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Jehovah's Witnesses and the Deity of Christ # 3 - by  Tim Norman

B. Answering the misuse of "firstborn."
Jehovah's Witnesses misuse several
passages attempting to prove Jesus is a
created being. For example, Colossians
1:15 says that Jesus is "the firstborn over
all creation." Jehovah's Witnesses take
this to mean that Jesus was created
before the other sons of God's family.
They are wrong. In this verse firstborn
cannot mean first created. I like
Lightfoot's comment, "At first sight it
might seem that Christ is here regarded
as one, though the earliest, of created
beings. This interpretation however is not
required by the expression itself. And if
this sense is not required by the words
themselves, it is directly excluded by the
context" (Saint Paul's Epistles to the
Colossians and to Philemon, pp.
146-147). The context which excludes
the Jehovah's Witnesses' twist of
Colossians 1:15 is Colossians 1:16. The
very next verse says that by Jesus "all
things were created that are in heaven
and that are on earth... All things were
created through him." As we have
already shown, this proves Jesus cannot
be the first creation, for even Jesus could
not have created himself.

In Colossians 1:15, "firstborn" may
mean one of two things. First, "firstborn"
may be referring to preeminence. Moses
told Pharaoh, "Thus says the Lord,
`Israel is My son, My firstborn"' (Exod.
4:22). Was Israel the world's first nation?
No, that is not the point at all. Israel was

firstborn because of its preeminence.
God said of David, "I will make him My
firstborn, the highest of the kings of the
earth" (Psa. 89:27). Was David the
world's first king? No, David was
firstborn because of his preeminence. So,
does Colossians 1:15 teach that Jesus is
the first creation? No, Jesus is firstborn
because "all things were created through
him and for him" (Col. 1:16) and
because in "all things" he has "the
preeminence" (Col. 1:18). To me,
Barclay captured the gist of the verse
with this comment: "When Paul says of
the Son that he is the firstborn of all
creation, he means that the highest
honour which creation holds belongs to
him" (The Letters to the Philippians,
Colossians, and Thessalonians [Revised
Edition], p. 119). In fact, the label
"firstborn" had so entirely become a title
of sovereignty that even ancient Jewish
writers called God, "Firstborn of the
world" (The Pulpit Commentary,
Colossians, p. 8).

There is, however, a second possibility.
"Firstborn" in Colossians 1:15 may be
referring to Jesus' resurrection.
Colossians 1:18 speaks of Jesus being
"the firstborn from the dead, that in all
things he may have the preeminence." A
similar reference is found in Revelation
1:5. Paul teaches elsewhere, "Christ is
risen from the dead, and has become the
first fruits of those who have fallen
asleep. . . In Christ all shall be made

alive. But each one in his own order:
Christ the first fruits, afterward those
who are Christ's at his coming" (1 Cor.
15:20,22-23). Thus, Colossians 1:15
might be saying that Jesus is the firstborn
from the dead over all creation. Even so,
the emphasis may still be on Jesus'
preeminence over all who will be
resurrected, rather than on Jesus' priority
of resurrection. Either way, however,
there is still no support in Colossians
1:15 for the misguided notion that Jesus
is a created being.

C. Answering the misuse of "only
begotten Son." Jehovah's Witnesses
misuse passages such as John 1:14,18;
3:16,18 and 1 John 4:9 which refer to
Jesus as God's "only begotten Son."
Jehovah's Witnesses take this phrase to
mean that Jesus is the only one directly
created by Jehovah God, whereas all
other things came into existence through
Jesus as God's chief agent. Again, they
are wrong. These passages say nothing
about the creation of Christ. The Greek
word translated "begotten" in these
passages is monogenes. James D. Bales
quoted James Oliver Buswell, Jr. who
made this helpful comment: "Careful
lexicographical studies prove beyond a
question that the word `monogenes' is
not derived from the root `gennao,' to
beget or generate, but is derived from
`genos,' kind or class. The word therefore
means `in a class by himself,' the only
one of his kind,' or in other words
`unique"' (Sword, p. 1).

In Hebrews 11:17, Isaac is called
Abraham's "only begot-ten (monogenes)
son." Clearly, this phrase does not mean
that Isaac was Abraham's only son.
Abraham begat Ishmael by Hagar long
before he begat Isaac by Sarah. Rather,
the phrase "only begotten son" simply
affirms that Isaac was unique, and truly
he was unique. Of him alone did God say

to Abraham, "In Isaac your seed shall be
called" (Heb. 11:18). When used of
Jesus, then, the phrase "only begot-ten
Son" does not suggest that Jesus was the
only thing God ever directly created.
Rather, it simply affirms that Jesus was
unique, and truly he was unique. Of
Jesus alone can it ever be said, ("The
Word became flesh" On. 1:14).

Another thought. The Jehovah's
Witnesses argue that Jesus was created,
and cannot, therefore, be God. Now, do
not misunderstand me. I believe that
Jesus has always been just as the Father
has always been. However, if I grant for
argument's sake that Jesus was created,
this question re-mains: Why couldn't
Jesus still be God? After all, if human
beings can create after their own kind,
why couldn't deity do the same? The
Jehovah's Witnesses assume being
created  precludes Godhood. How do
they know that? Where is the book,
chapter and verse? Jehovah's Witnesses
admit that Jesus created the world. Thus,
Romans 1:25 would not preclude the
deity of Christ. Simply saying the Father
has always been does not prove being
created precludes Godhood. Consider
this analogy: Human beings have always
been born on earth. Does that prove a
child born in space would not be a
human being? Of course not. Here is my
point. By simply saying Jesus was
created, the Jehovah's Witnesses don't
disprove the deity of Christ. To me, it is
one thing to say Jesus was created and
another thing entirely to say Jesus
deserves no more honor than angels or
men. While I don't believe either
statement, I fail to see how granting the
former would demand acceptance of the
latter. Since we don't know all the
prerequisites for Godhood, let's leave
such secret things to God.

Answering the misuse of "the



Beginning of the creation of God." In
Revelation 3:14, Jesus calls himself "the
Beginning of the creation of God."
Jehovah's Witnesses cite this verse to
"prove" that Jesus had a beginning. I
agree with Wayne Jackson who said, "It
demonstrates nothing of the kind! The
term `beginning' in this verse is the
Greek `arche.' It is defined by standard
Greek authorities as: `that by which
anything begins to be, the origin, active
cause' (Thayer, Greek Lexicon, p. 77), or
`the first cause' (Arndt & Gingrich,
Greek Lexicon, p. 111). Abbott-Smith
says, `of Christ as the uncreated
principle, the active cause of creation'
(Greek Lexicon, p. 62). A.T. Robertson
says `not the first of creatures as the
Arians held and Unitarians do now, but
the originating source of creation through
whom God works. . .' (Word Pictures,
VI, p. 321)" (Questions for Jehovah's
Witnesses, p. 64). So, Revelation 3:14 is
not saying the Father began the creation
by first making Jesus. Rather, it teaches
that Jesus set in motion the creation of
God. Wayne Jackson also makes this
point: "In Revelation 22:13, Christ is
designated the ̀ beginning and the end.' If
`beginning' means Christ had an origin,
or there was time when he was not, does
`end' mean his existence will eventually
be terminated?!" (Ibid.) An excellent
question.

Answering the misuse of Proverbs
8:22-31. The New World Translation
renders Proverbs 8:22 as follows:
"Jehovah himself produced me as the
beginning of his way, the earliest of his
achievements of long ago." Jehovah's
Witnesses believe Jesus is speaking in
Proverbs 8:22. Thus, they use the
passage to "prove" that Jesus is a created
being. Yet again, they are wrong. First,
in Proverbs 8:22 wisdom, not Jesus, is
speaking. See Proverbs 8:12. Second,

wisdom is not a real person. However, if
we assume a person called wisdom
literally spoke, then the person speaking
in Proverbs 8:22 was a woman (Prov.
1:20-21; 9:1-3). Since Jesus is a man,
even though he too is called the wisdom
of God (1 Cor. 1:24,30), he could not
have been speaking in Proverbs 8:22.
Third, according to the New World
Translation the next verse says, "From
time indefinite I was installed, from the
start, from times earlier than the earth." I
believe this passage teaches that wisdom
has always existed. Otherwise, either
Jehovah had a start or there was a time
when Jehovah was not wise. To take
figurative language literally is truly a
dangerous practice.

3. Manifestation of the Son does not
disprove his deity. Jehovah's Witnesses
argue as follows: "No one has seen God
at any time" On. 1:18). People have seen
Jesus. Thus, Jesus can't be God. If that is
sound reasoning, then this syllogism
must also be accepted: Jesus said, "He
who has seen me has seen the Father"
(Jn. 14:9). People have seen Jesus. Thus,
people have seen the Father. In both
cases the reasoning is the same, yet the
major premise of the first argument is
diametrically opposed to the conclusion
of the second argument. Obviously, there
is a problem with the logic. The Bible
does not contradict itself.

Contrary to what the Jehovah's
Witnesses teach, John 1:18 does not
justify mistranslating John I:1. Yes,
John 1:18 says, "No one has seen God at
any time," but 1 Timothy 3:16 also says,
"God was manifested in the flesh." In
fact, as we have already shown, the
Scriptures repeatedly affirm the deity of
Christ. So how do we reconcile these
passages with John 1:18? Easily, and
without doing any disservice to the text.
While no one has seen God the Father,

 many people have seen God the Son. Thus, "the Word was with God, and the Word was
God" (Jn. 1:1).

The New World Translation mistranslates John 1:1 as follows: "In (the) beginning the
Word was, and the Word was with God, and the Word was a god." But it should come
as no surprise that this rendering supports the Jehovah's Witnesses' assertion that Jesus
is not God (big "G"), but only a god (small "g") as Satan is a god.

According to Roy Deaver, "In the statement 'and the Word was with God' the word
'God' is preceded (in the Greek) by the definite article. In the statement 'and the Word
was God' the word `God' is not preceded by the definite article. They (the Jehovah's
Witnesses, tdn) insist that they are, therefore, justified in translating as they do" (Sword,
p. 8). No, they are not. Authorities in the Greek language tell us that use of "God" with
the definite article stresses the identity or personality of the God, whereas using "God"
without the definite article stresses the quality, essence, or character of being God. If I
say, "Mob Dick was with the classic, and Mob Dick was classic," would I be saying "the
classic" is the only classic? Of course not. In fact, I would be saying Mob Dick was
equally classic. Yes, the Word was with the God. Which? The Father. But, the Word
was equally God. Interestingly, in the Greek the definite article does appear in John
20:28. Literally, Thomas called Jesus "the God of me." Jesus pronounced blessing on
all who so believe. Thus, even according the Jehovah's Witnesses' view of John 1:1,
Jesus is God (big "G").  To be consistent with its position on John 1:1, while it does not,
the New World Translation should render Matthew 5:9, "Blessed are the peacemakers:
for they shall be called sons of a god," and Philippians 2:11 should read, and that every
tongue should confess that Jesus is Lord, to the glory of a god the Father." In both
verses, "God" appears without the definite article. The Jehovah's Witnesses, however,
seem to understand the basic function of the Greek definite article everywhere except
in their mistranslating of John 1:1. Roy Deaver's comment is an eye opener: "In their
reasoning with regard to translating 'theos' without the article the Witnesses are terribly
inconsistent. The word `God' (theos) -- without the article -- appears in John
1:6,12,13,18. In these verses they translate with the capital 'G,' and in no instance do
they give 'a god"' (Ibid.). How do we explain such blatant inconsistency? Only one way.
The Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society desires to propagate error rather than
translate truth.
Conclusion

With love for all, and malice towards none, I affirm that Jesus is God (big "G"). To me,
a dogmatic denial of the deity of Christ, given the overwhelming scriptural evidence
supporting his Godhood, can be explained in only one of two ways. Either there is
ignorance of the truth, or no love for the truth. If you don't love truth, remember, it is
truth that makes you free (Jn. 8:32). Therefore I plead with you, "Buy the truth, and do
not sell it" (Prov. 23:23). Also remember, the Bible is the source of truth (2 Tim.
3:16-17), not the Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society. If you do love truth, yet
disagree with me, 1 urge you to be like the fair-minded Bereans who listened to Paul
and Silas with all readiness, and search the Scriptures to find out whether these things
I have written are so (Acts 17:11). ---- Via  Guardian of Truth XXXVII: 8, p. 16-20
April 15, 1993
FOR A MAN TO BE HONESTLY MISTAKEN WHEN SHOWN THE TRUTH

- CANNOT STILL BE MISTAKEN OR HONEST IF HE REJECTS IT


