
Chapter 10: History Class –Trinity Doctrine & Scriptural Shenanigans 

https://diogenesofmayberry.com/manifest-insanity/ 

“As to your point about the New Testament supporting the Trinity doctrine, that is not entirely true, either. Constantine 
and the Trinitarian Church fathers had backed the Church into a scriptural corner, and once this doctrine had been decided 
theologians needed to scour the Bible to find justifications for the new position. One problem, it was not there. Oops! Holy 
Christopher, what were they going to do now? Within one hundred years from the Council of Nicaea, Augustine was insisting 
that the Bible needed to be reinterpreted in such a way to make it support the recently proclaimed Trinity doctrine. Or, as he 
wrote in On The Trinity, ‘First, however, we must demonstrate, according to the authority of the Holy Scriptures, whether 
the faith be so.’ 

“Well now, isn’t that conveeeeeeenient,” Jeff said in his best Dana Carvey imitation of the Church Lady on Saturday 
Night Live. “Hey guys, if we can’t find the proof, we’ll just make it up as we go along, and tell the flock that’s how we, quote, 
interpret it, unquote. However, Augustine’s imaginary interpretation was challenged by another bishop, the Arian Maximinus 
of Madauros, In 427 or 428, Augustine and Maximinus got into a spirited debate in Augustine’s diocese of Hippo, where 
Maximinus, through his comprehensive mastery of biblical references, wiped the floor with the elderly Augustine: 

If you say something reasonable, I shall have to agree. If you produce from the divine scriptures something 
that we all share, we shall have to listen. But those words which are not found in the scriptures are under no 
circumstance accepted by us, especially since the Lord warns us [Matthew 15:9], saying, ‘But in vain they do 
worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.’ . . . 

. . . If you ask for my faith, I hold that faith which was not only stated, but was also ratified at Ariminum by 
the signatures of three hundred and thirty bishops. . . . 

. . . We believe the scriptures, and we venerate the divine scriptures. We do not want a single particle of a 
letter to perish, for we fear the threat that is stated [Deuteronomy 4:2) in these divine scriptures, ‘Woe to 
those who take away or add.’. . . 

. . . We ought to accept all the things that are brought forth from the holy scriptures with full veneration. The 
divine scripture has not come as a source of our instruction so that we might correct it. . . . 

. . . The truth is not obtained by argumentation, but is proved by certain testimonies. For this reason you 
ought to produce testimonies that the Holy Spirit is God . . . 

“Additionally, given that the Church has historically had a problem with logic, Thomas Aquinas decided to throw in the 
towel altogether, as he concluded that the doctrine could only be proven through faith. As Tommy said in his masterpiece 
of theological fertilizer, Summa Theologica, ‘It is impossible to attain to the knowledge of the Trinity by natural reason. . . . 
Whoever, then, tries to prove the Trinity of persons by natural reason, derogates from faith in two ways.’ Don’t question 
what we tell you, just believe everything we say. Sit, stay, heel. Good boy, here’s a communion wafer. Please open your 
hymnals to page thirteen and sing along with me: ‘Holy, holy, holy; deceitful and dodgy! God in three persons, blessed 
trickery.’” 

“Your humor is not appreciated,” Mr. Hand growled. 
“It’s not? Okay, well perhaps some more proof. The Unitarians and the Mormons reject the doctrine of the Trinity, as 

they acknowledge—accurately, for once—that this doctrine is not original to Christianity. What ultimately became orthodox 
Christian doctrine, but only after the divinity of Jesus was officially declared following the Ecumenical Councils centuries 
after his death, was reflected by changes in the New Testament texts.” 

“What are you talking about?” Linda asked tersely. 
“I’m talking about what Professor Ehrman documented thoroughly in The Orthodox Corruption of Scripture, that the 

Trinitarians started changing the texts to make the writings reflect what they wanted them to say, as he wrote: 

Proto-orthodox scribes of the second and third centuries occasionally modified their texts of Scripture in 
order to make them coincide more closely with the christological views embraced by the party that would 
seal its victory at Nicaea and Chalcedon. . . . 

. . . The proto-orthodox Christology, then, emerged as a direct response to these alternative perspectives and 
was distinguished by the paradoxes of its pedigree: Jesus Christ was both God and man, one indivisible being, 
eternal yet born of the virgin Mary, an immortal who died for the sins of the world. 

“What passages were changed?” asked Mr. Hand. 
“One of the alternative perspectives about Jesus floating around in the early years was held by a group known as the 

Adoptionists. Through his exemplary righteousness, Jesus came to be adopted as the son of God at his baptism, or as others 
thought at the resurrection; hence the adoptionist name of the sect. This group felt that Jesus was fully human, and they, 
like the Ebionites, rejected the silly idea of a virgin birth. The proto-orthodox camp was appalled by the blatant heresy of 
other sects claiming that Jesus was anything short of completely divine. In response, orthodox scribes made some changes 
to the wording of certain passages and modified them in such a way that they could not be misinterpreted and used by other 
sects in support of opposing beliefs. In a way, this is where the fundamentalist belief in literal interpretations came from, as 
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the proto-orthodox believers insisted that the scriptures could not be interpreted in a different way—other than how they 
wrote them, of course. 

“For example, given the proto-orthodox belief in the virgin birth, scribes modified passages like Luke 2:42 and 48 which 
referred to the parents of Jesus in the original text. By changing the wording to make it less open to interpretation, this passage 
was changed from Joseph being one of the parents to stating, ‘Joseph and his mother.’ Or, as it is listed in our King James 
Version, the plural, they, was used in place of parents.” 

“How do scholars know these passages have been changed?” Mr. Hand inquired. 
“By comparing the various manuscripts that have survived against each other, looking at the approximate dates of when 

each was written, and how the changes were then perpetuated in later as compared to the earlier versions. In this way, the 
original Gospels were corrupted by the early proto-orthodox scribes. For example, the passage from Matthew 28:19 sounds 
suspiciously like an addition that came hundreds of years after Matthew was written, only after the Trinity doctrine became 
officially enshrined at Nicaea: ‘Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost.’ Schweitzer gave his insights on this verse, as well: The command to baptize in Matt. 28:19 is 
questionable . . . it implies the doctrine of the Trinity and, consequently, the metaphysical Divine Sonship of Jesus. . . . It is 
inconsistent with the earliest traditions regarding the practice of baptism in the Christian community, for in the earliest times, 
as we learn from the Acts and from Paul, it was the custom to baptize, not in the name of the Trinity, but in the name of 
Jesus.’” 

“Even Isaac Newton undertook his own studies into falsified Trinity references that had crept their way into established 
doctrine, rather than just accepting these myths that have perpetuated through the ages and have become accepted as time-
honored truths.” 

“What are you talking about? Newton was a scientist, not a theologian,” Mr. Hand scoffed. 
“Indeed, he was a scientist, but he was also keenly interested in the Bible and scriptural study. He was also most definitely 

very anti-Trinitarian, but that fact was never revealed until well after his death, as it was against the law during his day to make 
blasphemous statements, and the very act of denying the Trinity was punishable by death. So, naturally, he was smart enough 
to keep his mouth shut. As a result of this hostile situation to rational and open criticism, his in-depth biblical analysis, An 
Historical Account of Two Notable Corruptions of Scripture, wasn’t published until almost thirty years after his death. For this book, 
he thoroughly researched two specific passages, 1 John 5:7 and 1 Timothy 3:16, back to their original Greek texts. Newton 
found that subtle changes in favor of Trinitarian thinking had altered the original meanings and changed the context of these 
passages in the Latin versions. 

“In the King James Version of 1 John 5:7, the phrase, ‘in heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these 
three are one,’ is referred to by scholars as the Comma Johanneum. This bit never existed in the original Greek texts, but it 
was added to Latin versions of the Bible, which became included in later European translations. Current revised translations 
leave this portion out altogether, or footnote it with a description highlighting its late addition. 

“Similarly, a word in the passage from 1 Timothy 3:16 which declared ‘God was manifest in the flesh,’ was modified by 
Trinitarian scribes from its original meaning. Initially, it read he was manifest in the flesh, but it was later rewritten as God 
to give Jesus an overtly divine status. And, just like the Comma Johanneum, some current revised versions switch it back 
again to the original wording. 

“In another book by Professor Ehrman, Misquoting Jesus: The Story Behind Who Changed the Bible and Why, he encapsulated 
the shenanigans of these subtle changes and insertions: 

 In sum, a number of passages in our surviving manuscripts appear to embody the apologetic concerns of 
the early Christians, especially as these relate to the founder of their faith, Jesus himself. Just as with 
theological conflicts in the early church, the question of the role of women, and the controversies with Jews, 
so too with the disputes raging between Christians and their cultured despisers among the pagans: all of these 
controversies came to affect the texts that were eventually to become part of the book that we now call the 
New Testament, as this book—or rather set of books—was copied by nonprofessional scribes in the second 
and third centuries, and occasionally came to be altered in light of the contexts of their day. 

Still not convinced, Mr. Hand asked, “So, what does any of this prove?” 
“It amply demonstrates that later scribes very deliberately ‘trinitized’ their copies of the Bible in support of this 

imaginary claim for the divinity of Jesus, particularly in the Vulgate. It also proves that the fundamentalist Christian belief 
in the inerrancy of the Bible is quite clearly wrong, as the Roman Catholic texts—which influenced the King James 
Version—do not match the Greek texts due to these fictional additions. These modified passages are proof that the 
biblical text, as it appears today, are not the original writings that fundamentalists pledge their literal and unthinking loyalty 
towards.” 
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