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These are the rules and propositions for the debate. They were debated
in order of occurrence.

1. The Scriptures teach that there are three persons in the Godhead,;
the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit.
Mr. Moore Affirms.
2. The Scriptures teach that there is only one person in the Godhead
and that person is Jesus.
Mr. Welch Affirms
3. The Scriptures teach that a baptismal formula must be said when
one is baptized and the only name to use in the formula is the name
of Jesus.
Mr. Welch Affirms
4. The Scriptures do not teach that a baptismal formula must be said;
and we are at liberty to use the terms Father, Son, and Holy Spirit in
scriptural statements when one is baptized.
Mr. Moore Affirms
5. The Scriptures teach that Holy Spirit Baptism has ceased and no one
today is receiving the Holy Spirit in the baptismal form.
Mr. Moore affirms
6. The Scriptures teach that men are being baptized in the Holy Spirit
as were the apostles on the day of Pentecost.
Mr. Welch Affirms



The Rules
Time and place to be agreed on.
Speakers to be ruled by Hedges Logic.
Five written questions may be submitted each night before the
session begins. (At least ten minutes before the session begins)
Either debater may publish the debates in written form provided it is
published as delivered: without any addition or subtraction from the
from the original speech
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Monday Night — Moore’s First Affirmative

Godhead Debate: Part One-A

Gentlemen moderators, ladies and gentlemen both of the audience here
and of the radio audience and Mr. Welch. | assure you that it is with a
great deal of humility that | stand before you at this time, in the presence
of such a huge listening audience, to discuss with you these matters that
| believe to be the truth. | want in the outset of the discussion to express
my personal appreciation for the vote of confidence on the part of
brethren here in asking me to take part in this discussion. | want to
express my appreciation to those of you in the audience who are present
to listen. It's certainly a pleasure to be associated with Mr. Welch in this
discussion. Several years back | met Mr. Welch, not in debate? | heard
him in debate. | learned to appreciate him then as a debater, and | still
have that respect and appreciation for him as a disputant. We don’t
agree on this proposition; there are some things that we agree on, but |
have respect and appreciation for him and 1 want you to know that and |
want him to know it. | have no personal animosity toward him whatsoever
and the things that I'li be discussing this evening and, the Lord willing,
throughout this week will not be things personally to injure Mr. Welch but
will have to do with doctrinal difference. | respect the Pentecostal people
because you have conviction, far to many religious people lack the
conviction that you manifest in being willing to discuss these matters
publicly. | appreciate having you in the audience and | know that we’ll
have a good discussion.

The Proposition And Definition Of Terms
| want at this time to read the proposition and define the terms as clearly
as | know how. Then | want to answer some questions that Mr. Welch
has given me. | would answer them now, except that | believe that a
definition of the proposition is in order before | present an answer to the
questions. The proposition is as follows: “The Scriptures teach that there
are three persons in the Godhead, the Father, the Son, and the Holy
Spirit.” Being in the affirmative I'm obligated to give a clear definition of
the precise terms that are involved in the proposition. By teach | mean to
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say in so many words, either by command, approved example or
necessary inference. Not that | can read the exact statement of my
proposition. Could | do that it would not be a debatable one, but that the
Bible sustains the truth of my proposition. By three | mean one more than
two and one less than four. By persons | mean beings, existing
individuals. | want at this time to call your attention to a chart that is on
the board and I'll try to describe the chart in such a manner that those
who are listening in the radio audience will be able to grasp the
discussion.

Person:

The word person is on the following chart and is a very significant word
as will be seen in the process of this discussion, and | want you to know
in the outset what | mean by it. The word person is defined to mean, “in
theology, a term applied to each of the three beings in the Godhead.”
This definition is taken from Webster's Unabridged Dictionary, page
1219. Again, one of the three individuals in the Triune God.

Chart 1
----- PERSON-----

Def. “In theology, a term applied to each of the three beings in the
Godhead”

Webster’s UnabridJc.;ed Dictionary PQ 1219

Being: “Existence in the widest sense, anything or everything that is,
that exists in actuality”
Webster's Unabridged Dictionary Pg 159

Person: “ExistirL‘qr Individuality”

You will note that | have the word “being” also defined on the chart #1,
inasmuch as the word “being” occurs in the first definition. The word
being is an English word and is defined to mean "existence in the widest
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sense, anything or everything that is. Also anything or everything that
exist in actuality, has existed or may exist or may be conceived.”
Webster’s Dictionary page 159. Observe then, by the word person |
mean, as it is used in my proposition, simply “an existing individuality.”
Make a note of that because that's what | mean by the term person. By
the term Godhead | mean deity, the state of being God. By Father, Son,
and Holy Spirit | mean that these are the three existing beings or
individuals. Hence, in substance then, very briefly, | am affirming that the
Bible teaches that there are three existing beings or individuals in deity,
and that they are the Son, the Holy Spirit, and the Father. | want to
further clarify the issue. You know to clarify the issue is very vital in any
discussion and it is in the discussion this evening. | want you to know
exactly what | am affirming and what | am not affirming. I’'m not affirming
that there are three Gods. | do not believe this; | have never believed it.
My brethren do not believe there are three Gods. | believe that there is
only one God. To attribute to my brethren and me a belief in three Gods
is to act in a fashion that’s contrary to rules of honorable controversy.

| am not affirming, observe closely, that there are now or that there ever
were three human beings in deity. | am not affirming this. What | am
affirming: | want you to note this closely, | am affirming and | believe with
all of my heart that these three are one. That they are one in work, that
they are one in plan, that they are one in doctrines, that they are one in
protection and that they are piural in person. Note if you will this chart.

Chart 2
THE ISSUE
IT IS NOT:
1. That There Are Three Gods
2. That There Are Three Human Beings In The Godhead.
1Tis:
“THERE ARE THREE EXISTING INDIVIDUALS IN DEITY”
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in an effort to clarify the issue | want to keep this before you, what the
issue is and what the issue is not. It is not that there are three Gods.
That is not what | am affirming. 1t is not that there are three human
beings in the Godhead, | do not believe this. 1t is that there are three
existing individualities in deity. | want at this time, before | go any further,
to take up the questions that Mr. Welch has handed me, and answer
them.

(1)

@)

Welch’s Questions
“Is God the Father invisible?”
In Colossians the first chapter and verse 15 we are told that he is,
that Jesus is the express image of the invisible God. So my answer
is yes.
“Is the Holy Ghost the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ?”
Now, words will have a very definite bearing in this discussion, and it
is important to know what is meant by a term. There is an
expression known as ambiguity, which means that a word may be
used by me to mean one thing and by Mr. Welch to mean something
else. That’s why I've taken the time to define the term person as |
have. So, it depends on what's meant by the term Holy Ghost.
Observe if you will, | recognize that Jesus possessed a spirit and it
certainly was holy and not evil. So if you mean by that; was the Holy
Spirit, as it occurs in my proposition, the spirit of Jesus then of
course I'm denying that. So it depends on what’s meant by that
term. Certainly Jesus had a spirit and it was holy.
“Could God the Father, who is omnipresent, send someone on a
mission and at the same time go with the one he sends?”
In the first place the discussion this evening is not a question over
what God could or could not do. The power of God is not under
consideration. That isn’t the question involved in the discussion. It’s
not a question of what God could do; it's a question of what he did
do. But | want you to note the wording of this question. If this were
so it would not sustain Mr. Welch’s contention, but rather mine. |
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want you to note what he says. “And at the same time go with the
one that’s sent.” Do you know what the word “with” means? It
means in the company of. And so the very wording of the question
itself indicates a plurality of beings or individualities.

(4) “The Bible says that the man, Christ Jesus, is the mediator between
God and man. Did he finish his work at Calvary or is he still
interceding to God the Father on behalf of men?”

In Heb. 7:25, the writer affirms: “Wherefore also he is able to save to
the uttermost them that drew near unto God through him, seeing he
ever liveth to make intercession for them.”

(5) “Can the person Jesus Christ be seen bodily now?”

[ don’t know Mr. Welch. In 1John 3:2, (in a moment | want to talk
about this matter of knowledge) John affirms, “Beloved, now are we
children of God, and it is not yet made manifest what we shall be.
We know that, if he shall be manifested, we shall be like him; for we
shall see him even as he is.” John said we don’t yet know, so | don’t
know whether he can be seen or not, but there is one thing | do
know because the Bible teaches it, | know that he was seen when
he ascended, Acts 1:11. The Bible affirms in Rev.1: 7 that he will be
seen when he returns. | trust that that will suffice as an answer to
the question.
Admission Of Facts
There are certain facts that | want to admit at the outset of the
discussion. | do this that you can see that if these matters are brought up
they are completely irrelevant. They are immaterial so far as the
discussion is concerned. Observe if you will. | freely admit and recognize
that the Bible ascribes deity to all the persons in the Godhead. The Bible
affirms that the Holy Spirit is God. Acts 5:3-4. The Bible further affirms
that the Son is God, (Hebrews 1: 8). Observe that the Father is said to
be God. John 6:27. Here is another fact that | want to admit in the very
outset of the discussion. I'm mindful of the fact that the adjective holy is

applied to all three persons in the Godhead. For instance, in Acts 5:3-4,

the Spirit is said to be holy. in the second place, in John 17: 11, the
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Father is said to be holy. “Holy Father, keep them in thy name...” The
Son is called holy in Acts 5: 30, "Signs done in the name of the holy
Servant Jesus.” So these facts are admitted in the very outset of the
discussion.
Method For Sustaining Proposition

| want to suggest to you how that | propose to sustain my proposition. |
will divide it into two categories. | want first of all to suggest to you that
the Bible demands a plurality of beings in deity or in the Godhead that
there must be a plurality. | then shall proceed to show that this plurality
consists of the Father, Son and the Holy Spirit.

Ten Absurdities If Not A Plurality In Godhead

I want to show, first of all, that a failure to recognize that a plurality exist

in the Godhead will reduce the Bible to an absurdity and do away with

the mediator-ship of Jesus Christ. | want now to present ten arguments

that are referred to as “Reducto ad-absurdum.” This is a figure that
simply means a process by which a position is shown to be absurd. |

want by this process to show that for one to argue that there is not a

plurality of beings in the Godhead would reduce the Bible to an

absurdity.

(1) Observe now, in the first place, in Matt. 1:18-20, we have this
reading, "Now the birth of Jesus was on this wise: When his mother
Mary had been betrothed to Joseph. Before they came together she
was found with child of the Holy Spirit. An angel of the Lord
appeared unto him in a dream saying Joseph fear not to take unto
thee Mary thy wife: for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy
Spirit.” Now observe if you will. The passage affirms that Jesus was
conceived of the Holy Spirit. If Jesus and the Holy Spirit are one and
the same person, then he conceived himself.

(2) In the second place, in Luke 1:32, the record says, “He shall be
great, and shall be called the Son of the Most High: and the Lord
God shall give unto him the throne of his father David.” Now if you
will. The Most High, or Father, promised to give unto the Son the
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throne of his father David. In the second place, if the Father and the
Son Jesus are one and the same person, then Jesus is going to give
the throne to himself. But now observe. If they are all the same
person it would have been needless for him to have given the throne
to himself, for he would have already possessed it.

In the third place, in John 12:49, Jesus affirms, “For | spoke not from
myself, but the Father that sent me, he hath given me a
commandment, what | should say, and what | should speak.” Now
ladies and gentlemen, if the Father and the Son are one and the
same person, Jesus would be saying, “| don’t say what | want to say,
1 told myself what | should say, and what | should speak.”

Note further in connection with this, in Matt.26:39, “And went a little
further, and fell on his face, and prayed saying, My Father, if it be
possible, let this cup pass from me, nevertheless, not as | will, but as
thou wilt.” Now notice, if the Father and the Son are one and the
same person, the following would be true: Jesus went out and
prayed to himself, he told himself that he did not want to do what he
wanted himself to do, but that he just wanted to do what he wanted
himself to do.

Note if you will in, Mark 13:32 the record affirms, “But of that day and
hour knoweth no one, not even the angels in heaven, neither the
Son, but the Father.” Now note if you will. If the Father and the Son
are one and the same person, Jesus would be saying that here is
something that he did know, but that he didn’t know.

In John 14:28, “Ye have heard me and how | said, | go away and |
come unto you. If ye loved me, ye would have rejoiced, because | go
unto the Father, for the Father is greater than 1.” If the Father and
the Son are the same person, then Jesus was going to himself
because he was greater than himself.

In 1Cor. 15:24-29 , “then cometh the end, when he shall deliver up
the kingdom to God, even to the Father; when he shall have
abolished all rule and authority, and power. For he must reign, till he
hath put all his enemies under his feet. The last enemy that shall be
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abolished is death. For he hath put all things in subjection under his
feet. But when he saith all things are put into subjection, it is evident
that he is excepted who did put ali things under him. When all things
have been subjected to him, then shall the Son also be subjected to
him, that did subject all things unto him, that God may be all in all,”
Now watch this. The Son is going to deliver the kingdom to the
Father. Secondly, someone has put all things under his feet. Thirdly,
the one who put all things under his feet was excepted, in that he
was not put under his feet. Fourth, after all things have been
subdued by Jesus, he himself will be subjected to the one who put
all things under his feet. And this was done that God may be all in
all. Now | want you to consider this, ladies and gentlemen. if the
Father and the Son are one and the same, then Paul is saying Jesus
was going to deliver the kingdom to himself, that he put all things
under his feet, that he excepted himself so he hath not control over
himself, and that when he hath subjected all things to himseif, he’ll
then control himseif. This he’s going to do that he may be all in all.
Observe Luke 23:46, “And Jesus crying with a loud voice said,
Father, into thy hands | commend my spirit.” If the Father and the
Son are one and the same person, Jesus would be saying unto
himself, | commend myself into the hands of myself.
John 6:38, “For | came down from heaven, not to do mine own will,
but the will of him that sent me.” Now notice if you will. If the Father
and Son are one and the same person, Jesus would be saying | did
not come to do my will. | just came to do mine own will.

(10) Then in Hebrews 9:24. “For Christ is not entered into the holy places

made with hands, which are the figures of the true; but into heaven
itself, to appear in the presence of God for us.” Now notice. The Son
entered heaven. To do this he left earth. He entered heaven to
appear in the presence of the Father. Now consider if you will. If the
Father and the Son are the same person, he left earth to appear in
his own presence, which is unnecessary if he and the Father are one
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and the same person, for he would have already been in his own
presence.”
The Mediator-Ship Of Christ
The second argument that | want to advance concerns the mediator-ship
of Christ. 1 want you to observe that this is a formulated argument:

First Timothy 2:5:

in 1Tim.2:5 the Bible affirms, “For there is one God, and one mediator
between men and God, himself the man Christ Jesus.” Then note again
if you will in Acts 17:25,26, “And he made of one every nation of men to
dwell on all the face of the earth, having determined their appointed
seasons, and the bounds of their habitation.”

Galatians 3:20 “One God:

“Now a mediator is not a mediator of one; but God is one.” From these
statements there are certain facts that are affirmed. The first one is this,
that God is one. I've listed some 12 or so passages that | want to cali
your attention to that affirm that God is one, and every other passage
that Mr. Welch can produce I'll accept them also, without reservation.
This is the list:

Deut. 6:4

Deu4:35

Deu 4:39

Isa.44:6

Isa.44:24

Isa55:18

Mal.2:10

1Kg 8:60

Mrk 12:29

Jn 10:30

| Cor.8:4

Jas 2:19

All of these passages unequivocally affirm that there is one God and that
is what | believe. Now observe if you will, that not only does the Bible

affirm that there is one God, ladies and gentlemen, but the Bibie also
affirms that there is one humanity.

Acts 17:26 “One Humanity:

In the passage that | read a moment ago in Acts 17:26, the apostle
affirmed that “he made of one nation of men that dwell on all the face of
the earth, having determined their appointed seasons, and the bounds of
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their habitations.” Then note again in connection with this, in Heb. 2:11,
the writer affirms that he that is sanctified and he that sanctifieth are all of
one, and the context indicates of ONE humanity. Observe if you will
then, that the Bible teaches that there is but ONE humanity. There is one
God and there is one humanity.

And that is what this verse aifirms. Observe if you will, and t want to
register this point: that if because the Bible ascribes deity to Jesus
makes him all there is to deity, why would not the fact that the Bible
ascribes humanity to Jesus prove that he was all that there was to
humanity? Let Mr. Welch tell us about that. Note if you will, there is but
one humanity, that is what the Bible teaches. Yet there is more than one
person in humanity. The Bible affirms that Jews and Gentiles make up
humanity. So, there is but one humanity and the Bible is just as emphatic
on there being one humanity as it is about there being one God. And yet
in one humanity there is more than one person. That also is true in
regards to the one deity. There is one deity, yet there is more than one
person in deity.
Mediator Defined

[ want you to note in connection with the mediator-ship of Christ. | call
your attention to chart #3 that | have here. And I'll try to explain the chart
so that the radio audience will be able to grasp what’s being said. in the
first place | want to define what a mediator is, and | want to note this very
clearly.

Chart 3
--Mediator--

Def. “One who intervenes between two, either in order to make or
restore peace and friendship, or for ratifying a covenant”
Thayer Page 401

A mediator is said to be “one who intervenes between two, either in order
to make or restore peace and friendship, or to form a contract, or for
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ratifying a covenant.” This is taken from Thayer’s Greek-English Lexicon
on page 401 with reference to 1Tim.2:5. Thayer also said, with regards
to a mediator, “every mediator, that is, whoever acts as a mediator does
not belong to one party but to two or more.” And so the Bible teaches
that Jesus Christ is a proper mediator, that he sustains the right
relationship because the Bible affirms that Jesus Christ is divine, that he
is deity. In John 1:1-2, “In the beginning was the word and the word was
with God, and the Word was God.” In Heb.1:8 the record says, “Thy
throne O God.” And so the Bible tells us that Jesus Christ is God. But the
Bible also affirms that Jesus Christ is human for in Heb. 2:14-18, the
writer is talking about the humanity of Christ and the fact that Christ
came in the flesh. In Heb.4:15 he makes this same affirmation. Note if
you will, it was necessary for Christ to sustain the same relationship to
both parties, that is, to deity and to humanity. Now observe the chart if
you will, and | trust that everyone will be able to see it. The mediator-ship
of Christ, 1Tim. 2:5. These are the passages that we talked about, and |
cited many others that affirm this fact that there is one deity or one God.
But just as surely, ladies and gentlemen, as the Bible affirms there is one
God or one deity, that’s how surely that it affirms that there is one man or
one humanity. | want you to grasp the significance of this, and | trust that
Mr. Weich will come to grips on the mediator-ship of Christ, because I'm
firmly convinced that to deny plurality of persons in the Godhead would
do away with the mediator-ship of Christ. You watch and see. Just as the
Bible affirms that there is one mediator. Now, watch this very closely. A
mediator is not of one. Thayer says, not of one party. A mediator is one
who interposes between two parties. Jesus sustains the right relationship
to deity. He sustains the right relationship to humanity, and therefore
occupies the right position of being a mediator. Here is something | want
you to note. As the debate progresses tonight, and throughout the
discussion, if you have difficulty in understanding how that there can be
one God and yet three persons in God, or in deity; friends, just think
about this; if you can understand how that it is possible for there to be
one humanity, and yet there be more than one person in humanity; you
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ought to be able to understand how there can be one God more that one
being in the Godhead. | freely acknowledge the fact that there are many
things that the Bible does not make known concerning the matter of God
or deity. But there is enough revealed that | don’t have to take a position
that would cause me to deny the mediator-ship of Christ. 1 want you to
notice this. It was necessary, and you observe this very closely, it was
necessary for Jesus to sustain the same relationship to both parties, to
deity as well as to humanity for him to be a mediator. And that's what this
verse affirms. Now notice that the first party, if you please, is God and
the second party is humanity; and the third party, the Son, the Lord
Jesus Christ. And it’s utterly impossible for one to affirm there being only
one person in the Godhead and at the same time the mediator-ship of
Christ.

Father, Son and Holy Spirit

| want now to present an argument centered around the fact that this
plurality consist of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit. First of all, |
suggest to you the three are often mentioned together. In John 15:26
Jesus said, “The comforter whom | will send from the Father.” The three
are mentioned in John 14:16-17, “l will pray the Father, and he shall give
another Comforter.” The three are mentioned, in Acts 10:38, “God
anointed Jesus with the Holy Spirit.” The three are mentioned, in
Eph.2:18 “Through him” (talking about Christ,) “Both have access by one
Spirit unto the Father.”

Observe if you will that the Bible, as | have suggested to you earlier,
ascribes deity to each of the three beings in the Godhead. The Holy
Spirit is said to be God in Acts 5:3-4. The record affirms, “But Peter said,
Ananias, why has Satan filled thy heart to lie to the Holy Spirit? Thou has
not lied unto man, but unto God.” Not only does the Bible affirm that the
Holy Spirit is God, but the Bible affirms that the Father is God. John
20:17, “l ascend to my Father and to your Father, to my God and your
God.” The Son is said to be God. Acts 7:59, “And they stoned Stephen,
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calling upon God, and saying Lord Jesus, receive my spirit.” | want you
to note this. The Bible not only affirms that these three are God, but they
are distinct, one from the other. Note if you will. The Holy Spirit is not the
Father for the Bible says in John 14:15, “If ye love me, keep my
commandments. And | will pray the Father, and he will give you another
Comforter, that he may abide with you for ever, even the Spirit of truth.
But the Comforter who is the Holy Ghost, which the Father will send in
my name.” And so the Bible affirms that the Holy Spirit is God but that
the Holy Spirit is not the Father. The Father is distinct from the Holy
Spirit, in that he sends the Holy Spirit, so the Father is the sender and
the Holy Spirit is the sent. Observe if you will. The Father is said to be
God and yet the Father is not the Son. In | Peter 1:3 the record said,
“Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ” - the God and
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ. In John 8:16, “And yet if | judge, my
judgement is true; for | am not alone, but | and the Father that sent me.”
Note the Father is distinct from the Son. Also Jesus said, “I and the
Father that sent me.” The Son is said to be God. Acts 7:39, “And they
stoned Stephen, calling upon God and saying Lord Jesus, receive my
spirit.” But the Son is not the Holy Ghost for, in Acts 10:38 the record
says that God anointed Jesus of Nazareth with the Holy Ghost and with
power. And in John 15:26, “But when the Comforter is come, whom | will
send unto you from the Father, even the Spirit of truth, which proceeded
from the Father.” Note the Son distinct from the Holy Ghost, the Son is
said to be anointed with the Holy Ghost, also that the Holy Ghost is sent
by the Son.

| wanted to go through those for the sake of the radio audience and |
want to call your attention to the chart where these same passages and
the same argument is advanced. The Bible affirms, for instance, that the
Father is God. But the Bible denies that the Father is the Son. | have Mr.
Welch on this. | listened last week very closely to a debate that Mr.
Welch had where he said that so far as the Father is concerned, “he has
an invisible person; and the Son a visible one.” And so | have him that
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the Father is not the Son in connection with that. And also on that same
tape, | call your attention to the fact that he denied emphaticaily that the
Holy Spirit was a person. So observe if you will. The Father has an
invisible person, but the Holy Spirit is not a person. Therefore, the Father
is not the Holy Spirit. So, not only do | prove it by Scriptures, but | prove
it by my honorable opponent. Observe if you will, the Father is said to be
God, but the Father is not the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit is said to be
God, but the Holy Spirit is not the Son. And the Son is said to be God,
but the Son is not the Father. How much time do | have left? (Moderator:
3 Minutes)
Summary

All right. | want to summarize the things that have been suggested. | call
your attention to the fact that there are certain things that we do not
deny, that we freely admit; that there is but one God, | do not believe in
three Gods. Now let me say this kindly. | certainly recognize that a man
has the right to try to argue that | believe such. But to charge me with
believing such is dishonorable. | do not believe it. Now, let Mr. Welch, if
he affirms such, prove that my arguments necessarily reach that
conclusion. Watch him as he deals with the matter of there being one
humanity as well as there being one God. We freely admit and affirm and
believe that there is but one God. Observe very closely as he comes to
the stand and takes up these arguments that were presented, that
reduces the Bible to an absurdity if one refuses to accept a plurality of
persons in the God head. | want to suggest to you that this is not what is
commonly referred to sometimes as a matched preaching affair. There
maybe those in the audience who have never attended a debate before,
| don’t know. If that's the case, and I'm not saying this for Mr. Welch’s
benefit, but for your benefit, in a debate the negative is honor bound to
take up the arguments that’s been presented by the affirmative, and to
examine them with fairness and candor. In the second place, in the
mediator-ship of Christ, just as surely as the Bible affirms that there’s
one God, that's how surely that the Bible affirms that there is one
humanity. And if there can be a plurality of persons in humanity, and still
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be one humanity; there can be a plurality of persons in God, and still be
one God.

Let him deal with this when he comes to the stand and the fact that the
Bible makes a clear distinction between the Father, the Son, and the
Holy Spirit. | invite you to hear Mr. Welch.

The End of Speech
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Godhead Debate: Part One-B

Mr. Moderators, ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Moore. It is indeed with a
sense of obedience to almighty God that | stand in your presence tonight
in Orange, Texas, to engage in a Bible discussion in an investigation of
Bible truth. And tonight, in as much as the greatest subject the Bible
speaks of, that is, God Himself, is under consideration, | do feel a sense
of humility and my inability to explain fully to you all about God. | am
happy to have Mr. Moore as my opponent tonight. | believe we are going
to have a good discussion. | want to say in the very beginning of this
debate that it affords me pleasure to examine the Bible teachings on this
subject and to delve into them

In the book of 1Tim. 3:16 the Bible tells us, “And without controversy
great is the mystery of godiiness: God was manifest in the flesh, justified
in the Spirit, seen of angels, preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in
the world, received up into glory.” It is a mystery, a deep mystery. | am of
the opinion tonight, after discussing this for many, many years, that
anyone needs to take in consideration all parts of the Bible to try to
understand the God of the Bible.

Now, in the affirmative speech of my opponent tonight, | don’t think
there’s anything that Mr. Moore has presented that | can’t face. Anything
that he’s brought before you | can face; and where he leads Il do my
very best to follow.
Persons or Beings

The first argument on his chart here, “Persons or Beings” (and | call your
attention to it) is a definition by Webster of the teachings of the trinity
doctrine, the theology of it. Anyone that would define the teachings of the
trinity theology would naturally support the theory of it; but should Mr.
Webster define the teaching of us, he would support what we believe
about it. But we'll leave language as it is; we won't try to cut it off or do
away with it. | want to say tonight about persons and beings, | believe

the Bible sustains the fact that there is only one person of God and one
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of the main reasons why | believe it is, the language of the Bible
throughout from beginning to end. The first command of God in the Bible
is “hear o Israel, the Lord our God is one Lord.” In connection of God the
Father, eternally and omnipresent, that begot a Son, His Son was the
Son of the Father begotten and born, not eternal as the Trinitarians
teach. The Bible said in Gal. 4:4, “When the fullness of time came, God
sent forth his Son, made of woman, made under the law”. There was a
time and a day that God begot a Son - the invisible God.

Mr. Moore, in answering my questions, acknowledged that God is
invisible. | believe that he guoted the scripture in Col. 1:15 that He is the
express image of the invisible God. Then, since God is invisible, God is a
spirit. The Bible said so in John 4:24. When you speak of God and his
Son, you must remember that you cannot liken that to a man and his
son. In the first place, when a man and his son come into your presence,
or a man has a son, that means that there are two people or persons that
you can look upon or identify them. But with God and His Son, it is quite
different. God has never been seen by anyone. The Bible, in two places,
says that. Since that is true, then we must seek to find what is that
connection between the invisible omnipresent God that made the worid,
and the Son that was born of the woman that became His visibie person.
~ In the 17" Chapter of St. John, Christ was praying, in the days of his
flesh, Paul said when he wrote to the Hebrews, that He prayed. And His
prayer went like this, “Glorify thou me with thine ownself ...” and that’s
exactly what happened. Since that did happen. Then the eternal God
took this one that was His Son, born, begotten, and made that Son the
visible person of the invisible God. Thus, by that you have the person of
God brought forth from the Bible, and not any theology or Trinitarianism
in the book of God Almighty. In Job 13:8 the Bible said, “Will ye accept
his person? Will ye contend for God?” The verse under that says, “He
will surely reprove you, if ye do secretly accept persons”; more than one.
There’s only one person of God.
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Rebuttal To Mediator-Ship

Now to deal with this next chart here. On the mediator-ship | asked him a
question: “Is Jesus still praying to God the Father in heaven like the
Trinitarians teach He is?” In the book of Hebrews the 10" Chapter, the
Bible tells us that this man finished his work. The Bible said, the
Scripture Mr. Moore used, “There’s one God, one mediator, between
God and man, the man Christ Jesus.” Then in Hebrews the 10" chapter
and | call your attention to it, it says that He finished his work in that field.
Beginning with verse 9, “Then said he, Lo, | come to do thy will, O God.
He taketh away the first, that he may establish the second. By the which
will we are sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ
once for all.” That's not nearly right that’s exactly right. Then the next
verse says “But this man,” listen, “after he had offered one sacrifice for
sins for ever, sat down...” He stopped his work in that field Mr. Moore.
He sat down, that work is over, and eternally over, as far as his son-ship
and his praying for sin is concerned. The Bible said these words, “If we
confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins and to
cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” Now mind you just a moment, if
the Trinitarian theory that Jesus Christ, one person of God is in heaven
pleading with another person of God for the salvation of man, and
especially for the apostate brethren of you folks, you'd have to say one of
two things: that is he doesn'’t pray for everybody, or God doesn’t hear his
prayer all the time. And in the 11th chapter of St. John when He raised
Lazarus from the dead He said His prayers are always heard. I'll stay
with you on that mediator-ship, Mr. Moore, don’t you worry about that.

All right! Notice here, between God and man there is no problem for us
to explain, the Bible tells us what it is. There’s one God, and one
mediator between God and man, the man Christ Jesus. Now Mr. Moore
has got two things there. Either God himself was incarnated in Christ, or
one of the Gods was. Now when this trinity doctrine started, you can find
it in any encyclopedia, | just ask you to examine any of them. It doesn’t
matter which one you pick up. Listen, the terminology they use there,
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person, from the Greek word presopon there were three separate divine
persons of God from time to eternity. God had a Son they teach back
yonder. I've asked many, “How did he have him back there? Where did
he come from?” Only in the mind Of God, when God said “Let us make
man ...” The Trinitarians will take that Scripture to try to prove that there
was more than one of God there in the beginning; hence, to substantiate
the theology of trinity in their light of looking at it. But the positive proof of
it is this. There’s no such thing as that because God said in Isaiah 44:24,
“Thus saith the LORD, thy redeemer, and he that formed thee from the
womb, | am the LORD that maketh all things; that stretcheth forth the
heavens A-L-O-N-E; that spreadeth abroad the earth by myself;” Now
the Trinitarian doctrine goes begging there in creation doesn’t it? Mal.
2:10 says, “Have we not all one father and hath not one God created us
all?”
Rebuttal To Absurdities

Now he talks about this doctrine being absurd, how foolish it is. All right!
He asked in part of his argument, (and | don’t say that critically of him,
I’'m attacking his theology) about Jesus praying to himself, and about him
offering the church to himself, and things like that. Well he said he raised
Lazarus from the dead in the 11" and 12" chapters of St. John that the
voice came because of those who stood by. That’s right. There was an
acknowledgment of this child, this man, that he was the son of deity, and
this acknowledgment was that the eternal invisible God was the Father of
this man Christ Jesus, yet he was in this man Christ Jesus. Paul said to
wit, to know that God was in Christ not one of the Gods, not one of the
persons of God, but God was in Christ reconciling the world unto himself.
Jesus said, and this is my point, that the Father that dwelleth in me, he
doeth the works. Every word that was spoken according to Christ’s
teaching, and his prayer and all | am going to stay within it. He said that
in the 14" chapter of St. John when they asked him a question, show us
the Father, He said these words, “He that seeth me has seen the
Father”, then he said, “the works that | do, | do not of myself, but the
Father that dwelleth in me, he doeth” not one God or persons of the
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Godhead. Now if Christ had been a separate person, as much God as
God was God, he could have said these words, it’s this part of God doing
the work. But that was not true. There is only one God. That being the
command of the God’s Bible, it had to be that God in this man Jesus
Christ.

Now he talks about his praying in St. John the 14™ chapter and the 15"
chapter, about praying for the comforter. In the 14" chapter of St. John,
Jesus said these words, “I'll pray the Father”. Well Paul said he prayed in
the days of his flesh. Then he was glorified by the Father. “That he may
send you another comforter.” All right! Then he went on down and said
these words, “I will not leave you comfortless”. He’s talking about the
Comforter, “I will come to you”, not some other one, not some other
person in the Godhead. But it’s actually the spirit of Christ coming in, in
the omnipresent coverage of God, into the believers that God has who
are his children. Eph. 4:6 said these words, “there is one God and Father
of all, who is above all, and through all, and in you all.” Now listen to the
teachings of the Trinitarians.

They would actually have, if there are three separate individuais of God
or beings of persons, if God is in them, and then Christ is in them, they
would have at least the spirit of two different ones in them. The Bible
said, “There is one spirit”, (1Cor. 12:13), “By one spirit are we all
baptized into one body...” Now the Bible said in John 4:24 that “God is a
Spirit...” Now since that is true, then Mr. Moore introduces a passage
about the birth of Jesus Christ.

Now I'm going to prove that God is that Spirit and that He is the Father of
the child, Jesus Christ, and my Father too. Eph. 4:6, “One God and
Father of all, who is above all, and through all, and in you ali.” Now the
Scripture Mr. Moore introduced about the birth of Christ said, “The birth
of Jesus Christ was on this wise: When as his mother Mary was
espoused to Joseph, before they came together, she was found with
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child of the Holy Spirit.” Now if God and that Spirit are not the same
Spirit, then Jesus Christ is not the Son of the eternal Father, God. He's
the son of somebody else! That's why it can’t be. You talk about things
that can’t be, Mr. Moore, that can't be.

Moore’s Questions To Weich

Now, the questions he asked me, | want to note them.

(1)

)

@)

“Do you agree that God used the word method of revelation, that
words convey ideas?”

Yes, Mr. Moore, | agree that words of languages teach us things,

but yet at the same time there are different languages and the
revelation of God’s truth perhaps could be brought back from the
original and sometimes you have to go back to even original
languages. You couldn’t take one language, even the English
language, and by that prove everything about God like you could
that two and two makes four. You can'’t do that.

“Is it possible for two things or more to be one in one sense and
more that one in another?”

Yes. The church can be many people in one body as far as the
church is concerned; and God himself and Christ is one body as for
as the Godhead is concerned. Col. 2:8-9 “Beware lest any man spoil
you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men,
after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ. For in him
dwelleth all the fullness of the Godhead bodily.” | won’t detour
around that one either.

“Is the Father the Spirit and the Son the flesh?”

The Father is eternal God. God is a Spirit, and this child was born
like any other child except he didn’t have an earthly father. He had a
human spirit, @ human soul, and a human body. He was perfect
humanity. The eternal invisible Spirit was the Father of that child,
and yet in the end that eternal Spirit glorified that man Christ with
himself and he became the express image and person of the
invisible God. All right!
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My Father Is Greater Than |

Now you talk about something that crosses a man up, Mr. Moore said

our doctrine would disprove the Bible teaching. But there is one scripture
that he produced there, in the trinity realm of thinking and theology, and
that is where Jesus said, “My Father is greater than 1.” If the trinity
doctrine is right he’d never have said that. If Jesus Christ had been a
third part of deity from all time, and as trinity doctrine teaches, as much
God as God is God, he’d never have uttered that statement because
one-third of God would be as much as the other two-thirds of God. That’s
the teaching of the trinity doctrine and that’s one of the main reasons it’s
not true. There is no such thing in the Bible, in God, or in any other
place. This child was begotten and born and he grew in statue and
knowledge. I'd like to ask Mr. Moore a question. Does Jesus know
everything now? When you come back, please answer that one. Does he
know everything now? | want to see what he does with it. Does he know
everything now?

Then he turns to the 15" chapter of 1 Cor. and uses this argument.
“Then cometh the end; when he shall deliver up the kingdom to God,
even the Father.” Now in that Scripture there are many things to
consider. First is that the church is his wife. Now in reasonable logic,
would it seem reasonable that if you had a wife and about the time you
met her you would turn around and give her away to someone else?
Now that’s the predicament that his theology places a man in unless he
can explain this theology. | mean what the Bible teaches in the light it is.
That's the position the Scriptures hold. Christ was born, finished his
mission, he died, and the flesh suffered for sins. He was glorified by the
eternal, invisible God and became the visible person of the invisible God
which makes only one person. We are looking today for salvation
through his suffering, through his death, through the cross of Calvary; but
when that time is over and no longer we look back to Calvary, then we
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pass with him into the eternal everlasting Fatherhood and Father-ship of
him.

Isaiah 9:6:

“For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given: and the government
shall be upon his shoulder: and his name shall be called Wonderful,
Counselor, The mighty God, The everlasting Father, The Prince of
Peace.” Now if he’s going to present that church to the everlasting Father
and he is the everlasting Father; then as he said in St. John 10:30 “I and
my Father are one.” Eph. 5:25 the Bible said, “Husbands, love your
wives, even as Christ also loved the church, and gave himself for it; ...
That he might present it to himself...” Well that's understandabie when
God glorified him with himself. That's understandable and there is no
contradiction in that. Now | think | have covered part of his charts and
referred to them here.

The Holy Spirit -- Sending
| asked Mr. Moore if the Holy Ghost was the Spirit of Jesus Christ. Well
that was a tough one for him. He couldn’t get around it to well, bless his
heart; it’s a real tough one for Trinitarians. Now if the Holy Ghost is the
Spirit of Jesus Christ, and I'm going to prove it is; then regardless of how
ridiculous you may think it sounds you’ll have to say that the Spirit of
Christ was the Father of the child Christ. There's nothing else you can
say. In 1Pet. 1:10-11 it speaks of the Old Testament prophets and said
these words, “...the spirit of Christ that was in them”; that is the Old
Testament “signified beforehand of his suffering...” And the Bible plainly
tells us that the Spirit that moved the Old Testament prophets was the
Spirit of Christ. And then in Second Peter, it tells us that it was the Holy
Ghost, “...holy men of old spoke as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.”
First Peter one said it was the Spirit of Christ and this second epistle
says it’s the Holy Ghost, and in Eph. 4:4 he said there’s one Spirit. Don't
forget that. All right! Now the same Spirit that was the Holy Spirit, the
Holy Ghost, moved the Old Testament prophets, that same Spirit was
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the Father of the child, Christ. How do you know, preacher? Why, Mr.
Moore introduces the Scripture and showed it to me. That’s right. “Now
the birth of Jesus Christ was on this wise: When as his mother Mary was
espoused to Joseph, before they came together, she was found with
child of the Holy Ghost.” If the Holy Ghost and God are not the same
then Jesus was not the Son of God, he was the Son of a third person of
the trinity. That | can not believe! That's right!

Ananias Lied To God:

Acts 5, Ananias lied to God, he lied to the Holy Ghost. Of course God is
a Spirit, God is omnipresent, and he is everywhere. When he lied to the
Holy Ghost he was lying to God, because it's God’s Spirit. It fills all
space. God's coverage is just like this light here. | can illustrate it like
this. We could say that this bulb represented the son, the power in that
light represented the Father, the rays from it represented the Holy Ghost;
it fills all space, is God omnipresent, not three persons of him.

Isaiah Passages
Now, inasmuch as Mr. Moore introduced the Scriptures in Isaiah about
the one God, | want to show you some of the contradictions of the trinity
doctrine in the Scriptures that Mr. Moore introduced. Just as plain as can
be! In Isaiah the 45" chapter and verse 20, and that’s just another
reason why I'm here tonight; “Assemble yourselves and come; draw near
together, ye that are escaped of the nations: they have no knowledge
that set up the wood of their graven image, and pray unto a god that
cannot save. Tell ye, and bring them near; yea, let them take counsel
together: who hath declared this from ancient time? Who hath told it from
that time? Have not | the LORD? And there is no God else beside me; a
just God and a Savoir; there is none beside me.” Now if God told the
truth that is just the way it is. And | believe that he did tell it. Jesus Christ
told it. He had this same thing in mind when he said, “| and my Father
are one.” “Look unto me, and be ye saved, all the ends of the earth: for |
am God, and there is none else. | have sworn by myself’. Don’'t you

Godhead Debate 24



Monday - Welch’s First Negative

know that if there had been a trinity doctrine he would have sworn by one
of the others? There was no such thing. Forty-five times God said he
swore by himself. If there had been a committee of persons in God as
Trinitarians teach there is, there is no doubt about it but what God
would’ve sworn by one of the persons of deity as he talks about here
tonight. But there was no such thing. God said, “Look unto me, and be ye
saved, all the ends of the earth for | am God, and there is none else. |
have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of my mouth in
righteousness, and shall not return, that unto me” the same God that
said there’s no God beside him. And 'm going to prove that’s Jesus
Christ. “Unto me every knee shall bow, and every tongue shall confess.”
In Philippians the 2" chapter we find the Scripture reads like this,
speaking of this man Christ that God glorified with his own self he said
these words about him, “God hath highly exalted him, and given him a
name which is above every name; That unto the one man Jesus every
knee shall bow, of things in earth, things in heaven, and things under the
earth;” That’s some of the reasons why this fellow Welch could never
accept the theory of the Trinitarians the more | discuss it the further away
from it | get.

Isaiah 46:9:

Now | call your attention to another direct contradiction of trinity theology.
In Isaiah 46:9 “Remember the former things of old: for | am God, and
there is none else; | am God, and there is none like me.” Trinitarians
teach the three are just alike, coequal in power from eternity to eternity.
This is a direct contradiction of this theology. May | read it again,
“Remember the former things of old: for | am God, and there is none
else; | am God, and there is none like me.” Just before my time is up |
want to refer to this chart here again, and the word another. God didn’t
leave us in the dark about his truth. The word “another” doesn’t always
mean another person. It can mean the same one. In | Sam. 10:6, when
Saul was going to become the king of Israel, and Samuel was talking to
him, Samuel said these words, “And the Spirit of the LORD will come
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upon thee, and thou shalt prophesy with them, and shalt be turned into
another man.” But he was the same man, that’s right. It meant a
manifestation. When God spoke here of another Comforter, Jesus Christ
proved beyond reasonable doubt, in the 14" chapter of St. John in his
speaking now of the Comforter, the Greek word parcelate, that is was
going to be him when he came; for he said these words, “| will not leave
you comfortless, | will come to you™. I'll go over that again. First, in the
days of his flesh he prayed. He was our example. And in the 10" chapter
of St. John he said, “There came a voice”, and he said, “My prayers are
always heard.” He knew that! Mind you my friends and listen. When he
said, “I'lt pray the Father”, when as in his mediator-ship, in the days of his
flesh, as in the man Christ Jesus he prayed. Then when he was glorified
by the eternal, invisible God, he became the incorporated headquarters
of the God of person. Then he could say l'll send and I'll come. That’s
why he did do it, my friends, we find in this chapter that when he speaks
of the Comforter, as 've already said, it was actually him coming.

And now | think that I'll have time to introduce a Scripture to confirm that.
In Colossians he said, “The mystery that has been hid from ages, but is
now made manifest, which is Christ in you.” Not the trinity, ten thousand
times NO! Well how do we know that Christ lives in us? How do we know
that Christ is dwelling in us? 1John 4:13, “Hereby know we that we dwell
in him, and he in us, because he hath given us of his Spirit.” That's how
we know it. That Spirit is Christ in you, the mystery that’s been hid before
the world was but is now made manifest in these times to mankind. And |
contend that there is a Bible way to explain and to show the connection
between that child, the Son of God, and the eternal, invisible God that
made that Son, that child, his permanent, visibie person for all time and
eternally.

The End of Speech
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Godhead Debate: Part Two-A
Gentlemen moderators, ladies and gentlemen both here and in the radio
audience, Mr. Welch. It is a genuine pleasure to be able to come back
and respond to the things that Mr. Welch has said. I'll take up my
questions in the process of my speech, but there is something on my
mind that | want to get off right now. When | get there I'll probably talk
about it again.
Questions Four and Five Not Answered

Mr. Welch said that he could hardly get me around his question four and
he never did get around to my questions four and five. He never did give
me an answer to them. | did make an attempt, Mr. Welch, you didn’t
even get around to my questions four and five. We’ll have more to say
about that when we get there. | want now to take up Mr. Welch’s speech,
item by item, and statement by statement, passage by passage, the best
I can. Some of the things that he said | believe was double-talk. It was
not possible to understand what he was talking about. But so far as | was
able to understand what he was talking about, | want to consider the
statements and every passage that he presented. He said of course that
this was the greatest subject that we could discuss because it had to do
with God himself; and he freely admitted his inability to explain all about
God and of course | agree with that 100 per cent. He cited 1Tim. 3:16,
that God was manifest in the flesh and there is no issue here at all. The
Bible certainly teaches and | affirmed in my first speech that Jesus Christ
was divine, God made manifest in the flesh, and he wants to make an
argument on that. If he contends that because God was manifest in the
flesh, that makes the Father the Son, | seem to remember in John 1:31
that John the Baptist also came and manifested the Lord. Does that
make John the Baptist the Lord? He said that he could face all that |
presented. He could do it but you know that he didn’t do it. | wonder why
he didn’t. And incidentally he said that the person definition that | had on
the chart was a definition of trinity. | deny that, Mr. Welch, that isn't so. |
had a chart over there, Heb. 1:3, taken from Thayer’s Greek-English
Lexicon, but because | didn’t have room to put it up, | didn’t, but you
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challenge it and | will put it up. Where he gives the same definition of the
word person in Heb, 1:3.
One Person of God

Then he talks about there was only one person of God, that the first
commandment affirmed this, Deut. 6:4 says, “There’s one God.” | cited
this and | believe it. There’s no issue there, he constantly and continually
uses the term Trinitarian. | didn’t use that term. | have no particular
objection to it, and yet | didn’t use it. He constantly used it there. He
admitted in the Answer of my question that words convey ideas; and
ladies and gentlemen, there are different kinds of words. There are
words that instruct and direct; and there are words that prejudice and
create emotions, and this is one of them. Mr. Welch could just leave it off
and do just as well. It's meaningiess. | haven't used the term. | didn’t use
it. He, of course, advanced what he called Trinitarian argument and
endeavored to answer those arguments and left mine alone. | think
you’re aware of that. That's a word that's presented for no purpose other
than to stir emotions and to create prejudice.

God Sent Forth His Son

In Gal. 4:4 the passage says, “That God sent forth his son.” | want you to
note that that passage is against him not for him. That passage says that
God sent forth his Son and Mr. Welch says that words convey ideas. Tell
us Mr. Welch, when you get up here, what idea is conveyed by the word
“sent”? Would you do that for us? We shall see. God is invisible, of
course, there’s no issue there; (Col. 1:15, John 4:24) affirms that God is
a Spirit. He made a play on the fact that we can not liken God to
everything about a man and his son. Then when he went over and was
talking about Christ and the church, he tried to do that very thing. We’ll
cover that when we get to it. But you admit that the term Father and Son
admits of two don’t you, Mr. Welch? Why he said | agree that if you are
talking about a man and his son there’d be the idea of two. Was the Lord
trying to deceive man when he talked about the Father and Son
relationship? In John 17:5, he cited this, whenever the Son said, “Glorify
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thou me,” Let’s read it, “And now, Father giorify thou me with thine own
self with the glory which | had with thee before the world was begun.”
Tell us what’s the meaning of with, Mr. Welch. You say words convey
ideas, now tell us what idea the word with means. Will you do that? What
does the word with mean Mr. Welch? Now, ladies and gentiemen, you
know that the word with means in the company of. Let him tell us when
he gets up here. Every passage that he introduced is against him.

Job 13:8
He cites this passage and indicts me as violating what the passage says.
Because Job said, “Will you accept his person? Will you contend for
God? Is it good that he should search you out? Or as one man mocketh
another, do you also mock him? He will surely reprove you, if you do
secretly accept persons.” Now, Mr. Welch, | want to know about this
because | may get you another debate with one of your brethren before
this is over with. Do you believe that there was a person in the Godhead
before Bethlehem? Come on and tell us, will you? You cited this
passage. Is that what Job was talking about? Was he talking about
persons in the Godhead? Now you tell us when you get up here! Was
there a person in the Godhead before Bethlehem? Note if you will. In the
first place he assumes that it’s all right to accept person (singular) but it's
wrong to accept persons (plural) in the Godhead. Now, Mr. Welch, let’s
try your logic. In James 2:1, James says, “My brethren, hold not the faith
of our Lord Jesus Christ, the Lord of glory, with respect of persons.” Now
there’s the plural word persons. Watch it. James urges that we have not
respect of persons (plural). According to Mr. Welch’s concept of the word
it would be all right to manifest a respect of persons so long as there was
only one person! However, if there were two or more persons it would be
wrong. Job 13:8,10 doesn'’t touch top, side, nor bottom of this question.
You know, these fellows will cite a passage without any consideration as
to context. Let’s take a look. In verse 7 Job shows that in using false
arguments these men were pretending to defend God and his procedure;
in verse 8 in giving partial judgment for God and presuming to make
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themselves his protectors. Then in verses 9 and 11 in condemning what
they secretly believed to be right or maintaining with their lips what the
did not believe in their hearts. Verses 9 and 11 doesn’t touch top, side,
nor bottom of this issue.
Mediatorship of Christ

Then of course, about my chart on the mediator-ship of Christ, and I'll
have more to say about this in a moment. He said he asked me if Jesus
was still praying to the Father. You asked me a question concerning that
matter of Jesus’ intercession, and right at this point | want to observe.
His question was this. He says, “The Bible says that the man Christ
Jesus is the mediator between God and man. Did he finish his work at
Calvary or is he still interceding God the Father on behalf of man?” And
he got up and just emphatically denied that it was. And in doing this, he
denied the statement in Hebrews 7:25. Why didn't you take up the
passage, Mr. Welch and consider it? | want to read the passage again
but | want to show you how he perverted Hebrews 10. Hebrews 7:25
says, “Wherefore also he is able to save to the uttermost them that draw
near unto God through him, seeing he ever liveth to make intercession
for them.” Mr. Weich says that he’s not doing it. Paul says he is doing it,
and that isn’t nearly right, that is right. In the 10" chapter of the book of
Hebrews he cites verses 8 and 9 where it talks about the Lord sat down.
| want to show you what he does in connection with this. “Then sayeth
he, Lo, | come to do thy will O God. Saying above, Sacrifices and
offerings and whole burnt offerings and sacrifices for sin thou wouldest
not, neither hadst pleasure in them which were offered by the law, then
hath he said, Lo, | come to do thy will. He taketh away the first, that he
may establish the second. By which will we have been sanctified through
the offering of the body of Jesus Christ once for all.” Now he talks about
that when this was offered that he sat down. Mr. Welch, are you not
aware of the fact that in this section of the Hebrew letter the apostle is
contrasting the priesthood of Christ with the priesthood of Aaron? If he
would of taken the time to have read the 11" verse he would have
noticed what the sat down was contrasted to. One of the things that he

Godhead Debate 30



Monday - Moore’s Second Affirmative

makes, shows the superiority of Christ’s priesthood over the priesthood
of Aaron is, “And every priest indeed standeth day be day.” So that’s the
only significance of the words “sat down”. And he made a play on that
and emphatically denied Hebrews 7:25 that says, “he ever liveth to make
intercession for us” and Mr. Welch says that he doesn'’t do it. He said he
was going to stay with me on this mediator. We'll see.

The Trinity Doctrine
He talks about when the trinity doctrine started and what the
encyclopedia says. You know, | looked at several of them to find several
things about the United Pentecostal Church. Now, you want to take
these encyclopedias as your authority, Mr. Welch? Is that what you want
to do? I’'m not concerned about the encyclopedia, he talks about the
teaching of the Trinitarians, (that's real funny, you know any time that
you feel Mr. Welch is losing, you laugh and demonstrate like that.) He
cites Genesis 1:26 that | didn’t even mention. | could have but | didn’t. He
talks about what the Trinitarians believe. He refers to passages | didn’t
cite and ignored those that | did cite. | didn’t introduce Genesis 1:26, Mr.
Welch. | didn’t say a word about it but it might be well that you introduced
it. Tell us do you agree, Mr. Welch, that a plural pronoun must have a
plural antecedent?
Isaiah 44:24

Then he cites Isaiah 44:24 about the Lord alone. He has several
references in Isaiah and V'll take care of those in a moment where | have
them all collected together. He cites Mal. 2:10 where Malachi says, “We
have one God, we have one Father, hath not one God created us all?”
there is no issue there. | used that passage in my first speech and
affirmed the fact that there is but one God, one deity. But you know
something? He didn’t say a word about this idea of one humanity. And
the fact that there’s one humanity and yet more than one person. He
didn’t say a word about that did he? All the passages that | cited and
freely admitted that | believed that there was one God. He said,” I'm
going to stay with him on the mediator-ship.” Why didn’t you do that, Mr.
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Welch? Why didn’t you do that? He’s going to. He promised me that he
would! He cited John 11:12 which is the wrong passage. Mr. Welch, I'm
not going to look the passages up for you in this debate. You give the
right passages! He talks about something about the Lord’s praying and
that’s not the passage. Give the right one and I'll consider it.

Second Corinthians 5:19.

That God was manifest in the flesh (I know where the passage is! |
listened to a debate last week with him where about half the passages
he gave were the wrong passages and I'm not going to look them up for
him. I'll let his moderator do that.). 2 Cor., 5:19, God was manifest in the
flesh. There’s no issue here. | believe that. Paul says, in this respect, that
God was in Christ, reconciling the worid unto himself. That affirms the
deity of Christ, | believe that with all of my heart.

You See Me, You See The Father,John 14:9

Then he cites John 14:9 where Jesus said, “If you have seen me you've
seen the Father.” Mr. Welch, that was the reason | asked you a question,
to get you to let us know something about your vocabulary. | want to
know what you mean by these expressions. That's why | asked him,”
was the Father the Spirit and the Son the flesh?” and | never made
heads nor tails out of what he was talking about. He never did tell us. |
know what he thinks about it and I think you do too. That so far as Mr.
Welch is concerned the Father is the Spirit and the Son is the Flesh. |
know that’s what he believes. Now | want you to tell us something, Mr.
Welch. Would you tell us when John said, “If you've seen me you've
seen the Father”, did you mean that they had seen the Father in exactly
the same way they saw the Son? Would you tell us that? Is he simply
saying in this instance, now, that when you've seen me in the flesh
you've seen the Spirit? Is that what he said? Is that what he means by
that passage? Let's take a look at John 14:9. This passage is where
Jesus said, “ If you've seen me you've seen the Father.” Mr. Welch has
advanced the idea that this necessarily means that they must be one and
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the same person. | want to know, Mr. Welch, and | wish you'd jot this
down and tell us. Do you think that the word “see” in these passages
means visible? Is that what you mean? Just think about this, ladies and
gentlemen, you hear this passage cited all the time without any
consideration of what it teaches. Jesus said, “ If you've seen me you've
seen the Father.” Did that mean that he had SEEN the Father exactly the
same way that he saw the Son? Does he mean by this that they visibly
saw the Father? “Oh no” Mr. Welch says, “that can’t be so because the
Father is invisible.” It can’t mean that they visibly saw the Father when
they saw the Son so it doesn’t mean that, does it? Because he said,
“He’s invisible.” Note if you will. The word “see” does not necessarily
mean that a thing is visible. Do you know that? Jesus says in Matt.
13:13, “ Seeing they see not, hearing they hear not.” Now the word “see”
when it’s used in the Bible does not necessarily mean that a thing is
visible, no more than the word “hear” means that it is audible. Observe if
you will. The word in John 14:9 that's translated “see”, is a term,
according to Thayer, that means to see with the mind and not with the
eve. (Page 451). Whenever the Apostle Paul said to the Ephesians, Mr.
Welch, that he prayed that the eyes of their understanding might be
opened, what was he talking about? What did Paul mean, Mr. Welch,
when he said in Acts 26:18 that he was sent to open the eyes of the
Gentiles? Was he talking about the visible eye? This passage is cited as
if Jesus had said, “When you visibly see me you visibly see the Father.”
And since the Father is the Spirit and the Son is the flesh, when you've
seen the flesh you've seen the Spirit.” Is that right? Now what does the
passage really say? Note if you will in Acts 8:23 and there are other
passages on this, | just want to consider it while we are here. In Acts
8:23 whenever the Apostle Peter said to Simon the sorcerer, “ | see that
thou art in the gall of bitterness and the bond of iniquity.” Did the word
see there have to do with vision, Mr. Weich? Would you tell us that when
you come up here? Jesus is simply saying in John 14, that you can see
how and what the Father would do by observing what I've done and not
the idea of visibly seeing him. Note if you will, when John said they saw
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the Father, it was either actually of representatively, wasn't it? Was it
actually? | don’t think he will take that position. | hope he does. | dont
think that he will take a position that Jesus means when you see me you
see the Father actually. All right, observe that it is representatively, it
couldn’t be actually. In John 6:46 the record says, “No man has seen the
Father.” Obviously they saw the Father represented in the Son. Note in
Job 42:5, Job said of these things that had been told him, “| have heard
of thee by the hearing of the ear: “* Now watch his next statement, “but
now mine eye seeth thee.” but did that mean Job actually saw the Lord
visibly. Tell us about it, Mr. Welch. Friends, don’t you see that that has to
do with the understanding, and not the visible eye? Of all things! He talks
about this part of God. This is a misunderstanding. Mr. Weich, are you
part of humanity? | didn’t ask if you are a human. Tell us! (Now friends,
this isn’t funny at ail. Every time you think he is losing you do that.) The
word humanity means a state of being human, just like the word God
means the state of being God. It’s easier to laugh it off than it is to deal
with it. And the folks in the radio audience are hearing this as well. So,
he talks about a part of God. That's a misunderstanding altogether, on
his part.
In The Days of His Flesh
He prayed in the days of his flesh. I'd like to know a littie more about that.
Is he now in the days of his flesh? Tell us, Mr. Welch, is Jesus NOW in
the days of his flesh? There are some of your brethren that think that it
takes a fleshly human being to be a person. That's why | say | may get
you a debate with them before | leave here. And they know they believe
that too! Now tell us, is he now in the days of his flesh? We'll be waiting
to see.
Ephesians 4:6, “One God and Father”

Tell me how many units there are in Eph. 4:4? Paul talks about there
being one Lord, one Spirit, one God and Father, one hope, one faith, and
one baptism. Doesn’t he, Mr. Welch? Tell us how many units are in this
passage. I've taken his speech up and I'm following him. Now, he may
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not do me that way, but if he doesn't it's because he can'’t do it. He talks
about one Spirit.
First Corinthians 12:13
In | Cor. 12:13, “For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one body,
whether we be Jews or Gentiles, whether we be bond or free; and have
been all made to drink into one Spirit.” The Apostle Paul is simply
showing why the Corinthians ought to recognize that these spiritual gifts
were for everyone and not for just one. Look at verse 7 where it says, “to
one is given by the Spirit to the profit of all.” That doesn’t touch top, side,
nor bottom of the question under consideration.
Question #1
Then we deal with my questions. | want to take a look at them. | asked
him in question number one, “Do you agree that God uses the ‘word
method’ of revelation?” And right here | want a piece of chalk if you can
find me one. There’s one over there on the table somewhere. | want to
put some words on the board; and | want Mr. Welch to accommodate us
in connection with this. Mr. Welch says, “Yes, | agree, | agree that the
Bible uses the word method of revelation; and | agree that words convey
ideas. Now when you get up here, Mr. Welch, will you please tell us the
meaning or what idea is conveyed in the word “both”? And while you are
at it, will you give us a little dissertation on the word “with”? What idea is
conveyed in the word “with” and the word “also”? Would you tell us? Now
he’s going to tell us when he gets up here. He says that words are
vehicles of thought, or that they convey ideas. What idea is conveyed by
the word “both”? The Bible says both the Father and the Son, 2John 9.
Tell us what idea is conveyed in the word both.
Question #2

Then my question number 2 where | asked him, “Is it possible for two or
more things to be one in one sense, and yet more than one in another
sense?” he admits that they may. That’s right. So, don’t you see, ladies
and gentlemen, he recognizes that there may be one God and yet it's
possible for there to be more than one person. He admits that in answer
to the question. That’s why | say he needs to come to grips with the
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arguments that have been presented. He realizes that a thing may be
one in one sense yet more than one in another sense. So, he recognizes
that God may be one in one sense and yet mare that one in another
sense, don’t you Mr. Weich? That's what you said in answer to the
question.
Question #3

Then that’s when | asked him question number three. “Is the Father the
Spirit, and the Son the flesh?” and like | say, | don’t know what he’s
talking about. He talks about; he became the express image of the
invisible God. He said that’s what that passage says and | DENY it! That
passage doesn’t say any such thing. Now | want to show you. He doesn't
have the right to just make up passages. He says, “the express image of
the invisible God” and that is not what the passage says. | want to turn
and read it. Observe if you will. The passage says, “Who is the image of
the invisible God, the firstborn of all creation.” In Hebrews the first
chapter where it tatks about the express image of his person, it doesn’t
say that he’s the express image and the person of God or that he is the
person of God, as you say the passage says. It says that he's the
express image OF the person of God, not and the person of God. That is
your interpretation of it. (Moderator: 10 Minutes)-all right. He said the
idea that my Father is greater would never have been uttered if the
Trinitarian theory was right, because one-third of God. Once again that’s
a misunderstanding of the word God and deity as Mr. Welch manifested
by these expressions. | never affirmed any such thing in my iife! | don’t
believe it now. | don't believe that Jesus was one-third God. | believe that
he was all God. | believe that you are ail humanity. Do you, Mr. Welch?
Do you believe that you are all humanity? He’s going to follow me on the
mediator chart. | intend to see that you do it, Mr. Welch. Tell us now! Do
you posses all of the essence of humanity? He doesn’t recognize the fact
that by appointment and on behalf of the redemption of mankind, Jesus
could willingly subject himself as Phi. 1 says. Just because God knows
all or can know all do you think that means that he does know all?
Because he’s all-powerful do you think that that means he does
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everything he is able to do? Now you think about that. God is all
powerful, omnipotent. Tell us, Mr. Welch, is he doing everything that he
is able to do? And while you are at it you might tell us what was meant
by the expression when he said to Abraham, “Now | know.”

As | said a moment ago, I'm surprised that he expresses a very
elementary knowledge of what the book teaches about God.

Questions 4 and 5
Then of course my questions four and five that he completely over
looked. I'm not saying it was deliberate, he may have forgotten to do so.
But whenever he chided me about not answering his question four and
never even looked at my questions four and five; | think he needs to be
reprimanded, don’t you? Was there a person in the Godhead before the
Word became flesh? That was important. | wanted to know that, Mr.
Welch, that's why | asked it. And | asked him “How many humanities are
there?” that was important also. And he didn’t answer that. All right. Does
Jesus know everything now? | think he could. Just like | think God could
do anything. But | don’t think that he’s doing everything he’s capable of
doing. Now you deal with it. Let me stop for a moment and let me
emphasize once again what | said. Mr. Welch, you tell us when you get
up here. Because the Bible teaches that God is omnipotent do you
believe that he’s doing everything that he’s able to do? You mean to tell
me that you would question the power of God and think that God couldn’t
limit his knowledge? Is that what you’re going to affirm? That's what
seems to be implied by the laughs. That God isn’t omnipotent. He'’s
omniscient but he’s not omnipotent. That he knows all but he’s not all-
powerful, and he can’t limit his knowledge. You come to grips with that
and see.
Husband and Wife

Then this is the way he talks; the church is his wife, the husband of the
wife, and then turns around and gives her away. You see, when we were
talking about the Father and the Son he said, “you need to recognize that
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everything that’s true about the Father and Son relationship in the flesh
is not necessarily true about the Father and Son relationship with respect
to God. Then he comes over to the church and everything that is true
about a wife and husband he wants to make it true about Christ and the
church. You see, Mr. Welch, it just depends on which foot the shoe is on.

Father and Son

| didn’t make any particular argument about the Father and the Son
relationship. | could have. Isaiah 9:6 says, “A Son is given.” You tell us
who gave him. Every passage he cites backfires on him. That passage
says, “a Son is given.” Now you tell us who gave him, Mr. Welch. We’ll
have more to say about that. We'll have more to say about this when we
talk about Isa. 9:6. He wants to know if he is going to give that church to
the Father. He cited Eph. 5:21, 24 and he says that the passage says
that the Lord is going to present the church to himself and he thinks
that’s a tremendously strong argument that he can't present the .church
to himself and can’t give it to the Father. That’s no problem at all. | could
walk over and present you with this Testament. Could you give it to your
moderator? Could you, Mr. Welch?

He cites First Peter and second Peter regarding the Spirit of Christ that
moved the Old Testament prophets. There’s no issue here. It affirms the
pre-existence of Christ. He implies several arguments with respect to the
sending of the Comforter and the birth of Christ. Mr. Welch, | wish you
would make your arguments plain. The implication was this; that
because the Father sent the Comforter and because the Son sent the
Comforter; that makes the Father and the Son one and the same thing.
And because the Holy Spirit is said to be the one who is responsible for
the birth of Christ, yet he’s the Son of the Father; that makes the Father
and the Son one and the same thing. You see his implication is this; if a
thing is attributed to two or more individuals, they obviously must be the
same. If that’s not his argument, he doesn’t have one. Mr. Welch, are
you not aware of the fact that the Bible teaches that Jesus Christ is our
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Savior in 2 Tim. 2:10? Yet in Acts 2:40, Peter said, “save yourselves.”
Did that make them Jesus? Did it, Mr. Welch? Because man is said to
save himself and because Jesus saves man, does that make them the
same?
Acts 13

And while you are at it you might tell us about Acts the 13" chapter. In
Acts 13 the record says that there were, in the church at Antioch,
prophets and teachers and as they ministered to the Lord, the Holy Spirit
said, “Separate me Paul and Barnabas for the work whereto | have
called them.” The record said that these men prayed and laid hands on
them and sent them away.” Are you going to answer my argument on
this one? Let’s see if you do. Acts 13:1-4, Mr. Welch’s argument is
because the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit are said to do the
same thing, that makes them one and the same. That’s your argument!
Now deal with this one. In Acts 13 the record said that Paul and
Barnabas were sent out by the prophets and teachers, and the very next
verse said, “so they being sent forth by the Holy Spirit.” | want to know,
were the prophets and teachers at Antioch the Holy Spirit? That passage
said Paul and Barnabas were sent by the Holy Spirit. It also said the
prophets and teachers sent them. Were the prophets and teachers the
Holy Spirit? Just because two or more people are said to do the same
thing that doesn’t argue for their identity, none whatsoever.

Isaiah Passages
I want now to take up these Isaiah passages that he introduced. Mr.
Welch turns to the book of Isaiah and he reads passages where the Lord
said that he’s alone, that there’s none beside him, and all this. There’s no
issue there. But he completely ignored the setting of the book of Isaiah
and the purpose for which it was written. He doesn’t recognize the fact
that Isaiah is contrasting the true Jehovah with idols. Observe in Isaiah
40:19-22 where he makes a comparison between idolatry and Jehovah.
In 40:25 as well as verse 28 where he’s making a contrast between
Jehovah and idols. And over in 43:10-11 where he makes a contrast. In
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Isaiah 44:10 and the Lord that maketh all things, that stretcheth forth the
heavens alone, that spreadeth abroad the earth by myself.” In the very
same CONTEXT! Where Isaiah is contrasting Jehovah with Idolatry! The
one true God being contrasted with idolatry and he completely ignores
the context.
Philippians 2 “Name above Every Name”

Then he cites Phi. 2:6, 10 wherein this passage affirms that a name
given above every name. | will let him make the argument that he wants
to in regard to the name. We'll cover that at the proper time. This
passage simply affirms the deity as well as the humanity of Jesus Christ
and that fits right in with the argument that I've made concerning the
mediator-ship of Christ. He says the more he discusses this subject the
farther away he gets from it and | believe that.

Then 1 Sam. 10:6 and there’s no issue here. He talks about Christ in you
(1 John 4:13). The very next verse in 1John 4:14 ; that's why | said every
passage he cites, instead of it being something for his cause, is actually
against him. Listen to verse 14 where the writer affirms, “And we have
beheld and bear witness that the Father hath sent the Son.” You tell us
what’s the meaning of sent the Son. Rom. 8:14 telis us how that we are
children of God when we are lead by the Spirit of God. And that deals
with the gentlemen’s speech item by item, statement by statement, and
passage by passage. Now | want you to take a look at the argument
that’s presented on the chart.
reducto ad absurdem

Now, | want to go back to these reducto ad absurdem arguments. How
much time do | have, Brother Bruce? (Moderator: nearly 2 Minutes). All
right. In connection with this there are two or three of them. He left these
alone. He mentioned briefly something about the birth of Christ and
about the sending of the Comforter; and | dealt with those in this joint
action argument, and | think that Mr. Welch knows that | did. It simply
refers to reducing a position to an absurdity, and | want you to observe
this. In John 12:49, “For | spake not from myself; but the Father that sent
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me, he hath given me a commandment, what | should say, and what |
should speak.” If the Father and the Son are one and the same person,
Jesus would be saying; | don’t say what | want to say, | told myself what
to say, whatever | told myself to say, that's what | say. Now if your
position is right, Mr. Welch, that’'s what that passage would be teaching.
In connection with Mark 13:32, “ ...of that day and hour knoweth no one,
not even the angels in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father only.”
Observe if you will. Iif the Father and the Son are one and the same
person, Jesus would be saying that here was something that he did not
know but that he did know. And in connection with this, in regard to the
argument that | made on the chart over here, | presented one, two, three,
four, five passages, Mr. Welch, and if you mentioned them | didn’t even
detect it in you speech at all. | wish that you would come up and take up
this speech that I've delivered and deal with it as I've dealt with yours.
And | invite you to hear Mr. Welch.
The End of Speech
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Godhead Debate: Part Two-B
| can speak this last 30 minutes just as quickly as anybody. It's nice to be
here tonight and to enjoy the discussion with Mr. Moore and to look
further into this wonderful subject. | did not intentionally evade answering
the questions Mr. Moore. The two that | didn’t answer I'll take them up
now.
Questions 4 and 5
(4) Was there a person in the Godhead before the word became flesh?
This is the position we hold, Mr. Moore, that God, whatever he
was, no one had ever seen him, was incarnate in Christ. That is
incarnation doctrine.
(5) How many humanities are there?
Just one. I'll go along with you there on one, one humanity. |
won't fuss about that.

John 12:44-45 “God Sending His Son”

Now, | get to the thought, while its fresh on my mind, of God sending his
Son. That is one I'd like to deal with. In the 12" chapter of St. John I'm
going to call Jesus on the stand as my helper now in his teachings in St.
John 12:44-45 and this is Christ talking: “Jesus cried and said, he that
believeth on me, believeth not on me but on him that sent me.” Now to
explain the setting. That's why | asked Mr. Moore this question. God is
omnipresent. Wasn't it possible that God could send someone and go
with that one he sent? Argument to explain that would go like this, a sail-
ship. The wind sends the ship out but the wind goes with the ship. That’s
exactly the way it was, because God was in him, in Christ, reconciling
the world unto himself and there’s no detour from that, Mr. Moore. That
passage is actually mine. That’s right. God sent his Son. That doesn't
necessarily mean that God is like a man sending his Son. | have five
sons in Florida. Someone might ask Jimmy, “Jimmy, where is your
father?” and Jimmy couldn’t truthfully say my father is right here with me.
His father is in Orange, Texas tonight. But in the case of God and his
Son, God filling all space, Christ could say these words, “He that sent me
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is with me.” and He was, that’s right. Amen. So, that doesn’t help your
trinity theology there, Mr. Moore, about the word sent.

Mediator-ship

Now, while he speaks about the mediator; “He ever liveth to make
intercession”. That is, that Christ’s priesthood lives on. it isn't changed.
He’s a High Priest but his offering was offered. And the Bible said, “Once
in the end of the world has he appeared to liberate away sin by the
sacrifice of himself and by one offering has he perfected them that are
sanctified.” I'll stay with you on that mediator-ship and your chart until it's
rags, rags, rags.

Does God Know Everything?:

That’s right. | mean that. Now, the Scriptures that Mr. Moore tried to
grapple with and he could not. It's not because he’s not a nice man. it’s
not because he’s not a good debater, he is. | concede that. Mr. Moore is
an intelligent man. But the position he holds just can not be backed up by
anybody. When it comes to the light of the Bible and God'’s truth to us,
the Trinitarian position cannot be upheld. | asked him this question.
When he said that the Father knew more than the Son | presented an
argument to show that if there were three distinct persons of God, one as
much God as the other one is God, that would never have been in the
Bible because one would have known as much as the other two knew.
Could you imagine God not knowing anything? Why Mr. Moore asked
the question does he know everything? Well, if he knows everything, he
knows everything and if he doesn’t know everything how could he learn
everything? That’s what | want him to answer when he comes back here.
That's right. And that’s not nearly right Mr. Moore that is right.

Malachi 2:10
Now | want to show you the position it places Mr. Moore in about the
Fatherhood of God. Mal. 2:10 says, “Have we not one father?” Well now,
Jesus Christ is the everlasting Father and the Bible says he is. If he is,
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then he and God must be fused together. There’s no way around it. The
eternal invisible God was incarnated to that born Son that grew and
learned and yet was glorified by this invisible God and became the
visible person of the invisible God. The Bible says he was the express
image. Now | want to show you what Christ said when they asked him. In
fact there is only one way to actually know God if Christ told the truth,
and | believe that he did.
Matthew 11:27

In Mat. 11:27, Jesus said, “All things are delivered unto me of my Father:
and no man knoweth the Son, but the Father; neither knoweth any man
the Father, save the Son, and he to whomsoever the Son will reveal
him.” Now, if Jesus Christ told the truth, and I believe he did, there is no
way on earth that you can depart from the revelation of Jesus Christ of
the Father and ever find who the everlasting Father God is. Now he said
that. I'm going to read it again. “No man can know the Father save the
Son and he to whosoever the Son will reveal him.” And that’s what Christ
said. Now I'm going to give you a revelation of the Father by the Son to a
man. And if it isn’t what I'm teaching, then it—it is what I’'m teaching.

There’s no if to it! (** 2 sentences left out**)

Christ said in Mat. 11" chapter that no man can know the Father except
the Son reveals the Father to him. Why? Because Mr. Moore knows that
nobody knows what God looks like, unless it’s Jesus Christ. Could you
imagine, and | want to appeal to your reasonable thinking for a moment.
Let’s say the trinity doctrine is right, which it isn’t. God knows it isn’t and |
know it isn’t and you are going to know it isn’t before this debate is over if
I have my way about it. Now suppose the trinity doctrine was right, that
there are three separate distinct persons of God as Mr. Moore contends
here and all other Trinitarians, whether he likes the word Trinitarian or
not he’s in it. That’s right. He’s contending for their theology. | wouldn’t
be ashamed of it, I'd accept it and all the rest that goes with it if |
believed it and taught it like Mr. Moore teaches it. But mind you this, if
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God and this man were not fused and became the same one, then
suppose Mr. Moore went to heaven. Of course | don’t mean he’s headed
that way; I’'m not saying that through criticism, unless | baptize him right.
He thinks the same thing about me. We're even-stevens there. Now! But
suppose he went to heaven with his concept of the Trinitarian theology
and someone would ask him a million years from tonight. “Mr. Moore, do
you have a heavenly Father?” “Yes, he’s here somewhere but | can’t see
him.” It doesn’t make logical reasoning. But the way that | and my
brethren teach this it can be Biblically explained and it is that we can see
and know. Then Christ is the everlasting Father. Mal. 2:10 says “We
have one Father.” There is no getting around it. Christ and the invisible
God were fused together in person and he became the visible person of
invisible God. | was asked this question: “Jesus saith unto him, | am the
way the truth and the life: No man can come unto the Father but by me.
If you had known me...” That's Mr. Moore’s trouble, he doesn’t know
Jesus. That’s right. | don’t say that through criticism. The Trinitarians do
not know him in the full sense of his glory. | believe that! Jesus said
these words: “if you had known me, you would have known the Father
also: and from henceforth you know him, and have seen him.” Now what
plainer language could anybody want? That is a revelation of the Father
by the Son to a man.

The Word “Both”
Now he hedges on that word both and I'li just add that one with this one
right here. Comes in real nice. The word both he has on this blackboard
over here, I'm going to give him a Biblical quotation on the Godhead. |
find it right here in John 15:24. Jesus is talking again, “If | had not done
among them the works which none other man did, they had not had sin:
but now have they both seen and hated both me and my Father.” There’s
your both Mr. Moore wound up together in Biblical truth. That’s right.
Now, the truth of the matter remains and will be God’s commandment
from all time. “Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God is one Lord.” They asked
Jesus one time what was the greatest commandment of all. In Mark
12:29 he said these words: “...The first of all the commandments is,
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Hear, O Israel; The Lord our God is one Lord:” The position that | and my
brethren hold explains the begotten Son of God, how he was born. He
did not have an earthly Father. His Father was invisible as a Spirit God
presented the Son: “But when the fullness of the time was come, God
sent forth his Son, made of a woman, made under the law,” If the
Trinitarian doctrine were right, which it isn’t, but if it were, (V'll say this
about the theology of all Trinitarian people, their theology takes Mary
back further than the Catholic religion has taken her up. She would have
to be back yonder before there was a world. And she wasn’t there.) Only
in the mind of God! As Mr. Moore referred to Genesis, after I'd
introduced it, (1:26), “let us make man.” And the Scripture says that he
was: “And now, O Father, glorify thou me with thine own self with the
glory which | had with thee before the world was.” (Jn. 17:5). That’s not
any credit to Trinitarianism. The Bible explains that. In Eph. Chapter 1
the Bible, speaking about the church said these words, “We were
predestined in him before the foundation of the world.” That didn’t mean
that the church was actually back there. Only in the mind and plan of
God. The Bible said in Rom. 4:17 that God calleth those things that were
not as though they were. And the Bible said that Jesus was the man, in
the book of Revelation, slain before the foundation of the world. But
actually we know that it was only in the mind of God. He died 2000 years
ago. So that doesn’t help Mr. Moore’s cause any to present that. In fact,
nothing will help him! That’s right. He’s not going to find anything to help
him. No sir, not when it comes to teaching the Trinitarian theology. He’'ll
never find it. No!

Fused Together
| introduced a Scripture a while ago proving that we knew we were in
Christ because he had given us of his Spirit. (1Jn 4:13) And then in
Colossians it said that the mystery that has been hid from ages is now
manifest, which is Christ in you. I've oft times wondered if Trinitarians
could try to harmonize their teaching about individualities of God and
beings and persons. | don’t think any man would say that his Spirit was a
separate person from him. It’'s part of him. Mr. Moore introduced the
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Scripture in John 1:1, “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was
with God, and the Word was God.” | don’t believe that any man would
believe that his word was a separate person from him. It just doesn’t
work that way. And God’s Spirit is God'’s Spirit, and Christ and God are
one fused together. He became the person of the eternal God, and he is
the everlasting Father. The Bible says he is. And when he gives us his
Spirit, the Holy Spirit, it is Christ omnipresent. As Paul said in
Colossians, “The mystery that has been hid from ages but is now made
manifest which is Christ in you, the hope of glory.” Jesus said, “in that
day you know | am in you”. The Trinitarians have another being separate
and apart from Christ. They have another spirit in their theology and
mythology, and that cannot be true. There is one Spirit. The Bible says
that in Ephesians, and in the sense of Bible explanation, it proves
beyond a shadow of doubt in the same 4" chapter of Ephesians that that
one Spirit proves out to be the eternal Spirit of God which is the Spirit of
Christ, and that his body or person is the headquarters and corporation
of the person of that omnipresent God. That’s the language of this book
I'm talking about here tonight. And every Trinitarian on earth stands
indicted tonight in the courts of God’s eternal heavens with their theology
of demoting Christ, taking from him the glory that the Bible gives him;
such as, the husband of the church.

Husband and Wife Relationship
The husband of the church is always the Father of the children. The
church, the church | belong to, is the wife of the Lord Jesus Christ. The
Apostle Paul said in 2Cor 11:2, “... for | have espoused you to one
husband...” If there was any trinity theology in the world in Paul’s day
concerning the giving of the church to the Eternal God, Paul knew
nothing of it. He said, “...for | have espoused you to one husband, that |
may present you as a chaste virgin to Christ.” The trinity doctrine takes
that away from him. That's why | am going to do my dead level best the
nights | am here to show you from this book here the erroneous
conception of trinity theology. It takes him from the children. Mr. Moore
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made quite a play, bless his heart, about him giving me a Bible and me
handing it to Brother Gamblin. There’s quite a bit of difference in him
giving me a Bible and him giving me my wife and me turning around and
giving her to Brother Gamblin. There’s quite a bit of difference in that, Mr.
Moore. | said there’s quite a bit of difference in that. Yes, sir, quite a bit.
This church I'm talking about is the wife of the Lord Jesus Christ.

First Corinthians 15

And then he misconstrued the 15" chapter of First Corinthians, “Then
cometh the end.” And | stated aforetime we were looking now to the
cross of Calvary for our salvation. When a man comes to God, he must
come that way. He must be baptized into Christ, by water and Spirit of
course, and then in Christ the atonement becomes his. What happened
on Calvary? Then if he does sin the Bible plainly tells us that he is the
propitiation for our sins and not for our sins only but for the sins of the
whole world, through everlasting priesthood and his everlasting offering
that lives on and never dies until the end of time or passes such time of
operations. There’s nothing else he has to do. If he had to pray again,
he’d have to die again. If he had to do something for you before another
person of the Godhead, he’d have to bring some kind of offering. That’s
why the Book said that by one offering had he perfected forever them
that are sanctified. Amen.

Isaiah Passages On One God

Now, in the passages of Scripture that we went over in Isaiah, | was
showing the contradiction of the trinity concept. Now Mr. Moore can
grapple with these and if he lived long enough to make Methuselah look
like a school boy he’d never change them. If he could live that long, bless
his heart. But he won't live that long. But could he do that? Now in the
45" chapter, and this is positive teaching by God himself that said these
things, Isa. 45:21 “Tell ye, and bring them near; yea, let them take
counsel together: who hath declared this from ancient time? Who hath
told it from that time? Am not | the LORD? And there is no God else
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beside me; a just God and a Savior; there is none beside me.” Now the
only Biblical way that can harmonize with all the Bible is the position that
my brethren and | take concerning God. That God is omnipresent from
eternity to eternity. No one had ever looked upon him and could not see
him. He became visible through birth, conception of the Son of God, and
glorified that man, Christ Jesus, with his own self and made him the
visible person of the invisible God. He asks a question: If there was a
being of God before? He thinks me and my brethren are going to have a
debate on it. I'm going to tell you one thing. When you talk about
brethren debating, | can bring up some things about you and your
brethren. | may not do it and | may. | might just do it Mr. Moore. I'm not
going to do that right now. But | can do it all right. Yes sir. But
nevertheless, God existed. | don’t know how God looked. No Jew could
tell you. When Moses was at Mount Sinai, the passage of God, the
mountain shook and smoke was there. They could not see him. The 11"
chapter of Hebrews said, “Moses endured, as seeing him who is
invisible.” But whatever and whoever God was, he was incarnated in that
man that went to Calvary. And glorified that man that went to Calvary
with his own self. And Jesus speaking of that in his own explainable
terminology said, “He that has seen me hath hated me, has seen and
hated my Father.” However that may be and | want to say this right here.
There will never be anyone any place or anywhere that you can ever
look to see God in person or deal with in person other than through the
face of that man that went to Calvary, and was the express image of the
invisible God. There may be many false gods, there may be many
heathen deities or gods, but the Bible tells me without a shadow of doubt
who the true God is: Jer 10:10,”But the LORD is the true God,...” Who is
the Lord? When Saul was on his way to Damascus and God knocked
him from his beast and he fell to the earth, looking towards heaven he
said these words, “Lord, who art thou?” The answer came back, “l am
Jesus”. The full reading of Jer 10:10, “But the LORD is the true God, he
is the living God, and an everlasting king: at his wrath the earth shall
tremble, and the nations shall not be able to abide his indignation.”
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And | didn’t say awhile ago that | was getting further away from this, Mr.
Moore. You either misunderstood me or kind of turned me a U-turn there.
| meant that | was getting further away from what you preach. Yes sir.
Even if | did say it, | meant that there. But my stand there was that I'm
getting further away from the Trinitarian theory every time | debate. Yes,
that's what | meant, Mr. Moore. Now, Isa 45:22 “Look unto me, and be ye
saved, all the ends of the earth: for | am God, and there is none else.” |
said before and | say again, if existing there were a company of Gods or
a committee of persons in God, do you believe that God would have said
these words, “| swore by myself” 50 times in the Bible. I'll produce it
tomorrow night; I'll refer to it tonight. But some 50 times in the Bible, God
is referred to as the Holy One. Even the devils knew him. They lived up
there with him at one time and he kicked them out of heaven. | say he
kicked them out of there; they left. He said, “l beheld Satan as lightning
falling”. And when Satan and his company met him on this earth they
said these words about him, “we know thee, thou Holy One of God.”
That’s it. They knew who he was. They'd been up there with him. That's
right, Holy One. Not trinity or three, Mr. Moore. All right. Now | must
move along or my time will soon be gone for me tonight, but if the Lord is
willing there will be more tomorrow night.

Isaiah 45:23

‘I have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of my mouth in
righteousness, and shall not return, That unto me every knee shall bow,
every tongue shall swear.” I've proved conclusively, and Mr. Moore may
hurl efforts to tear down that, but in Philippians the 2" chapter, the
revelation and fulfillment of this Scripture here pointed directly to Jesus
Christ and him alone. And here’s the way it reads. The God that said
there’s no God beside him, none with him said these words now, that he
“swore by himself”. Of course there was nobody there for him to swear
with, there was no one there with him so he had to swear by himself and
he did. Between the time that God said this and the time that this takes
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place God was manifest in the flesh. That’s right. He overshadowed a
virgin woman. He begot a Son, his own begotten Son. He was incarnate
God in Christ reconciling the world unto, not themselves, but himself.
That’s right. Not imputing their trespasses. And then he saw a time
coming after he became visible, as his children will be in the end, that
one could enjoyed, they could enjoy him and see him. The Bible said in
the last book, the last chapter and the last verse, “They shall see his face
and his name shall be in their foreheads.” He looked to that time when
he would glorify this man with his own self. Then he said to him in the
second chapter “God has highly exalted him” That is, he glorified him
with his own self and made him the visible person of the invisible God;
God was eternal Father, everlasting Father, all that as far as God in
person would ever be concerned. “And given him a name above every
name, that at the name of Jesus every knee should bow; of things in
earth, of things in heaven, things under the earth.” Now | don’t know,
Brother, Mr. Moore, | call him brother, of course if | didn’t hit him in Christ
I'll probably hit him in Adam, amen. To those other persons of God as
the Trinitarians teach, and they had knees, of course there are no such
thing. But if there was, they would have to bend their knees to God in
Christ; Glorified Christ, bearing this name, the everlasting Father in a
time to come. That proves that the same God of Isaiah that said there is
no other God, proves to be Jesus Christ in the New Testament; and the
name Jesus in the end that they’ll bow their knees to and confess to that
name. I'm showing the contradiction to trinity theory.

Isaiah 46:9
In Isa. 46:9 “Remember the former things of old: for | am God, and there
is none else; | am God, and there is none like me,” | know what the trinity
doctrine is. | know where it had its beginning. I'll be telling you more
about that tomorrow night when | have the affirmative. Mind you my
friends, if the trinity doctrine was right; and there were three equal
persons of God, the same to make the one God, God would've never put
this verse in the Bible. It would’ve been missing. It wouldn’t have been
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there. “Declaring the end from the beginning.” Let us make man again. |
want to throw this in, too; it'll help that out. “Declaring the end from the
beginning, and from ancient times the things that are not yet done,
saying my council shall stand, and | will do all my pleasure.”

Isaiah 43:12-13

You want to know if he’s going to do it all. He said here that he would.
That’s right. He sure did. In Isaiah 43: 12,13 “I have declared, and have
saved, and | have shewed, when there was no strange god among you:
therefore ye are my witnesses, saith the LORD, that | am God. Yea,
before the day was | am he; and there is none that can deliver out of my
hand: | will work, and who shall let it?” Jesus said in Jn. 8:24 “l 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 sins.” And Jesus said in Rev. 1:8, | am ...
the almighty.” Isa 43:14 “Thus saith the LORD, your redeemer, the Holy
One of Israel; For your sake | have sent to Babylon, and have brought
down all their nobles, and the Chaldeans, whose cry is in the ships.” Holy
one, not holy two, not holy three. Now he’s my Holy One. | don’t have but
one. Now if he’d have been three he would have said to me, “Now Welch
I’'m your holy three.” If he’d of been two he’d of said, “Welch, 'm you holy
two.” But he didn’t say that. He said “I'm your Holy One, the creator of
Israel, your king. That's exactly what he said in Jer. 10:10, “The Lord.”
There may be many faise gods, but “The Lord is a true God, he is an
everlasting king; and at his wrath the earth shall tremble.” And so | see
my time has slipped away; until tomorrow night, the Lord willing

The End of Speech
End of First Proposition
The Next proposition is as follows:
1. The Scriptures teach that there is only one person in the Godhead
and that person is Jesus.
Mr. Welch Affirms
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Godhead Debate: Part Three-A

Mr. Moderator, Mr. Moore, ladies and gentiemen. It is with a deep sense
of reverence for Almighty God that | appear here again this evening to
participate in this Bible discussion. | would like to say tonight at the very
outset of my speech, that | appreciate the opportunity of coming to
Orange; for the opportunity of meeting my brethren, so many of them
and to be sponsored by this fine church, The First United Pentecostal
Church, located on Border Street here in Orange Texas. And to have the
opportunity of speaking to you here in this fine audience; and not only to
you but to the radio audience. Now, | might say here in the very outset of
tonight’s speech that should | in this debate refer to any religious people
in reference to facts of religious things starting, such as the Protestants,
Jews or Catholics, it does not specify that | personally have anything
against you. | respect all mankind. In my heart tonight | have no
grievance against any religion. So if | refer to any religious group in the
debate, remember that it is in the interest of what | believe to be true,
and from no personal criticism of my own about you.

Affirmative Proposition:
“One Person in the Godhead”

Now tonight, in as much as | am in the affirmative, it is my job to define
my proposition. That is, that | teach and believe there is only one person
in the Godhead. | believe that. When | say person, to define that in it's
complete sense, | mean the teachings of person that can appear bodily,
that you can recognize there in person; | conclude that all of the
Godhead, from the standpoint of body, centers in Christ Jesus. Thus, by
that he is the only one, if there is a God, ever could be that could appear
as a person to anyone. That’s a definition of my proposition tonight. And
I'd like to liken that to a Scripture concerning man. The apostle said in
1Ths. 5:23, “And the very God of peace sanctify you wholly; and | pray
God your whole spirit and soul and body be preserved blameless unto
the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.” Up until God took on him the form
of man, no one knew what God looked like and would have never known
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if God had not appeared in that form. Throughout all the ceaseless
eternity, we could number it that way, no one could ever recognize God
in person. They could recognize him in power, by his omnipresence; but
to appear in person, that means you are personally there. I'm here
tonight in person. You see me, you recognize that | am. My spirit, my
soul, my body is all contained in my person here tonight.

Proof Argument

Now, in the explanation of this, | wish to bring forth Scripture to prove
this. First, in as much as God was invisible and eternal, and the Son of
God was born, there was a connecting together of the invisible to the
visible. In Col. 1:15 the Bible said of Jesus Christ, that he’s the image of
the invisible God. Now up until God was manifest in the flesh, as he said
in 1Tim 3:16, God could not be seen. He could appear in his Spirit
omnipresent but to appear with them in person as he could after he took
upon him this bodily form, it did not happen until after that. And that’s
what | want to emphasize tonight. Now, I've asked Mr. Moore some
questions and he has asked me some. He ask me one about Heb,10:5.

Answers of Moore’s Questions

(1) Who is the “thou” in Heb. 10:5?
Jesus is speaking there in his humility or his humanity; speaking of
the sacrifice he would suffer; and said of the eternal Spirit, “A body
has thou prepared me.” And that body was prepared for sacrifice.
He said in Revelation the last chapter “1 am the root and offspring of
David. The root meant he was the creator. As for as invisible God
was concerned, the root made David and brought him forth, and yet
was the offspring after this body of humanity.

(2) Do you agree that the word one denotes contrast opposed to
another?
i don’t altogether know what Mr. Moore means by that. But in some
cases it could.

(3) Do you believe that Jesus is now the Son of God?
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Yes.

(4) Does God have the right and power to limit his knowledge?
Well, as far as limiting his knowledge, | don’t see why he ever
would. Now of course, when you answer a question of what God
can and can’t do that’s a big question. But since God is almighty
and he’s omnipresent and God, | don’t see how that God could ever
want to forget anything. In fact | don’t think he could.

(5) Since you believe that words are signs of ideas, could you please
explain the ideas conveyed in the word “both™?
| have some charts here, Jesus is both. We find the Scripture in St.
John 15:24. Now, when it comes to speaking about the Godhead, |
covered that last evening. Jesus said here, “You have seen and
hated both me and my Father.” And also in the connection between,
as I've proved in the fourteenth chapter of St. John, not another.
The Holy Spirit, when Jesus prayed said, “I'll pray the Father, and
he’ll give you another Comforter, even the Spirit of truth.” Then
further down, proving that it was the same one that was doing the
praying that would be doing the coming, the latter verse before that
said that I'll not leave you comfortless; | will come to you. | covered
that pretty well last evening but I'll answer it again tonight.

Will Christ Appear in Bodily Form?
Il ask you some. Is Jesus the everlasting Father? When Jesus Christ
appears will be appear in bodily form as in Titus 2:13? And the Scripture
says this, “Looking for the glorious appearing 0f the great God and our
Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ.” Now when he appears in person, | asked
him the question, will he appear in bodily form? Will he have a body?
Now since the full sense Of person means to appear in bodily form, to be
present; then when he appears he will come back in bodily form and as
Paul said in Col. 2:8 and 9, “In Him dwelleth all the fuliness Of the
Godhead bodily.” Since to appear in the full sense is to be there in bodily
form that can be recognized as a person, he will appear as he did at the
resurrection in his bodily form. That’'s why | teach that the Godhead
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bodily, is in Christ personally and in person and not out of him. That’s
right. Now, in the Bible we find that he did appear after he arose from the
dead. In John 20:26 and 28 he appeared and Thomas said he would not
believe it was he unless he could reach forth his hands and thrust them
into the nail prints in his hands and the spear thrust in his side. And
Jesus said to him, reach hither thy hand Thomas, and see it is I. He
appeared there in person, in bodily form. We find again that he appears
to them in Luke 24:34-41 and | will read that to you. He appeared here in
bodily form after he arose from the dead. He had a body and he
appeared in Luke the 24th chapter, 37th verse: “But they were terrified
and affrighted, and supposed that they had seen a spirit. And he said
unto them, why are ye troubled and why do thoughts arise in your
hearts? Behold my hands and my feet, that it is | myself: handle me, and
see for a spirit hath not flesh and bones, as ye see me have.” Now, since
he does have a spirit can he have a body? The fact that he was
conveying to them was that he was not some spirit. He presented himself
in person. He was there in person, there in body. That's right.

Now, I'd like to ask this question since it seems that Mr. Moore has put
this chart up over here; “Place, Spirit, Title, Name”. Last evening he
made some remarks about some of the things that we taught; Jesus
praying to himself, and such and sending himself, and things like that. 1'd
like to ask him a question. Which would be the hardest to do; pray to
yourself, send yourself, or raise your self from the dead?

Now in John 2:19 Jesus said these words, “Destroy this temple”; that is,
the body, the body that he was going to live in throughout eternity, was
going to be God’s body. “Destroy this temple, and in three days | will
raise it up again.” Now, if Jesus Christ was not God in the full sense, and
he was, it was the eternal invisible Spirit, because Paul said in the 8"
chapter of Romans, “If the Spirit of him that raised up Christ from the
dead dwell in you.” And Jesus Christ actually raised himself from the
dead, if the Bible’s true. That fuses again the eternal, invisible and the
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visible to present and produce a body of God that he can appear in, in
person, and be seen and looked upon. And that’s all in Jesus Christ.

Godhead Bodily

Now, in Colossians 2:8 and 9 we find all the Godhead bodily, that is the
body part of it. No one can appear in a body but Christ because he’s the
only one that has one and he* the only one that ever will. He’s God’s
body - | SAY HE'S GOD’S BODY! In Isa. 26:19 God speaking through
prophecy said these word, “Thy dead men shall live, with my dead body.”
God has a body. That man Christ is his body. It’s the body of the
Godhead and the person. Now, he said in Isaiah 26:19, “Thy dead men
shall live with my dead body.” All right. Then in Matthew 27:25 when
Christ rose from the dead many of the dead saints arose and appeared
to many; showing that that body that God spoke of was his body. Now, in
the sense of person, to appear bodily in person, to be recognized, then
Jesus Christ, the man Christ, the Son of God, was the body of the
invisible God that lived in him and resurrected that body from the dead;
it's all Jesus; Jesus the Spirit; Jesus the man. We find in 1Cor. the 15th
chapter and the 3rd verse, God speaking there of the resurrection. The
Apostle Paul was anointed by the Spirit of Almighty God and said on the
resurrection or the resurrected ones that God giveth it a body as it
pleased him, and to every seed his own body, or likeness of this body.
Now since Christ became the first fruits of those that slept and he did,
then we're to be resurrected like him, and we will. Then in Phil. 3:20 and
21 said these words that he’d fashion our vile body like unto his glorious
body. Now, David said these words in Psalms 17:15, “I'll be satisfied, /I'll
wake in his likeness.”

It was the purpose of God from back before there was a world that he’d
beget a Son, a material being. That Son would be his body; and through
that man Christ, God would manifest himself to the world in person or to
his people in person for all time and eternity and become visibie to man.

Godhead Debate 57



Tuesday — Welch’s First Affirmative

Now, in 1dohn 3:1 and 2, “Now are we the sons of God, and it doeth not
yet appear what we shall be: but we know that, when he shall appear, we
shail be like him.” Now, from back yonder when God said, “let us make
man in our likeness,” | challenge Mr. Moore here, every bit of him, every
ounce he weighs, | say this through courtesy to him, to show anybody or
anything, this is in the Bible or anyone that the saints of almighty God are
going to be like when this Christian journey is over, other than the Lord
Jesus Christ. He is that likeness. He is that person. He is that likeness
and he is that person. All right. In as much as he is the likeness, then
we’'ll be like him when he comes back again. It was God’s purpose in the
beginning when he said, “Let us make man in our likeness.” Now, when
man’s journey is completed and he’s a finished product, and there’s
nothing else to do to him, and he stands in the likeness of his creator;
who and what is that likeness that he’ll stand in the likeness of? It's
Jesus Christ. Now, if’ God had not taken on him a body as he said here,
“a body thou hast prepared”, then no one, as | said iast evening, could
ever have looked upon anything in person or seen anything in person
that they could’ve called their God - looked at and worshipped as God if
God had not taken on him this form of man.

[ know tonight, as | stand before you, that | am battling aimost 2000

years of man-made erroneous philosophy and theology. | realize that but
| know another thing, that the Godhead is so mystical in its setting in the
Bible there's no easy task of explaining this. The Bible said, “Without
controversy great is the mystery of godliness.” But you take the point to
come back to, every time it brings you to this God-man Jesus Christ. If
you want to see the Father you go to him. John 14:9 said, “He that hath
seen me hath seen the Father.” He simply meant by that, that I'm God’s
person. He said, in John 10:30, “I and my Father are one.” It was the
eternal Spirit causing him to utter these words. He said that the Father,
eternal, invisible, that is incarnated in me; he's doing the works, and
bringing to you through me the express image of the invisible God. And
he has now and will now show you the invisible things of him from the
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creation of the world looking upon me, the Lord Jesus Christ.

Romans 1:20:

In the 1st chapter of Romans the Bible said, “The invisible things of him
from the creation of the world are now clearly seen.” Well, there’s only
one place that it can be seen. That's looking through the body of Jesus
Christ. Every man no doubt longed to look at the God who made him and
to see him. | said last evening Moses endured as seeing him that's
invisible. But now Paul said, “The invisible things of him from the creation
of the world are clearly seen, even his eternal power and Godhead.”
Now, if the body part of the Godhead is ALL in Christ and to be present
bodily or to be present in person, the full coverage would mean the
bodily presence. Then to see God in, or to have him in person with you
and to see who or what he is, it's impossible to even think of that other
than through this man Christ Jesus that became the glorified body of
God Almighty.

Some Historical Facts

Now, I'm going to present a few facts tonight and | trust that none will
take any offense out in radio land. That is, | have some historical facts.
There’s a tract there. See if you can find it. That's right. No, that’s not it.
Yes, that's the one. Now these historical facts present without any ill
feeling towards any religious group about the establishment of the trinity
doctrine. Now since | can’t find the word trinity in the Bible and since my
opponent doesn’t even like for me to refer to him as a Trinitarian, I'll say
with due respect to him and no ill feeling or criticism of him, that he is a
Trinitarian in philosophy and theology whether he wants to accept that or
not. Now the first establishment of the church there is no history that
goes back to the Trinitarian doctrine in hours and times of the
establishment of the church. Every authentic book that you can find
about where the trinity doctrine came from, carries you back some
hundreds of years this side of Christ, and it was established, I'm firmly
convinced tonight, by the minds of men. | believe that. | believe it was a
concept of the ancient mythologies, of ancient worlds that was gleaned
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by theologians at the time that this came up. You can recall that there
had to be such a doctrine as three separate persons of God taught in
their theology. It’s not taught in the Bible.

The Trinity Doctrine

The foliowing information is offered as proof in church history as well as
the Scriptures, proving water baptism in Jesus’ name was practiced for
300 years after Christ and was changed by the Roman Catholic Church.
| say this without any disrespect to Catholic people. | love the Catholic
people just as | do the Methodists, or the Baptists, or the so-called
Church of Christ, or anybody. | do not indict them. | am simply quoting
historical facts about the establishment of the trinity doctrine- - a
dictionary of the Bible, Schribers, page 241, Vol. 1. There is a form of
words into the name of Jesus, the Lord Jesus. Baptism into the trinity
was a latter development. All right.

And | quote Canney’s Encyclopedia, page 53. The early church always
baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus until the development of the
trinity; afterward they were baptized in the name of Father, the Son, and
the Holy Ghost. The new International Encyclopedia, V0l.22, page 476 —
trinity doctrine in the Catholic faith is this.

Catholic Faith on Trinity
I’'m going to indict Mr. Moore tonight, a true indictment that his theology
is in perfect harmony with the conception of trinity. The Catholic faith is
this: We worship one God in trinity. That there is one person of the
Father, another of the Son, another of the Holy Ghost; the glory is equal,
the majesty is co-eternal. The doctrine is not found in its full development
from the Scriptures. Modern theology does not seek to find it in the Old
Testament. At the time of the reformation the protestant church took over
the doctrine of the trinity without serious examination. | believe that
tonight with all my heart. And the reason why I'm here is for the defense
of Jesus Christ as the everlasting Father; the fusing together of the man
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Christ Jesus and the God eternal that made him the visible person of the
invisible God, and thus that all the body of the Godhead is in Christ. And
to appear personally as he did in his body and the Bible said, in Acts 1:3,
that he was seen of them after his resurrection forty days, in his person,
His resurrected body. He was seen of them. And he went back to heaven
and the Bible said, “This same Jesus that is taken up from you into
heaven, shall so come in like manner as you've seen him go into
heaven.” The Bible says, “He’s the everlasting Father.” Isaiah 9:6.
Everlasting means no end; and the only Biblical and truthful way that that
could be is the exact position that | and my brethren hold the opposite to
the trinity theology. | am not a Trinitarian, | do not believe in the trinity
doctrine. It has no place in the Bible. God was in Christ, reconciling the
world unto himself: and since all the Godhead bodily is in Christ, then the
name of the Godhead is Jesus.

Jesus the Almighty

And now, in the last book in the Bible, Rev. I:8, speaking of Jesus Christ
it says, “l am the Almighty.” So | must take my stand. | can take no other
in the face of these facts that there is nothing but one person of God.
That person is centered in the resurrected body of the Lord Jesus Christ.
He’s coming back from heaven in that same body. We’re going to be
changed to be like him and there’s not anyone else we’re going to be
like. Mr. Moore has at least three more nights to disprove that. When the
Christian journey is ended; God said, “Let us make man in our likeness”
and I'm contending that this resurrected Christ is that likeness. If there is
anyone else that Mr. Moore can find, he’ll have three nights to do it. That
we'’re going to be in the image of when this journey is over, I'm here to
hear him produce that. And since I’'m more than sure that Mr. Moore
can’t, I'm going to hold my position as I've held it for some 40 years.
Jesus Christ is the Almighty God. The only Godhead bodily centers in
him. He’s the everlasting Father and his Spirit is the Holy Ghost.
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The Mystery Hidden
Paul said in Colossians the first chapter, “now the mystery that has been
hid for ages...” and I'd like to deal with that if | have time. The Spirit of
this person is not the person. The Holy Ghost is the Spirit of the person.
That's right. The only part of Christ we could’ve seen is his Spirit. That’s
the part that’s omnipresent. But as far as the person of Jesus Christ that
person is in heaven, a glorified body, and he’s going to stay there until he
comes back in person. And we’re going to be like that person when
these bodies of ours are changed and we're in his likeness in the
resurrection. Thus, by that then we conclude there is one person of God
and that person is the Lord Jesus Christ.

The End of Speech
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Godhead Debate: Part Three-B

Gentlemen Moderators, ladies and gentlemen of the audience here, and
those in the radio audience, Mr. Weich. I'm happy that through the
providence of the Lord I'm privileged to be back this evening to continue
our investigation into these matters. | want to join with the statements
that have been made, prior to my coming to the stand, about the
appreciation of your interest in a discussion of this kind, and the efforts
that have been put forth by so many people to make it possible. I'm
certainly happy to be here to engage in this dispute with Mr. Welch.

Double Talk

I now want to refer to a few matters that were brought up last evening in
the last speech - since we are continuing the same subject. You know |
have, in the few disputes that I've had, endeavored to be just as nice and
courteous to a man as he is to me. And I've always endeavored to keep
before the audience at all times, not only the fallacy of a man’'s
reasoning, but also the fallacy of his tactics. Mr. Welch last night,
throughout the discussion, engaged in tremendous DOUBLE-TALK, that
just simply means that you say a lot of words, a lot of sayings, but they
have no particular meaning. Double-talk of course, is a means of saying
something and yet saying nothing. | want to read you a sample of what
I’'m talking about when | say double-talk. The following statement wasn'’t
made last night, it was made in a debate that he had with brother Belue,
and | took it from the tape. Now you listen to this. He was asked the
question “Who is the thou in Hebrews 10:5?” | want you to note what Mr.
Welch said, “Eternal Spirit was the Father of that man Christ, the man
Christ had a body he died. It was humanity talking of the eternal Spirit
that over-shadowed Mary that brought the body that the humanity of
Christ died that thou has given me a body. This me here, became the
entirety of the thou yonder.” That's what I'm talking about. It's not a thing
on earth but double-talking, and he engaged in that tremendously. | want
you to know that to make a lot of statements doesn’t prove anything.
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The Law of Rationality

And the second thing | want to call to your attention is his evasion of the
LAW of RATIONALITY. He has this evening, as well as last evening,
made an appeal to emotion. The introduction of the terms Trinity,
Trinitarians, Catholicism, things of this kind serves not to teach a thing on
earth but rather to create emotions; to try to prejudice the minds of the
people. That’s one thing he's engaged in. And that’s an evasion of the
Law of Rationality. | brought along with me a book that has to do with the
matter of logic and reason. | want to turn and read you some of it. On
page 131, Mr. Ruby talks about the evasion of the LAW of
RATIONALITY. One of the evasions is the appeal to emotion, not only
from the standpoint of trying to stir the emotions by terms such as have
been used, but also a appeal to laughter. On page 131 Mr. Ruby says,
“Finally, we note the appeal to laughter. This means that we meet an
opponent’s arguments, not by evidence, but by a joke which arouses
laughter at the expense of the other person, to divert the attention of the
hearers from the issue. But laughter like loud talking is never a substitute
for evidence.” | want to give you a sample of this. | asked him last night
several times, | asked him again this evening in a written question and |
had it on the board to please tell us what the word B-O-T-H means, he
has not yet told us. | don’t know whether he ever will or not. Thereis not
a fourth grader in this building that doesn’t know what the word “both”
means. But Mr. Welch is afraid to tell us. So he cited Jno. 15 last night,
“They have both seen and hated both me and my Father.” And he got a
big laugh by stating that passage. But now what did that prove, ladies
and gentlemen? Did that define the word both? Mr. Weich, you stiil
haven't told this audience what the word BOTH means. Do you think
they don’t know? Don’t you know that they know that the word BOTH
means TWO? He cites Jno. 15:24, “they’ve both seen and hated both me
and my Father” and he gets a laugh and laughs about the passage; but
he hasn’t answered the argument. You know that.
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Absurdities of the Oneness Doctrine

At this time | want to consider with you some absurdities my good friend
made last evening, in the process of his speech. (Mr. Gamlin will you
hand Mr. Welch a copy of this please sir?) That he might be able to
follow me as | read them. These are some of the positions that he finds
himself in from the statements that he makes:

(1)

(5)

Mr. Welch has argued in such a way as to deny that Jesus is
NOW our mediator. Observe if you will. He denied that Jesus is
now interceding for us. Then argued that intercession, mediation,
and power amounted to the same thing. So, if Christ is not now
interceding for us and if, as Mr. Welch teaches, that intercession
and mediation is the same thing then Christ is not mediating for
us now. | knew that his doctrine denied the mediator-ship of
Christ but | never thought that he would advance the thought.

He emphatically denied last night that Jesus is now interceding
for us even though the Bible affirms it, Heb. 7:15, “he ever liveth
to make intercession for us.” This is just simply a case of Welch
verses the Bible.

He admitted that two or more things may be one in a sense and
still be more than one in another; yet, his entire rebuttal consisted
of arguing that God is one. Yet, by his own admission this does
not necessarily mean one person. It may mean two or more. He
admitted that and yet this was the minor premise of his arguing
last night.

In answer to my question four, he denied that there was a person
before the Word became flesh. (And you did that again this
evening too, as we shall note.) Yet, Mr. Welch, in answer to this
question in a debate with Mr. Belue, you said that there was a
person. Observe he said an invisible person. Now, Mr. Welch,
which time were you right? Then or now?

You agreed that the essential idea involved in the terms father
and son was that of two persons, but denied that such was the
case when it referred to Jesus and his Father. Now tell us, Mr.
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Welch, what idea did the Lord intend to convey by the terms
Father and Son?

He implied that Jesus was hypocritical when he prayed; his
prayers were only to impress the audience that heard. Now if
that isn’t what you meant on John 10, you tell us what you did
mean.

He argued that the Father sending the Son was like the wind
blowing the ship, and now let’s take a look at his illustration. He
advanced the argument that when you literally saw the Son you
literally saw the Father. If that isn’t what he meant let him tell us.
I asked him six important questions in my speech last night and
he ignored them. He also argued that the Father and the Son are
one and the same thing; hence the ship and the wind are the
same thing.

He made the statement that Jesus became the express image
and person of the invisible God. But the Bible states, “He
became the express image of God’s person. Just another case
of Welch manufacturing Scripture. He argued that my doctrine
would not allow me to recognize the invisible God, yet in the
same context affirmed the devil recognized God because he’d
been in heaven with God.

He cited the passage in Hebrews where Jesus is being
contrasted with the priest under Moses and where he is said to
have sat down. And he concluded that he’s no longer doing
anything, not interceding, not mediating. Is he acting as our
advocate, Mr. Welch?

Questions Mr. Welch Has Asked

“Is Jesus Christ the everlasting Father?”
Isa 9:6 says that he is. Yes!

(2) “When Jesus Christ appears will he appear in a bodily form as
mentioned in Titus 2:137?”

Well in the first place, Mr. Weich, | don’t believe that you’ve properly
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analyzed Titus 2:13. | want to take a look at the verse for a moment.
This verse doesn't tell us how the Lord will appear. This verse is
simply encouraging Christians to live righteously while they are
looking for the appearing of the Lord Jesus Christ. It doesn’t tell us
how he’s going to appear. Now observe if you will. He said in verse
12, “Instructing us, to the intent that, denying ungodliness and
worldly lusts, we should live soberly and righteously and godly in
this present world, looking for the blessed hope and appearing of
the glory of the great God and our Savior Jesus Christ.” Now that
verse is telling New Testament Christians to act in a certain way
while they’re looking forward to the time that he does come. So, that
verse doesn’t say what you think it says. But as | suggested to you
last night, | Jno. 3:1 tells us that we don’t know what he’s like. |
answered this question last night. | called your attention to Acts the
First Chapter. That the passage there affirmed, “that as they saw
him ascend they would likewise see him when he returns again -
There’s no issue on that at all.

(3) “For one to appear in person, does it mean they appear in bodily

form?”
No it does not. When you met Mr. Belue you admitted this, but
tonight you deny it. OH, YES YOU DID! You said an invisible
person.

(4) “Is the Holy Ghost the Spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ?”
He asked me this question last night. | answered it then. He said he
didn’t understand what | said. I've written out a statement for Mr.
Weich and | want to read it carefully so that you can understand
what I've said. | said this, “Jesus had a Spirit and the Spirit that he
had was holy. He didn’t have an evil Spirit.” That's what | said last
night. That's what | say again tonight.

(5) “Is Jesus Christ the Almighty God?”
| affirmed last evening that the Bible teaches that Jesus is God. He’s
omnipotent, he’s therefore Almighty. Certainly so. All right | want to
take up his speech.
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Admonishing The Audience To Be Courteous

| want you to be courteous when Mr. Welch is speaking. | believe that it’s
in order that | expect the same from you. | think Mr. Gamlin and Mr.
Welch both agree with me on that. | appreciate their fine statements. We
want to have a good discussion and | intend to press Mr. Welch. He
intends to do me the same way. But laughing is not the answer to an
argument. It may help your feelings but it doesn’t answer an argument.
He says that if he mentions any religious group he doesn’t do this with
any purpose of demeaning them; and of course | feel the same way. If |
mention the name of some religious group it’s not for the purpose of
trying to intimidate anybody whatsoever.

Definition of Person

And then his definition of person. Now, Mr. Welch | have jotted down
from the tape verbatim, your definition of person when you met brother
Belue. It is not the same as you gave tonight. It's not the same, Mr.
Welch. Here’s what Mr. Welch said about person when he debated Mr.
Belue, “When | say person | mean what it takes to make a being in full,
an intelligent being.” Of course that’s my definition of person that | gave
last night. He further says, “That is, with body or without body.” Now
tonight he said no, and you know that he did. Observe further, | have
those tapes laying right over there on the table if you want to deny that,
Mr. Welch. “With body or without body.” That’ s right he says. “But in the
Godhead teachings of the Bible there was a time when the person of
God did not have a body. Invisible. Later God begot a Son of a woman
and this Sonbecame the visible person of the invisible God. That’'s my
contention.” Now there was a person you said then but tonight you said,
“By person | mean that which appears in a bodily form.” Now you said
back then, “By person | mean with body or without body.” Now, which
time did you mean what you said? | suggest to you that you were closer
to the truth then than you are now,
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| want to show you that actually his proposition and his definition of
person put him in a ridiculous position. Now observe ladies and
gentlemen. He says, and his proposition affirms that there is one person
in the Godhead and the Godhead means deity and person means bodily.
So you have something bodily in deity. Now think about it for a moment.
He has something bodily IN DEITY. That’s like saying you have water in
arock isn't it? Look at it now. He has the thing in reverse. He talks about
there being a person in deity and he’s talking about there being deity in a
person. That’s the way you've been talking isn't it, Mr. Welch. Now you
straighten that out when you get up here. You talk about a person in the
Godhead and the word person, he says, is bodily, and Godhead is deity.
So he has something bodily in deity.

And then he said, “No one could have recognized him in person until he
was manifested in the body of Jesus Christ and that God was personally
there in the body of Jesus Christ.” Now | want to know something, Mr.
Welch. Would you tell us, in Mat 27:46, when Jesus said, “My God, my
God, why hast thou forsaken me?” | want to know, did he cease to be
divine? Now you ignored what | asked you last night. Are you going to
ignore that tonight? Let’'s see. These folks are listening to that. "God was
invisible”, well, was he a person? His definition of person tonight argues
there was no person until Christ came in Bethlehem. And you know that.
He says that it demands a bodily thing, something bodily. Well now, was
there a bodily being before Bethlehem? He argued there wasn't.
Therefore, no person before Bethlehem then. Every passage that he has
introduced, or that he will introduce in the Old Testament is completely
impertinent because Mr. Welch doesn’t believe there was a person back
there. Do you Mr. Welch? Or do you? One time he does and another
time he doesn't.
Answers To Moore’s Questions

(1) “Who is the thou in Hebrews 10:5?”

And from what he said | gathered that he meant the “Thou” was the

eternal Spirit.
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And like | say it was one of those statements that had a lot of
double-talk and | wasn’t able to determine what was meant. But if he
didn’'t mean that “thou” was the eternal Spirit, then he can correct it
when he gets up here and I'll apologize. But that's what |
understood him to say that the thou was the eternal Spirit. And he
called attention to the fact that he was the root and offspring of
David, which is no issue whatever. But | want you folks to observe
the chart up here. This is Mr. Welch’'s VOCABULARY. | don't
believe that I've misrepresented him. 1 told him before the debate if |
had misrepresented him, to tell me wherein | had misrepresented
his vocabulary and I'd come over here and cover it up. By listening
to him in the speech | believe this is what he means by these terms.
Now, when Mr. Welch talks about the Father he’s talking about the
Spirit. When he talks about the Son he’s talking about the flesh.
That’s right. All right now, observe if you will the chart that | have up
here. In Heb. 10:5, that passage says, “a body.” Now that's the Son
according to the definition. Observe. A body, (the Son) didst thou,
(that’s the eternal Spirit) prepare me. Now you tell us who the ME is,
Mr. Welch, when you get up here. Who is the ME in that passage?
The body is the Son. The thou is the eternal Spirit. This debate will
close and he’ll never tell us who the me is will he? Who is the ME in
that passage, Mr. Welch?

(2) “Do you agree that the word one may mean in contrast opposed to

another?”

Mr. Welch said, that is one of the definitions of one.
Now, he said very little about that tonight: but, last night he talked
about the matter of these being the Holy One, not two, nor three.
As if the term one was denoting number (Moderator: 15 minutes)
and the definition of the word denotes “contrast opposed to
another.” And | pointed out last night repeatedly that the setting of
the book of Isaiah was Isaiah’s teaching against idolatry and the
one true God being contrasted to idols.

(8) 'Do you believe that Jesus is now the Son of God?”
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Well last night | asked this question and | didn’t get a definite
answer but | do now have a definite answer. Jesus Christ is the
Son of God. That’s the flesh therefore he has a flesh body NOW.
That’s his contention. Now, watch it if you will. He says that Jesus is
the only person, that’s bodily, has to be. Now he says he believes
that Jesus Christ is the Son of God and the Son is the flesh.
Therefore, he believes that Jesus has a fleshly body now.
(4) “Does God have the power and right to limit his knowledge?”

He talked about this a little bit and then implied that he did not think
that he did. Yet | cited a passage last night and | call his attention to
it again. Genesis 22:12. We’'ll wait for further development along that
line.

(5) “Since you believe that words are signs of ideas would you please
explain the idea conveyed in the words BOTH and ALSO?”
And this is what he did. Now, has he explained the idea conveyed in
the word both? Ladies and gentlemen, | want you to think. Words
are vehicles of ideas. They convey an idea. When | say a word
immediately | convey an idea to you And when | say the word both
what do | convey to you? Two! Of course | do. That’s all | asked him
to do with that. Now | want you to look at this. There is a sense then
in which the Father and Son are two. Now, Mr. Weich | believe
they’re one. | told you last night how they were one. Would you tell
us tonight how they’re TWO? Tell us how the Father and Son are
two. The passage that you have on your chart said both. Now tell us
how they’re two. In Acts 8, the record said, “They went down into the
water, both Philip and the eunuch.” How many went down into the
water? TWO? Tell me HOW the Father and Son are TWO would
you, Mr. Welch?
Colossians 2:8-9
Let me just suggest to you briefly till he makes further argument on this.
He cited Col. 2:8-9 that the fullness of the Godhead bodily dwelt in Jesus
and he concluded from this that all there is to deity is that which is in the
body of Jesus. Is that what you mean by that? Now, Mr. Welch, I'm
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perfectly willing to come to grips with you on this or any passage. |
challenge you on your interpretation of the passage. The word fullness in
that passage doesn’t have reference to the amount or the non-amount of
deity that’s in Jesus Christ. The word fullness relates to the blessings
that the Colossians could receive through Jesus Christ. It doesn’t touch
top, side, nor bottom of what you and your brethren have said about it.
Now come up and CHALLENGE that and let’s deal with the passage. It
deals with the fullness of the blessings that they need not to go to the
vain philosophy of men, because all the blessings that they needed could
be obtained through Jesus Christ.

John 20:26,28
“In dno. 20:26,28 he appeared in body form.” There’s no issue there. He
also appeared in Lk. 24:37. What issue is there to that fact? Have | ever
even implied that | didn't believe Jesus appeared while here on earth; or
that he didn’t appear after his resurrection? I've never denied any such.
What does that have to do with there being one person in the Godhead?
Not a single solitary thing, there’s no issue there whatsoever.

He asked me a question. “Which is the hardest to do, pray to yourself,
raise self or send self?” Well, Mr. Welch, | suppose that one would be
just as hard as the other. But | want you to tell me, that when the Lord
spoke these words was he intending to convey an idea or did he intend
to be deceptive in this? You see, that is his idea; that the word send, that
the word also, and the word both, has no meaning. And if time will permit
I just want to take time to do it on this word both and also (Moderator: 10
minutes)
The Words Both and Also

I've already made an argument on the word both. It means TWO, the one
and the other. Now observe 2Jno. 9 on the word both, “Whosoever goeth
onward and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God: he that
abideth in the doctrine, hath BOTH” (That means TWOQ!) "the Father and
the Son.” Now in Hebrews 2:11 the Bible affirms that “he that sanctifieth
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and they that are sanctified are all one.” Talking about Christ and
Christians. In Eph. 2:16 where the passage said both Jew and Gentile
are one. BOTH is that talking about TWO? Is it talking about two in all
these passages, Mr. Welch? Then tell us how God is two and on the
word also. The word also means “in addition, as well, besides, t00.” He
won't define the word, even though I've asked him three times and did it
once in writing and he didn’t even attempt to do it. Now observe, in Jno.
8:19, “If you'd known me, you should have known my Father ALS0.”
Observe Jno. 14:7. “You'd known me, you should have known the Father
also.”; A repetition of the same passage. Then in Jno. 14:1, “Ye believe
in God, believe ALSO in me.” And the word also suggest an idea, ladies
and gentlemen, that idea is: in addition, as well, besides, and too. That’s
why he won't define these words. He cited Isa. 26:19, “Men shall live with
his dead body.” How would this prove there’s one person in the
Godhead? Now what does that prove? Even if | accept your concept of
what that passage teaches, what does that prove about there being one
person in the Godhead? Not a thing on earth.

First Corinthians 15:38

This passage talks about the resurrection of the body. And that still has
nothing to do with the Godhead. Now | recognize that the New
Testament teaches that we’'ll not be raised in the same kind of a body
that we have now. That's what Paul is talking about in 1Cor. 15:38. The
fact of the matter is, that verse talks about the seed that was planted in
the preceding verse and God giving these seeds a body of its own.
That's what that verse is talking about which you cited.

in Phil. 3:20-21 and Psa. 17:50 is what | understood him to say and
there’s only 15 verses in Psa. 17. | may have failed to understand you.

The United Pentecostal Manual
| want to read to you tonight from the United Pentecostal Manual. And in
the opening of the book they make this affirmation, ‘During the last 21
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days of the 19" century, a band of early hungry-hearted ministers of
Christian workers in Bethel Bible College in Topeka, Kansas called a
fast, praying earnestly for a great outpouring of the Holy Spirit. Which
with joyful surprise came upon them in the early hours of the morning on
January 13, 1900.” He goes ahead and talks about that. Then on the
next page he affirmed , “that with the coming of the Holy Spirit the word
of the Lord became a new book. Truths which had been hidden for many
years were made clear. And then in the year 1914 (14 years later now) in
the year 1914 came the revelation of the name of the Lord Jesus Christ,
the pivotal doctrine of the absolute deity of Jesus Christ and baptism in
his name became tenants of faith.” You see, they weren’t tenants of faith
before that. Tell us, Mr. Welch, did you and your brethren practice
Catholicism for fourteen years? Is that what they were doing when they
were doing that? He said a moment ago that because there’s some
things that | teach that the Catholics teach, that means then that 'm in
the same category with them. Of course that doesn’t foliow. But | want to
show you something. Observe now, | haven't cited a Catholic scholar in
proof of anything that I've said. I've been reading from the New
Testament. But if you want to take a look at a comparison between
Catholicism and Pentecostalism observe if you will.

Catholics catechism vs. the Pentecostals Manual
Catholics have a catechism and the Pentecostals have a manual. The
Catholics have a priest; they call him Father: Pentecostal preachers are
called Reverend. Catholics say Mary has a human body in heaven today
and Mr. Welch affirms that Jesus has a human body, a fleshly body, in
heaven today. The Catholics claim to do miracles, so do the
Pentecostals. The Pope claims inspiration and preacherso f
Pentecostalismclaim to be Spirit filled and some of them claim
inspiration. The Catholic Church uses mechanical instruments of music;
so do the Pentecostals. The priests (Now watch this very closely. You
talk about something coming from Catholicism. Observe if you will.) The
priests must bear ceremony over the subject for forgiveness. And
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tomorrow night Mr. Welch is to affirm that same thing. That the preacher
must say a ceremony over the subject for forgiveness. And in the eighth
place, there is the holy father, the pope, a man, and the Pentecostals
have a general superintendent, a man. I'll tell you about this, Mr. Welch.
Every last one of these things are complete. All Right.

Demonstrations Explained to Radio Audience
I’'m going to make an explanation to the radio audience that these
demonstrations do not reflect the majority of the Pentecostal people.
There are hundreds of Pentecostal people here tonight that are being
courteous. And there are just a few that are acting rude, so it doesn’t
reflect on the majority of them. And in favor of those of you who are
listening courteously to my speech, | wanted to make that statement.

Alright, observe now if you will, each of these things that occur on the
chart are outside of the realm of the authorized. Not a one of them
authorized in the Scriptures. All right now back to my notes.

“Let Us Make Man”

First John 3:2, "We shall be like him.” There’s no issue there. Amen.
"Make man in our likeness." | didn't cite Gen. 1:26-27, he talked all
around that. He talked about a prophetic perfect and about what God
meant when he said, “let us make man in our image.” Well now, Mr.
Welch, you stop and think what you actually said by your interpretation of
that passage. Your interpretation of that passage has it in reverse.
Instead of you having it as God said, “Let us make man in our image.”
you've turned the passage around and you say, “We’re going to make
ourselves in the image of man." That's what you argued on the passage.
You have it in reverse. God said, “Let us make man in our image.” You
said, “No, let US be made in man’s image." That’s the thing you've been
arguing, you have it in reverse. And you didn’t tell me last night, will you
tell me tonight, Mr. Welch, does a plural pronoun have a plural
antecedent? Does it, Mr. Welch? What is the antecedent of US?
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John 14:8-9

Now observe if you will, | want you to see this. "If you've seen me you've
seen the Father." Now Look, when he says the Father, he's talking about
the Spirit. When he says the Son, he's talking about the flesh. Now watch
it. In Jno. 14:8-9 when you’ve seen me (the Son) you see the Father. |
asked him last night, I'll ask him again. Mr. Welch, did that passage
mean that when they saw the flesh they saw the Spirit? Is that what that
meant? | made a iengthy argument last night on that passage to show
you that the word see in the passage did not have to do with seeing with
the eye but had to do with the matter of mental perception. And he didn’t
touch top, side, nor bottom; he hasn’t even referred to it. Not a word!

John 10:30
| believe that the Father and the Son are one, but | believe they are two.
The Bible says so in 2Jno. 9. Now l'll tell you how they are one in Jno.
10:30. You tell me how they are two in 24no. 9, Mr. Welch. In Jno. 10:30,
verses 27-29, | noted, they are one in protection. Now like | say, you
know, Mr. Welch will deal with this when he comes to the stand I'm sure.

John 8:16-17
“Yea and if | judge, my judgment is true; for | am not alone, but | and
the Father that sent me.” ]| and the Father that sent me. Now watch it.
“Yea and in your law it is written, that the witness of two men is true.”
Jesus said your law demands the witness of two men. l've satisfied the
law.” Now listen to the next verse "Yea and in your law it is written, that
the witness of two men is true. | am that witness of myself” (there is #1)
“and the Father that sent me bear witness of me.” (there is #2). That
passage says there are two. | believe they are one, you tell US how they
are two.

Romans 1:20
Paul talks about the invisible things of God are clearly seen by the things
that are made. And he said that had reference to the body of Christ and |
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DENY ANY SUCH. That passage is simply talking about Gentiles being
without excuse in denying the existence of God. Because he said they
could look at the things that were made and be led to believe on the
existence of a Supreme Being. It doesn'’t touch top, side, nor bottom of
what he had to say. Then of course, that’'s when he introduced the
encyclopedias. We've dealt with that.

Second Corinthians 5:17-19 “ God was in Christ”

There’s no issue there. Rev. 1:8, says he’s Almighty. He said you might
have many mighties but not many Almighties. DON'T YOU SEE, now
you just think about that. You mean, Mr. Welch, that there can’t be two
beings that posses all power. You see the idea is this: If one was
Almighty then the other couldn’t be Almighty because the first has ALL of
it. That's right. In other words there couldn’t be two beings that were
omnipotent. Do you have any powers at all? According to your argument
you couldn’t. And that deals with the gentleman’s speech item by item,
statement by statement, passage by passage. How much time do |
have? (Moderator: 2 minutes). All right.

| want to take time now to introduce my argument that | introduced last
night, and that he still hasn’t dealt with and that is on the mediator-ship of
Christ. | insist, ladies and gentlemen, that this destroys his contention.
That you cannot have a mediator without there being three parties. Now
you folks in this area are familiar with the problems that labor and
management have, and a man is brought in as a mediator. Is he taken
from labor? Oh no, management wouldn’t stand for that. Is he taken from
management? No, labor wouldn’t stand for that. He must sustain the
same relationship to both parties; labor and management. That’s why a
third party is brought in. | made this argument last night. He’s left it alone,
left it alone completely. That the Bible teaches that there’s one God and |
cited numerous passages to affirm that; but it also affirms that there’s
one man or humanity and there’s one mediator. The Bible teaches that a
mediator is not of one party but of two. That’s why the Bible teaches,
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ladies and gentlemen, that Jesus Christ was divine. That’s why the Bible
also teaches that he was a man that he became a part of humanity that
he might occupy the right relationship to be a mediator between us and
God. Note if you wili. A mediator is defined to mean "one who interposes
between two parties.” And | suggested last night and | do again; and |
plead with Mr. Welch to come to grips with the argument that where you
have a mediator you must have three parties. God is the first party,
humanity is the second party, and Jesus Christ the third. | thank you very
kindly.
The End of Speech
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Godhead Debate: Part Four-A
Now we come back again to take up the affirmative of my proposition;
that is, there is only one person of Almighty God. | still contend the
Biblical proof that there is one. | think Mr. Moore has practically given me
the debate in his acknowledgement of the questions that | asked him. |
asked him the question it Jesus was the everlasting Father and he said,
“ves.”
Both and Also

He’s been trying to get me to tell him how that the Father and Son could
be in the sense of both and also; and last evening and also this
evening, | have repeatedly shown how that that could be. God is a spirit,
John 4:24 he begot a son - was born; Gal. 4:4, when the fullness of time
came God sent forth a son made of a woman, and when he referred to
both me and my Father, in this sense of Godhead teaching, the both
there referred to the eternal deity, that is the invisible God that was
incarnated in this man. That was the both in one. Peter said on the day
of Pentecost, “God has made this same Jesus both Lord and Christ.”

Two Witnesses

Then he brings up the Scripture about two men, the witness of two men.
But in the Godhead, Mr. Moore, there is only one man. There aren’t two
men. That's the difference, that’s what you can’t see. He can’
understand that in the Godhead, God and this man Christ, there was an
invisible, eternal God. No one had ever seen him. He keeps bringing up
the Mr. Belue debate. He surely must have been checking on me. Yes,
sir! | think | made it clear this evening, what | believe about God. | made
it clear last evening, | made it clear this evening. But | do not believe that
anyone has ever seen God, eternal, invisible. You cannot see him, only
through the face of’ Jesus Christ. | believe that. | repeatedly contended
for that. As far as the word both, the terminology of it, it explains itself in
Godhead teaching. It doesn’t mean it's two separate persons because
one of these was humanity fused with divinity. And this humanity that
was the visible, the first son was born, was the temple of the invisible
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spirit that glorified this body with himself. Thine own self and made him_a
Lord in Christ.
Everlasting Father

Now, he admitted that Jesus is the everlasting Father. Well, then to
confirm my proposition, the Bible says in Malachi 2:10, “Have we not all
one Father?” Now, if the Bible is true and it is, then that true is. Christ is
the everlasting Father, then in all duty to truth and obligation to truth,
could we say then that we had just one father when Jesus taught us to
pray, “Our Father who art in heaven.” How many Fathers do we have?

Husband Of The Church

[ introduced the argument, last evening, that Jesus was the husband of
the church. The church is the mother of the children, and since He is the
husband of the church he is the Father of the children. And we have one
Father and he is the everlasting Father, and Mr. Moore said he was. He’s
given up this debate in answering my questions. He admits that Jesus
Christ is the everlasting Father. | knew he had to do that. if he is, how
long is everlasting?

“Is The Holy Ghost The Spirit Of Christ?”

Then, his analysis of my question: “Is the Holy Ghost the Spirit of
Christ?” He sure tried to dodge that one. That’s a hard one for him, real
hard. He tried to dodge it and | don’t blame him. If | believed what he
does, | would wiggle like he did too on that one. That’s right. The Holy
Ghost is the spirit of Christ. | produced Scripture last- evening and 'l do
it again this evening, in 1Peter 1:10-11, that speaks of the Old Testament
prophets, and said, “the spirit of Christ that was in them.” It signified
when it testified beforehand of the symbol that should follow. The Holy
Spirit that was in the Old Testament prophets was spoken of and proved
of the Scriptures to be the spirit of Christ. Note just the same, Mr. Moore,
| asked you if the Holy Ghost is His spirit? That's what | asked you. And
you certainly did a good job dodging it. All right.
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Then, in Colossians, the Scripture that | introduced proving the
omnipresence of Christ, that Christ in you, the hope of glory, proves the
Holy Ghost is Christ in spirit. There’s no question about that.

Ephesians 4:4

Then Eph. 4:4, “there is one Spirit.” There can’t be three or two, there’s
only one. And God is a spirit, that omnipresent, universal spirit and the
Holy Spirit is spoken of as the Holy Ghost, is the same spirit, and it's
Christ in spirit. And that being true, the scripture that | introduced in John
2:19, and that was speaking of God in the full sense of his power. Christ
as God said destroy this temple and in three days | will raise it up again.
And that speaking there was God speaking in Christ which was Christ’s
eternal spirit that brought that body from the land of death and glorified
that body and made that body his visible person for all time and eternity.
And Mr. Moore won't live long enough to tear that down. He can’t live
long enough. Now, since that is true, then when you see Christ; as for as
God, the only God, the only Father, that you will ever see will be when
you look upon Jesus Christ because he was a visible body; a visible
person since God took on the form of man and became visible through
the resurrection and the glorification of that man Jesus Christ.

Mediator-ship
Now to the mediator-ship. He thinks that I'm afraid of his chart. I'm not
afraid of anything he’s got. He cannot produce anything. The Bible said
there is one God and one mediator between God and man, the man
Christ Jesus, the man part, the part that could suffer. I'd like to ask him a
question. He keeps talking about the humanity and the flesh, and | want
you to remember this and set it down to answer when you come back.
When Christ died, did deity die? | want to ask you that. Did God die?
One of his brethren said He did, but | see Mr. Moore shaking his head.
That’s right. The Bible said being put to death in the flesh, and talks
about the flesh. Well, what was it that died? It was the Christ Jesus, the
body, the Sacrifice. That’s what it said in Hebrews speaking of the
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sacrifice and offerings that a body sacrifice and offerings thou wouldest
not, but a body hast thou prepared me to eternal spirit of — the Bible
says - of that himself to the eternal spirit and that body was the sacrifice.
He asks the question, “Who prepared it?” Well, it was in God’s plan that
the man Christ Jesus should die, and he did, shed his blood. And then
he speaks about my denying the teaching on the mediator-ship of Christ,
that he ever liveth to make intercession for us. | asked him last evening if
Christ is up in heaven praying, one person to God, another person for
our sins. The untruthful thing of it would be this: that if that doctrine were
true, which it isn’t. he prayed in the days of his flesh, Hebrews the 5th
chapter says he did. But mind you if he was up there as Trinitarians
teach he is; praying to God, asking God to have mercy on unsaved or
apostate brethren even; well, we would have to say one of two things:
That he either didn’t pray for everybody, or God didn’t hear him, because
everybody doesn’t get saved. Now, when he raised Lazarus from the
dead, the 11th chapter of Luke he said his prayers are always heard. He
said “I know that thou hearest me”, but for the sake of these that stand
by he said it. | didn’t say he acted hypocritically last evening. You said
that I said that. | didn’t say that. | said he wasn't acting hypocritical when
he did that and was not. It was in his plan and in the days of his flesh he
prayed; he was high priest and his body was a sacrifice to be offered —
the humanity of God — and God prepared that body on the human side
of the woman and made that son of that woman. Now, | think that |
clearly brought that out last evening.

Then he says that I'm afraid of this chart. That chart doesn’t bother me.
Ten thousand times no. That chart doesn't teach trinity - nothing about it.
The mediator-ship of Christ that's spoken of there meant his suffering,
his blood, the Bible said if we confess our sins he is faithful and just to
forgive us and to cleanse us of all unrighteousness the blood of Jesus
Christ cleanseth us. He doesn'’t have to pray any more. He doesn’t have
to die any more. As far as the sacrifice, and | said it last evening and |
say it this evening, by one offering hath he perfected forever them that
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