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hen I attended the 2019 Unity Conference at an assembly near Sterling, Illinois a little over a 

month after my public debate with 

Biblical Unitarian Chuck Henry, I 

fully expected to see him there as well to, if 

nothing else, plug his book Trinity, Oneness, 

Duality and Pre-Existence.  I also came prepared 

with additional information that I was not able to 

present at the debate due to time constraints.  On 

top of all that, just in case he showed up with 

another ad hominem attack on Philo and Justin 

Martyr, I brought along a defense that I hadn’t 

considered while preparing in advance of our de-

bate because frankly, I would never have 

considered Chuck as one who would do such a 

thing.  Since Chuck didn’t show up, I decided to 

incorporate my response to his ad hominem 

attack into Part 2 of this study (“The (Enhanced) 

Public Debate Presentation”).  During my Unity 

Conference presentation, I referred to my debate 

presentation as “Part 1” because at the time that 

was all I had, and I referred to my Unity Con-

ference presentation as “Part 2.”  It hadn’t yet 

occurred to me that I would eventually compose 

an introductory study that would end up being 

“Part 1,” making the debate presentation “Part 2” 

and the Unity Conference presentation “Part 3.” 

W 

Presentation 

The (Enhanced) 
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 Unlike the setting at the Texas assembly where I debated Chuck, the assembly in Sterling, Illinois 

stuck to pre-established protocols with no last-minute sur-

prises.  It didn’t hurt anything that nearly everyone there 

happened to agree with my view on whether or not Yeshua 

had a pre-carnal existence.  Suffice it to say my presentation 

was generally well-received and one of the attendees later 

confided that he felt it was one of the better presentations at 

the conference.  For that I give all praise and thanks to 

Yahweh.  Curiously, I happened to sit next to a woman who, 

to the best of my knowledge, was the only Biblical Unitarian 

in attendance.  I didn’t even know she was a Biblical Uni-

tarian until after I delivered my presentation.  She couldn’t 

have been nicer.  After my presentation, she meekly confided 

that she was a Biblical Unitarian, but she didn’t bring up any 

disagreements with my material, nor any misinformation that 

I had imparted.  Her only form of protest was that she didn’t 

think it was fair my having given the presentation without 

Chuck’s being there to defend his position, to which I simply 

replied that I was expecting him to be there.  Was I supposed 

to cancel my presentation since he didn’t show up?  It wasn’t 

until she sent me a not-so-friendly e-mail a few weeks later 

that I witnessed the Biblical Unitarian’s “other side.”  I guess 

it’s easier to release our true feelings via keyboard or text than 

it is in person.  I remain saddened that, once again, I exper-

ienced just how divisive this topic really is. 

 

 

 

 

Addressing The Messiah’s Name 
  

 I knew I had to be careful with the name I used in reference to the Messiah for my presentation.  

That’s because way back in 2001 I had previously delivered a Unity Conference presentation delving into 

why I am persuaded that the Messiah would have most likely spelled His name yod, shin, waw, ayin, 

 which is commonly pronounced Yeshua.  The Sacred Name Movement, as a general rule, teaches ,(יׁשוע)

that He would have spelled His name yod, heh, waw, shin, ayin (יהוׁשע), which they maintain is pro-

nounced Yahshua.  My 2001 presentation was poorly received by many within the Sacred Name 

Movement, yet others, including my debate opponent, eventually came to understand and appreciate my 

position.  That stance includes “An Appeal for Mutual Understanding and Acceptance of Those With 

Differing Ideas,”1 which means that although I personally lean towards believing the Messiah’s name is 

most likely Yeshua, I have no problem with those who do not share my view, so long as they are willing to 

                                                           
1 This was the subtitle of the Unity Conference presentation I delivered in August 2001 at the Assembly of Yahweh 

(7th Day) in Rising Star, TX.  The presentation was later reconfigured into study form, titled “Name of the Messiah:  

 .and is currently available online ”?יהוׁשע  ?יׁשוע

Front cover of the 2019 Unity Conference bulletin 

http://www.ponderscripture.org/PDF%20Files/Name%20of%20the%20Messiah.pdf
http://www.ponderscripture.org/PDF%20Files/Name%20of%20the%20Messiah.pdf
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exhibit a mutual respect for my personal conviction.  Too many times, such has not been the case.  From 

my perspective, we all want to get His name right, and that’s what I like about so many folks in the Sacred 

Name Movement:  We agree that none of us is perfect, but we’re trying to get things right, even though we 

may all arrive at differing conclusions. 

 

 I mention the above because I truly wanted no distractions during my Unity Conference presentation 

and I knew a deviation from the Yahshua pronunciation would indeed be a distraction – a glaring one for 

many in attendance.  I needed to make a decision:  Do I stick with my conviction that the Messiah’s name 

is more accurately rendered Yeshua or do I go with my previously-expressed declaration of respect for 

those who prefer the form Yahshua and proceed to use that form during my presentation?  What better way 

of exhibiting my respect for those who prefer the form Yahshua than to use that form during my pres-

entation?  I stewed over this decision nearly up to the last minute.  My initial draft used the form Yeshua.  I 

eventually realized that if I used that form, there would be some who would turn my presentation into a de-

bate over the pronunciation/spelling of the Messiah’s name, thus short-circuiting my purpose in putting 

together the presentation in the first place.  I therefore decided to refer to the Messiah as Yahshua. 

 

 Finally, I need to confess that if you’ve read Part 2, then you need to prepare for some “déjà vu” be-

cause due to the short amount of time between my decision to attend the Unity Conference and the actual 

event, I didn’t have time to put together very many brand new slides.  I therefore incorporated some slides 

from both the public debate of June 2019 and the private debate held in March 2019.  This being said, I 

think there are enough new slides to more vividly bring out the truth while simultaneously keeping you 

interested. 

 

  



 

 

Did Yahshua the Messiah Have a Pre-Carnal Existence?  Part III – The (Enhanced) Unity Conference Presentation 

 

I. The Lexi-CON Job: Did Yahshua “COME” in the Flesh 

Or Did He “START” in the Flesh? 
 

 

uring my public debate with Chuck Henry, I regret not squeezing in my conviction that this topic 

should not be treated as a salvational issue.  It really needs to be a thread that’s woven throughout 

any discussion of this topic, 

but I omitted it in favor of other 

“hot buttons.”  I didn’t repeat this 

oversight at the 2019 Unity Con-

ference.  I will now impart the 

script from my presentation: 

 

 Shalom, everyone, my name is 

Larry Acheson from Plano, TX and 

I would like to speak on a topic 

that only a few years ago I would 

have told anyone that I wouldn’t 

touch with a 10-foot pole.  As you 

can see from the title, the question 

posed by this topic is, “Did Yeshua 

the Messiah Have a Pre-carnal 

existence?”  This presentation is 

actually a modified version of the presentation I gave during a recent debate with a gentleman named 

Chuck Henry.  Before I get started, I feel I should address the fact that when it comes to the Messiah’s 

name, I personally use the form “Yeshua” in my writings and conversations with others, and I used 

“Yeshua” in my original presentation.  Nevertheless, I have never had a problem with using the form 

“Yahshua,” and since I know the majority of people here prefer the form “Yahshua,” that is the form I will 

use in this presentation, as you will see in my next slide: 

 

 

D 
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 I make no apology for my personal conclusion about the pronunciation of the Messiah’s name, but I 

do not want that issue to sidetrack us 

from this issue, the issue of whether or 

not Yahweh’s Son had a pre-carnal 

existence.   

 

 Now if Yahshua had a PRE-carnal 

existence, then conversely, He had to 

have had a CARNAL existence as well.  

Notice that “Pre” comes before the 

word “carnal” and “carnal” means 

flesh.  I emphasize “Pre-carnal” because 

a question that has come up in this dis-

cussion is whether or not I believe 

Yahshua came in the “flesh,” and the 

answer to that question is actually in the 

title of my presentation.  I hope we can 

all agree that Yahshua had a “carnal” or fleshly existence, so the question we need to answer is whether or 

not He had a PRE-carnal or a Pre-flesh and blood existence. 

 

 I need to reinforce the fact that if Yahshua had a Pre-carnal Existence, then conversely He must have 

likewise had a Post-spiritual Existence, so maybe this should be the title of my presentation: 
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 Certainly, if Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence, then He likewise must have had a spiritual existence 

prior to His conception in Mary’s womb.  That conception marked the beginning of His fleshly carnal ex-

istence, i.e., His post-spiritual existence. 

 

 Side note:  For those of you who have read Part 2 of this study, you may have figured out why I dwelt 

so heavily on Yahshua’s fleshly existence in my Unity Conference presentation.  It’s one of the aspects of 

the Messiah’s existence that I didn’t heavily focus on during my debate with Chuck Henry and as a result I 

wasn’t well-prepared to answer an adverse question from a member of the audience, who somehow 

reached the conclusion that I didn’t believe Yahshua came “in the flesh.”  Little did I know that I could 

have simply pointed to the title of my presentation and asked, “If my presentation focuses on my belief that 

Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence, which means He had a pre-flesh existence prior to a flesh existence, 

then doesn’t that of necessity mean He had a flesh existence, which in turn means He came in the flesh?  

Now that we hopefully have that question resolved and out of the way, let’s move on!” 

 

 Earlier I told you that a few years ago I wouldn’t have touched this topic with a 10-foot pole.  That’s 

because, personally-speaking, I don’t think we need to go any deeper than Peter’s confession in Matthew 

chapter 16.  Let’s read it, starting with verse 13: 

 

13When Yahshua came into the coasts of Caesarea Philippi, he asked his disciples, 

saying, Whom do men say that I the Son of man am? 

14And they said, Some say that thou art John the Baptist: some, Elias; and others, 

Jeremiah, or one of the prophets. 

15He saith unto them, But whom say YE that I am? 
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16And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art the Messiah, the Son of the living 

Elohim. 

17And Yahshua answered and said unto him, BLESSED art thou, Simon Bar–jona: 

for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven. 

 

 Please notice that Yahshua did not egg Peter on to go further.  He didn’t query Him as to when He 

became the Son of the living 

Elohim.  Was it eons ago, be-

fore the creation of the world, 

or was it at conception in 

Mary’s womb?  That wasn’t 

important to Yahshua.  The im-

portant thing was and should 

still be, He is the Messiah, the 

Son of the living Elohim. 

 

 Several years ago, I think 

it was the year 1990, my fam-

ily and I observed the Feast of 

Unleavened Bread in the state 

of Kentucky.  On the first day 

of the feast, we entered the 

meeting hall with our two chil-

dren and our Bibles, but before 

we could find our seats, we 

were greeted by a man who, within seconds of introducing himself, asked me if I believed Yahshua is the 

Yahweh of the Old Testament. 
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 I was stunned by his question.  It’s not a question I get asked very often and in fact, I think that’s the 

only time anyone has ever asked me that particular question “out of the blue.”  I answered him by citing 

this very passage we just read from the book of Matthew and I told him that Peter’s answer was good 

enough for Yahshua, so it’s good enough for me and I don’t think we need to go any further than that.  The 

man didn’t argue, but he quickly ended the conversation and found someone else to greet.  To the best of 

my recollection, that was the last time we ever saw him. 

 

 Although no one besides the guy in Kentucky has ever directly asked me if I believe Yahshua is the 

Yahweh of the Old Testament, this topic has come up in various Bible discussions over the years, and I 

have used the Matthew 16 answer to the question of whether or not I believed Yahshua had a pre-carnal ex-

istence for the past 29 years, so I think my approach has worked pretty well.  I mean, we really need to 

remember that Peter didn’t go into the logistics of Yahshua’s origin, he just frankly stated that Yahshua is 

the Messiah, the Son of the living Elohim, and Yahshua commended him for his answer, telling Peter that 

His Father, Yahweh, is who revealed it to him.  Do we need to go beyond what Yahweh Himself revealed 

to Peter? 

 

 The Apostle Peter’s confession of Matthew 16:16 really should be our “bottom line” as well:  Yahshua 

is the Messiah, the Son of the living Elohim!”  We shouldn’t need to dive any deeper than that. 

 

 
 

 In spite of the fact that Yahweh inspired Peter to give this “bottom line” answer, which should be quite 

sufficient, books have been written and doctrines formulated, asserting that unless you agree with their 

conclusions about Yahshua’s origin, then your salvation is at stake.  Agreeing that He’s the Messiah and 

the Son of Yahweh is not sufficient enough for them.  When someone tells me my salvation is at stake 
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unless I agree with their doctrinal view, I take that claim very seriously, and I do my best to at least look 

into the validity of their conclusion.  That’s what all of us should do, and that is why I am here today. 

 

 I have read two books covering the topic of whether or not Yahshua the Messiah had a pre-carnal 

existence.  The first one is titled Did Yahshua Messiah Pre-Exist? and is published by The House of 

Yahweh in Abilene, Texas.  It was authored by Yisrayl Hawkins and originally published in 1989.  The 

second one is titled Trinity, Oneness, Duality, and Pre-Existence.  This book is published by H.V. 

Chapman & Sons, Bookbinders in Abilene, Texas and is promoted by the Assembly of Yahweh (7th Day) 

on their web site.  The author is Chuck Henry and it was originally published in 2018, so it only came out 

last year.  You can also read or download Chuck’s book online at www.ScriptureNews2Use.org. 

 

 
 

 The authors of both of these books teach that Yahshua did not have a pre-carnal existence.  In other 

words, according to Yisrayl Hawkins and Chuck Henry, Yahshua did not exist prior to His conception in 

Mary’s womb. 

 

 Do I recommend reading either of these 

two books?  Well, that depends.  If you’re a 

Berean who doesn’t “just believe” what some-

one tells you without first carefully conducting 

your own investigation and even checking out 

the references they use to validate their points, 

then sure, read their books.  In fact, I would say 

the same thing about anything I have written, 

including this very presentation.  On the other 

hand, if you’re what I call a “surface reader,” 

which is someone who is prone to read some-

thing and it makes sense, so no need to bother 

checking out the author’s claims in order to not 

http://www.scripturenews2use.org/
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only make certain they aren’t adding to the Word or otherwise mistranslating words, but to ALSO make 

certain they don’t abuse or otherwise distort the references from which they quote, if that’s the type of 

reader you are, then I can only advise you to stop being a “surface reader” when you read these books, or 

when you read anything, for that matter!  The only problem is, in my life experience, I’ve never had any-

one admit to me that they’re only a surface reader.  There are people out there who will read a book written 

by a man, agree with what the author says, and they are then convinced that they themselves have now 

done an exhaustive study on the topic addressed in the book.  So in other words, everyone out there seems 

to think they’re diligent Bereans.  We all tend to think that of ourselves.  But are we really? 

 

 

Biblical Unitarian Lexi-CON Job with Liddell and Scott’s Greek-English Lexicon 
 

 One thing I want to caution you about Yisrayl Hawkins and Chuck Henry’s books:  In the final 

analysis, they both make accepting their conclusions about Yahshua’s NON-pre-existence a salvational 

issue.  Yisrayl Hawkins plainly makes it a salvational issue, unless you can be the anti-Messiah and still 

make it into the Kingdom.  Chuck Henry is waaaay more discreet, but I think you’ll see what I mean in a 

few minutes.  First, though, let’s take a look at what Yisrayl Hawkins has to say.  Here’s what he writes on 

page 51 of his book: 

 

 To believe in a different kind of savior than the One Yahweh sent, is just as detri-

mental to our Salvation as believing in a savior other than Yahshua Messiah, Who 

was sent by Yahweh. 

 As incredible as it may sound, the doctrine of a pre-existent savior was being 

taught even before Yahshua Messiah was born, and before the days of the Apostles.  

But, in fact, this doctrine was condemned by the Apostles, and the Apostles called 

those who taught it ANTI-MESSIAHS.  We read in: 

•II John [Yahchanan] 1:7, KJV –  
      For many deceivers are entered into the world, who confess not that [Yahshua Messiah] is come in 

the flesh.  This is a deceiver and an Anti-Messiah. 

 

The word translated come in this Scripture is word #2064 in Strong’s Greek 

Dictionary, the word erchomai, and means to come or go in a wide variety of 

applications. 

 The Greek-English Lexicon by Liddell and Scott, published by Oxford at the 

Clarendon Press, London, England, tells us on page 694, that this Greek word means 

to start.2 

 

 Just to be clear, what Yisrayl Hawkins aims to establish in the above citation is that the King James 

Version rendering of II John 1:7 is incorrectly translated.  Instead of Yahshua coming in the flesh, He 

started in the flesh, or at least that’s what Hawkins wants his readers to believe.  There’s quite a difference 

between coming in the flesh and starting in the flesh, so if Hawkins’ finding is correct, this is a serious 

                                                           
2 Yisrayl Hawkins, Did Yahshua Messiah Pre-Exist? (Abilene, TX: A HOUSE OF YAHWEH™ Publication!, 

2017), p. 51. 
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translation error on the part of the King James Version translators, not to mention all the other translations 

out there!  And unless you agree with Hawkins’ “correct translation” – that Yahshua started in the flesh, 

i.e., His existence began at conception in Mary’s womb – then you’re a deceiver and an anti-Messiah. 

 

 Naturally, this is a very serious charge – one that we need to examine.  Let’s do it.  The following slide 

includes a scanned copy of the pertinent page in Hawkins’ book: 

 

 
 

 Okay, please notice the word I circled above from the scan I took from Hawkins’ book.  This is where 

the author displays what appears to be a photocopy from the Liddell and Scott lexicon “proving” that the 

Greek word erchomai [Gk ἔρχομαι] means “start.”  Notice that this Greek word, which Strong’s Con-

cordance admits has a variety of applications, only means one thing in Hawkins’ listing from the Liddell 

and Scott lexicon.  That’s what I call a red flag, which should definitely pique our interest.  It piqued my 

interest, so I checked it out.  In the end, I found that Yisrayl Hawkins commits what I call a “Lexi-CON 

Job.” 

 

 Side note:  Due to the time restrictions of my Unity Conference presentation, I was unable to include 

the specifics pertaining to how Yisrayl Hawkins abused the Greek-English Lexicon by Liddell and Scott. 

Thus, I was compelled to omit the remaining portion of this chapter from my Unity Conference 
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presentation.  I struggled with excluding the following commentary from my presentation because I was 

essentially expecting my audience to take me at my word without supplying the evidence.  What follows is 

the evidence supporting my findings: 

 

 Since I do not own a Liddell and Scott Greek-English Lexicon, I decided to see if I could access a copy 

online.  To my surprise, I found an 1883 edition, and here’s the cover page for that edition: 

 

 
 

 I should point out that the 1883 edition was the 7th edition of this lexicon.  It was first published in 

1843.  The authors were Henry Liddell, who passed away in 1898, and Robert Scott, who passed away in 

1887.  So I looked up the Greek word erchomai [Gk ἔρχομαι] in the 1883 edition of the Liddell and Scott 

Greek-English Lexicon and sure enough, they don’t offer just one mere word in describing the wide appli-

cations of this Greek word, they offer nearly an entire page of possible English translations.  But the word 

“START” is nowhere to be found!  I looked and looked.  Not there!  Here’s what I found for the Greek 

word erchomai: 

 

 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                       Chapter 1                                                                      16 

 

 

 

Did Yahshua the Messiah Have a Pre-Carnal Existence?  Part III – The (Enhanced) Unity Conference Presentation 
 

 

Can you find the word “START” as the meaning of the 

Greek word erchomai [ἔρχομαι]? 
 

 
 

 The above excerpt from page 584 of Liddell & Scott’s 1883 edition of Greek-English Lexicon only 

gives a partial listing of the different applications of the Greek word erchomai [ἔρχομαι].  I don’t want any-

one to think I purposely left anything out, so for those who want the full listing, I’m supplying a second 

screen capture on the following page with the additional uses and applications of erchomai as listed in their 

lexicon. If you’re able to find a meaning of “START,” your eyes are better than mine, in which case please 

contact me and let me know where I missed it: 
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 If you look at all the various applications of the Greek word erchomai in this lexicon, you get the 

sense that it means “to come or go.”  The first portion of the lexicon’s treatment of this word involves 

various references to Greek texts, not necessarily the Bible.  In fact, although the Liddell and Scott lexicon 

mentions this word as occurring in the Septuagint and in the New Testament Greek texts, it doesn’t list 

where.  Please keep in mind that the Liddell and Scott lexicon is plain and simply a Greek lexicon.  It is 

not a “Greek lexicon of the Bible” like Thayer’s Greek-English Lexicon is.  From the perspective of the 

authors of the Liddell and Scott Greek-English Lexicon, the Greek Septuagint text and the Greek New 

Testament texts are two literary writings included within a vast array of other ancient Greek writings.  

Anyway, I highlighted a few of the meanings of this word erchomai as found in various Greek writings, 

and you can see that it basically means “to come or go,” “to come or go back,” “to go a journey,” and “to 

proceed from.”  You can look all though the various understandings of what erchomai means in this 1883 

lexicon, but you won't find the word “start.”  Anyone who wants to take another look at this page with me 

later on during this conference is welcome to do so if they’d like to make certain I’m not misrepresenting 

its information. 
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 I want to give you just one more look at page 51 of Yisrayl Hawkins’ book (see below), where he 

makes the claim that according to the Liddell and Scott Greek-English Lexicon, the Greek word erchomai 

means “to start.”  You can see here that he (a) only lists the one word translation option/possibility, (b) he 

completely omits the fact that Liddell and Scott plainly present this word as meaning “to come or go,” and 

(c) he certainly makes it appear a cut-and-dried case that this lexicon proves erchomai means “to start,” 

even though this translation option doesn’t appear in the 1883 edition of Liddell and Scott’s work.  Does 

anything seem fishy to you yet? 

 

 
 

 I apologize for leaving readers hanging with regard to how Yisrayl Hawkins feels II John 1:7 should 

read.  For the record, here’s Hawkins “correct translation”: 

 

•II Yahchanan 1:7 –  
      For many deceivers are already entered into the world, who do not confess that Yahshua’s coming 

[beginning] was in the flesh.  This is the deceiver and an Anti-Messiah!3 
 

 So did Yisrayl Hawkins deliberately add to the lexicon?  Did he misinform his reading audience that 

the word erchomai means “start” when the lexicon says no such thing?  Well, no, he didn’t.  I checked 

Yisrayl Hawkins’ list of references and it turns out he used the 9th edition of the Liddell and Scott Lexicon.  

                                                           
3 Ibid, p. 52. 
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Again, the one I found was the 7th edition.  The 9th edition that Hawkins used was published in 1925, 

which was over 25 years after Henry Liddell died and over 30 years after Robert Scott’s passing.  Anyway, 

after some searching, I found and accessed the 1925 edition online.  To my surprise, it does mention the 

word “START,” but not in the same context as Yisrayl Hawkins would have his readers believe.  Let’s take 

a look: 

 

 
 

 Please notice that although erchomai can be used in certain contexts to mean “start,” it’s in the context 

of going somewhere, of setting out.  The example offered by the lexicon is that of “a ship was just 

starting.”  No one would expect us to believe that the ship was starting to exist or starting to be built; 

rather, it was starting out on a journey.  You can see from the various applications of this Greek word that 

it doesn’t mean “to start” as in “to start a life” or “to have a beginning.”  It simply means to come or go. 

 

 So it turns out Yisrayl Hawkins misleads his followers based on a misunderstanding he gleaned from a 

later edition of the Liddell and Scott’s Greek-English Lexicon. 
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 Interestingly, if the Biblical authors, such as the Apostle John, had wanted to convey that Yahshua 

“started” or “began” in the flesh, they would have used a word that sounds almost like erchomai.  The 

word archomai is the Greek word for “to begin” or “start.”  Displayed below is the listing for archomai as 

found on the Bible Study Tools web site4: 

 

 
 

 The above is an online reference source demonstrating that if the Apostle John had wanted to convey 

in such verses as I John 4:3 and II John 1:7 that Yahshua STARTED in the flesh, i.e., that His existence 

began in the flesh, he would have used the Greek word archomai, not the word erchomai.  The words may 

be similar in spelling, but they’re quite different in meaning.  This same principle applies in any language, 

including English.  For example, the words walk and talk are similar in spelling, but they have vastly dif-

ferent meanings.  “All” means “everything combined”; “ill” means you’re sick, “omit” means to leave 

something out, “emit” means to vent or discharge something, etc., etc. 

                                                           
4 Source:  Bible Study Tools, “Archomai,” www.biblestudytools.com/lexicons/greek/kjv/archomai.html. Copyright 

© 2020, Bible Study Tools. All rights reserved. 

http://www.biblestudytools.com/lexicons/greek/kjv/archomai.html
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 The bottom line is, the King James Version and The Word of Yahweh, published by the Assemblies of 

Yahweh in Michigan, correctly translate erchomai in the sense that Yahshua CAME in the flesh.  It does 

NOT mean He started in the flesh be-

cause there’s another Greek word 

(archomai) that would have been used 

to convey that He started in the flesh.  

Yisrayl Hawkins mistranslates the 

Greek word erchomai so as to add 

weight to his doctrinal belief, then he 

labels anyone who disagrees as the 

“Anti-Messiah.”  I trust we all know 

the fate of the “Anti-Messiah.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lexi-CONNING Thayer’s Greek-English Lexicon 
 

 One final exposé about the Greek word erchomai:  You may have noticed from the scanned copy of 

page 52 from Yisrayl Hawkins book Did Yahshua Messiah Pre-Exist? that Hawkins also cites Thayer’s 

Greek English Lexicon as a “second witness” validating his understanding that this Greek word means “to 

start.”  The key phrase from Thayer’s Lexicon offered by Hawkins is “come into being.”  This sure sounds 

like erchomai must mean Yahshua “came into being” in the flesh, right?  Well, not so fast!  Let’s take a 

closer look.  Thayer’s, like Liddell and Scott’s Greek English Lexicon of the New Testament, offers nearly 

two pages of definitions and usage examples of erchomai.  Erchomai is introduced on page 250, and the 

example cited by Hawkins is found on page 251.   Thayer’s offers nearly two pages of definitions and 

usage examples of this one word and addresses the specific meaning of erchomai as used in I John 4:3 and 

II John 1:7 in section 1, as follows: 

 

ἐληλυθέναι and ἔρχεσθαι ἐν σαρκί are used of the form in which Christ as the divine 

Logos appeared among men: 1Jn. iv. 2, 3 [Rec.]; 2 Jn. 7.5 

 

 As displayed above, Joseph Henry Thayer in his widely respected lexicon, establishes that the word 

erchomai found in I John 4:3 and II John 1:7 is understood as meaning the form in which the Messiah ap-

peared among men.  And in what form did He appear among men?  In the flesh.  It has nothing to do with 

Him “starting in the flesh” as taught by Yisrayl Hawkins. 

                                                           
5 The New Thayer’s Greek English Lexicon of the New Testament, excerpt from the listing for Greek word #2064, 

by Joseph Henry Thayer, D.D., Hendrickson Publishers, Peabody, MA, 1981, p. 251. 
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 Yisrayl Hawkins, in offering readers his preferred selection of what erchomai means from the array of 

other possible uses presented within Thayer’s Lexicon, ignored section 1 and instead honed in on the 

meaning he wants erchomai to have as found in section 2 of Thayer’s listings.  However, in section 2, 

Thayer’s doesn’t address either I John 4:3 or II John 1:7.  Instead, he addresses Matthew 18:7 and Luke 

17:1.  Thayer’s points out that in parallel verses Matthew 18:7 and Luke 17:1, when Yahshua states that 

“offences must come,” He means that offenses must “arise” or “come into being.”  This most certainly 

does not mean that when Yahshua “came in the flesh,” He “started” or “came into being” in the flesh any 

more than Yahshua is going to “come into being” again when He “comes again,” as found in John 14:28: 
 

28Ye have heard how I said unto you, I go away, and come [erchomai] again unto 

you.  If ye loved me, ye would rejoice, because I said, I go unto the Father: for my 

Father is greater than I. 
 

 If we must believe that Yahshua’s having “come in the flesh” really means He “started in the flesh,” 

then we may as well (falsely) teach that at His Second Coming He will “start again,” as per John 14:28.  In-

stead of referring to the Messiah’s return as the “Second Coming,” Yisrayl Hawkins may call it the 

“Second Starting.”  That’s the kind of path we must take if we follow Hawkins’ lead. 
 

 For those who may benefit from a visual aid displaying how Yisrayl Hawkins deliberately by-passed 

Thayer’s Greek-English Lexicon’s listed meaning of erchomai in favor of a more doctrinally-favorable one, 

the following slide should prove helpful: 
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 The following slide offers more details about what Thayer’s Greek-English Lexicon really says about 

the meaning of erchomai: 
 

 
 

 What we’ve seen with both Liddell and Scott’s Greek-English Lexicon and Thayer’s Greek-English 

Lexicon of the New Testament is the method by which Yisrayl Hawkins uses a lexicon’s expressed meaning 

of a Greek word in a certain context, then applies that meaning/application to the same word in a com-

pletely different context.  This would be like insisting that reading about a crane can only be understood as 

a reference to a bird when the actual subject is a machine used for hoisting heavy construction material.  

The fact is, in both Greek and English, words can mean different things based on context.  We must be 

careful. 

     

 Just in case you’re not already aware of the pattern marking the characteristic of a cult leader, it kinda 

goes like this:  The author or leader of the group teaches that a certain Hebrew or Greek word is mistrans-

lated, but  thankfully Yahweh raised him up to guide you to the correct translation or proper understanding.  

Those who don’t accept the leader’s guiding light are ostracized and eventually sent packing.  In the case of 
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Yisrayl Hawkins’ group, those who don’t come around to his way of thinking have “fallen away,” which is 

a polite term for “they’re destined for the Lake of Fire.” 
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II.  We Know Yisrayl Hawkins Considers This to be Salvational; 

What About Chuck Henry? 
 

 

 

kay, this brings me to the book authored by Chuck Henry, titled Trinity, Oneness, Duality and Pre-

existence.  I will say that Chuck does a 

pretty decent job of not coming across in a 

condemning manner in his book and I don’t think 

you can find any statements in which he outright 

states that unless you agree with his position, you 

won’t be in the Kingdom or that you’re the Anti-

Messiah.  That is certainly commendable on 

Chuck’s part, but let’s face it:  If you believe so 

strongly about your position that you’re writing a 

book about it, don’t you think your readers are 

going to wonder what you believe will happen to 

them if they don’t agree with you? 

 

 Please keep in mind that although Chuck 

doesn’t outright state that unless we agree with 

his view we are headed for the Lake of Fire, con-

versely, he doesn’t say we won’t be.  Frankly, I 

needed to read a statement such as that in Chuck’s 

book.  Although it wouldn’t have affected my 

view of how he mishandles Scripture, it would 

have exhibited a needed show of collaboration. 

Nevertheless, we eventually got it in writing from 

Chuck that “If you esteem anyone or anything 

else other than Yahweh as Elohim, that is 

idolatry,” and He quotes Exodus 20:3, where we 

are commanded to have no other Elohim before 

Yahweh.  Don’t get me wrong:  I take no issue 

with Exodus 20:3 and why should I?  It’s part of the Ten Commandments!  The question, though, is, “What 

if we also esteem Yahshua as Elohim?  What then?” 

 

 The screen capture displayed on the following page is where Chuck writes, “If you esteem anyone or 

anything else other than Yahweh as Elohim, that is idolatry.”  He composed this statement during the in-

formal debate we had in our home back in March of 2019, and it is directed at those who believe Yahshua 

had a pre-carnal existence, which would make Him an Elohim other than Yahweh, which would in turn 

violate the “Sh’ma” of Deuteronomy 6:4: 

 

 

 

O 



26                   We Know Yisrayl Hawkins Considers This to be Salvational; What About Chuck Henry?                                                                    

 
 

 

Did Yahshua the Messiah Have a Pre-Carnal Existence?  Part III – The (Enhanced) Unity Conference Presentation 
 

 
 

 If I esteem Yahshua as Elohim, does that make me an idolater?  What becomes of idolaters? 

 

 On the surface, what Chuck wrote above seems very noble and pious; I don’t like to complicate 

matters, but if Yahshua isn’t Elohim, what do we do with such verses as the one where “doubting Thomas” 

acknowledged Yahshua as Elohim?  That’s in John chapter 20: 

 

27 Then saith he to Thomas, Reach here thy finger, and behold my hands; and reach 

here thy hand, and thrust it into my side: and be not faithless, but believing. 

28 And Thomas answered and said unto him, My Sovereign and my Elohim. 

29 Yahshua saith unto him, Thomas, because thou hast seen me, thou hast believed: 

blessed are they that have not seen, and yet have believed. 

 

 As a side note, I addressed Biblical Unitarian Chuck Henry’s interpretation of Thomas’ words in 

Chapter 13 of Part 2 (“The Historical Perspective”).  Chuck’s exact words are, “… in this context, [Thomas 

is] referring to a person in a position of authority, such as a judge.”6  Personally, I think any reasonable 

Bible student should understand that Thomas’ words were directed and intended for deity, not merely some 

person of authority.  I therefore reject Chuck Henry’s interpretation based on context and word usage. 

                                                           
6 Chuck Henry, Trinity, Oneness, Duality and Pre-Existence, H.V. Chapman & Sons Bookbinders, Abilene, TX, 

2018, p. 433. 
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 When Thomas acknowledged Yahshua as his Sovereign and his Elohim, did Thomas suddenly become 

an idolater?  And what becomes of idolaters?  Well, we can find the answer in Galatians 5:19-21: 

 

19 Now the works of the flesh are manifest, which are these: Adultery, fornication, 

uncleanness, lasciviousness, 

20 Idolatry, witchcraft, hatred, variance, emulations, wrath, strife, seditions, heresies, 

21 Envyings, murders, drunkenness, revellings, and such like: of the which I tell you 

before, as I have also told you in time past, that they which do such things shall not 

inherit the kingdom of Yahweh. 

 

 What becomes of idolaters?  According to the Apostle Paul, they shall not inherit the kingdom of 

Yahweh.  So let me make this clear:  If you worship Yahshua as Elohim, as the Firstborn of all creation, as 

the Logos by whom this world was created, then in Chuck’s estimation, this makes you an idolater because 

that makes Yahshua a “second Elohim” and Yahweh is One, which means there can be no one else, no 

room for a second Elohim in the picture.  According to the Apostle Paul, if you’re an idolater, you won’t be 

in the Kingdom, so I think that makes this a “salvational issue,” based on Chuck’s own analysis. 
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 Sealing the matter that Chuck Henry very politely makes this a salvational issue is the fact that you 

can access his study online at a website called “Scripture News 2 Use” dot org.  I think it’s safe to say the 

web site host has Chuck’s permission to offer his study to the world, and I would hope Chuck has noticed 

what the web site host has to say about this issue as it relates to our salvation.  Here’s what the anonymous 

web site host writes in his introduction to Chuck’s study (I highlighted the pertinent portion):   

 
Chuck Henry, a very sincere dedicated student of Scripture has put together 
the most exhaustive study we have ever read regarding the "Trinity" and 

other doctrines. Have you ever heard of "oneness," "duality" or "twinity"? He 
explains these doctrines in quite some detail to insure one would have 
sufficient information to make a determination as to whether these doctrines 

have their root in Scripture or otherwise. In addition, he shows Scriptural 
proof why and how there absolutely can be only ONE YAHWEH in form or 
Name. These are all very important to our salvation. You may access this 

document to read online or download here. After reading this, should you 
have any questions or comments, feel free to contact us and we will gladly 
pass them onto him.7 

 

 For the record, I have a problem with labeling this or any issue a “salvational issue.”  First, I will re-

iterate what I’ve already stated:  If the Supreme Most High Yahweh inspired the Apostle Peter to ack-

nowledge Yahshua as the Messiah and the Son of the living Elohim, and He didn’t inspire him to go any 

deeper than that, then that should be sufficient for all of us.  If Peter didn’t need to go deeper than that, then 

                                                           
7 © 2020 - Designed by Scripture News 2 Use, i.e., an anonymous author/designer.  Last accessed on 10/04/2020. 

https://scripturenews2use.org/contacts/2-questions
https://scripturenews2use.org/advanced-reader/69-trinity-oneness-duality-and-pre-existence
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neither do we.  Secondly, I don’t think it’s my job to pass that type of judgment on you or anyone.  

Yahweh gave that job to Yahshua, not me.8  All I can do is implore everyone to do their best to honor 

Yahweh and His Son in word and in action.  That is no easy task, believe me, but if believers shifted their 

focus to that of applying this one principle in their daily lives instead of devoting so much attention to the 

salvational aspect, this world would be a much more peaceable place in which to live. 

 

But also, if we can take to heart what Yahshua said in Luke 17:10, our attitude should be that of a ser-

vant whose heart is bent on doing the 

will of Yahweh to the best of our 

ability.  The reality is, none of us is 

deserving of eternal life and it is only 

through the shed blood of Yahshua 

the Messiah, the Lamb of Yahweh, 

that we can hope to be redeemed to 

our Father Yahweh and spend eter-

nity with Him and all His saints.  I 

can understand the desire to worship 

Yahweh exclusively apart from His 

Son, and even apart from a pre-

existent Son, because of such verses 

as Deuteronomy 6:4, where we are 

plainly told that Yahweh is ONE; however, there’s more to the picture and that’s what I want to briefly 

cover now in the short time I have remaining. 

 

 
 

                                                           
8 Cf., John 5:22. 
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III. John 17:5 – Was He With Him or Not? 
 

 Introduction:  From a personal perspective, John 17:5 has been a pivotal verse validating and affirming 

Yahshua’s pre-carnal existence for as long as I can remember, at least since I became a believer.  It was the 

only verse I turned to whenever the question of Yahshua’s pre-carnal existence arose.  I remember when I 

read Yisrayl Hawkins’ book Did Yahshua Messiah Pre-Exist?, I was disappointed that I had to read ahead 

to page 400 to find what he had to say about John 17:5.  I thought surely it would form the very first part of 

his book.  Yet, I’m sure he felt he needed to build a foundation before addressing such a critical verse.  

Now, so many years later, I find myself composing my own study and it isn’t until this, my third and final 

installment, that I finally address John 17:5.  Frankly, I think any unbiased reader, upon reading this chap-

ter, will agree that not only did Yahshua share a pre-carnal glory with His Father, but from a grammatical 

perspective, this is the only way one can correctly interpret John 17:5.  Here’s where I pick up with my 

Unity Conference presentation: 

 

 

will here confess that I have made the acquaintance of the authors of both books I have just brought to 

your attention.  I know Chuck Henry personally and I will say that you will have a difficult time 

meeting a nicer guy.  Of 

course, hopefully we all know 

that being a nice guy doesn’t 

mean you have a lock on truth.  

Believe it or not, I also had a 

great relationship with Yisrayl 

Hawkins and was a member of 

his organization called The House 

of Yahweh until a disagreement 

with one of their doctrines made 

us decide to pull out back in 

1989.  I should explain that back 

in 1989, the most controversial 

teaching put forth by The House 

of Yahweh was their teaching 

that Yisrayl Hawkins is one of the 

Two Witnesses described in Rev-

elation chapter 11.  When we 

began attending feasts there, we 

thought maybe he was one of the 

two witnesses.  I mean, I can’t 

tell at first glance who is or isn’t one of the two witnesses.  Maybe the two witnesses are here in this 

building right now.  I will give anyone the benefit of the doubt until they hang themselves, so to speak.  

Since we left the House of Yahweh, that organization has come up with what I feel are some pretty wild 

and unscriptural teachings, such as the belief that Satan is a woman. 

 

 But my point is this:  While with The House of Yahweh, a member of that group named Robert intro-

duced me to the teaching that Yahshua the Messiah did not have a pre-carnal existence.  I told him, 

I 
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quote/unquote, “The only way you’ll persuade me that Yahshua did not have a pre-carnal existence is if 

you can show me that John 17:5 is mistranslated in the King James Version.”  Back then, all I had was a 

Bible and an inexpensive paperback version of Strong’s Concordance, so I wasn’t very well-equipped to 

prove or disprove anything, and Robert succeeded in persuading me that the King James Version trans-

lators messed up that verse so as to add weight to their Trinitarian belief.  It wasn’t long before I became 

persuaded that Yahshua did not have a pre-carnal existence.  Let’s take a look at John 17:5. 

 

 
 

 Okay, so we all know the King James Version translators didn’t always get everything right, and as 

diligent students of the Word, we need to be careful with any Bible translation, not just the King James 

Version.  Back in 1987, when I told Robert that the only way I would believe Yahshua didn’t have a pre-

carnal existence would be if he could prove that the Kings James Version mistranslated John 17:5, the only 

reference I had to go by was a Strong’s Concordance.  So without any real way of proving him right or 

wrong, Robert showed me the “correct” translation of John 17:5 and proved to me at that time that the King 

James Version’s translation was messed up.  Later that same year, The House of Yahweh came out with 

their own Bible translation called The Book of Yahweh and here’s the rendering that appeared in the second 

edition: 
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Comparing the King James Version with The Book of Yahweh translation 
King James Version  Book of Yahweh translation (2nd edition) 

5And now, O Father, glorify thou me with 

thine own self with the glory which I had with 

thee before the world was. 

 

 5 And now Father, glorify Me in Your Own 

presence, with the glory which You had before 

the world was created by You. 

 

 The primary difference between the two above translations is The King James Version has Yahshua 

having had glory with the Father before the world existed, whereas The Book of Yahweh translation has the 

Father having had the glory [by Himself] before the world existed.  This is a very significant translation 

conflict! 

 

 I need to emphasize that the above House of Yahweh translation is from the second edition of The 

Book of Yahweh.  By the time the 10th edition was published in 1999, they had completely overhauled the 

translation. 

 

 Displayed below is a comparison of the two separate editions of The Book of Yahweh.  I should prob-

ably explain that when the first edition of The Book of Yahweh was published, Yisrayl Hawkins often 

pointed out that Yahweh was guiding them as they faithfully translated the Holy Scriptures.  I guarantee 

you he would not appreciate anyone asking him if Yahweh was truly guiding them on that first translation 

of John 17:5, since the rendering of that same verse in their 10th edition is so vastly different from the first 

one.  Here’s what we read in the 10th edition’s version of John 17:5:  “And now Father, glorify Me beside 

Your Own Self, with the glory which I am to have with You before the world to come.” 
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 Notice the 2nd edition makes reference to the glory which Yahweh had; the 10th edition makes 

reference to the glory which Yahshua IS TO HAVE with Yahweh. 

 

 The 2nd edition makes reference to this world that was created by Yahweh; the 10th edition makes 

reference to the world to come. 

 

 As Yisrayl Hawkins would himself say of others, “Both of these translations cannot possibly be 

correct.  Is it possible BOTH are MESSED UP?” 

 

 Once I eventually obtained better references and source material, I found that the Kings James Version 

translators actually got it right in John 17:5.  It’s time we give this verse the attention it deserves, so let’s 

get started! 

 

 To his credit, Chuck Henry does not put out his own translation of the Bible.  Nevertheless, it can be 

argued that Chuck, like Yisrayl Hawkins, adds to the Word.  In the case of John 17:5, it’s a case of 

Yahshua saying one thing, but Chuck says Yahshua meant something else.  In Yahshua’s prayer to 

Yahweh, He said, “Glorify thou me with the glory I HAD WITH THEE before the world was.”  When you 

examine this text in both Greek and this English translation, it says the same thing:  Yahshua is asking the 

Father to glorify Him with the glory He had with Yahweh before the creation of the world.  That’s a 

strong clue that Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence.  However, Chuck Henry says (paraphrasing), “That’s 

not what Yahshua meant in John 17:5.”  The following slide displays an actual screen capture from page 

34 of Chuck’s book, but I highlighted the pertinent phrase: 
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 What Yahshua meant (according to Chuck Henry above) was, “Glorify thou me with the glory I had 

with Thee IN YOUR PLAN AND FOREKNOWLEDGE before the world was.”   As you can see, Chuck 

adds words interpretationally to the text.  You may wonder what I mean by adding words “inter-

pretationally.”  It’s like this:  Chuck doesn’t literally add those extra words by putting out his own Bible 

translation; he just interprets what Yahshua “must have meant” based on what he needs it to mean to satisfy 

his doctrinal view, then he presents his interpretation as truth.  I was surprised that instead of retracting his 

interprettational additions to various texts, Chuck actually justifies it, calling it “Textual Criticism.”  In 

fact, he told me I do the same thing when I take such verses as Romans 6:14 where it says, “We are not 

under the law, but under grace” and I interpret that verse as not meaning that the law has been done away.  

When I heard that counter-claim from Chuck, I thought, “What?  You’ve got to be kidding me!”  So 

Yahshua said to not think He had come to destroy the law, the Apostle Paul testified that the doers of the 

law are justified – not the hearers, but the doers – this same Apostle Paul testified near the end of his life, 

after he had been arrested, that he had not sinned against the law, so I am adding interpretational words if I 

believe the phrase “We’re not under law, but under grace” means “We’re not under the condemnation of 

the law, but we’re under grace,” since the opposite of condemnation is grace?  Yes, that is Chuck’s res-

ponse to my charge of him adding words by interpretation.  In summary, Chuck’s counter-claim does 

nothing to stop our argument.  In fact, as we are about to see, he has even more explaining to do. 
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Chuck’s Attempted Comparative Analogy — and its Missing Ingredient 
 

 In his book Trinity, Oneness, Duality, and Pre-Existence, Chuck Henry presents a stunning analogy 

that I doubt many believers would know how to answer or counter.  It’s one of those analogies that makes 

sense on the surface, but on 

closer inspection is proven false.  

It certainly caught me off guard 

and it was only after I pondered 

his analogy off and on for a few 

days that I realized it’s actually 

an “apples and oranges” analogy.  

It can also be described as a “red 

herring argument” – an argument 

that makes sense on the surface, 

but in reality it’s a diversion that 

shifts the unsuspecting Bible 

student onto an unrelated path 

leading in the wrong direction, 

resulting in a misguided and 

faulty conclusion.  I think many 

of us have been unsuspecting 

victims of a red herring argument 

or two.  Here’s what Chuck 

writes on page 34 of his study: 

 

When Ephesians 1:4 says believers were chosen “before the foundation of the world,” 

and 2 Timothy 1:9 says that grace “was given” to believers “before time began,” no 

one argues that believers pre-existed.  Instead, believers were in the Almighty’s plan 

and foreknowledge; thus the plan for believers existed when the people did not.  

Likewise, when the Messiah was in Yahweh’s plan and foreknowledge, and glory 

was given to the Messiah in the plan before He existed (Joh 17:5). 
 

Joh 17:5 

And now, O Father, glorify Me together with Yourself, with the glory 

which I had with You before the world was. 
 

In comparison to John 17:5, a believer could correctly pray, “Give me the grace 

which You gave me before time began,” without implying that the believer pre-

existed.  Likewise, just as the plan for believers was in place from the beginning, so 

was the plan for the Messiah’s role therein. 

 

 On the surface, Chuck’s comparing John 17:5 to Ephesians 1:4 and 2 Timothy 1:9 may seem legit-

imate.  After all, “before the foundation of the world” and “before time began” fit the time frame Yahshua 

refers to in John 17:5, i.e., “… before the world was.”  In summary, what Chuck is telling us is that since 

believers were chosen before the foundation of the world was laid and since we were given grace before 
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time began, yet we weren’t there to accept that gift, then there’s no reason why we can’t understand that 

when Yahshua asked the Father to glorify Him with the glory He had with Him before the world was 

created, this likewise doesn’t mean He had to be there.  According to Chuck, Yahshua’s glory was 

“planned glory” in Yahweh’s plan and foreknowledge, just as our grace was “planned grace” before time 

began.  The following slide displays the pertinent page from Chuck’s book where he makes this statement: 

 

 
 

 I needed to read Chuck’s commentary a few times before I was able to catch the flaw in his reasoning.  

In the final analysis, his comparative analogy to John 17:5 is an invalid one.  I can tell that Chuck care-

fully crafted his commentary to make it look really genuine, like a true analogy.  However, please notice 

that Chuck has Yahweh giving us grace before time began (something for which we didn’t have to be 

present to receive); in other words, we didn’t necessarily have to be there to receive that gift.  On the other 

hand, Yahshua says He actually had glory with the Father before the world was created.  “WITH the 

Father” means precisely that – He was WITH THE FATHER.  If you truly want to put together a legiti-

mate analogy that a believer could make to John 17:5, he would pray, “And now, O Father, give me the 

grace which I had with you before time began ….’”  The only problem with this latter analogy is, we 

were not there with the Father before time began!  The analogy doesn’t work!  There is a vast difference 
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between what Yahshua prayed to the Father and the analogy Chuck attempts to make with believers.  In 

short, his analogy fails – a flawed connection. 

 

 Why doesn’t Chuck suggest that we pray, “Father, give us the grace we had with You before the 

world was”?  If the grace we had with the Father before the world was created is the grace we have in the 

Father’s plan, a plan He’s always had, then why couldn’t we pray that prayer – IF that’s what Yahshua 

had in mind with His prayer?  The following illustration depicts how Chuck cleverly omits the critical 

words “… I had with You”: 
 

 
 

 Certainly, if I were to ask Yahweh to glorify me with the glory I “had with Him” before the world 

was, I would only phrase my words that way if I knew I was consciously, yet spiritually, with the Father 

before the world was. 

 

 Using Chuck’s eisegetical approach, and assuming that all true believers have always been in the 

Father’s “Plan” since before the creation of the world, couldn’t we all collectively pray the same prayer 

Yahshua prayed in John 17:5? 
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 If the glory we had with the Father before the world was created is the glory we have in the Father’s 

plan, a plan He’s always had, then why couldn’t all believers pray that same prayer – IF that’s what 

Yahshua had in mind? 
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Verbally Confirming the Truth 
 

 But let’s go a step further.  Let’s talk verb tenses.  This is for those of you who are proficient with 

English grammar, including an understanding of the different verb tenses.  If you also have a basic under-

standing of the different verb tenses of a foreign language, then what follows will be especially meaningful.  

So here we go. 

 

 In John 17:5 Yahshua said, “Glorify thou me with the glory I HAD with you.” That’s past tense.  

Actually, the Greek verb is ειχον, which is the imperfect tense form of the verb translated “I had.”  The 

imperfect tense is a past tense, so we don’t need to drill down any further than that.  A past tense verb is 

NOT something that continues into the present.  It happened in the past!  So think about this for a moment:  

If the glory Yahshua was referring to is the glory of the Plan of Yahweh as proposed by Chuck Henry, why 

use the past tense to mention it?  Why not use the present perfect tense instead?  The present perfect tense 

describes an action that started in the past and continues to the present time.  Get it?  So if Yahweh had 

glory “in the Plan” for Yahshua before the Creation and He still had glory planned for Yahshua when 

Yahshua prayed His prayer, shouldn’t Yahshua have prayed something like this?: 

 

5 And now, O Father, glorify thou me with thine own self with the glory which I 

HAVE HAD (είχα) with thee before the world was.  [After all, it’s been in Your Plan 

all this time!] 

 

 Please bear in mind that the above is not what Yahshua prayed in John 17:5.  Nevertheless, in the 

above scenario, Yahshua has had glory 

since before creation and it hasn’t 

stopped at any time.  Assuming it’s 

“planned glory,” it’s ongoing glory.  He 

wants it to continue being “in the Plan” 

after His crucifixion.  If we are to 

assume, as Chuck assumes, that the 

“glory” Yahshua refers to is “glory He’s 

had in the Plan,” then all believers 

should offer up the same prayer to 

Yahweh because Yahweh has always had 

“planned glory” for all believers – and 

we’ve been in that Plan since before 

Creation, eons before we were born. 

 

 However, I must again remind you 

that the above scenario is not what 

Yahshua prayed for. 

 

 Yahshua prayed for Yahweh to glorify Him with the glory He once had [but no longer has] with the 

Father before the world was.  There is a huge difference between praying for a glory we’ve always had and 
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praying for a glory we once had.  As we are about to see, Yahshua prayed for the glory He once had, but 

did not have at the time of His prayer. 

 

 If Yahshua had glory in Yahweh’s Plan before the world was, this can only mean the Plan came to an 

end at some point.  But if Yahshua still has glory in Yahweh’s Plan while He’s praying the prayer, then 

that calls for a different verb tense.  Didn’t Yahshua still have glory in Yahweh’s plan at the time of His 

prayer in John 17:5?  So if Yahshua is making reference to Yahweh’s PLAN, shouldn’t He have said, “And 

now, O Father glorify thou me with the glory I HAVE HAD WITH THEE in Your foreknowledge and 

Plan SINCE before the world was”? 

 

 But we know the Greek word translated “I had,” [ειχον, eichon], means “I had,” i.e., something I had 

in the PAST, not something I have had, not something I have had starting in the past and continuing into 

the present!   Thus, whatever glory Yahshua is referring to is not glory He had at the time of His prayer in 

John 17:5.  He no longer has it. 

 

 I need to apologize for this lengthy explanation of what really should be such a simple matter, but 

maybe some of you can relate to what I’m doing in this situation.  Many of us have suffered through 

having to offer meticulous, time-consuming details to explain what should be a simple concept, all because 

someone muddled the original understanding, and that’s what I find myself doing in response to Chuck 

Henry’s interpretation of John 17:5.  His interpretation fails on more than one level, but for those who 

understand the grammatical construction of the Greek text, his reasoning is exposed as being utterly 

impossible. 

 

 We also know that the author of Trinity, Duality, Oneness & Pre-Existence has no problem with 

adding words interpretationally to 

help guide the reader in the dir-

ection he wants the reader to go.  

That’s why it’s okay with Chuck 

Henry to help guide his readers to-

wards “understanding” that the 

glory Yahshua is referring to is the 

glory He had in Yahweh’s “Plan,” 

even though the word “Plan” 

doesn’t appear in John 17:5.  So 

since it’s okay in Chuck’s esti-

mation to do such things, and since 

he is persuaded that the correct 

understanding of John 17:5 is that 

Yahshua was referring to the glory 

He had in Yahweh’s Plan before the 

world was created, then shouldn’t he be worried about why Yahshua no longer had that glory in the Plan at 

the time of His prayer?  I mean, if He HAD it at one time, then that means at some point in time He 

stopped having it!   He certainly didn’t have it when He prayed for it in John 17:5.  In other words, the 

glory He once HAD “in the Plan” had been removed from the Plan! 
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 Again, the above is assuming that Chuck is correct in believing that the glory Yahshua referred to in 

John 17:5 is the glory He had [past tense] in His Father’s “Plan.”  Since it’s glory that Yahshua HAD in 

that Plan (past tense), which literally means He no longer had it when He prayed the prayer, then Chuck 

needs to explain why the glory Yahshua once HAD was removed from the Plan at some point before His 

prayer. 

 

 For Chuck’s model to have a chance of working, he really needs to avoid the above scenario in which 

the glory Yahshua once had [in the past] was removed from the “Plan.”  However, I’m afraid that Chuck is 

not familiar with the imperfect tense.  This is not something I’m just throwing out there.  In fact, I think 

Chuck is honest enough that if you were to ask him whether or not he was familiar with the imperfect tense 

when he authored Trinity, Duality, Oneness & Pre-Existence, he would concede that he was not.  Not being 

familiar with the imperfect tense, Chuck fails to grasp the impossible scenario he inadvertently creates with 

his interpretation.  If Chuck’s interpretation is correct, i.e., Yahshua prayed for Yahweh to glorify Him 

with the glory He HAD in the Plan,” then Chuck needs to explain how, when and why that glory was re-

moved.  Chuck may think it’s okay to add words “by interpretation” to make his doctrine “fit,” but I dis-

agree.  Above all, he does not have the right to change the verb tense as found in the Greek text to suit his 

doctrinal stand. 

 

 The only way to interpret Yahshua’s words is to simply go with what He said without adding any-

thing.  The glory Yahshua had with the Father before the world was created is something He experienced 

with the Father because He was with Him – not something that was in a “Plan.” 

 

 Recapping the above, if Chuck’s interpretation could possibly have any validity, the verb tense would 

have to be different from what is in the Greek text.  The verb ειχον (“I had”) needs to be είχα (“I have 

had”).  In other words, here’s what we really do need to add to that verse in addition to the words “the 

PLAN”: 
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 As convoluted as the above scenario is, this is the road that authors such as Chuck Henry and Yisrayl 

Hawkins have chosen to take, and if you take that road, then you need to be prepared for the logical con-

clusion of where that road will eventually lead you. 

 

 Finally, if, in spite of the foregoing explanation, you’re still satisfied with Chuck’s interpretation of 

John 17:5, then I can only suggest that you contact any unbiased Greek scholar to see if it’s even remotely 

possible that the “glory” Yahshua referred to could be “glory that His Father had in His Plan since before 

Creation.”  Is it any wonder that Chuck doesn’t cite any Greek scholars who agree that his interpretation of 

Yahshua’s words is reasonable?  Is it any wonder that no Greek scholars are Biblical Unitarians? 

 

 

If Believers Were Given Grace Before Time Began, 

Does This Mean We Had to be Present to Receive It? 
 

 When we grasp the fact that Chuck Henry’s attempt to compare Yahshua’s prayer in John 17:5 with 

Ephesians 1:4 and 2 Timothy 1:9 is flawed, the legitimacy of the Biblical Unitarian interpretation com-

pletely unravels and collapses.  We have 

seen that, verbally speaking, the glory 

with which Yahshua asked the Father to 

glorify Him was a glory He experienced 

with the Father in the past, which in turn 

means it could not have been “glory in 

the Plan.” 

 

 Once we get off the path Chuck tries 

to get us to follow and ONTO the path of 

what Yahshua truly meant in His prayer, 

we are then able to look back and see the 

critical difference between what we read 

in John 17:5 and 2 Timothy 1:9.  Unless 

we catch the failed connection, we are in 

danger of falling into the trap that Chuck 

has set for us.  Here, for reinforcement 

purposes, is the difference:  In John 17:5, 

when Yahshua states He “had glory” with the Father, this means He was there with Him experiencing that 

glory.  In 2 Timothy 1:9, there is nothing either stating or implying that we were with the Father before 

time began experiencing the grace that we were given.  This, then, is the critical difference:  In John 17:5, 

Yahshua states that He HAD GLORY with the Father in the past – a glory that He did not have at the time 

of His prayer.  He now wants it back.  Where in 2 Timothy 1:9 are we told that we HAD GRACE with the 

Father before time began?  Answer:  We are told no such thing!  Unlike the phrasing of the text in John 

17:5, nothing in 2 Timothy 1:9 suggests that we were there with the Father to receive the grace we were 

given: 
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8 Be not thou therefore ashamed of the testimony of our Master, nor of me his 

prisoner: but be thou partaker of the afflictions of the good news according to the 

power of Yahweh; 

9 Who hath saved us, and called us with an holy calling, not according to our works, 

but according to his own purpose and grace, which was given us in the Messiah 

Yahshua before the world began. 

 

 Again, there is nothing in the above text suggesting that we were with the Father before the world 

began.  This same principle also applies to Ephesians 1:4: 

 

3 Blessed be the Elohim and Father of our Master Yahshua the Messiah, who hath 

blessed us with all spiritual blessings in heavenly places in the Messiah: 

4 According as he hath chosen us in him before the foundation of the world, that we 

should be holy and without blame before him in love: 

 

 As with 2 Timothy 1:9, so it is with the above reading of Ephesians 1:4.  There is nothing in the above 

text suggesting that we were with the Father before the foundation of the world.  Since Yahweh transcends 

time as we know it, He was able 

to see us, know us and choose 

us before He even created the 

heavens and the earth.  But 

these verses, unlike John 17:5, 

do not suggest, imply, hint or 

state that we were there with 

Him before the foundation of 

the world.  We could not have 

had glory with the Father be-

cause we weren’t there.  

Yahshua, however, was there.  

He had glory with the Father 

before the world was. 

   

 In summary, I believe what 

it says in both John 17:5 and 2 

Timothy 1:9 without needing to 

add anything to bring out a 

“hidden meaning.”  I believe we 

were given grace before time began because we were indeed in Yahweh’s plan and foreknowledge.  The 

same analogy would apply to John 17:5 if Yahshua would have left out the part about having experienced 

glory with the Father before the creation of the world.  If I were a Biblical Unitarian, here is how I would 

want John 17:5 to read so as to align with 2 Timothy 1:9: 
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And now, O Father glorify Me together with Yourself, with the glory which You gave 

Me before the world was.  (NOTE: This is not what the text actually says, but I’m 

sure Biblical Unitarians wish it did.  THEN Chuck’s analogy would fit!). 

 

 Again, the above is how I would want John 17:5 to read if I were a Biblical Unitarian of Chuck 

Henry’s persuasion trying to legitimize a connection with 2 Timothy 1:9.  Only with such a reading would 

his connection to such verses as Ephesians 1:4 and 2 Timothy 1:9 work because there’s nothing in the 

above reading implying that Yahshua was with the Father before the world was.  However, to the demise of 

Biblical Unitarian theology, the above is not a valid translation of John 17:5. 

 

 If we go with the correct translation of John 17:5, we really should understand that Yahshua had glory 

with the Father in the past, long before His prayer.  The other verse (2 Tim 1:9) says we were given grace 

before time began, but says nothing about whether or not we were present when grace was given.  In the 

one verse, Yahshua was there with the Father.  In the other verse, we were not there.  We were not present 

to receive the gift.  Thus, apart from the fact that both verses refer to a time before the world was created, 

the two verses aren’t even remotely related or connected, i.e., it’s a classic case of “apples and oranges.”  

The one verse has Yahshua experiencing glory with the Father in the past.  The other has believers being 

given grace, but says nothing about believers being there to receive it.  That distinction is a critical one.  

Even in today’s world, people are often given gifts or honors, but they aren’t present to receive those gifts 

or honors at the time when they’re awarded.  A notable example occurred earlier this year at the 2019 

Writers Guild Awards held in Los Angeles, California. The first prize of the night was awarded to the cast 

of a spy drama called “Homeland” for outstanding episodic drama.  However, none of the cast of the show 

was present to accept the award, so the presenter of the award accepted the honor on their behalf.9 

 

Fact:  We don’t have to be present to be the recipient of a gift or award!  On the other hand, if I ask 

you to give me the same hospitality 

I had with you when I visited your 

home several years ago, it is under-

stood that we were both alive and 

present several years ago to enjoy 

that special time together.  Simi-

larly, when Yahshua prayed for His 

Father to glorify Him with the same 

glory He had with Him before the 

world was, it is understood that they 

were both alive and present to enjoy 

                                                           
9 Retrieved from glamourfame.com: https://glamourfame.com/homeland-scored-early-victory-at-writers-guild-

america-wga-awards.  Here’s a 2020 update:  Michelle Obama was awarded a Grammy for the audiobook version 

of her best-selling memoir, Becoming.  The award was presented at the 2020 Grammy Awards Ceremony in Los 

Angeles, CA; however, she wasn’t present to accept the award.  Retrieved from cbsnews.com:  

https://www.cbsnews.com/news/michelle-obama-wins-her-first-grammy-award-and-inches-closer-to-egot-status-

becoming-audiobook/ 

https://glamourfame.com/homeland-scored-early-victory-at-writers-guild-america-wga-awards
https://glamourfame.com/homeland-scored-early-victory-at-writers-guild-america-wga-awards
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that special glory together.  In other words, Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence.  In John 17:5, Yahshua 

wants to bask in that glory again.  As for me, I cannot ask for it again.  I can only make a first-time request.  

And may it be for eternity. 

 

 

Extra Slides 

 

What follows are some extra slides I put together prior to the “warm-up” debate I had with Chuck in 

March 2019.  I only changed the spelling of the Messiah’s name from “Yeshua” to “Yahshua” for the 

purposes of this study: 
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IV. Philippians 2:5-8 — He Had the Glory, But Gave it All Up 
  

 

 e have seen that Yahshua had actual, real glory with Yahweh before the world was created.  I 

need to emphasize the word “had” because, as we demonstrated in chapter 3, when He offered 
up His prayer in 

John 17;5, He no longer had 

that glory.  It was glory He ex-

perienced in the past as part of a 

pre-carnal existence He had 

with His Father.  He had that 

pre-carnal existence with the 

Supreme Most High Almighty 

Yahweh, but He gave up that 

glory to become a flesh and 

blood human being, just like it 

says in Philippians 2:5-8.  The 

glory He experienced clearly 

stopped at some point in the 

past.  He HAD it at some point 

in time, but He no longer had it 

in His flesh and blood form.  

And now, as we have seen from 

our study of John 17:5, He is 

asking Yahweh to glorify Him 

with the same glory He had before — the same glory He had with His Father before the foundation of the 

world. 

 

 When you compare that basic reading of John 17:5, applying the proper understanding of verb tenses, 

all of a sudden Philippians 2:5-8 makes perfect sense.  Let’s read those verses as found in the New Revised 

Standard Version10: 

 

5 Let the same mind be in you that was in Messiah Yahshua, 

6 who though he was in the form of Elohim, did not regard equality with Elohim as 

something to be exploited, 

7 but emptied himself, taking the form of a slave, being born in human likeness.  And 

being found in human form, 

8 he humbled himself and became obedient to the point of death—even death on a 

cross. 

9 Therefore Elohim also highly exalted him and gave him the name that is above 

every name, 

                                                           
10 Although I quote from the New Revised Standard Version, I choose to restore the Messiah’s name (Yahshua) and 

I prefer referring to Him as “Messiah” instead of Christ.  Also, in the interest of honoring our Heavenly Father, I 

refer to Him as “Elohim” instead of “God.” 

W 
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10 so that at the name of Yahshua every knee should bend, in heaven and on earth 

and under the earth, 

11 and every tongue should confess that Yahshua Messiah is Master, to the glory of 

Elohim the Father. 

 

 So you see, Yahshua was in the form of Elohim, but He didn’t regard that equality, that spiritual form, 

as something to be exploited – it was 

something He was willing to give up, 

so in verse seven it says, “He emptied 

Himself, taking the form of a slave, or 

servant, being made in the likeness of 

men.”  He experienced the glory with 

His Father Yahweh, but He gave it up 

to become like us. 

 

 The plain reading of Philippians 

2:6-7 reveals that Yahshua was (past 

tense) in the form of Elohim, but He 

gave up that form to become a flesh 

and blood human.  This means before 

He became a flesh and blood human, 

Yahshua was in a different form, 

something that distinguished Him 

from a human form.  Of course, this also means He had a pre-carnal existence in that form before He 

“emptied Himself” of it – that is, before He gave up the heavenly realm for the earthly realm. 

 

 In his book Trinity, Oneness, Duality, and Pre-Existence, Chuck Henry doesn’t offer an explanation of 

what “emptying Himself” means.  This is significant.  If “emptying Himself” doesn’t mean giving up one 

form to take on another form, then what exactly does it mean?  If Yahshua didn’t “empty Himself” of the 

form He shared with His Father, then exactly what did He empty Himself of? 

 

 Although Chuck doesn’t explain to his readers what “emptying Himself” means, he does go to consid-

erable length to dismiss Yahshua’s being in the form of Elohim as something common to all mankind 

instead of something unique.  Displayed below is a screen capture taken from pages 453-456 of his book.  I 

encapsulated three pages into one in the interest of not omitting anything from Chuck’s explanation, while 

also managing to retain legibility.  I’m pretty sure Chuck’s primary drive in this particular section of his 

book is to disprove Trinitarian and Oneness claims that Yahshua was equal to Yahweh; although he also 

mentions Duality, Duality claims do not apply to our position at all because we’ve never claimed that 

Yahshua is or was equal to His Father. 

 

 As you read Chuck’s explanation, I would ask you to ponder the following:  “When the Apostle Paul 

wrote that although Yahshua was in the form of Elohim, He did not consider equality with Elohim as 

something to be exploited, does ‘in the form of Elohim’ truly come across as something conveyed by Paul 

as being common to all men?   
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 Does it make sense for Paul to write, “Let the same mind be in you that was in Messiah Yahshua, who 

though He was in the form of Elohim just like all of mankind, He did not regard equality with Elohim as 

something to be exploited, but emptied Himself, taking the form of a slave, being born in human likeness”?  

Does this really come across as Paul diminishing Yahshua to the same level as the rest of us, then He 

“emptied Himself?”  Emptied Himself of what?  Chuck doesn’t either address or otherwise answer this 

enigma. 

 

 In his book, Chuck is careful to not mention the fact that Yahshua “emptied Himself” of anything; in 

fact, he quotes from the King James Version, where verse 7 reads, “But made himself of no reputation, and 

took upon him the form of a servant ….”   When you read this translation, you get the impression that it 

means Yahshua came as a humble and lowly man.  While this is a true statement about Yahshua, that is not 

what the Apostle Paul had in mind when he penned Philippians 2:7. 

 

 Bible commentators recognize that “made himself of no reputation” is a poor translation of the Greek.  

Consider, for example, what we read in Jamieson, Fausset & Brown’s Commentary on the Whole Bible: 

 

7. made himself of no reputation, and …and—rather as the Greek, “emptied 

Himself, taking upon him the form of a servant, being made in the likeness of men.”  

The two latter clauses (there being no conjunctions, “and-and,” in the Greek) 

expresses in what Christ’s “emptying of Himself” consists, viz., in “taking the form 

of a servant” (Note, Heb. 10:5; cf. Exod. 21:5, 6, and Ps. 40:6, proving that it was at 

the time when He assumed a body, He took “the form of a servant”), and in order to 

explain how He took “the form of a servant,” there is added, by “being made in the 

likeness of men.”11 

 

 Jay P. Green, in The Interlinear Bible, shows that the Greek word ekenosen (word #2758 in Strong’s) 

is best understood as meaning “emptied” as found in Philippians 2:712: 

 

 

αλλ εαυτον εκενωσεν μορφην δουλου λαβων εν ομοιωματι ανθρωπων γενομενος 
 

 

 

 Correctly translating ekenosen as “emptied” is further corroborated by The New Thayer’s Greek-

English Lexicon.  The primary English translation of this word, according to Thayer’s, is “to empty, make 

empty.”  It can also be translated “to make void, i.e., deprive of force, render vain, useless, of no effect.”13 

 
                                                           
11 Jamieson, Fausset & Brown’s Commentary on the Whole Bible, by Robert Jamieson, D.D., A. R. Fausset, A.M. 

and David Brown, D. D., Zondervan, Grand Rapids, MI, 1961 (orig. published in 1871), p. 1,305. 
12 The Interlinear Bible, Jay P. Green, Sr., General Editor and Translator, Hendrickson Publishers, Peabody, MA, 

2016, p. 911. 
13 The New Thayer’s Greek-English Lexicon, by Joseph Henry Thayer, D.D., Hendrickson Publishers, Peabody, 

MA, 1981, p. 344. 

 235      1438               2758              3444             1401          2983      722         3667                     444                     1096 

but    Himself         emptied,       (the) form    of a slave     taking,     in        likeness               of men               becoming; 
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Biblical Unitarian theology … 

 
 

 

Were We Made “in the Form of Elohim”? 
 

 As noted in my previous section, Chuck goes to considerable effort to express the belief that Yahshua, 

just like us, was in the form of Elohim.  But is that really true?  Was man made “in the form of Elohim”?  

Not if you compare the Greek New Testament with the Greek Septuagint!   

 

 According to the Apostle Paul, who wrote the book of Philippians, Yahshua was in the form (Greek 

morphe) of Elohim.  The Greek word translated “form” is morphe, which is word #3444 in Strong’s Greek 

Dictionary.  Morphe literally means “shape” or “form.”  Chuck argues that all of us were created in the 

image of Elohim (Genesis 1:27), as though Yahshua’s being in the “form” of Elohim is the same as being 

in the “image” of Elohim.14  If this is true, then being in the “form” of Elohim cannot be anything special, 

since all of mankind is made “in His image”; if so, then why would Paul have chosen to single out the fact 

that Yahshua was in the form of Elohim instead of in His image? 

 

 As we are about to see, the Greek word for “image” is not the same word translated “form” in 

Philippians 2:6.  They are two different Greek words with different applications.  We were all made in the 

image (eikon) of Elohim, but only one Man was in the form (morphe) of Elohim. 

 

                                                           
14 C.f., Chuck Henry, Trinity, Oneness, Duality & Pre-Existence, H.V. Chapman & Sons Bookbinders, Abilene, 

TX, 2018, p. 453, where he writes, “The text does not say that Yeshua is Yahweh, it says Yeshua is ‘in the form of 

Yahweh,’ as are all men (Gen 1:27).” (Highlighting mine for emphasis purposes.) 
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“Form” ≠ “Image” 
 

 I realize we’re discussing Greek terms here, but the same concept applies in our English language.  

“Form” and “Image” are two different things, so Chuck Henry’s attempt to make the two terms synon-

ymous only works for those who don’t understand the difference.  We all know when we see ourselves in a 

mirror, we’re looking at our image.  The image is a likeness of ourselves, but it’s not “what” or “who” we 

are.  It’s an image, or likeness, but again, it’s not who we are!  We see George Washington’s image on a 

one dollar bill, but that is not George Washington’s form.  The New Testament provides a terrific example 

of the difference between “form” and “image.”  After His resurrection, Yahshua first appeared to Mary 

Magdalene (Mark 16:9).  Afterwards, He appeared in “another form” to other believers, as we read in Mark 

16:12: 

 

12 After that he appeared in another form (morphe) unto two of them, as they walked, 

and went into the country. 

    

 Why don’t we read that He appeared unto them in another image?  It’s because “image” and “form” 

are not the same.  The words “another form” denote another physical representation or shape.  The word 

“image” denotes likeness of an original, but it’s not the “real thing.”  We’ve all seen children who are the 

“spitting image” of one of their parents, which means they bear their resemblance or likeness.  Although 

these children bear such close resemblances to their parents, no one ever suggests that they bear their 

parents’ form!  It’s simply not the same! 

 

 If we can grasp the fact that “form” and “image” are not synonymous terms, we can likewise under-

stand that Yahshua’s having been “in 

the form of Elohim” goes beyond 

“being in the image of Elohim.”  In 

fact, if you consult the Septuagint ver-

sion of the Genesis creation account, 

the Greek word translated “image” 

when Elohim made Adam “in our 

image,” is not the same Greek word 

used in the text of Philippians 2:6.  In 

Genesis 1:26 of the Septuagint, we 

read, “Let us make man according to 

our image and according to our 

likeness.”  The Greek word translated 

“image” is eikona, word #1504 in 

Strong’s Greek Dictionary.  This 

word means a “representation” (think 

“icon”), not “form.”  Moreover, the 

word translated “likeness” in the Septuagint version of Genesis 1:26 is homoiosin, word #3669 in Strong’s 

Greek Dictionary.  It literally means resemblance; again, not the same as the word translated “form” in 

Philippians 2:6. 
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 When we understand what Paul is conveying in Philippians 2:5-8, i.e., that Yahshua was literally in 

the form of Elohim, but He gave up that heavenly, spiritual form, we can then understand that He gave up 

that special spiritual existence to take on a flesh and blood existence.  The one “existence” is pre-carnal; the 

other is carnal.  In summary, Yahshua had a “glorious” pre-carnal existence.  In John 17:5, He prayed to be 

re-glorified with that same pre-incarnate glory. 
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V.  The Nightmare of John 1:15 and John 1:30 
 

 

 

s the date for my March 2019 “warm-up” debate with Chuck Henry drew nigh, I realized I had 

“information overload” – so much material that there was no way for me to condense it all into the 

agreed-upon half hour time frame.  

Even with hours to go before the debate 

began, I still conned myself into believing 

that I could somehow compress and abbre-

viate everything I had into a thirty minute 

presentation.  By the time my debate opp-

onent had already left to come to our home, 

I realized I had a dilemma:  I simply would 

not be able to give each of my points the 

amount of explanation they needed and 

deserved while fitting it all into the allotted 

half hour.  I had no choice but to “face the 

music” when Chuck arrived, knowing that 

he would most likely advise me to just 

present whatever I could in thirty minutes, 

then he would reciprocate when it was his 

turn.  I wanted very badly to give him all I 

had because I naively felt that if I could be 

allowed to hold nothing back, he would 

leave our residence persuaded of having 

made a grave mistake in authoring his book 

Trinity, Oneness, Duality, and Pre-

Existence.  To my surprise, instead of 

advising me to present whatever I could in thirty minutes, he asked me how much time I needed.  My an-

swer was two hours, which was a wild guess.  Chuck graciously accommodated my request, but as you 

most likely know by now, even though I presented a full two hours’ worth of material, no minds were 

changed that day. 

 

 Although I actually needed more than two hours to present my combined findings, I was able to 

squeeze in the plain truth about parallel verses John 1:15 and John 1:30.  I wanted to include that same 

commentary with my presentation at the public debate three months later, but as I made my preparations 

for that debate, I realized covering this topic would require too much time, so I was compelled to omit it.  

Later, I decided I would incorporate it into my Unity Conference presentation.  However, as the deadline 

for that presentation approached, I once again realized I would have to sacrifice some things in favor of 

other things.  I decided to focus my attention on such verses as II John 1:7 (He “came” in the flesh versus 

He “started” in the flesh), John 17:5 (Yahshua prayed to be glorified with the glory He had with the Father 

before the world was) and Philippians 2:5-8 (He “emptied Himself” of the form He had to take on flesh and 

blood form).  Covering those three verses, as well as addressing the salvational aspect of this discussion, 

took up all of the allotted 40 minute time frame given to all speakers. 

A 
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 The problem with John 1:15 and John 1:30 lies with the fact that there are two Biblical Unitarian 

schools of thought on how to interpret these parallel verses.  One school teaches that we need to insert the 

words “in the Plan” into those verses.  Another school teaches that we need to alter the verb tense in order 

to bring out another possible meaning of the Greek word for “before.”  Addressing both schools at the 

same time can be confusing, especially since both schools require altering either the text itself or else 

changing the meaning of the text.  Since I have not yet covered these pivotal parallel verses in either of the 

first two parts of my study, I decided to incorporate them here, in what would have been the next portion of 

my Unity Conference presentation – if I had been given more time! 

 

 Just in case you’re wondering about the title I chose for this chapter, the nightmare isn’t the verses 

themselves – it’s what Biblical Unitarians do to those verses that’s scary!  Even scarier, believers fall for 

Biblical Unitarian interpretations.  Just in case you’re considering the legitimacy of Biblical Unitarian 

claims about John 1:15 and John 1:30, I invite you to check out my findings based on my own diligent 

research. 

 

 

He Who Comes After John the Baptist Came Before Him “in the Plan”? 
  

 In John chapter 1, did John the Baptist testify that Yahshua, Whose ministry began after John’s min-

istry, came before him “in Yahweh’s Plan”?  Or did John the Baptist state that “He who comes after me is 

BEFORE me,” as in He literally existed before John?  Here’s the verse in question (NRSV): 

 

15 John testified to Him and cried out, “This was He of whom I said, ‘He who comes 

after me ranks ahead of me because He was before me.’” 

 

 According to Chuck Henry, what John the Baptist meant with the above testimony is that Yahshua 

came before him – in Yahweh’s Plan.  Here’s what Chuck wrote: 
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 Please notice that Chuck uses 1 Peter 1:20 as his proof text validating his interpretation of John 1:15; 

30. In my public debate with Chuck, I brought out the fact that he uses 1 Peter 1:20 as a “go-to” proof text 

at least seven times in an attempt to refute the plain reading of six New Testament verses and one verse 

from the Old Testament.  Parallel verses John 1:15 and John 1:30 combine to make one of those six New 

Testament verses.  From even the most basic perspective, 1 Peter 1:20 cannot and should not be invoked to 

validate believing that Yahshua came before John the Baptist in Yahweh’s “Plan.”  As I brought out in my 

debate presentation, all believers have been in Yahweh’s Plan from the very beginning.  If John the Baptist 

had “Yahweh’s Plan” in mind when he uttered those words in John 1:15 and John 1:30, he most certainly 

would not have cared about who Yahweh thought about first when He came up with His plan of salvation.  

Please think about this for a moment:  Would John the Baptist have cared about “who came before who” in 

Yahweh’s Plan?  There shouldn’t even be a discussion about who came first in Yahweh’s Plan of salvation 

versus who was second or third!  Such being the case, you can be assured that when John the Baptist said, 

“After me comes a Man who is preferred before me, for He was before me,” he was not thinking about who 

Yahweh first had in mind when He contrived His Plan of salvation. 

 

 My biggest concern about Chuck Henry’s treatment of John 1:15, 30 lies with the fact that he adds the 

words “in Yahweh’s Plan” to the text of both verses.  However, he is careful to avoid coming out and 

stating that’s the way those verses should have been translated, so he performs an equally unjustified 

measure:  he adds those words by interpretation, explaining to his reading audience that that’s what John 

the Baptist meant.  In other words, applying Chuck Henry’s reasoning, John 1:15 and John 1:30 can only 

refer to Yahshua’s coming before John the Baptist “in Yahweh’s Plan,” so even though those words aren’t 

actually in the text, they may as well have been included because that’s the only reasonable way to interpret 

those verses.  Again, that’s Chuck’s approach and that’s his opinion.  I address Chuck’s unreserved 
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tendency to interpretationally add words to Bible verses in both Parts 1 and 2 of this study and his night-

marish commentary on John 1:15 and John 1:30 is yet another example of the unjustified liberties that 

Chuck takes in his handling of the Bible.  In a nutshell, whenever Chuck comes across a Bible verse in 

which the plain wording refutes Biblical Unitarian theology, he produces an explanation of what the verse 

“really means” and it can only “fit the context” if it aligns with his pre-determined Biblical Unitarian view.  

In the case of John 1:15 and John 1:30, Chuck’s approach is especially unwarranted because even on the 

most basic level, John the Baptist would not have been preaching about who came first in Yahweh’s Plan. 

 

 Keeping track of Chuck’s interpretative additions to the Bible is not the most pleasant of tasks because 

it’s painful to see how someone can twist the intended meaning of a phrase simply by telling others what 

the phrase “really means” in the interest of defending an otherwise unfounded doctrinal belief.    

Nevertheless, here’s a listing of what I feel are his most blatant offenses: 

 

 
 

 If we can agree that Chuck Henry errs in adding the words “in Yahweh’s Plan” to John 1:15 and John 

1:30, we can then understand the plain meaning of the text.  When John the Baptist said, “He who comes 

after me ranks ahead of me because He was before me,” he meant that Yahshua existed before he did.  

Yahshua was before John the Baptist.  Literally. 

 

 

More Verbal Abuse 
 

 We’ve already suffered through Chuck Henry’s verbal abuse of the Greek word translated “had” in 

John 17:5.  This is where Yahshua asked His Father to glorify Him with the glory He had with Him before 

the world was.  The Greek word translated “had” (ειχον, eichon) is in the imperfect tense, which is a tense 



60                                                                                Chapter 5 

 

 

Did Yahshua the Messiah Have a Pre-Carnal Existence?  Part III – The (Enhanced) Unity Conference Presentation 
 

denoting an action that was ongoing in the past, but it eventually ended.  This means Yahshua at one time 

had an ongoing glory that He shared with His Father, but it came to an end.  From my perspective, the 

glory came to an end when Yahshua willfully “emptied Himself” to become a flesh and blood human.  This 

one verb, in and of itself, destroys Biblical Unitarian theology because they teach that the “glory” Yahshua 

refers to in John 17:5 is glory He had “in the Plan.”  If that’s true, then the “planned glory” came to an end.  

If we must agree with Chuck that the “glory” Yahshua referred to in John 17:5 was “planned glory,” then 

we would have to likewise believe that Yahweh eventually said something to the effect of, “Sorry, 

Yahshua, but the glory I had planned for You before the world was is no longer in the Plan.”  It was an on-

going glory in the past, but at some point in time it was removed from the Plan.  Such is the logical end if 

we go along with Chuck Henry’s interpretation of John 17:5.  The scenario is utterly nonsensical, yet it’s 

what Biblical Unitarians would have to believe if they truly understood Greek verb tenses, which I’m 

afraid they do not.  I can at least attest to the fact that Chuck does not. 

 

 We now address the verbal abuse of John 1:15 and John 1:30, but this time Chuck Henry is not the 

perpetrator.  The perpetrator this time is a Biblical Unitarian named John V. Cordaro.  Years ago I was 

given an eight-page study authored by Mr. Cordaro titled “Did Our Savior Pre-Exist?”  It’s not dated, so I 

have no idea when he composed it.  Many of Cordaro’s explanations consist of the same reasoning put 

forth by Chuck; however, some of Cordaro’s interpretations are so out of kilter that I don’t even address 

them within the scope of my study.  For example, in his commentary on Philippians 2:5-9, he explains that 

Yahshua didn’t attain the “form of Elohim” until He was baptized by John the Baptist.  Cordaro writes, 

 

By the time of his baptism he was so filled with wisdom, knowledge, Spirit, and 

power that Paul says he was “in the form (or likeness) of Elohim.”15  

 

 We have already addressed the fact that the Greek word translated “form” does not mean “likeness” or 

“image.”  The above is a nonsensical interpretation of Philippians 2:6 that defies all logic. 

 

 Equipped with the above introduction to John Cordaro’s exegetical approach, let’s take a look at how 

he explains John 1:15; 30: 

 

Yahshua Our Superior 
 

John 1:15 certainly suggests a pre-existence as it appears in the KJV; “John bare 

witness of him, and cried, saying, This was he of whom I spake, He that cometh after 

me is preferred before me: for he was before me.” First, the idea of preference is not 

found in the Greek. The word translated “preferred” is the Greek “ginomai”. Of the 

678 times it was used in the New Testament, it was translated “preferred” three times, 

once here and in verses 27 & 30 where the same verse is repeated. The word should 

have been translated “come to be”; “He that cometh after me has come to be before 

me.” As for the latter part of the verse, the word “before” is from the Greek “protos”. 

Of the 105 times this word was used, it was never translated "before”. The most 

common rendering is “first,” however, based on the context, it should be translated as 

                                                           
15 From a paper titled “Did Our Savior Pre-Exist?” by John V. Cordaro, no date listed, p. 7.  I also found a modified 

version of this same study at the author’s web site:  https://everlastinggoodnewsofyahweh.info/pre-exist.html 
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the Emphatic Diaglott has it, “for he is my Superior.” “Protos” was also translated 

“chief” nine times in the New Testament.16 

 

 I highlighted the above phrase in the interest of focusing on that one portion of Cordaro’s commentary 

because it’s the author’s primary downfall.  Please notice the drastic difference between Cordaro’s 

rendering and what’s found in the New Revised Standard Version translation17: 

 

New Revised Standard Version  John V. Cordaro’s Translation 

15 John testified to Him and cried 

out, “This was He of whom I said, 

‘He who comes after me ranks 

ahead of me because He was 

before [protos] me.’” 

 

 15 John bare witness of him, and 

cried, saying, “This was He of 

whom I said, ‘He that cometh after 

me has come to be before me, for 

he is my superior [protos].’” 

 

 

Is or Was? 

 

 Please notice that according to the New Revised Standard Version, Yahshua WAS before John the 

Baptist (past tense), but according to John Cordaro, Yahshua IS John the Baptist’s superior (present tense).  

Why does the NRSV use a past tense verb, whereas John Cordaro uses a present tense verb?  They cannot 

both be right! 

 

 The Greek verb translated was in the NRSV (and other versions) is the word ην (en).  It turns out that 

not only is it a past tense form of the verb “to be,” but it’s the imperfect tense, which, as we have already 

covered, denotes an ongoing action or activity that happened in the past.  Contrary to John Cordaro’s ap-

parent conclusion, ην is not a present tense verb, which means it should not have been translated “is.”   

 

 For those who might question my reasoning as presented above, here’s an excerpt from The Analytical 

Greek Lexicon of the New Testament18: 

 

 

                                                           
16 Ibid, p. 3. 

17 I only chose to use the New Revised Standard Version’s translation of John 1:15 because I think it conveys the 

intended meaning a little more clearly than the King James Version.  All versions I’m familiar with (apart from The 

House of Yahweh’s Book of Yahweh) agree that ην is correctly translated “was.” 

18 The Analytical Greek Lexicon of the New Testament, by George V. Wigram, Hendrickson Publishers, Peabody, 

MA, 1983 (originally published in 1852), p. 187. 
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 You may wonder, “What’s the big deal over whether or not the Greek verb is present tense or past 

tense?” 

 

 And believe me, it is a big deal. 

 

 Please bear in mind the fact that John Cordaro teaches the final clause of John 1:15 (and John 1:30) 

should read, “… for he is my superior.”  What happens when we change the verb from “is” to “was”? 

 

“… for he was my superior.” 

 

 Please think about the above rendering for a moment.  Would John the Baptist have pointed to 

Yahshua and stated, “He was my superior”?  This would have meant that at one time Yahshua was John 

the Baptist’s superior, but at that particular moment in time, He was not!  Is it any wonder that a Biblical 

Unitarian would want to change the verb tense from “was” to “is”?  It seems Biblical Unitarian John V. 

Cordaro wants John the Baptist fingering Yahshua as his superior so badly that Cordaro will change the 

verb tense from past tense to present tense in order to make it work. 

 

 But what about the Greek word “protos”?  As displayed above (in the comparative translation boxes), 

it can either be rendered “before” or “superior,” which further complicates this discussion. 

 

 It is true that the Greek word protos can indeed mean “foremost” in importance (i.e., “superior”) or it 

can mean “before” in order of time, depending on context.  Here’s the listing for protos as found in 

Strong’s Greek Dictionary of the New Testament: 

 

4413.  πρῶτος   prōtŏs,   pro’-tos;    contr.   superl. 

of  4253;  foremost  (in time,  place,  order  or impor- 

tance):—before, beginning, best, chief (-est), first (of 

all), former.   

 

 Since it is true that protos can indeed mean “superior,” I won’t argue with John Cordaro’s translation 

choice for this Greek word, even though I am not in agreement that it fits the context.  I personally agree 

with the majority of translations of this word as found in John 1:15; 30, and once we understand and apply 

the correct verb tense for the Greek verb ην (en), I think you’ll see why. 

 

 Since we have demonstrated that the Greek verb ην (en) is in the imperfect tense, we can logically de-

duce that the word “superior” does not belong in John 1:15.  John the Baptist would not have said, 

“Yahshua was my superior.”  But he could have said, “Yahshua was before me” (in time).  In fact, we can 

be certain that this is indeed what John the Baptist did say.  It’s the only rendering that fits both context and 

verb tense.  In summary, both John 1:15 and John 1:30 prove that Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence. 

 

 I cannot hold John V. Cordaro totally accountable for his “verbal abuse.”  Notice he cited The 

Emphatic Diaglott as his reference.  The Emphatic Diaglott is a word-for-word translation of the New 

Testament that was completed by Benjamin Wilson and published in 1864.  Benjamin Wilson, as it turns 

out, did not believe Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence, so in this respect he was a Biblical Unitarian of 
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Chuck Henry and John Cordaro’s persuasion.  In fact, Wilson founded The Church of the Blessed Hope, 

which teaches that the Messiah did not exist prior to His conception in Miriam’s womb.19  The eventual 

publisher of Wilson’s work, Charles Taze Russell, in his opening “Friendly Criticism” remarks, offers the 

observation that Wilson must have believed that the Messiah “had no prehuman existence.”  Here’s a 

screen capture from that page20:  

 

 
 

 Now that we know Benjamin Wilson was a Biblical Unitarian, it follows that he would seize any and 

all opportunities to present a translation favoring Biblical Unitarian doctrine, and that’s what he did with 

John 1:15 and John 1:30.  Curiously, within the interlinear portion of his translation, Wilson supplied the 

correct verb tense translation of ην (en).  However, in his literal English translation found in the side 

margin, he changed “was” to “is,” apparently to lend credence to making Yahshua John the Baptist’s 

                                                           
19 Details of Benjamin Wilson’s doctrinal position on Yahshua’s pre-carnal existence, as well as this particular tenet 

of The Church of the Blessed Hope, are not all that easy to come by, but the Wikipedia article “Benjamin Wilson 

(biblical scholar)” offers sufficient, though skimpy, details (see the section subtitled “Legacy”). 
20 The Emphatic Diaglott, by Benjamin Wilson, Fowler & Wells Co., Publishers, New York, NY, 1864.  Note: The 

author of the piece titled “A Friendly Criticism,” Charles Taze Russell, was known for withholding his name from 

many of his writings, a practice perpetuated by Watchtower Bible and Tract Society contributors.  This book may 

be accessed online at the following link: 

https://archive.org/details/emphaticdiaglott00wils/page/n9/mode/2up 

 
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Benjamin_Wilson_(biblical_scholar)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Benjamin_Wilson_(biblical_scholar)
https://archive.org/details/emphaticdiaglott00wils/page/n7/mode/2up


64                                                                                Chapter 5 

 

 

Did Yahshua the Messiah Have a Pre-Carnal Existence?  Part III – The (Enhanced) Unity Conference Presentation 
 

“superior” instead of preceding him in time.  Here’s a screen capture of the pertinent page from The 

Emphatic Diaglott: 

 

 
  

 In summary, John V. Cordaro, although his exegetical approach to John 1:15 and John 1:30 is vastly 

different from Chuck Henry’s, employs equally erroneous methods, all under the pre-determined assump-

tion that Yahshua could not have had a pre-carnal existence.  In the final analysis, however, John 1:15 and 

John 1:30, in and of themselves, prove that John the Baptist proclaimed Yahshua as having existed before 

he did.  The bottom line:  John 1:15 and John 1:30 prove that Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence. 

 

 I realize the path Cordaro takes to arrive at his interpretation of John 1:15 and John 1:30 is convoluted; 

so much so that I’m afraid some readers may get lost trying to follow my explanation of Cordaro’s mistake.  

In order to simplify explaining the wrong path Cordaro chose to take, on the pages that follow I put 

together some visual aids that you may find helpful in taking John Cordaro’s reasoning process from “A to 

Z”: 
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Step #1 (Pondering the challenge of John 1:15 and John 1:30): 

 

 

Step #2 (Recognizing that the Greek “protos” may be translated two ways): 
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Step #3 (Recognizing that there’s a problem with the Greek verb tense): 

 
 

Step #4 (Questioning what John the Baptist “meant” to say): 
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Step #5 (Finding “just cause” to alter the text to make it fit the doctrine): 

 
 

 I hope you find the above illustrative Biblical Unitarian “thought process” helpful – but sad at the 

same time. 

 

 Based on my findings, Biblical Unitarians will either interpretatively add the words “in Yahweh’s 

Plan” to John 1:15 and John 1:30 or they will change the verb tense of the Greek verb ην (en), as approved 

by Benjamin Wilson and John Cordaro.  If we simply go by what the text says without preconceived 

biases, we must conclude that Yahshua preceded John the Baptist in order of time because He had a pre-

carnal existence. 

 

 What follows are some slides from my “warm-up debate” presentation of March 9, 2019: 
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I added this slide in 2020 after locating The Emphatic Diaglott online: 

 

https://archive.org/details/emphaticdiaglott00wils/page/n9/mode/2up
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VI. The Issue With Ishi 
 

 

ong before I earnestly researched this topic, I remember two standout Bible passages that I was 

unable to reconcile.  From what I’ve seen, those 

verses aren’t even on Biblical Unitarians’ radar.  

They should be because Biblical Unitarians have some 

much-needed explaining to do.  The passages I’m referring 

to are Hosea 2:13-20 and Revelation 19:6-9.  Let’s examine 

them, starting with Hosea, where we read the promise of 

reconciliation as Yahweh, speaking through the prophet 

Hosea, sends His backslidden people a message of hope – 

and love.  Displayed below is the King James Version’s 

translation of Hosea 2:13-30, with the name Yahweh 

restored to its proper place: 
 

13And I will visit upon her the days of Baalim, 

wherein she burned incense to them, and she 

decked herself with her earrings and her jewels, 

and she went after her lovers, and forgat me, saith 

Yahweh. 

14Therefore, behold, I will allure her, and bring her into the wilderness, and speak 

comfortably unto her. 

15And I will give her her vineyards from thence, and the valley of Achor for a door 

of hope: and she shall sing there, as in the days of her youth, and as in the day when 

she came up out of the land of Egypt. 

16And it shall be at that day, saith Yahweh, that thou shalt call me Ishi; and shalt call 

me no more Baali. 

17For I will take away the names of Baalim out of her mouth, and they shall no more 

be remembered by their name. 

18And in that day will I make a covenant for them with the beasts of the field, and 

with the fowls of heaven, and with the creeping things of the ground: and I will break 

the bow and the sword and the battle out of the earth, and will make them to lie down 

safely. 

19And I will betroth thee unto me for ever; yea, I will betroth thee unto me in 

righteousness, and in judgment, and in lovingkindness, and in mercies. 

20I will even betroth thee unto me in faithfulness: and thou shalt know Yahweh. 
 

 As you can see above, I highlighted verse 16, wherein Yahweh foretells of a future time when His 

people will call Him Ishi.  What does Ishi mean?  Ishi is a common Hebrew word meaning my husband.  

For those who want to examine this word a little more closely, it is word #376 is Strong’s Hebrew and 

Chaldee Dictionary.  The King James Version transliterates it directly into the text.  Other versions, such as 

the NRSV, translate Ishi as “my husband”: 

 

L 
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16On that day, says Yahweh, you will call me, “My husband,” and no longer will 

you call me “My Baal.” 
 

 We thus see that a future time is coming when Yahweh’s people will call Him “My husband.”  Won’t 

that be a glorious time?  It calls to mind a marriage.  Yahweh is going to marry His people and be their 

husband! 
 

 The New Testament speaks of this time in unmistakable fashion.  We read about the “Marriage Supper 

of the Lamb” in Revelation chapter 19: 
 

6And I heard as it were the voice of a great multitude, and as the voice of many 

waters, and as the voice of mighty thunderings, saying, HalleluYah!: for Yahweh our 

El Shaddai reigneth. 

7Let us be glad and rejoice, and give honour to him: for the marriage of the Lamb is 

come, and his wife hath made herself ready. 

8And to her was granted that she should be arrayed in fine linen, clean and white: for 

the fine linen is the righteousness of saints. 

9And he saith unto me, Write, Blessed are they which are called unto the marriage 

supper of the Lamb. And he saith unto me, These are the true sayings of Elohim. 
 

 As a believer who puts His trust in Yahweh and looks forward to the day His promises are fulfilled, I 

want to be at the Marriage Supper of the Lamb!  For those who are not well-acquainted with the above 

passage, as well as the commonly-understood and recognized interpretation of it, let me fill you in on who 

the Lamb’s “wife” is.  The “wife” represents the faithful saints who were loyal to the bridegroom – the 

Lamb – and are invited to the wedding.  Not only are they invited, but they are joined to the Lamb in holy 

matrimony! I want to be there!  I want to be united in marriage with the Lamb! 
 

 But Who is the Lamb?  Don’t we all know?  It’s Yahshua the Messiah, the Son of the Most High 

Supreme Yahweh. 
 

 I’m not sure if Biblical Unitarians grasp the 

significance of what it means to reconcile Rev-

elation 19:6-9 with Hosea 2:13-20?  This is a 

question that needs to be addressed by Biblical 

Unitarians.  It is not covered within the scope of 

Chuck Henry’s book, nor do I find it in Yisrayl 

Hawkins’ extensive 520-page book Did Yahshua 

Messiah Pre-Exist?  It’s certainly not mentioned 

in John V. Cordaro’s study “Did Our Savior Pre-

Exist?”  Here, then, is the Biblical Unitarian 

dilemma: 
 

 If the “Yahweh” of Hosea 2:16 is the Most 

High Supreme Father, which Biblical Unitarians 

must believe, and if we’re going to call Him “My husband” in the future, plus according to Revelation 19:7 

the righteous saints will call Yahshua their husband, wouldn’t this mean there are two husbands?  Isn’t 
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there only supposed to be one husband?  I understand Yahweh permits a man to have more than one wife at 

the same time; at least many of the patriarchs had more than one wife, but where’s the approved Scriptural 

example of a woman having more than one husband at the same time?  There is a term for such a practice, 

but it’s so uncommon I had never heard of it until I researched this chapter. The practice of one woman 

having more than one husband at the same time is called polyandry.  To the best of my knowledge, there is 

no Biblical precedent or approved example of such a practice. 
 

 If there is an earthly pattern for a heavenly fulfillment, then won’t there be many wives getting married 

to one husband at the time of the marriage supper of the Lamb, not the reverse?  And what about the 

concept of a wife also marrying the son’s father?   Interestingly, Biblical Unitarians are not the only ones 

who need to be wrestling with the distorted scenario of a wife having more than one husband at the same 

time.  Trinitarians regard Father, Son and Holy Spirit as three distinct “Persons,” yet they are one Elohim.  

According to The New Unger’s Bible Dictionary, “This one divine Being is tripersonal, involving the dis-

tinctions of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit.”21  Thus, at the Marriage Supper of the Lamb, 

Trinitarians must believe the “bride” will not only be wed to the Son, but also to the Father and the Holy 

Spirit.  The “bride” will marry one Elohim comprised of three Persons.  This reasoning defies the thread 

woven throughout Scripture and on that basis I cannot accept it as truth.  If you read Part I of this study, 

you may recall that if we had to select a name for our belief system, I would call ourselves “Pre-Genesis 

Created Messiah” believers.  Of the three belief systems (Biblical Unitarians, Trinitarians and Pre-Genesis 

Created Messiah believers), only “Pre-Genesis Created Messiah” believers follow the “type/antitype” of 

many brides being wed to one husband.  If Yahweh grants us the privilege of being at the Marriage Supper 

of the Lamb, we will be collectively joined to the Son – to Yahshua the Messiah – and Him alone. 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

 Is the “Yahweh” of Hosea 2:16 none other than the same 

Yahweh who visited Abraham, the same Yahweh who spoke to 

Moses from the burning bush, the same Yahweh who led the 

Israelites along their Wilderness Journey?  Could it be this is the 

same Yahweh who gave up His pre-incarnate form to become the 

flesh and blood Yahshua, who lived a life of perfection and will-

fully laid down His life for His people to bring about the future 

reconciliation spoken of by the prophet Hosea – even the marriage 

supper of the Lamb?  Why couldn’t Yahshua be the “Yahweh” 

who spoke through Hosea as the pre-incarnate Yahshua? 
 

 I welcome any frank and cohesive explanation of why my 

above-expressed understanding is in error. 

                                                           
21 The New Unger’s Bible Dictionary, article “Trinity,” Merrill F. Unger, Moody Press, Chicago, IL, 1988, p. 1,307. 

By the way, I’m also 

marrying your father! 
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VII. When Did Yahshua Try to Gather Jerusalem’s Children? 
 

 

here are other verses that Biblical Unitarians brush aside, apparently hoping no one will bring them 

to their attention.  A passage I mentioned in the “warm-up debate” I had with Chuck in March 2019 

is Matthew 23:37-38.  He ignored my commentary entirely, offering no explanation or rebuttal.  

Here’s what I said: 

 

 Another important text that needs to be addressed:  Matthew chapter 23.  Yahshua said: 
 

37 O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, 

and stonest them which are sent unto thee, how often would 

I have gathered thy children together, even as a hen 

gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye would not! 

38 Behold, your house is left unto you desolate. 
 

 Well, my question is, “How and when would Yahshua have been capable of gathering the children of 

Jerusalem together as a hen gathers her chickens under her wing?” 

 

 Don’t get me wrong – Yahshua was quite capable of gathering the children of Jerusalem together as a 

hen gathers her chicks, so a better way of 

phrasing the above question is, “When during 

Yahshua’s ministry did these opportunities for 

Him to gather the children of Jerusalem to-

gether present themselves?” 

 

 It should be obvious that Yahshua was not 

making reference to the children of Jerusalem’s 

“missed opportunities” to be gathered together 

during His earthly ministry.  He was making 

reference to all those times when He sent 

prophets to warn them to repent for their re-

bellious ways, but they would not.  Clearly, 

Biblical Unitarians reject the obvious, so they 

are left to believe that there must have been 

times during His earthly ministry when 

Yahshua would have gathered the children of Jerusalem together, yet they were un-willing.  So when were 

those times?  Biblical Unitarians have no answer, at least none that I’ve ever read or heard.  I’m actually a 

little afraid to find out what type of spin they will put on Yahshua’s words.  What will they say Yahshua 

“really meant”? 

 

 Arthur Carr, in his commentary on Matthew 23:37, offers the following insight: 

 

Schöttgen ad loc. observes that converts to Judaism were said to come “under the 

wings of the Shechinah.”  That thought may be contained in the words of Christ.  

T 
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Many times by His prophets He called the children of Jerusalem to Himself—the true 

Shechinah—through whom the glory of the latter house was greater than that of the 

former.22 

 

Indeed, please consider the many, many times Yahweh sent His prophets to warn Jerusalem to turn from 

their backslidden ways and follow His ways, but instead of repenting they would laugh them to scorn.  Who 

sent those prophets?  Was it the same Yahweh who gave up His spiritual form to become the flesh and blood 

Yahshua?  I am persuaded the evidence bears out that this is exactly “who” sent the prophets to warn 

Jerusalem’s inhabitants. 

 

 Jamieson, Fausset & Brown’s Commentary on the Whole Bible adds the following perspective: 
 

When He adds, “How often would I have gathered thee!” He refers surely to 

something beyond the six or seven times that He visited and taught in Jerusalem 

while on earth. No doubt it points to “the prophets,” whom they “killed,” to “them 

that were sent unto her,” whom they “stoned.” But whom would He have gathered so 

often? “Thee,” truth-hating, mercy-spurning, prophet-killing Jerusalem—how often 

would I have gathered thee!23 

 

 Again, Biblical Unitarians would disagree with the above assessment, claiming that, indeed, Yahshua 

would have gathered the children of Jerusalem together on any one of His extended visits to the city.  Such 

a conclusion, in my opinion, is not reasonable. 

 

                                                           
22 From The Cambridge Bible for Schools, “The Gospel according to St Matthew,” by A. Carr, M.A., J. J. S. 

Perowne, Gen. Editor, Dreighton, Bell & Co., England, 1881, p. 180. 
23 From Jamieson, Fausset & Brown’s Commentary on the Whole Bible, by Robert Jamieson, D.D., A. R. Fausset, 

A.M., and David Brown, D. D., Zondervan, Grand Rapids, MI, 1961 (originally pub. in 1871), p. 942. 
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Conclusion 
 

 

s I bring this study to a close, I realize I’m not actually finished just yet.  I know there’s more out 

there.  Thus far, each time I’ve found “more,” it’s more evidence supporting the view that Yahshua 

the Messiah had a pre-carnal existence.  However, it would be premature to say I know for sure He 

did.  I don’t want to be that smug about any of my beliefs.  Let’s just say at this point in time, all the 

evidence I’ve come across validates believing Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence.  I know I haven’t 

presented everything, I know there’s more research to do and there’s more I could offer, and maybe at a 

later time I’ll incorporate additional information into this study or who knows?  There may be a “Part 4” 

someday! 

 

 At the conclusion of the public debate I had with Chuck Henry, the moderator commented that I had 

written extensively about how I believe on the topic of whether or not Yahshua had a pre-carnal existence.  

At the time, that was a false statement.  I 

had in fact written nothing on this topic.  

All I had was my research notes that I 

somehow compiled into a makeshift 

PowerPoint presentation.  I was admit-

tedly in “research mode” at that time 

when I should have been more adequately 

prepared and in better “debate form.”  

While I’m not about to claim I’ve done 

all the research that needs to be done, I 

will say I’m persuaded that what I’ve 

come up with is sufficient to expose a 

unilateral fudging of Scriptural texts in an 

attempt to force-fit plain readings into a 

pre-determined doctrinal mold.  That’s 

the way I see it.  My findings are now in 

writing, out there for all to see, and with 

over 300 combined pages of material, I 

guess I can now agree with the moderator that I have written extensively on this topic. 

 

 Looking back over the friendship I once enjoyed with Chuck, I think I was willing to overlook my 

Biblical Unitarian friend’s doctrinal position all those years for a couple of reasons.  First, I’ve been there.  

My wife and I were short-term members of a group that shares Chuck’s view and we appreciate the under-

standing that when Yahweh said we are to have no elohim before Him, this must in turn mean that Yahweh 

the Supreme Most High Father does not want us to worship anyone or anything else but Him as elohim.  

This must in turn mean that His Son cannot and could not be Elohim.  His Son must be just like us from the 

very start and the Father alone – Yahweh – formed the universe long before He (Yahshua) existed.  I get 

that.  I also overlooked Chuck’s doctrinal position because, as I have often stated over the course of this 

study, I have long believed that the primary focus should be our agreement that Yahshua is the Messiah, 

the Son of the Living Elohim (Matthew 16:16-17).   

 

A 
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 It wasn’t until Chuck put forth his reasoning in writing that my spiritual defense system “kicked in,” 

so to speak.  I remember being struck by his adding the word “ordained” to the prophecy of Micah 5:2.  Of 

course, he is careful to not come out and say that’s the way the verse should have been translated; however, 

he does come out and say that’s the proper way to understand the intent of the author.  There is a very, very 

fine line between “adding to the Word” and teaching others that a verse means the exact opposite of what it 

actually says; nevertheless, to this day, Chuck justifies his approach as “textual criticism,” i.e., a license to 

align one’s interpretation of a verse so as to meld with a 

doctrinal position.  As I continued reading Chuck’s book, one by 

one I was dumbfounded by how he “explained away” such key 

verses as John 8:58 (“Before Abraham was, I AM”), John 6:62 

(“What and if you shall see the Son of Man ascend up where He 

was before?”), John 6:46 (“Not that any man hath seen the 

Father, save he which is of Elohim, he hath seen the Father”), 

John 17:5 (“Glorify thou me with the glory I HAD WITH THEE 

before the world was”), and so many others that we’ve 

addressed over the course of this study.  A question that comes 

to mind is, “Instead of striving so diligently to come up with 

alternate explanations for all these New Testament texts, why 

don’t Biblical Unitarians just outright reject the New 

Testament?”  The absurdity of their alternate explanations is 

obvious to all who are not stuck in a religious paradigm.  It’s 

time for all believers to come out of the box of paradigms and 

enter the world of reality, rejecting that which is false and seeking out the truth. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 


