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“Is Jesus Really God?” 
Defending the Eternal Glory of Jesus against the Objections of Islam 

 

 

Introduction 

A fundamental difference between Muslims and Christians is the Deity of Jesus.  Whereas we 

Christians believe Him to be God in the flesh (e.g. John 1:1-18), Muslims believe Him to simply be 

a special prophet of God (rasul).1  The belief in the Deity of Jesus is part and parcel to the doctrine 

of the Trinity.2  Since the doctrine of the Trinity is essential to the Christian faith and practice, and 

because the Trinity differs with Islamic belief on a fundamental/essential level, it naturally follows 

that the Deity of Jesus is frequently attacked by Muslims.  This is to be expected, and we Christians 

must be ready to give an answer. 

 

Below I have included an article, in full, found on the Institute of Islamic Information & Education 

(IIIE) website,3 titled “Is Jesus Really God?”.4  The shaded portion is the actual article.  My personal 

response to the article’s arguments and claims are interspersed throughout ([blue lettering]).5  I 

would encourage you to read the article in full first, then go back through and read my response 

in turn.6 

 

Article: “Is Jesus Really God?” 

Without a doubt, you have often heard the claim that Jesus is God, the second person in the "Holy 

Trinity". However, the very Bible which is used as a basis for knowledge about Jesus and as the 

basis for doctrine within Christianity clearly belies this claim. We urge you to consult your own 

Bible and verify that the following conclusions are not drawn out of context:  

 

[Yes, consult the Bible; for it abundantly testifies to the Deity of Jesus.  I am thankful that the 

author encourages its readers to examine if their argumentation is based on properly 

                                                           
1 The Arabic word nabi means prophet, whereas rasul refers to a special prophet or messenger of God (Allah). 
2 Briefly stated, the belief in one God (Being) eternally existing in three distinct Persons (Father, Son, Holy Spirit). 
3 www.iiie.net. Accessed on November 5, 2013. 
4 You can view the article here: http://www.iiie.net/index.php?q=node/23.  Note, no author’s name is given for this 
article. 
5 Unless otherwise noted, all Scripture quotations are from the New American Standard Bible (NASB).   
6 My focus here is not on the doctrine of the Trinity.  Although the two are certainly related, they nonetheless can 
be treated separately.  That’s not to say, of course, that the Trinity won’t come up in this article, as well as my 
response; it certainly does.  I will provide specific argumentation for the Trinity in response to a different article on 
this Islamic website entitled, “Who Invented the Trinity?”.  At the time of this writing, however, I have not yet 
responded to the article. 

http://www.iiie.net/
http://www.iiie.net/index.php?q=node/23
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understanding the Bible in its context.  As we will see, the argumentation fails to consider the 

biblical context at every level.   

 

However, we Christians need to be aware of something from the start.  There is a fundamental 

characteristic or approach to Islamic apologetics that deserves to be mentioned here.  It is a 

common claim by Muslims, especially Muslim apologists, that the Bible, specifically the New 

Testament (NT), has been corrupted, and therefore cannot be trusted.  Although, they typically 

demonstrate only a familiarity with liberal and skeptical scholars on these issues, neglecting what 

conservative scholarship has to say on the matter.  I cannot engage in a full-length discussion on 

this issue at this time; but I do hope to address it sometime in the future.  However, it is at least 

important to be aware of this now; for Muslims demonstrate an inconsistency at this point, 

accusing the NT of corruption when we clearly demonstrate the Deity of Jesus from the text of 

Scripture, yet also utilizing the NT to attempt to support their own beliefs.] 

 

1. God is All Knowing... but Jesus was not. 

When speaking of the Day of Judgment, Jesus clearly gave evidence of a limitation on his 

knowledge when he said, "but of that day and hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels which are 

in Heaven, neither the son, but the Father." (Mark 13:32 and Matt 24:36) But God knows all. His 

knowledge is without any limitations. That Jesus, of his own admission, did not know when the 

Day of Judgment would be, is clear proof that Jesus is not all-knowing, and that Jesus is therefore 

not God. 

 

[Fundamental to understanding these texts is what Muslims reject outright – the incarnation of 

the eternal Son of God (i.e. that God can and would humble Himself by becoming a man in order 

to redeem His people for Himself, thus saving them from the judgment due to their sins).  In other 

words, in order to understand how/why Jesus might not have knowledge of all things – in this case, 

the future judgment – has to do with the fact that the eternal Son of God humbled Himself, 

became a man, and therefore was not only fully God, but fully man (Philippians 2:5-7).  Although 

there certainly exists a degree of mystery to this, the Scriptures are explicit with regard to both 

the Deity and humanity of Jesus.  As a human being He increased in wisdom (Luke 2:40), became 

tired and slept (8:23; John 4:6), was limited by time and space (i.e. could only be at one place at a 

time), etc.  In other words, He experienced things that human beings experience (cf. Hebrews 

2:18; 4:15).  Yet, at the same time, He demonstrated supernatural knowledge.  For instance, in 

John 2:24-25 it says that “He knew all men…He Himself knew what was in man.”  This cannot be 

said of a mere man, for we cannot see into people’s hearts.  This is a prerogative of God alone (cf. 

Acts 1:24; 15:8; 1 Samuel 16:7).  Likewise, though limited by space and time, there is also a sense 

in which He was not limited, for He saw Nathanael in a supernatural way, when he was outside of 
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the immediate view of Jesus (John 1:47-51).7  To sum up what has already been said, the eternal 

Son of God humbly embraced certain limitations in the incarnation, as these were necessary for 

accomplishing His work of redemption as Messiah, which ultimately leads to the furthering of the 

glory of God and Christ.]   

 

2. God is All-Powerful... but Jesus was not. 

While Jesus performed many miracles, he himself admitted that the power he had was not his 

own, but derived from God. He said, "Verily I say unto you, the Son can do nothing of himself, but 

what he seeth the Father do..." (John 5:19) Again he said, "I can of mine own self do nothing: As I 

hear I judge, and my judgment is just because I seek not mine own will but the will of the Father 

which has sent me." (John 5:30) But God is not only all-powerful, He is also the source of all power 

and authority. That Jesus, of his own admission, could do nothing on his own is clear proof that 

Jesus is not all-powerful, and that therefore Jesus is not God. 

 

[First, this is closely related to the previous point, and therefore you should read that if you 

happened to skip over it.  Second, I always find it amazing when people attempt to disprove the 

Deity of Jesus by going to the Gospel of John.  John’s Gospel account contains some of the 

strongest testimony to the eternal glory of Jesus as God.  Those who attempt to disprove Jesus’ 

Deity from the Gospel of John demonstrate that they are not reading the Gospel account as a 

whole and according to its own terms.  For example, in John 1:1-4 we are told that the eternal 

Word was with God and is God; that is, there exists both distinction of persons and equality of 

nature or being between the Word and God.  We also see that all things came into being/existence 

through this Word.  Further, life and light, which are terms used in connection with salvation 

throughout John’s Gospel, are bound up in the eternal Word.  And who is this Word?  According 

to John 1:14-18, it’s Jesus.  This prologue of John sets the course for everything that follows.  

Therefore, to think that John denies the Deity of Jesus anywhere in his Gospel account is not being 

honest with the clear intentions of John – to testify to the Deity of Jesus Christ as paramount for 

our salvation. 

 

That being said, I will still respond to the specific verses brought up in the article.  First, we must 

differentiate between what’s called the ontological Trinity and the economic Trinity.  Ontology 

refers to the essence, nature, or being of something.  With regard to the Trinity it refers to the 

three persons of the Trinity being equal in nature/being (all are fully God in the truest sense of the 

word).  Economy refers to work, deeds, or roles.  With regard to the Trinity, it means that each of 

                                                           
7 I am aware that Muslims often point out that John’s Gospel, which strongly and undeniably teaches Jesus’ Deity, is 
the last of the Gospel accounts written, and is therefore suspect.  However, although the Synoptic Gospels do not 
emphasize as strongly the Deity of Jesus, they do in fact teach the same (e.g. Mark 2:28 [cf. Genesis 2:2-3; Exodus 
20:8-11]; 4:35-41 [cf. Psalm 65:5-8; 89:9; 107:29]). 
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the three persons have unique roles (in creation, providence, and redemption).  For example, the 

Father predestines and adopts His people, and sends the Son into the world; the Son, having 

entered time and space through the incarnation, accomplishes the salvation for God’s elect 

people; and the Holy Spirit, in due time, seals them for eternity (Ephesians 1:3-14; cf. 1 Peter 1:2).  

So while there exists an eternal equality in nature between the three persons, there nonetheless 

exists distinct roles between them.  The Son subjects Himself to the Father, and the Spirit subjects 

Himself to the Father and the Son (John 14:16-17; 15:26-27; 16:5-15).  This hierarchy that exists 

between them is not a hierarchy of nature/being, but one of relation to each other.8  This is what 

we see in these texts referenced in the article, with regard to the relation of the Father and the 

Son.  We must understand Jesus’ words in the context of His incarnation and redemptive ministry.  

As the Messiah He brings about redemption by His humble and perfect obedience, even obedience 

to death on the cross (Philippians 2:8; Hebrews 5:5-10; 1 Peter 2:21-25).  Jesus’ mission was to do 

the will of the Father, who sent Him (John 4:34; 6:38, 40).  In short, we must understand Jesus’ 

words with regard to His role as Messiah.   

 

Second, and final, let’s briefly look at these texts in their immediate context.  In verse 17 Jesus had 

just said that He is working (on the Sabbath), just as His Father is working.  It was believed among 

Jews that, although God ceased from His creative work on the seventh day of creation (Genesis 

2:1-3), which is the essential basis (creation ordinance) of the Sabbath, yet God continued to work 

in the sense of upholding and governing His creation.  God can “break the Sabbath” because He is 

above creation and Lord of the Sabbath.  D. A. Carson comments, “For this self-defence [of Jesus] 

to be valid, the same factors that apply to God must apply to Jesus: either he is above the law 

given to mere mortals, or, if he operates within the law, it is because the entire universe is his.”9  

There is no doubt that Jesus purposefully intended to communicate His equality with God, for the 

Jews rightly understood Him claiming as much, and Jesus never corrected their impression or went 

back on His word: “For this reason therefore the Jews were seeking all the more to kill Him, 

because He not only was breaking the Sabbath, but also was calling God His own Father, making 

Himself equal with God” (v. 18).  Finally, in verse 23 Jesus expresses that the same honor given to 

the Father is to be given to the Son, and to not honor the Son is to not honor the Father.  This 

again demonstrates the equality between the two.  Carson again comments: “Because of the 

unique relation between the Father and the Son, the God who declares ‘I am the LORD; that is my 

name!  I will not give my glory to another’ (Is. 42:8; cf. Is. 48:11) is not compromised or diminished 

when divine honours crown the head of the Son.”10  In conclusion then, to think that John 5:19 

and 5:30 belie the Deity of Jesus, is to err in three ways: 1) A failure at reading these texts in light 

                                                           
8 For a fuller discussion of this, visit http://carm.org/ontological-and-economic-trinity.  Accessed on November 5, 
2013. 
9 Carson, D. A. The Gospel According to John (MI: Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1991), 247. 
10 Ibid. 255. 

http://carm.org/ontological-and-economic-trinity
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of the prologue (the thesis) of the Gospel; 2) A failure at interpreting these texts within their 

immediate context (which teaches the Deity of Jesus); and 3) A failure to understand and 

differentiate between the ontological and economic concepts of the Trinity.] 

 

3. God does not have a God... but Jesus did have a God. 

God is the ultimate judge and refuge for all, and He does not call upon nor pray to any others. But 

Jesus acknowledged that there was one whom he worshipped and to whom he prayed when he 

said, "I ascend unto my Father and your Father, and to my God and your God." (John 20:17) He is 

also reported to have cried out while on the cross, "My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me?" 

(Matt 27:46) If Jesus were God, then couldn't this be read "Myself, myself, why hast thou forsaken 

me?" Would that not be pure nonsense? When Jesus prayed the Lord's prayer (Luke 11:2-4) was 

he praying to himself? When in the garden of Gethsemane he prayed, "O my Father, if it be 

possible, let this cup pass from me: Nevertheless, not as I will but as thou wilt." (Matt 26:36-39) 

Was Jesus praying to himself? That Jesus, of his own admission, and by his own actions, 

acknowledged, worshipped and prayed to another being as God, is clear proof that Jesus himself 

is not God. 

 

[There are two points in this section of the article that need responding to.  First, let’s briefly look 

at John 20:17, with regard to Jesus saying “My God and your God.”  The reason that the Muslim 

has a difficult time understanding how this statement can rightly fit into Christian theology is 

because the Muslim rejects, a priori, the obvious answer – the incarnation.  The teaching that Jesus 

is the incarnate Word (John 1:1-14), and therefore fully God and fully man, is the foundation of 

John’s Gospel account.  Therefore, everything must be read in the light of John’s prologue.  In 

other words, Jesus is here speaking as a man (the God-man).  He is here speaking as the forerunner 

and example to His disciples.  He is likewise demonstrating the unique bond that He has with His 

disciples; they are His brethren.  The author of the book of Hebrews follows this same line of 

thought in his first two chapters.  Whereas Chapter 1 emphasizes the Deity of Jesus Christ, Chapter 

2, which also has the “brethren” description, emphasizes His humanity, which was necessary for 

the saving of God’s people (see especially 2:14-18).  So, in John 20:17, Jesus is simply speaking 

according to His humanity, and according to His familial relationship with His disciples. 

 

Second, the remainder of this section in the article demonstrates a fundamental misunderstanding 

of the Trinity.  I have found this to be quite common with Muslims, so we as Christians must do 

our best to clarify any misunderstanding they may have on this essential doctrine.  Rather than 

arguing against the doctrine of the Trinity, the article actually argues against what is commonly 

called Modalism, which is a heretical teaching not in-line with biblical-historical Christianity.  

Modalism basically teaches that there is only one Person that is God (i.e. Unitarianism), who 

manifests himself in different modes at various times.  So, at one time God may manifest himself 
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as the Father, and another time as the Son, and yet another time as the Spirit.  Modalism does not 

see the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit as distinct Persons in relation to each other, but mere modes 

in which God reveals Himself.  Indeed, if Modalism were the Christian view-point, then the Muslim 

objection would have some weight to it, as Modalism can’t really make sense of such passages; 

however, this is not the case.  Contrary to this is the historical-biblical doctrine of the Trinity, which 

basically teaches that there is one Being that is God, who eternally exists in three coequal and 

coeternal Persons – Father, Son, Holy Spirit.  The Father is not the Son, the Son is not the Spirit, 

and the Spirit is not the Father.11 So, according to the actual Trinitarian perspective, none of these 

texts that are referenced cause any problems.  In fact, they only serve to prove the Trinity.] 

 

4. According to the Bible, God is invisible to humans... but Jesus was flesh and blood. 

While thousands saw Jesus and heard his voice, Jesus himself said that this could not be done with 

God when he said, " No man hath seen God at any time." (John 1:18) "Ye have neither heard His 

voice at any time nor seen His shape." (John 5:37) He also said in John 4:24, "God is a spirit and 

they that worship him must worship him in spirit and in truth." That Jesus would say that no one 

had seen or heard God ant any time, while his followers both saw and heard him, is clear proof 

that Jesus was not God. 

 

[This argument again pertains to the doctrines of the incarnation and the Trinity.  Much of what 

I’ve already written applies here as well.  That being said, this argument does deserve particular 

focus.  This particular argument really has to do with two important concepts.  First, can God 

become a man?  The Muslim, of course, says “No,” as this article clearly demonstrates.  The 

Christian, on the other hand, says “Yes,” as the Bible clearly demonstrates.12  In short, if God has 

the power to create that which He has created, He should likewise have the power to enter into 

that creation if He so chooses to do so.  Further, even Muslims believe that the Holy Qur’an is the 

eternal word of Allah, yet this eternal word (the uncreated speech of Allah) has entered into 

creation through revelations and by being written down.  If a Qur’an were destroyed, would that 

mean that the eternal word of Allah is likewise destroyed?  No, only the physical “form” of the 

Qur’an is destroyed, but not the Qur’an in and of itself, according to Muslims.  Then why do 

Muslims have a problem with Christians saying that the eternal Word became flesh and dwelt 

among us (John 1:1-2, 14)?13  It should also be noted that the article only quotes half of John 1:18.  

The full verse, according to the NASB reads, “No one has seen God at any time; the only begotten 

God who is in the bosom of the Father, He has explained Him.”  The term “begotten,” in the 

original Greek, is μονογενὴς (monogenēs).  The word actually means only; unique; one of its kind; 

                                                           
11 For a fuller discussion on this fundamental doctrine, I highly recommend James White’s book, The Forgotten 
Trinity (MN: Bethany House Publishers, 1998). 
12 Dr. James White and Abdullah Kunde engaged in a debate on this very issue back in 2011: “Can God Become a 
Man?”  http://youtu.be/Bkv85NEmjZI.  Accessed on November 7, 2013. 
13 See “How Can God Die?” http://youtu.be/XM0Pjbkp3E4.  Accessed on November 7, 2013. 

http://youtu.be/Bkv85NEmjZI
http://youtu.be/XM0Pjbkp3E4
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and when used alone can mean “only son, “unique son,” “unique one,” etc.  Further, there exists 

a variant reading with the verse.  Some manuscripts contain μονογενὴς υἱὸς (huios; son), whereas 

other manuscripts contain μονογενὴς Θεὸς (theos; God).  The earliest manuscript evidence, 

however, favors theos.  Monogonēs is understood to mean the only/unique Son, and theos (in this 

context and construction) to refer to the quality or nature of monogenēs, just as we see in John 

1:1-2.14  In other words, a better reading of John 1:18 is found in translations like the New 

International Version (NIV), which reads, “No one has ever seen God, but the one and only Son, 

who is himself God and is in closest relationship with the Father, has made him known.”  Likewise, 

the New English Translation (NET) reads, “No one has ever seen God.  The only one, himself God, 

who is in closest fellowship with the Father, has made God known.”  The simple point is this: the 

article attempts to disprove the Deity of Jesus by quoting a verse that explicitly testifies to His 

Deity. 

 

Second, what is the role of the Son?  The article assumes that Jesus is not God because He was 

flesh and blood, and therefore was able to be seen, etc.  Not only does this objection dismiss the 

incarnation outright, but it fails to understand a major aspect of the Son’s mission in becoming a 

man.  This is actually seen in John 1:18, where it says, “He has explained Him.”  In the same verse 

that refers to Jesus as being by nature God, we likewise see that He came to explain (make known; 

reveal) God (i.e. the Father in this context).  This focuses on the prophetic aspect of Jesus’ 

ministry.15  We see this, for example, in John 3:31-36; 5:43; 12:44-50 (cf. Deuteronomy 18:15-19).  

This is also part and parcel of His work of redemption (e.g. John 17:3).  A number of other texts 

show this relation between the Deity of Jesus and His unique ability and mission to reveal to us 

the Father: 

 

2 Corinthians 4:6 “For God, who said, ‘Light shall shine out of darkness,’ is the One who has 

shone in our hearts to give the Light of the knowledge of the glory of God in the face of 

Christ.” 

 

Hebrews 1:1-3 “God, after He spoke long ago to the fathers in the prophets in many 

portions and in many ways, in these last days has spoken to us in His Son, whom He 

appointed heir of all things, through whom also He made the world.  And He is the radiance 

of His glory and the exact representation of His nature, and upholds all things by the word 

of His power.  When He had made purification of sins, He sat down at the right hand of the 

Majesty on high.” 

                                                           
14 See text-critical note in the NET/NTG New Testament (2004), 834-835. 
15 Christians believe that Jesus fulfills the three Old Testament offices of prophet, priest, and king.  You can view an 
article I wrote on these three offices of Christ here: http://reformedbaptistdaily.files.wordpress.com/2012/09/jesus-
prophet-priest-king3.pdf.  Accessed on November 7, 2013. 

http://reformedbaptistdaily.files.wordpress.com/2012/09/jesus-prophet-priest-king3.pdf
http://reformedbaptistdaily.files.wordpress.com/2012/09/jesus-prophet-priest-king3.pdf
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These things can’t be said of a mere man, nor of mere prophet (rasul). 

 

A specific comment on John 5:37 and 4:24 are still in order.  First, with regard to 5:37, D. A. Carson 

provides a wonderful explanation: 

 

But Jesus’ assessment of his hearers’ openness to God’s revelation is not sanguine.  The 

damning indictment that follows runs along three lines.  First, You have never heard his 

voice – unlike Moses, who heard God’s voice (Ex. 33:11).  Since Jesus speaks the words of 

God (3:34, 17:8), and the Jews do not hear God’s voice in Jesus, it follows that they are not 

true followers of Moses.  In fact, Moses turns out to be their accuser: if they had believed 

Moses, they would have believed Jesus (cf. notes on vv. 45-47).  Second, You have 

never…seen his form – unlike Jacob (Israel), who saw God’s form (eidos, both hear and in 

LXX Gn. 32:30, 31).  Since Jesus is the very manifestation of God (1:18; 14:9), and the Jews 

do not see God in Jesus, it follows that they are not true Israelites.  Third, nor does his 

[God’s] word dwell in you – unlike, say, Joshua (Jos. 1:8-9) or the psalmist (Ps. 119:11), who 

hid God’s word in their hearts, meditating on it, learning not to sin against God, 

understanding that divine blessing in their lives was vitally dependent on the indwelling of 

this word.  Since Jesus is the very word of God (1:1), and the Jews have no time for him, it 

follows that they share neither in the experience of nor the blessings upon Joshua and the 

psalmist.16 

 

Lastly, John 4:24.  By quoting this text the article seems to suggest that there’s a contrast between 

the nature of God (spirit) and the nature of Jesus (flesh/blood).  However, this again fails to 

consider the Christian belief – indeed, John’s (the author of the Gospel account) belief – in the 

incarnation.  The eternal Son is spirit (i.e. spiritual in nature, in contrast to material in nature), yet 

this does not mean that He cannot take on flesh by becoming a man.  The only reason Muslims 

have a problem with this text, and believe that it somehow disproves the Deity of Jesus, is because 

they reject the incarnation outright.  Further, when Jesus says that God seeks worshippers who 

worship in “spirit and truth,” He has in mind a great shift from Old Covenant worship – centered 

in Jerusalem at the temple, and consisting of animal sacrifices – to New Covenant worship.  This 

transition is due to the Messiah’s arrival – Jesus – and to His work of redemption.  He has fulfilled 

that which was typified in the Old Covenant worship (read the book of Hebrews).  Therefore, to 

worship in spirit and truth is to worship in the Spirit of God and to glory in Jesus Christ (Philippians 

                                                           
16 Carson, D. A. The Gospel According to John (MI: Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1991), 262. 
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3:3; cf. Romans 12:1).17  The fact that the worship God expects of His people centers and depends 

on Jesus Christ only supports the Christian’s belief in the Deity of Jesus; this cannot be said of a 

mere man or a mere prophet.]  

 

5. No one is greater than God and no one can direct Him... but Jesus acknowledged someone greater 

than himself whose will was distinct from his own. 

Perhaps the clearest indication we have that Jesus and God are not equal, and therefore not one 

and the same, come again from the mouth of Jesus himself who said in John 14:28, "My Father is 

greater than I." When someone referred to him as a "good master" in Luke 18:19, Jesus responded, 

"Why callest thou me good? There is none good but one, that is God..." Further more, Jesus drew 

clear distinctions between himself and God when he said, "I proceeded forth and came from God, 

neither came I of myself but He sent me." (John 8:42) Jesus gave clear evidence of his 

subordination to God, rather than his equality with God, when he said in Luke 22:42, "not my will 

but thine be done," and in John 5:30, "I seek not mine own will but the will of the Father which 

has sent me." That Jesus would admit that he did not come into the world on his own initiative but 

was directed to do so, that he would acknowledge another being as greater than himself, and that 

he would negate his own will in deference to affirming the will of another, give clear proof that 

Jesus is not the Supreme One and therefore Jesus is not God. 

 

[There is a lot brought up in this last argument; however, much of what I’ve already pointed out 

above, to include the difference between the concept of the ontological Trinity and the economic 

Trinity, speaks to this.  Therefore, I will keep my response to the particular points somewhat brief. 

 

First, when the article states that the Bible demonstrates that Jesus and God are “not one and the 

same,” and that “Jesus drew clear distinctions between himself and God,” it seems like another 

example of misunderstanding the biblical doctrine of the Trinity (it again assumes Modalism).  

Why?  Because the doctrine of the Trinity clearly states that the three Persons (Father, Son, and 

Holy Spirit) are indeed distinct from each yet, yet coequal and coeternal.   

 

Second, how are we to understand Jesus’ words in John 14:28, “the Father is greater than I”?  

Obviously, those who already reject the Deity of Jesus would instantly see in this statement an 

ontological confession.  However, nothing in or around the text necessitates this; and I’ve already 

pointed out that we must read all of John’s Gospel in light of his prologue, which very clearly 

teaches the Deity of the eternal Word, and the incarnation of the eternal Word, who is Jesus.  

Therefore, we must understand Jesus’ statement in light of His incarnation and the economic 

                                                           
17 The word “truth” in this context refers to the reality of something that was before only given in shadows (see also 
John 1:14-18, where it contrasts Moses’ ministry with Jesus’ ministry).  So, to worship in “truth” is to worship in light 
of Jesus’ fulfillment of the Old Testament shadows and promises. 
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concept of the Trinity.  In other words, there is a functional subordination (note, not an essential 

subordination) of the Son to the Father.  We must also keep in mind that Jesus states this as a 

reason for why His disciples should be joyful of His departure.  Carson’s comment is helpful: “If 

Jesus’ disciples truly loved him, they would be glad that he is returning to his Father, for he is 

returning to the sphere where he belongs, to the glory he had with the Father before the world 

began (17:5), to the place where the Father is undiminished in glory, unquestionably greater than 

the Son in his incarnate state.”18 

 

Third, does Luke 18:19 clearly demonstrate that Jesus didn’t believe Himself to be God?  Not at 

all.  First, nothing in the text even begins to suggest to us that this rich young ruler that came to 

Jesus asking, “Good Teacher, what shall I do to inherit eternal life?,” held the view that Jesus was 

the eternal Son of God incarnate.  If this was his view, then Jesus’ response to the ruler would 

carry greater weight for the Muslim, because He would clearly be correcting the ruler’s view that 

Jesus was God.  This, however, is not the case.  Further, the context of Jesus’ statement (vv, 18-

27) is that of eternal life (or salvation).  Jesus has a wonderful evangelistic opportunity here!  And 

it is in this context that we must understand His statement.  Obviously, considering the context, 

Jesus is using the goodness of God as an evangelistic emphasis and approach.  From the following 

discussion we find that this young ruler thought that he had kept the Law of God, and therefore 

would have been “good”.  He obviously didn’t give much thought to Jesus’ statement that only 

God is good, and instead he went ahead attempting to justify himself. 

 

Fourth, and final, the fact of Jesus seeking to please His Father in all things by perfectly obeying 

His will in no way denies His Deity.  To think it does is to prove too much; not to mention that it 

yet again fails to properly understand the way in which the Persons of the Trinity relate to each 

other.  The concept of Jesus obeying the will of His Father must also be understood in the context 

of the incarnation and Him being the Messiah that is accomplishing the salvation of God’s people.  

When Jesus perfectly obeyed the will of the Father, He did something no human being has ever 

done: “for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God” (Romans 3:23).  This perfect obedience 

was necessary for the accomplishing of redemption (e.g. Galatians 4:4-5; Philippians 2:5-11; 

Hebrews 2:9-18).  Lastly, nothing in Scripture teaches that the Son of God took on flesh and died 

on the cross for sinners against His will.  In fact, Jesus clearly stated that He would lay His life down 

on His own initiative (Matthew 26:47-54; John 2:19-22; 10:17-18; 15:13).  Jesus didn’t go to the 

cross reluctantly, He went to the cross joyfully (Hebrews 12:2).] 

 

Conclusion 

                                                           
18 Carson, D. A. The Gospel According to John. 508. Emphasis is his. 
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The Church recognizes the Bible as the primary source of knowledge about God and Jesus. But 

since the Bible makes it clear that Jesus is not the Supreme Being and the Supreme Being is not 

Jesus, upon what basis have you come to believe otherwise? 

 

[The very basis upon which this concluding statement is made has just been refuted.  Not only has 

it been shown that the author of this article has taken many passages out of context, but it has 

also been shown that he/she clearly misunderstands the doctrine of the Trinity.  I trust that any 

who read this with openness and discernment will see the numerous errors in the author’s 

argumentation.] 

 

My brother or sister, the belief that the Supreme Being is a Trinity is false and completely 

inconsistent with the words of Jesus as presented in the Bible. God is One, not three. He is a perfect 

unity. 

 

[Again, the author doesn’t even properly understand the doctrine of the Trinity, so this claim 

carries no weight to it.  Further, I have demonstrated in my above rebuttals/argumentation that 

many of the passages referenced actually support and prove the Deity of Jesus.   

 

Indeed, God is One (e.g. Deuteronomy 6:4).  This, however, does not mean that He is one in the 

sense of Unitarianism (one person).  God is one in Being, three in Person; there is an essential 

oneness between the three Persons.  We must differentiate between the two terms.  I do intend 

on giving special focus on the doctrine of the Trinity in a different article.] 

 

If you are interested in the truth about God and your relationship to Him, we invite you to 

investigate the religion of Islam. 

 

[Not to be rude to any Muslims that may be reading this, but all that Islam can give you is a religion 

that is disconnected with the facts of history, clearly created by a man who didn’t accurately 

understand the teachings of the Bible and beliefs/practices of Christians.  Further, Islam is, like all 

other false religions, a works-oriented religion; a tipping of the scales.  On the other hand, the 

Christian gospel is about the grace of God, through and through.  Note the following passages as 

an example: 

 



12 
Drew S. C. Mery (2013) 

Romans 3:23-25a “for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God, being justified19 as 

a gift by His grace through the redemption which is in Christ Jesus; whom God displayed 

publicly as a propitiation20 in His blood through faith.” 

 

Romans 4:5 “But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the 

ungodly, his faith is credited as righteousness.” 

 

2 Corinthians 5:21 “He [God] made Him [Jesus Christ] who knew no sin [i.e. was without 

sin] to be sin on our behalf, so that we might become the righteousness of God in Him.” 

[Jesus’ sacrifice was substitutionary.]  

 

Ephesians 2:8-10 “For by grace you have been saved through faith; and that not of 

yourselves, it is the gift of God; not as a result of works, so that no one may boast.  For we 

are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared 

beforehand so that we would walk in them.” [Salvation is not by works; but those who are 

truly saved will certainly engage in good works.] 

 

Romans 8:1 “Therefore there is now no condemnation for those who are in Christ Jesus.” 

 

John 5:24 “Truly, truly, I [Jesus] say to you, he who hears My word, and believes Him who 

sent Me, has eternal life, and does not come into judgment, but has passed out of death 

into life.” 

 

This is the gospel of grace, which is only found in the Bible and Christianity.] 

 

What is the word of God about Jesus? 

 

A. Regarding the Sonship of Jesus: 

 

[The Qur’an demonstrates a misunderstanding of the Trinity (specifically the relationship between 

the Father and Son, which is certainly why Muslims misunderstand the Trinity as well).  The Qur’an 

communicates the idea that Christians believe God had a son by means of physical/sexual relation.  

                                                           
19 Justification pertains to right standing before the holy and righteous Creator-God.  To be justified basically means 
that God, by His grace, forgives our sins and accepts us as righteous in His site, not for anything that we have done 
(for we have sinned against God), but on the basis of the righteousness of Jesus Christ, which is imputed/credited to 
your account by faith in Him and His redeeming work alone.  The one who believes in Jesus Christ is declared 
“Innocent!” in God’s sight, as if they have kept the Law perfectly.  Why?  Because Christ kept it perfectly for them.  
Through Christ we are reconciled to God.  Read the book of Romans. 
20 By “propitiation” is meant that Jesus’ sacrifice appeased or satisfied the just wrath of God against sin and sinners. 
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This, of course, is not what we believe, and it demonstrates a fundamental misunderstanding of 

the Trinity.  I won’t comment on much of the following, as much of this has already been addressed 

above.  It should be briefly noted, however, that the Qur’an comes about 600 years after the life 

of Christ; and not only does it demonstrate a misunderstanding of Christian doctrine, but it at 

times relies on gnostic writings, which came about during the 2nd century (and later), and taught 

some rather strange things concerning Jesus, things that have no historical connection to the 

eyewitnesses of Jesus.21  In other words, when the Qur’an attempts to “correct” Christians in their 

beliefs, it really has no basis for doing so.] 

 

That is Jesus, son of Mary, in word of truth, concerning which they are doubting. It is not for God 

to take a son unto Him. Glory be to Him! When He decrees a thing, He but says to it "Be", and it 

is. (Qur'an 19:34-35) 

 

And they say, 'The All-Merciful has taken unto Himself a son.' You have indeed advanced 

something hideous. The heavens are well nigh rent of it and the earth split asunder, and the 

mountains well nigh fall down crashing for that they have attributed to the All-Merciful to take a 

son. None is there in the heavens and earth but he comes to the All-Merciful as a servant. (Qur'an 

19:88-93) 

 

Truly the likeness of Jesus, in God's sight, is as Adam's likeness; He created him of dust, then said 

He unto him, "Be", and he was. (Qur'an 3:59) 

 

People of the Book, go not beyond the bounds in your religion, and say not as to God but the 

Truth. The Messiah, Jesus, son of Mary, was only the Messenger of God, and His word that He 

committed to Mary, and a spirit from Him. So believe in God and His Messengers, and say not 

'Three', Refrain, better it is for you. God is only One God. Glory be to Him – that He should have a 

son! To Him belongs all that is in the heavens and in the earth, God suffices for a guardian. (Qur'an 

4:171)  

 

B. Regarding Jesus being God: 

 

And when God said, 'O Jesus, son of Mary, did you say unto men, "Take me and my mother as 

gods, apart from God?" He said, 'To You be glory! It is not mine to say what I have no right to. If I 

indeed said it, You knew it, knowing what is within my soul, and I do not know what is within Your 

soul; You know the things unseen. I only said to them what You did command me: "Serve God, my 

                                                           
21 For example, in the Qur’an Jesus is said to have breathed into a clay bird, thus making it have life (Surahs 3:49; 
5:110).  This comes from what’s known as The Infancy Gospel of Thomas, which is a 2nd Century writing, and is one 
of many gnostic writings. 
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Lord and your Lord." And I was a witness over them, while I remained among them; but when You 

did take me to Yourself the Watcher over them; You are the witness over everything. (Qur'an 

5:116-117) 

 

[Both Surah (“Chapter”) 5:116-117 and 4:171 demonstrate a gross misunderstanding of the 

Trinity.  In the Qur’an, the Trinity is clearly presented as God, Jesus, and Mary.  This, however, is 

not the Trinity, nor has it ever been believed or taught to be the Trinity.  Shouldn’t Allah know 

this?  Indeed, if Allah is the true God, then he would know this.  What this demonstrates is that 

the Qur’an is not the word of God, but the word of a man, Muhammad, who is certainly capable 

of error and misunderstanding.]  

 

C. Regarding the Crucifixion of Jesus: 

 

And for their unbelief, and their uttering against Mary a mighty calumny, and for their saying 'We 

slew the Messiah, Jesus son of Mary, the Messenger of God'... yet they did not slay him, neither 

crucified him, only a likeness of that was shown to them. Those who are at variance concerning 

him surely are in doubt regarding him, they have no knowledge of him, except the following of 

surmise; and they did not slay him of certainty... no indeed; God raised him up to Him; God is 

Almighty, All-Wise. There is not one of the people of the Book but will assuredly believe in him 

before his death, and on the Resurrection Day he will be a witness against them. (Qur'an 4:156-

159). 

 

[First, in this passage of the Surah, “their” refers to the Jews.  So, here, it is the Jews who are saying 

“We slew the Messiah, Jesus son of Mary, the Messenger of God.”  What’s wrong with this?  Well, 

the Jews did indeed play a central role in having Jesus crucified, but they didn’t believe He was the 

Messiah.  There was indeed a time when some thought He was the Messiah, and hence they 

attempted to set Him up as king (e.g. John 6:15); but Jesus did not come to establish an earthly 

kingdom, but a spiritual kingdom, not of this world (e.g. John 18:36).  Whereas many followed 

Jesus early on in His ministry, by the end of His ministry very few followed Him, and many wanted 

Him dead.  Therefore, the Jews rejected Him and had Him crucified.  Second, if Allah made the 

person that was crucified look like Jesus, then Allah is responsible for starting the “false” religion 

of Christianity (according to Muslims).  The simple fact of the matter is that some of Jesus’ disciples 

witnessed His crucifixion (e.g. John 19:25-30), and all of His apostles witnessed His resurrection 

(e.g. Luke 24; 1 Corinthians 15:1-8).  The Church has early eye witness attestation of these events.  

The Qur’an comes about 600 years after the life of Jesus and claims, without any historical 

evidence, that it wasn’t really Jesus that was crucified.  I hope to treat the nature and evidence of 

the cross and crucifixion in a separate article.] 
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Conclusion 

This article presents some common objections to the Deity of Jesus Christ, as well as common 

objections to the Trinity.  However, I have shown that this article presents objections to the Deity 

of Jesus based on a misunderstanding of the context of Scripture and the real beliefs of Christians.  

I have also shown that the author of the article repeatedly demonstrates a misunderstanding of 

the Trinity.  What we actually find from the words of Scripture (the Bible) is that Jesus is indeed 

God in the flesh (John 1:1-14).  While Muslims may point to several texts that seem to contradict 

the claim of Deity for Jesus, when we examine such texts in their actual context, we see that they 

do no such thing.  May the Lord use this for His glory, for the strength and edification of Christians, 

and for the salvation of many Muslims. 


