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“So whoever denies the Trinity must also deny the New Testament, and whoever upholds the New Testament as Holy Scripture must also affirm the Trinity.” – Ken Collins

This is a very blunt statement, but it makes some sense.  The canon of scripture was interlaced with the Nicene Council and many of its members, who were defenders against heresy in the early church.  If we deny that those members had an accurate hearing from the Holy Spirit about the doctrine of the Trinity, then we must also question whether the canon of scripture was given by the Spirit.  Perhaps half of our New Testament is heresy, if in fact the doctrine of the trinity, confirmed at the same council, is heresy. 
The Lamb
Rev 5:1 And I saw in the right hand of him that sat on the throne a book written within and on the backside, sealed with seven seals.2  And I saw a strong angel proclaiming with a loud voice, Who is worthy to open the book, and to loose the seals thereof?3  And no man in heaven, nor in earth, neither under the earth, was able to open the book, neither to look thereon.4  And I wept much, because no man was found worthy to open and to read the book, neither to look thereon.5  And one of the elders saith unto me, Weep not: behold, the Lion of the tribe of Juda, the Root of David, hath prevailed to open the book, and to loose the seven seals thereof.6 And I beheld, and, lo, in the midst of the throne and of the four beasts, and in the midst of the elders, stood a Lamb as it had been slain, having seven horns and seven eyes, which are the seven Spirits of God sent forth into all the earth.7  And he came and took the book out of the right hand of him that sat upon the throne.8  And when he had taken the book, the four beasts and four and twenty elders fell down before the Lamb, having every one of them harps, and golden vials full of odours, which are the prayers of saints. 9  And they sung a new song, saying, Thou art worthy to take the book, and to open the seals thereof: for thou wast slain, and hast redeemed us to God by thy blood out of every kindred, and tongue, and people, and nation;

In Revelation 5:1-9 we read that God, who was seated on the throne held a scroll. But no one was worthy to open it! Finally, the Lamb of God [Jesus] takes the scroll and opens it. Only He can open it, because He was slain. The Father on the throne is not worthy to open the scroll, only the Lamb is! In this story, both the Father on the throne and the Lamb are worshipped.  This is the clearest picture of distinct persons in the Godhead. Of course, David Bernard attempts to make this an easy out by claiming that Revelation is so symbolic.  I suppose if some symbology is used we should throw an entire book out?  Even if elements of symbolism were present, there is no denial that Revelation 5 speaks of different entities of the Godhead who are simultaneously praised. Surely the lamb wouldn’t be the “flesh” part of Jesus in Heaven, as Bernard would suggest.  Bernard cannot keep on pointing back to the “duality” of Christ.  This duality taken to extreme makes two distinct Christ’s; the “flesh” and the “Spirit”, each with different wills and personalities.  Sorry, but the flesh is not an entity in and of itself, apart from the spirit. 
Two or Three Witnesses

Jn 5:37  And the Father himself, which hath sent me, hath borne witness of me. Ye have neither heard his voice at any time, nor seen his shape.
1 Tim 5:19  Against an elder receive not an accusation, but before two or three witnesses. 20  Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fear.21  I charge thee before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, and the elect angels, that thou observe these things without preferring one before another, doing nothing by partiality.

In God’s holy law, the witness of one person was not valid (Dt 17:6, Num 35:30, Dt 19:15).  We see from John 5:37 (above) that Christ clearly was attesting to His identity by witness of Himself and the Father.  Surely the father is not a liar, who would masquerade as different persons to make it appear as though there are several witnesses in order to fulfill the law.  In 1 Tim 5:19, Paul charges Timothy before three witnesses:  God (Father), Jesus Christ, and the angels (as a whole).  He did this to demonstrate not accepting testimony (or a charge for that matter) without at least two distinct witnesses.
John 1 – The Word was not just an idea
Jn 1:1 In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God.2  The same was in the beginning with God…14  And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us.
David Bernard suggests that the “Word” was an idea of the father that expressed itself into the incarnation.  Acutally, it specifically says that the “Word” itself became flesh.  “Word” is the subject of the sentence.  “Flesh” is what the word became.  Jesus’ name is the “Word”.  In Revelation 19, when the Son of God comes riding in of a white horse with flaming eyes of fire, “His name is called The Word of God” (Rev 19:13).  Surely the “Word” is not just a thought of God, but rather a title for Christ.  Therefore reading John 1 substituting the name of Christ makes the distinction clear:  “In the beginning was Christ, Christ was with God, and Christ was God.”  This shows unity and distinction at the same time; exactly what Trinitiarianism teaches.
Clear statements of plurality of person
Gen 1:26  And God said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth.
John 14:23 "If a man love me, he will keep my words: and my Father will love him, and we will come unto him, and make our abode with him."
David Bernard does a lot of explaining to try to make these verses go away, but it is what it is; a plurality in the Godhead.  Jesus says that, “we” will make our abode with him.  By the indwelling Spirit, we have the presence of all three persons of the Godhead.
The Lord said to My Lord

Acts 2:34  For David is not ascended into the heavens: but he saith himself, The LORD said unto my Lord, Sit thou on my right hand,35  Until I make thy foes thy footstool.36  Therefore let all the house of Israel know assuredly, that God hath made that same Jesus, whom ye have crucified, both Lord and Christ.
In defending the identity of Christ as the Son of God, Peter refers to Psalm 110:1, which clearly states that God the Father said to the “Lord”, “Sit though on my right hand”.  This is an evident reference of The Father speaking to a separate person, the Son.  Obviously, the Father is not traversing back and forth between modes to have a conversation with Himself.  Another evidence of this distinctness of personality is evident when John writes: 
1Jo 2:1  My little children, these things write I unto you, that ye sin not. And if any man sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous:
Christ is our advocate before the Father.  The Greek word for “advocate” means:  “one who pleads another’s cause before a judge, a pleader, counsel for defense, legal assistant, an advocate”.  This means there is an intermediate person defending a person’s righteousness before the Father; a high priest; an intercessor.  These titles all imply a separate entity who is dealing with the person of the Father.  Jesus said, “At that day ye shall ask in my name: and I say not unto you, that I will pray the Father for you” (Jn 16:26).  This is clearly an interaction between two distinct personalities.  Though the Oneness teachers are trying to refute that the trinity doesn’t make sense, they themselves are alienating many verses which would no longer make sense if God and Christ were the exact same person of the Godhead.

The Baptism of Christ
Mat 3:16 And Jesus, when he was baptized, went up straightway out of the water: and, lo, the heavens were opened unto him, and he saw the Spirit of God descending like a dove, and lighting upon him:17  And lo a voice from heaven, saying, This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased.

In the above passage we see three distinct persons of the Godhead appearing simultaneously.  Surely, God did not switch between the three sequentially.  For this would leave any one of them God-less while God was manifesting in the other one.  God was fully in all three at once.  God referred to Jesus as a separate person than Himself. He was not just referring to the flesh of Jesus’ body.  He was referring to the whole person of Christ, who is fully God and fully man. 
Acts 10:38 How God anointed Jesus of Nazareth with the Holy Ghost and with power: who went about doing good, and healing all that were oppressed of the devil; for God was with him.

Clearly, we see three functions here by three persons of the Godhead.  The Father anointing (not manifesting or changing into mode) the Son with the Holy Spirit.  Then the Son had the power of the Holy Ghost to perfom miracles on earth, just as Christians do per the Baptism of the Holy Spirit (Acts 1:8).  The Spirit came upon Christ as He comes upon New Testament believers.  Surely, we are not God, yet are anointing by the Holy Ghost.  Why would we think that Christ’s experience was different?

All Three Persons Mentioned Simultaneously

Matt 28:19  Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost

2 Cor 13:14  The grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the communion of the Holy Ghost, be with you all. Amen.

No where in the Old Testament do you see the construct of the above passage, using different names of the same God for different things he gives, all in one sentence.  David Bernard’s explanation of this verse is not very convincing.  A simple glance of it shows three distinct persons.  All three persons of the godhead demonstrate all three of the benefits listed.  A more believable separation would be “Healing from Jehovah Rapha, and the provision of Jehovah Jireh”.  These would relate specific functions of a name of God, and could mean that they are all the same person of the Godhead doing different things, but 2 Cor 13:14 (above) does not have that construct.

Different “wills” = Different Personalities
“Father, if thou be willing, remove this cup from me: nevertheless not my will, but thine, be done.” (Lk 22:42)

“For I came down from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of him that sent me.” (Jn 6:38)

If Jesus' will and the Father's will were the same, then why did Jesus even have to resign His will to the Father’s will? Wouldn’t he have said, "Not My will, but My will be done?"  David Bernard stresses that this is the “flesh” Jesus who has a different will than the Spirit of Jesus.  This cannot be true in this case.  Though it is true that the “the flesh lusteth against the Spirit, and the Spirit against the flesh: and these are contrary the one to the other” (Gal 5:17), Jesus refers to a past event: coming down from Heaven.  When He came down from Heaven, His will was differentiated from the Fathers.  When Christ was coming down from Heaven, this was prior to Him having a body of flesh.  In the glory realm, prior to being robed in flesh, Christ came not do His own will, but the Father’s.
Theophanies of God in the Old Testament

Jn 1:18  No man hath seen God at any time; the only begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared him.

Jn 6:46  Not that any man hath seen the Father, save he which is of God, he hath seen the Father.

Clearly the above verses teach that no one in the Old Testament had actually seen the Father.  Bernard teaches that God was in the “Father” mode in the Old Testament.  But wasn’t God seen in the OT by Moses and Abraham in a tangible fashion:  
Exo. 6:2 And God spake unto Moses, and said unto him, I am the LORD:3  And I appeared unto Abraham, unto Isaac, and unto Jacob, by the name of God Almighty, but by my name JEHOVAH was I not known to them.
Num. 12:6  And he said, Hear now my words: If there be a prophet among you, I the LORD will make myself known unto him in a vision, and will speak unto him in a dream.7  My servant Moses is not so, who is faithful in all mine house.8  With him will I speak mouth to mouth, even apparently, and not in dark speeches; and the similitude of the LORD shall he behold: wherefore then were ye not afraid to speak against my servant Moses?
But, Jesus said no one has seen the Father.  If “God Almighty” were appearing to the patriarchs, then who was He?  Obviously they didn’t see the Father, or Jesus is a liar.  If they saw some other “mode” of the Father, would they not still have seen the Father?  Wouldn’t any “mode” of the Father still be the Father?  If not, then Oneness is not far from Trinitarianism.  I would argue that they saw some other personality of the Godhead.  John 1:18 says that “he [the Son] hath declared Him.”  Any similitude of the Father was most likely the Son, Jesus.
