One God in a number of different ways. This collective form, Elohim, is only one of
God’s many titles or names. If one is looking for a way to translate this plural, there’s no
reason to believe that it represents the number three any more than it might represent the
number one hundred.” The Jewish Rabbi also tells us this about Genesis 1:26, or the
“Let us,” in any passage in the OT Bible; “The Jewish understanding of this verse is that
the One God is talking to His angels and not to another Deity. The Jewish use and
understanding of Elohim is for a single Deity, not a Trinity.”
Nelson’s New Illustrated Bible Dictionary, 1995, page 504, tells us about EL: “EL.
Another important root name for God in the OT, is EL. By itself, it refers to a god in the
most general sense. It was widely used in ancient eastern cultures whose languages are
similar to Hebrew, and therefore, may refer to the true God or to false gods. The highest
Canaanite god was EL, whose son was Baal.” El and Elohim were originally terms
invented and used by the Pagans. When Trinitarians try to make Elohim the Trinity, they
are going back to Paganistic meaning and not the Biblical Hebrew meaning for these
terms.
A Dictionary of the Bible, William Smith, under “God,” page 220, states: “The plural
form of Elohim has given rise to much discussion. The fanciful idea that it referred to the
Trinity of persons in the Godhead hardly finds now a supporter among scholars. It is
either what grammarians call a plural of majesty, or it denotes the fullness of strength, the
sum of the powers displayed by God.”

Dictionary of Ancient Deities, Patricia Turner & Charles Coulter, Oxford University
Press, 2001, page 37, under “Allah.” “Allah (Mohammedanism, Islamic; South Arabia),
also known as: Ala, Alilah, Sole divinity. The name may derive from Ailiah, a god of
Arabia’s pre-Islamic, polytheistic tradition. Similar to El, Il, Ilah, Jehova [or Jehovah].
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Certain descriptions of Allah seem to draw upon pre-Islamic tradition as well, especially
the characteristics of certain moon deities such as Ilmugah, Kahil, Shaker, Wadd, and
Warah. See also El.” This is why on Islamic flags, religious and national symbols, is a
crescent Moon and star!
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Dictionary of Ancient Deities, Patricia Turner & Charles Coulter, Oxford University
Press, 2001, page 164, under El. “El Al, Elah, Il. Also known as: Agros, Allah, Elat
(feminine form of El), Elioum, Eloah, Elohim (plural of El), Elyon, Ilah, Ilu. Supreme
Semitic god. Chief god in the hierarchy of the Phoenician Pantheon. Father of Gods,
mortals and time. Fertility god. Sun god, (and Moon god).”
Moses was also called Elohim (“a god to Pharaoh”) in the Old Testament, Exodus 7:1.
However, no one teaches today that Moses was three persons or a Trinity. This proves
that using this term to show that God is a Trinity is erroneous and shows a lack of
scholarship. Moses was not three persons, a Trinity, or different entities, and neither is
God. Modern Trinitarian Theology agrees with Pagan Greek, Egyptian, Babylonian and
Canaanite Theology. Then, in what way does the multiple Trinitarian “Elohim/gods” differ
from other Pagan “Elohim/gods” who operate together in one Pantheon? The great
universal Pagan Triad evolved into a mutated non-Biblical Fourth Century Roma Catholic
Trinity theory.

IN CONCLUSION
Textual Criticism is a tool that needs to be used by all Christians. We have been careful
to place great importance upon integrity and Truth. Promotion of what is Biblically true is
of utmost importance. The “Apostles” Doctrine” still stands today despite of all the
interpolations by the Catholic Church and scribes through the centuries past.
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