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Thoughts on the Oneness or One Name Doctrine 
 

I believe the doctrine that states the Father and the Son should be called by the exact 

same name stems from another doctrine that is a tradition of man, called in Theology, 

"Oneness." You have this among many Pentecostals today, thinking that Jesus is the 

name of the Father and the Son, and you also have this among other people or groups that 

use the Sacred Name but came from a Pentecostal background. They believe the same 

thing, only using a different name (YHWH/Yahweh or Yah) for both the Father and the 

Son. Both teachings are woven together so tightly, so until a person sees clearly that the 

Father and the Son are two separate beings, they will continue to carry the traditional 

Oneness view of calling the "Father and Son" one and the same name without distinction, 

because they really believe they are one and the same being. 

 

I have been told that we must continue to study subjects like these and not become settled 

on just one thing and run with it like denominationalism. For starters, I agree. Secondly, 

the same applies to the people that have told me this. They too must continue to study the 

same subjects and not run with one thing because they have believed it or even preached 

it for a long time.  

 

The reason I believe the way I do now is because (as difficult as it was) I let go of my 

denominational background and tried the best I could to study the Scriptures on this topic 

with a clean slate in my mind. I only want what the Almighty teaches us through His 

Scriptures. I care not about my feelings or anyone else's. I'm not interested in a following 

or popularity with any man or group. I am only trying to please the Almighty and His 

only begotten Son. If we seek to please men we are a servant of men. If we seek to please 

Yahweh we are a servant of Yahweh. 

  

I have learned that tradition does not die easily. It is engrained in people sometimes from 

childhood, and sometimes from an experience a person has had in the past. People often 

rely more on tradition or what they have heard, rather than the word of the Almighty. 

Many times tradition will blind us from being able to see the true meaning of a text of 

Scripture when another person who has not been traditionalized sees it clearly. It's 

because we read that Scripture with blinders on. We must learn to take them off, pray, 

and seek the Father for the original meaning of the text. I know that I am by no means 

immune to such blindness, so I often pray, asking for the original meaning of Scripture to 

be what I believe. I am just a frail man. I've been wrong on things in the past and have 

had to change. I know that this will happen to me in my future walk as well, so I try to be 

humble, listening to and reading what others have to say. 

  

Currently, on this issue, I believe that the Fathers name is Yahweh and His only begotten 

Son's name is Yeshua. The only reason I believe this is because I have studied the Bible. I 

have nothing to gain personally among men for believing this, I just want the truth and 

this is the conclusion that my search for truth has led me to. I do believe that Yahweh is a 

family name and in this way the Son carries with Him the name of the Father (as does the 

entire family of believers in the Father and Son), but the name the Son was called when 
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he walked the earth was Yeshua. I believe this is the Son's personal, proper name that we 

should still call him today. 

 

Why do I Believe This? 
My main reason for believing that Yahweh is the Father's name and Yeshua is the Son's 

name is based upon the textual, biblical evidence that we have available to us.  

 

The Name of the Father 
I will begin with the Father. The Hebrew Masoretic Text of Old Testament Scripture, 

along with the Dead Sea Scrolls of texts like Isaiah and Jeremiah give these four letters 

for the Father's name.  

 

 
 

Transliterated into English these letters are YHWH. People who recognize this pronounce 

these letters in various ways, but the purpose of this paper is not to deal with the 

pronunciation. My point here is that based upon the textual evidence, I have no choice 

but to believe that YHWH (I pronounce this Yahweh) is the name of the Heavenly 

Father. This name is to be used, praised, and called upon by all true worshipers. I have a 

7 part sermon series on my website (ministersnewcovenant.org) devoted to the doctrine 

of the Sacred Name of YHWH for anyone who is interested in studying this name and all 

it stands for in more detail. 

 

Now someone may come along and tell me that the Father's name is not YHWH, and I 

have actually had people do just that. One man told me that someone stuck this name 

inside of a gap in the Dead Sea Scroll text of Isaiah. Claims as these are frivolous without 

manuscript substantiation. You can tell me that the name YHWH was a later interpolation 

(as this man did), but based on the textual evidence we have available, the Father's name 

is YHWH. I would give my life for this because I have studied it and found it to be 

truth. People can say that we do not have any original Old Testament manuscripts so we 

don't really know for sure what the Father's name is, or if someone hid the original name 

with these four letters. Using that kind of argumentation, we should just throw away the 
entire Old Testament. Of course that is absurd in my mind. We should go by the available 

evidence we have. All evidence points us to YHWH for the Father's name. 

 

I realize that the Old Testament, in most of our English Bibles, calls the Father LORD, 

GOD, and Jehovah,  but what I have done (and what anyone should do) is research the 

underlying Hebrew manuscripts behind the Old Testament English text. You can do this 

easily by looking up LORD, GOD, and Jehovah in a Strong's Concordance. You will be 

led to Strong's numbers 3050, 3068, and 3069 depending upon which verse you are 

reading. This simple research will lead you to four Hebrew letters: yod, hey, waw, hey - in 

English, YHWH. 
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The Name of the Son 
I do the same thing for the name of the Messiah. All available textual evidence we have 

for the Messiah's name points us in the direction of calling him either Yeshua or 

Yehoshua. I believe the short form to be more correct (more on this in a bit). 

 

 
 

This is true whether you're studying the Greek New Testament, the Aramaic Peshitta, or 

the various Hebrew versions of Matthew's Gospel along with Hebrew versions of other 

New Testament books.  

 

I realize that our English Bibles call the Messiah Jesus, but we cannot surface skate here. 

We must do the same thing we did for the Father's name, dig into the text. The first thing 

we must recognize is that the Messiah is not an American who spoke English, nor is he a 

Roman who spoke Greek. He was instead an Israelite, from the tribe of Yehudah (Judah; 

Hebrews 7:14) who spoke Hebrew, Aramiac, or both. Without going into much detail 

here, we can be rest assured that he was given a Hebrew/Aramaic name because of his 

culture and family. 

 

When we look up the name Jesus in a text like Matthew 1:21 we find that it is taken from 

Strong's #2424 "Iesous."  

 

G2424 - Ιησους Iesous ee-ay-sooce'  
of Hebrew origin (3091); Jesus (i.e. Jehoshua), the name of our Lord and two 
(three) other Israelites:—Jesus. 
See Hebrew 3091 

 

Notice that the first thing Strong's tells us is that this name is of Hebrew origin. It points 

us to #3091 in Strong's Hebrew dictionary. When we look up this number we are taken to 

the Hebrew name Yehoshua from which the Greek name Iesous is derived.  

 

H3091 -  ַיְהֹוׁשּוע Yehowshuwa` yeh-ho-shoo'-ah  
or Yhowshua {yeh-ho-shoo'-ah}; from 3068 and 3467; Jehovah-saved; Jehoshua 
(i.e. Joshua), the Jewish leader:—Jehoshua, Jehoshuah, Joshua. Compare 1954, 
3442. 
See Hebrew 3068 
See Hebrew 3467 
See Hebrew 1954 
See Hebrew 3442 

 

The name Yehoshua means "YHWH is salvation." Now lets dig a little deeper here. We 

find in the Old Testament that this name Yehoshua was the name of Moses' successor. 
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We commonly call him Joshua. In Numbers 13:16 you will find this name. Prophet 

Moses renamed a man named Hoshea, Yehoshua. 

 
Numbers 13:16 KJV These are the names of the men which Moses sent 
to spy out the land. And Moses called Oshea the son of Nun Jehoshua.   

 

In Hebrew, Hoshea (or as we commonly say, Hosea) is spelled hey, waw, shin, ayin 

(transliterated = HWSA). This name means deliverer.  

 

H1954 -  ַהוֵֺׁשע Howshea` ho-shay'-ah  
from 3467; deliverer; Hoshea, the name of five Israelites:—Hosea, Hoshea, 
Oshea. 
See Hebrew 3467 

 

What Moses did is simply place one letter at the beginning of Hoshea's name: a yod or a 

y. This made the name Yehoshua, spelled in Hebrew yod, hey, waw, shin, waw, ayin 

(transliterated = YHWSWA; see previous page). You may notice that there is also an 

extra waw (W) towards the end of this man's new name, but it mostly functions as a 

vowel for pronunciation purposes. The main difference is the addition of the yod or y at 

the beginning of the name, making the meaning of the name "YHWH delivers (saves)" 

rather than just "deliverer." 

 

Now turn over to Nehemiah 8:17. In this text we are going to read about the same exact 

man whose name is at the end of Numbers 13:16, but this time he is given a slightly 

different name. In reality, it is just a contraction of the name Yehoshua. 

 
Nehemiah 8:17 And all the congregation of them that were come again 
out of the captivity made booths, and sat under the booths: for since the 
days of Jeshua the son of Nun unto that day had not the children of Israel 
done so. And there was very great gladness.   

 

In this text we find that he (the son of Nun) is called Yeshua, #3442 in Strong's 

concordance, spelled yod, shin, waw, ayin (YSWA).  

 

H3442 -  ַיֵׁשּוע Yeshuwa` yay-shoo'-ah  

for 3091; he will save; Jeshua, the name of ten Israelites, also of a place in Palestine:—
Jeshua. 
See Hebrew 3091 

 

Strong's tells us this name is from #3091. This name, found in Nehemiah 8:17 "Yeshua," 

is the contracted form of the name found in Numbers 13:16 "Yehoshua." Gesenius' 

Hebrew-Chaldee Lexicon (page 373) informs us of this: 

 
 used in the later Hebrew, Gr. Ἰησοῦς יְהֹוֻׁשעַ  .a contracted form of the pr. n ,[Jeshua] יֵׁשּועַ 

– (1) of Joshua, the leader of the Israelites, Neh. 8:17 – (2) of a high priest of the same 
name; see  ַיְהֹוֻׁשע No. 2, Ezr. 2:2; 3:2; Neh. 7:7 – (3) pr. n. of other men, mentioned in the 

books of Chronicles, Ezra, and Nehemiah. 
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So Numbers 13:16 and Nehemiah 8:17 are talking about the same person ("Joshua" son 

of Nun), but we have a long form and short form of the name. The short form of the name 

literally means "He will save" with the "He" hearkening back to "YHWH saves" in the 

name Yehoshua. Each time we read "Jesus" in our English Bible, it goes back to this 

Hebrew name.  

 

Now, someone can tell me that this name, Yeshua, is an interpolation, just like some do 

for the Father's name in the Old Testament, but there is no reason to trust the arm of flesh 

or rely on a human beings attempt to infuse his or her ideas upon what the text actually 

says. The text calls the Son Yeshua or Yehoshua, not YHWH. We are called to believe 

what is written, not what we want the text to say based upon a traditionalized doctrine we 

inherited from people who believed wrongly. You may seek to hold onto tradition and 

cling to a hypothesis for which there is no evidence, but it is wise to trust the text rather 

than our feelings and our emotions. 

 

Now, let me explain to you why I believe the Messiah was given the short or contracted 

form of this Hebrew name. Based upon the evidence thus far, either Yehoshua or Yeshua 

is acceptable. Even when you study the Greek translation of the Old Testament, the 

Septuagint, you will see that both names are transliterated into Greek as Ιησους - So 

either Hebrew name is acceptable. 

 

However, based upon Matthew 1:21, the angel of the Lord not only relays the name of 

the Messiah to Joseph, he also defines (or translates) the name of the Messiah for us. In 

other words, the angel says to name him "this" because of "this definition." This is a very 

common practice in the Hebrew Scriptures. Let me briefly explain. 

 

In Genesis 17:5 we find that YHWH renames a man named Abram. The name Abram 

means "high father." In Genesis 17:5 YHWH tells Abram, "Your name will no longer be 

Abram, but your name will be Abraham, FOR I will make you the father of many 

nations." The longer name, Abraham, literally means "father of many." So YHWH gave 

this man a new name based upon a work He would do through this man. The definition 

fits the name "hand in glove." 

 

The exact same method is used in Matthew 1:21 (and many other places in scripture). 

The angel of the Lord tells Joseph in a dream, "You are to name him Yeshua, FOR (or 

because) he will save his people from their sins." What did we learn the name Yeshua 

means? ---> "He will save," #3442 in Strong's Hebrew dictionary. This is the main reason 

I believe the Messiah was given the contracted form of the name. This contracted form 

means exactly the definition of the name that the angel of the Lord spoke to Joseph in a 

dream. Where did this angel come from? Well, that's simple. He's called an angel of the 

Lord (Mt. 1:20). This was an angel that had been commissioned by YHWH Himself. To 

argue with the angel is to argue with Almighty YHWH. YHWH had a work for His 

Messiah, His Son, to do, and that was to save His people from there sins. The Father thus 

named His Son Yeshua because within that name is the meaning of "He will save." 
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This is fairly easy to recognize in the English text of Scripture, but it will be much easier 

for you to see reading a Hebrew Gospel of Matthew. Below is the Hebrew text of 

Matthew from the Shem Tov Hebrew Gospel of Matthew, translated by Professor George 

Howard from the University of Georgia. 

 

 
 

You can see here that the text is making a Hebrew word play. You call his name  ַיֵׁשּוע 
because the definition of this name is the same in Hebrew. You can see the same thing in 

the Delitzsch Hebrew Matthew, translated into English by Vine of David, a publishing 

ministry of First Fruits of Zion (FFOZ.org). 
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What Man Tries to Do 
All of this is actually quite simple once you have done the research and have submitted to 

what the Scriptures teach rather than what you feel, want, or think. As I've said before, 

men can come along and argue with the text of Scripture, but Scripture remains true. A 

man can tell me the Father's name is something other than YHWH. A man can tell me the 

Hebrew Masoretic Text and Dead Sea Scrolls have been tampered with, but that's just a 

figment of his imagination without any textual evidence. The same goes for the New 

Testament. Someone can say that the Messiah's given name in Matthew 1:21 is not 

Yeshua. They can claim that a different name belonged there, but there's no textual 

evidence to back up such a claim. On top of that we have the definition of the Messiah's 

name given within the text itself (Matthew 1:21). This solidifies what name belongs 

there. 
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What some people in the Sacred name movement have done is taken their own 

interpretation of certain Scriptures and forced their interpretation upon the text so 

strongly, so as to deny what the text actually says about the name of the Father and the 

Son. I will now begin to comb through these texts (in no particular order) and show the 

proper meaning of each of them to the best of my ability. As I said at the outset, unless a 

person has fully come out of the false Oneness doctrine (that the Son is really somehow 

the Father wrapped in a robe of flesh) they will continue to be unable to see certain 

Scriptures in their proper light. 

 

JOHN 5:43 
One of the first Scriptures you will usually hear from people who believe the Father and 

Son should be called the exact same name is John 5:43. The part they usually quote is 

where the Messiah said "I am come in my Fathers name." This is usually the only part 

that is ever quoted. They then exclaim that the Messiah should be called YHWH just like 

the Father. Does this text teach us that the Messiah's name is YHWH? 

 

For starters, if we begin at John 5:31, Yeshua is talking about his ministry being validated 

by the testimony of the Father. He tells them that if he testified of himself then his 

testimony alone would not be valid. He tells them there is another that testifies of him, 

and if we read on we see he is referring to the Heavenly Father (vss. 36-37). He tells them 

that they are not believing in him, even though the Father they claim to believe in, sent 

him. 

  

Then in verse 39 he goes on to speak of how they search the as Scriptures because they 

know that eternal life is found in the pages of Scripture. What they were not realizing is 

that the Scriptures testified about him, the Messiah. 

  

In verse 43 he proclaims that he comes in his Father's name but they still won't accept 

him. He also tells them that they will accept someone who comes in his own name. What 

is Yeshua saying here? 

 

Yeshua is contrasting himself with others. He is telling them that he has the Father 

backing him. He is not coming based on his own authority, prerogative, or testimony, 

whereas another "coming in his own name" only testifying about himself without the 

Fathers backing, they would receive. Yeshua is making the point that he doesn't come 

just testifying about himself like other men may and did. He comes with the Father 

testifying about Him through the Scriptures. This is what he means when he said "I am 

come in my Father's name." 

  

Now, do I believe this verse teaches that Yeshua used the name Yahweh in his ministry? 

Absolutely! To come in the name of Yahweh definitely carries the meaning that you are 

using the name of Yahweh. Take for example the shepherd boy David who said to 

Goliath "I come to you in the name of Yahweh." (1 Samuel 17:45). David used the name 

Yahweh in his battle with the giant, and according to John 5:43 Yeshua used the Father's 

name as well. However, notice that David could come in the name of Yahweh without his 
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actual name being Yahweh. The same goes for Yeshua. He can come in the name of 

Yahweh without his actual name being Yahweh. 

 

If someone is going to use John 5:43 to teach that the Messiah's name is YHWH, then by 

the exact same reasoning they should also teach that David's name is YHWH according 

to 1 Samuel 17:45. It is very simple to see that this is an erroneous understanding, but 

tradition runs deep and is very hard to let go of. Only time will tell if proponents of this 

false argument will stop using the argument and accept the correct understanding. 

 

JOHN 5:46 
On the heels of this verse, Oneness people that use the Sacred Name usually mention 

verse 46 of the same chapter where the Messiah says, "Moses wrote about me." They will 

quote that verse and then turn to a verse in the Torah where Moses wrote about YHWH. 

Brothers and sisters, this is not astute Bible study. You can't just start piecing together 

Scriptures that aren't meant to be paralleled. When Yeshua spoke the words recorded in 

John 5:46 he wasn't talking about Deuteronomy 32:3 where Moses wrote "I will proclaim 

Yahweh's name." Yeshua was instead talking about the Messianic sections in the writings 

of Moses which are prophecies of the coming Messiah. One such place is Deuteronomy 

18:18-19. Please go and read that text and then compare it with Acts 3:18-26. 

Deuteronomy 18 is one of the places that Moses wrote about Yeshua, but the Judahite 

leaders in John 5 would not accept Yeshua as that prophet like Moses. This is the proper 

understanding of John 5:46. 

 

JOHN 17:11-12 
Sometimes the "one name" adherents use this verse to teach that the Messiah's personal, 

proper name is Yahweh. You won't get this from the KJV, but it is most likely that the 

NASB gives the correct rendering here. It reads (as do others), "Holy Father, keep them 

in Your name, the name which You have given me, that they may be one, even as we 

are." In other words, Yeshua prays to his Father and asks his Father to keep the disciples 

in the name the Father gave to him.  

 

So the Father gave the name Yahweh to His Son. No problem here, and Yeshua is 

praying that the Father keeps his disciples in that name as well. In other words, the Father 

gave it to the Son, and the Son gave it to his disciples. Yeshua wants the disciples to 

remain in it so that they all may be one - in unity - with the Father and Son. 

 

For the Father to give His name to the Son doesn't mean that Yeshua's name is really 

Yahweh, it simply means that the Father gave His name to the Son to teach in, proclaim, 

herald, etc. The same goes for the disciples. They are to remain in the Father's name that 

was given to them. Everyone then will be in unity, proclaiming the same Almighty One. 

 

It is likely here that the "name" stands for the word or doctrine. For the Father to give His 

Son his name means that He gave him the truth. Yeshua wants his disciples to remain in 

the truth. Thus John 17:8, 14, 17, and 20-21. Either way, the point is not what the 

Messiah's personal name is. The point is that Yahweh gave the name to Yeshua and 

Yeshua in turn gave it to his disciples, and they all are to be in unity.  
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MATTHEW 21:9 
Another text that is often used in an attempt to teach that the Messiah should be called 

YHWH and not Yeshua is Matthew 21:9 where we read that the crowds were shouting 

something about the Messiah. They were saying "Blessed is he who comes in the name of 

the Lord!" 

  

This is actually a quotation from the Hebrew Scriptures, specifically Psalm 118:26 where 

we read in part "Blessed is he who comes in the name of Yahweh." This lets us know that 

the Lord spoken about in Matthew 21:9 is Father Yahweh.  Notice though that both texts 

speak of someone OTHER THAN YAHWEH, coming in Yahweh's name. This is very 

similar to what I've already shared about David coming in Yahweh's name in 1Samuel 

17:45. Psalm 118:26 says "Blessed is HE who comes in the name of Yahweh." According 

to Matthew 21:9, the HE is Yeshua the Messiah, and he comes to the people in the name 

of Yahweh, which means he uses the name of Yahweh and has behind him Yahweh's 

testimony and authority. Just like David did when battling Goliath. 

 

JEREMIAH 23:5-6 
I have written a more lengthy study on this text elsewhere, but I will briefly comment on 

it here. This is another text that is often used by people who are either Oneness or who 

still have some of the Oneness tradition within them that they've yet to shake loose. They 

will say that Jeremiah 23:5-6 says that the Messiah's name is YHWH not Yeshua. How 

are we to understand this text? 

 

Well, first of all, I believe it. I don't argue with what the text says. At the same time I 

believe I understand it properly, and above all you must have a correct understanding of 

the Scriptures or else you will come up with all sorts of beliefs that are contrary to what 

the Word actually teaches. Above all, get understanding (Proverbs 4:7; 15:32; 16:16). 

  

When we read this prophecy we do see that the righteous branch of David is named 

"YHWH our righteousness." What most people are unaware of is that the city of 

Jerusalem is also given this exact name in a similar prophecy in Jeremiah 33:1-16. Both 

the righteous branch and the city are named "YHWH our righteousness." What this lets 

us know is that the naming of the righteous branch and city is not in the sense of their 

actual proper name, but it is a kind of appellation given to both, seeing the righteous 

branch is YHWH's Messiah and the city is YHWH's city.
1
 

 

I should note here that there is another Messianic prophecy in Isaiah 7:14 (that is spoken 

of by the angel of the Lord and recorded in Matthew 1:22-23) where the Messiah is said 

to be named Immanuel. Does this mean we should go around calling the Messiah 

                                                 
1 In the context of Jeremiah 33, Yahweh is restoring the city of Jerusalem to a righteous place. For instance, 

Yahweh says in verse 12, "Yet again shall there be in this place, which is waste, without man and without 

beast, and in all the cities thereof, a habitation of shepherds causing their flocks to lie down." The entire 

context is about restoration of the city. This means that when the city is restored, the righteousness of 

Yahweh will dwell there, i.e. the law will be upheld. A similar context is found in Jeremiah 23. This 

chapter begins by speaking of false shepherds, and later on in the chapter there is mention of false prophets. 
In contrast to these, there are true shepherds - one in particular - called the righteous Branch of Yahweh. He 

is the righteousness of Yahweh, and thus carries the name Yahweh Tzidkenu (our Righteousness). 



11 

Immanuel instead of Yeshua?  Not hardly. But if we misinterpret Isaiah 7:14 and 

Jeremiah 23:5-6 we will have a contradiction on our hands. The key is to understand both 

texts in the sense of names given to the Messiah that describe more about his mission. 

Through Yeshua, Elohim will be with us in a mighty way (Immanuel), and through his 

mission we will see the righteousness of Yahweh (YHWH our righteousness). 

 

I have to also note something that very few people know about. I actually ran across this 

myself while studying on Jeremiah 23:5-6 one morning, and I had never heard nor read 

anyone else mention it. In the Septuagint translation of Jeremiah 23:5-6 it says that the 

name of the righteous branch is "Josedec among the prophets." Now at first glance that 

seems to be contradictory to the Hebrew text of Jeremiah, but it is not when you have the 

correct understanding. Josedec is a Greek derivative of the name Yehozedek which 

means "YHWH is righteous." This lets us know that the Septuagint translators did not 

view Jeremiah 23:5-6 as giving the Sacred Name YHWH to be the personal name of the 

Messiah. They rather understood it in a very similar way that we understand the name 

Immanuel. Yehozedek is secondary name for Messiah that proclaims the righteousness of 

YHWH his Father. For more detail on this text please see the study on my website 

specifically on Jeremiah 23:5-6. 

 

ACTS 7:59 
Here is another text I've seen in an attempt to teach that the Messiah is really Father 

YHWH or that where we read Jesus it actually should say YHWH. I believe such is not 

the case. Let me explain. In the KJV of this verse we read that Stephen was "calling upon 

God saying Lord Jesus receive my spirit." Oneness proponents then say that "Jesus is 

God" because the text says that the way Stephen called upon God was by saying Jesus. 

  

The first thing I need to point out is that the word "God" in Acts 7:59 is an addition to the 

text by the English translators. The Greek word commonly translated into English as 

"God" is "Theos," but it is not in Acts 7:59 in the Greek NT. This is why the HCSB, 

NASB, and many other translations do not contain it in the English. I've told this to some 

people in the past and yet I've heard them continue to quote the passage wrongly using 

the word God or Almighty. I ask you the reader to please look into this and not perpetrate 

an erroneous quotation of a verse. 

  

So instead Stephen was calling out saying "Lord Yeshua receive my spirit." Upon reading 

this some still insist that Yeshua must be Yahweh because it is Yahweh who receives the 

spirits of men when they die. I agree that Yahweh does receive the spirits of men at 

death. Even Yeshua said just before dying, "Father, into thy hands I commend my spirit." 

(Luke 23:46) Does this mean that Yeshua, the Son of Yahweh, as Lord in his resurrected, 

glorified state (Psalm 110:1) cannot receive the spirits of men? Well, not according to 

Acts 7:59. Stephen called out for Yeshua to receive his spirit. The conclusion is not that 

Yeshua is Yahweh, nor that where we read Jesus in our English Bibles it should say 

Yahweh (based on zero textual evidence). Rather, the conclusion is that after the 

resurrection of Messiah, Yahweh gave Yeshua all authority in heaven and earth (Mt. 

28:18). This must include the authority to receive the spirits of those who have died (Acts 
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7:59). It's as easy as that. Upon being resurrected, Yeshua could do things that he had no 

authority to do prior to his resurrection.   

 

EPHESIANS 3:14 
Here is another text that is used to teach the Messiah's name is not Yeshua, but rather 

YHWH. But again, as is the case with each of these texts, tradition has blinded the minds 

of peoples reasoning faculties. They must submit to understanding the Scriptures in their 

original meaning/context, rather than interpret them through the grid of the false Oneness 

teaching. 

 

Ephesians 3:14 reads KJV, "For this cause I bow my knees unto the Father of our Lord 

Jesus Christ (correctly "Yeshua"), of whom the whole family in heaven and earth is 

named." Here we see that Paul is bowing down to the Father of Yeshua the Messiah. 

Notice again that Paul speaks of two separate beings here, (1) the Father, and (2) the 

Master (Lord) Yeshua. Paul then goes on to say that the whole family of heaven and earth 

is named after the Father. This goes back to what I said very early on in this paper. I 

believe Yahweh is a family name, and in this sense Yeshua, the angels, and all believers 

carry with them the name YHWH/Yahweh. That doesn't then mean that we can't call the 

Messiah by his given name Yeshua.  

 

If we are going to say that Ephesians 3:14-15 teaches that the Messiah's name is YHWH, 

then we are going to have to also say that we should call all of the angels YHWH too 

since they are part of the family. I should also demand that others call me YHWH as well 

seeing I'm part of the family. But of course, this is absurd because it misses the meaning 

of the text. Paul is only making the point that all of us in some way or fashion are 

children or creations of YHWH, thus YHWH is our Father and we are considered His 

family. In this way, we are named after Him. 

 

 

PHILIPPIANS 2:9-11 
This text is used by Oneness or One Name proponents because it states that the Almighty 

gave to the Messiah the name above every name. They reason that the name which is 

above every name is YHWH, therefore the Messiah's name must be YHWH. That is their 

interpretation of the text, but it is an incorrect interpretation. 

 

The first thing to notice in this text is that what it actually says is that at the name of 

Yeshua every knee will bow, and that every tongue will confess that Yeshua is Master to 

the glory of (the) Almighty, the Father. That is what the text actually says. Now we will 

dissect it more and determine its proper meaning. 

 

Recognize that this is a string of chronological occurrences in the Messiah's life. Paul 

begins this string in verse 5 when he says that we should let this mind (the mind of 

humility, vss. 1-4) be in us which was also in the Messiah Yeshua. So Paul is talking 

about Yeshua as a man or Yeshua as the Messiah. Paul then goes on to talk about how he 

did not seek to grasp at an equality with Yahweh (NASB), but emptied himself and made 

himself of no reputation, taking upon himself the form of a slave even though he was in 
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the form of Elohim, being the only begotten Son of Elohim. Paul finishes speaking of 

Yeshua's humility by saying that he (Yeshua) humbled himself to the point of death on a 

cross. It was for these reasons that Elohim highly exalted him. The point here is to 

recognize that the exaltation and name above every name comes AFTER the death on the 

cross and not before. Yahweh honored and exalted Yeshua because of the life of humility 

Yeshua had which was most readily seen (and culminated) in him humbling himself in 

death by execution on a torture stake. This should let us know that the name above every 

name here is more than just the letters of a name. Yeshua was given his personal, proper 

name before he was ever born (Matthew 1:21). This name above every name given to 

him by Father Yahweh, was given to him AFTER his life and death of humility, at his 

resurrection from death. 

 

Philippians 2:9 says that because of all of this (Yeshua's life of humility) Elohim highly 

exalted him and gave him the name above every name. Verse 10 then tells us that at the 

name of Yeshua every knee will bow in heaven, in earth, and under the earth. Does this 

mean that Yahweh will bow to Yeshua or that Yahweh's name is not above every name? 

 

Of course not. Yahweh and His name are excluded from the equation in Philippians 2:9-

10. This should be obvious because it is Yahweh who highly exalts Yeshua! This is 

similar to Paul's writing in 1 Corinthians 15:27 where Yahweh puts everything under 

Yeshua's feet. Paul goes on to explain that when it says "everything is put under Him 

(Yeshua), it is obvious that He (YHWH) who puts everything under Him (Yeshua) is the 

exception." In other words, it should go without saying that Yahweh is not one of the 

"every-things" that is put under the feet of Yeshua. The same is the case in Philippians 

2:9-10. It is Yahweh that is exalting Yeshua. It is Yahweh that is giving Yeshua the name 

above every name. None of this means that Yeshua is above Yahweh, nor that his name is 

above Yahweh's. It should be obvious that Yahweh is the exception. 

 

What does it mean for Yahweh to give him (the Messiah) the name above every name 

after the death on the tree? Well, seeing that the text says that this name is Yeshua (vs. 

10) it certainly doesn't mean that the Messiah has a name that is not shared by any other 

person in the world. Catch that. "Name above every name" DOES NOT MEAN "a 

personal name not shared by any other man." I believe Paul is writing about Yeshua's 

reputation, who he is, what he stands for. This is why Paul goes on to say in verse 11 that 

every tongue confesses that Yeshua is the Messiah to the glory of Elohim the Father. The 

Father gets glory out of our confession about who Yeshua is. He is the anointed one of 

Father YHWH. This is what Paul means when he writes that YHWH gave the Messiah 

the "name above every name." Paul is not saying that Elohim gave the Messiah the name 

YHWH after his resurrection, but that after his resurrection Yeshua received the greatest 

name, meaning in this context "the greatest reputation" of all men. He finished the work 

that YHWH gave him to do upon the earth, and therefore all tongues will confess this 

about Yeshua. When Yeshua the Messiah, Son of Yahweh was mentioned after his death 

and resurrection, he had the greatest "name" or reputation of all men on the face of the 

earth. 
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Some people try to directly parallel Isaiah 45:23-24 with Philippians 2:10-11. Paul does 

apply portions of Isaiah 45:23 to Yeshua in Philippians 2:10-11. That does not mean he is 

also applying the Name "Yahweh" to him as well. John 5:23 helps us to understand this. 

If you don't honor the Son, by extension, you don't honor the Father. And in John 15:23, 

if you hate the Son, by extension, you hate the Father. If you bow your knees to the Son, 

by extension, you bow your knees to the Father. Notice that what is sworn in Isaiah 45 is 

not what is sworn in Philippians 2 where every tongue shall confess or swear that Yeshua 

is "Master" [Greek = kurios]. That same word (kurios) was applied to men in several 

other verses such as John 12:21. It is only a reference to Yahweh when it is a direct quote 

of an Old Testament verse containing YHWH which Isaiah 45:23 does not. 

 

MATTHEW 28:19 
It is argued by people who promote that the Father and Son have the exact same name 

that the Messiah's words in Matthew 28:19 prove this. Some claim that this name is 

Jesus, while others claim that this name is YHWH. Let me note that Matthew 28:19 also 

mentions the Holy Spirit, but because this paper is directly related to only the Father and 

Son, I will not deal with the Holy Spirit. 

 

How are we to understand Yeshua's words to baptize in the name (singular) of the Father, 

and of the Son? Does this teach that the Son's given name is YHWH? I do not believe so 

because that contradicts all of the manuscript evidence that we have for the name of the 

Messiah being Yeshua, as well as the definition of the Messiah's name given in Matthew 

1:21. We must seek another understanding of the text in Matthew 28:19, not holding to a 

traditional mindset. 

 

I have come to understand the text as referring to two names rather than one. You may be 

wondering how I can justify such an understanding, seeing that the word name is in the 

singular form rather than the plural form (names) in Matthew 28:19. My answer to that is 

two-fold.  

 

First off, people generally focus upon the word "name" rather than the words "and of" in 

Matthew 28:19. It says baptizing them in the name of the Father, but then it goes on to 

say, "and of the Son." The use of the words "and of" before Son can be taken to mean 

"also" the name of the Son. In other words we should baptize people in the name of the 

Father, AND in the name of the Son. Let me explain this further with my second point. 

 

There is an instance in the book of Genesis where we are given the Hebrew singular form 

for name (shem) and yet two names are in view. The text is Genesis 48:16 where we read 

Joseph's words, "The Angel which redeemed me from all evil, bless the lads; and let my 

name be named on them, and the name of my fathers Abraham and Isaac; and let them 

grow into a multitude in the midst of the earth." Notice that Joseph speaks of his own 

name being named upon the lads (Ephraim and Manasseh) and then he says, and the 

NAME (singular) of my fathers Abraham and Isaac. Joseph uses the singular word for 

name (Hebrew = shem) to refer to two different names, Abraham and Isaac. If you have a 

Hebrew Interlinear you can compare Genesis 48:16 with Genesis 46:8. You will notice 

that the Hebrew of 46:8 reads "shemim" which is the plural "names" rather than "shem" 
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which is the singular "name." Some English translations translate the word "shem" as 

names (plural) in Genesis 48:16, but they are incorrect. The KJV, ASV, YLT, and ESV 

all translate it as "name" singular. My NASB that I have here in my office incorrectly 

translates the word "shem" as "names" in Genesis 48:16, but it gives a footnote beside the 

word "names" and the footnote says, "Lit., name." They do this because they realize the 

Hebrew is singular here, but it is used of two different names Abraham and Isaac. 

 

I believe this is the best way to understand Matthew 28:19. Yeshua is teaching us to make 

disciples of all nations and to baptize them in the name of the Father, and of the Son. The 

name of the Father is YHWH, and the name of the Son is Yeshua. This makes sense 

because the sinner has sinned against YHWH's law and thus should call upon YHWH in 

repentance. The sinner should also confess YHWH's means of salvation, and that is 

YHWH's Son, Yeshua the Messiah. We see the Ethiopian Eunuch doing this very thing in 

Acts 8:36-38. The Eunuch asked Philip after seeing some water, "What hinders me from 

being baptized?" Philip responded by saying, "If you believe with all your heart you 

may." What did the Eunuch then say? He proclaimed, "I believe Yeshua the Messiah is 

the Son of Yahweh." Notice that the Eunuch confessed Yeshua for who he is, and he 

called out to Yahweh as well. 

 

Joel 2:32 tells us that every one who calls on the name of Yahweh will be delivered. This 

verse is quoted by Peter in Acts 2:21, Paul in Romans 10:13, and Ananias (in part) in 

Acts 22:16. These are all texts relating to salvation and baptism. When a person is 

baptized, they call upon Yahweh for deliverance, asking Yahweh to deliver them from 

their sins that they have committed against Him. At the same time, these people believe 

in Yeshua as the Messiah, Son of Yahweh, and are baptized in the name of Yeshua the 

Messiah (Acts 2:38; 8:16; 10:48; 19:5). What this means is they (the person, not the 

preacher) confess Yeshua as the Messiah the Son of Yahweh in their baptism. All of this 

aligns beautifully with understanding Matthew 28:19 as speaking of the name of the 

Father (YHWH) and of the Son (Yeshua). 

 

It will be difficult for Oneness or One Name proponents to grasp this truth, but only 

because they are interpreting Scriptures according to their presuppositional grid rather 

than letting the Bible speak and believing everything it says. The truth is there for those 

who have eyes to see.  

 

Hebrews 1:4 
Let me deal with another text that some Sacred Name believers who came out of Oneness 

Pentecostalism use to support that we should really call Yeshua by the name Yahweh. It's 

in Hebrews 1:4 where we read that the Messiah, by inheritance obtained a more excellent 

name. This is generally all that is quoted from Hebrews 1 by the Oneness or One Name 

proponents, and then they will piece another text with it like Psalm 8:1 where we read 

that Yahweh's name is excellent. This is another example of piecing together Scriptures 

that are not parallel rather than exegeting the text itself to determine the meaning. 

 

If you take the time to read Hebrews 1 you will see that the entire context has to do with 

Yeshua's superiority over the angels. It is Yeshua who has inherited a more excellent 
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name than "they," and this "they" is the angels because in Hebrews 1:5 the author goes on 

to write, "For unto which of the ANGELS did He ever say." The contrast is between 

Yeshua and the heavenly angels. 

 

Hebrews 1:5 tells us what the more excellent name over the angels is. It is this name "the 

only begotten Son of Yahweh." This is why the author makes the point to tell us in verse 

5, "For to which of the angels did He (Yahweh) ever say, 'You are my son, today I have 

begotten you?' or 'I will be to you a Father, and you will be to me a Son?'" The answer to 

these questions is a rhetorical "none of them." Yahweh never spoke these words of son-

ship to any angel. He never begot them, not in the womb of a woman, nor in resurrecting 

them from the dead. 

 

The conclusion, based upon the actual context of Hebrews 1:4 is that "only begotten Son" 

is the name Yeshua inherited from his Father Yahweh. This name is more excellent than 

any name the angels have. 

 

Acts 4:12 
One last text should be commented on and that is Acts 4:12 which teaches that there is a 

name that salvation comes by. The texts says "there is none other name under heaven, 

given among men, whereby we must be saved." If you read just two verses before this 

(vs. 10), the actual text of Acts 4 tells us this name is Yeshua the Messiah. That's what 

the text says. We can choose to believe and accept it, or we can abandon it based upon a 

tradition of man, and our own feelings and emotions. 

 

So, if Yeshua is the name that salvation comes by does this mean salvation does not come 

by the name Yahweh? Not at all! Once again, the name Yahweh is not under 

consideration here. It goes without saying that Yahweh's name is the highest name in the 

universe and is to be called upon for salvation (Joel 2:32; Acts 2:21). What this text (Acts 

4:10-12) is speaking about is the name (and person) of Yeshua the Messiah. His is the 

only name UNDER HEAVEN, given AMONG MEN, whereby we must be saved. 

Yahweh's name is not under heaven, nor is it given among men in the sense of a name 

that people named their children. Yeshua is, and Yeshua the Messiah is the only name for 

salvation, under heaven, given among men, because of his work in his life, death, burial, 

and resurrection from the dead. 

 

CONCLUSION 
As I said at the beginning, until a person is completely removed from the false 

"Oneness/OneName" tradition of men they will not be able to see the truth of many 

Scriptures. They must let go of their tradition and seek to believe all of what the Bible 

says, rather than the parts they want. I was in this position before, and I had to learn to 

not lean to my own understanding, but rather accept all of the Bible and harmonizing it to 

the best of my ability without throwing away any of it. I am always open to further 

understanding and light, because I know that I do not know it all. At the same time I am 

not about to disregard anything the Bible says and lean to my own understanding on 

texts, thinking they should say something different than what they actually say. 
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Thanks for reading, 

Matthew Janzen 
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