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Homework Notes
CHRISTOLOGY: THE DOCTRINE OF THE PERSON AND WORK OF CHRIST – Part 1
A.
THE PERSON OF CHRIST

1.
His pre-existence and His humanity
1.1.
The pre-existence of Christ

Our life begins with our birth.  Christ existed before His birth.  Where was He? 

Jn 1.1; 3.13,31; 6.33,38,62; 8.58; 17.5.

What kind of nature did He have?  Jn 1.1; Phil 2.6; 11 Cor 8.9.

What did He do?  Jn 1.3; Col 2.15-17; Heb 1.2-3.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

"The Word was God".  There is only one God, who accomplishes certain things in the Person of the Father, other things in the Person of the Son, still yet other things in the Person of the Holy Spirit.  All the divinity of God is found in each one of the three Persons of the Trinity.  The Father is fully God, the Son is fully God, and the Holy Spirit is fully God (Col 2.9; 2 Cor 5.19a RSV).  We must not think of each Person being a part of God.

The title that is most frequently used for Christ is that of "Son of God".  A son has the same nature as his father.  Christ has the same nature as God His Father, therefore, He is equal to Him, an implication which the Jews realised; Jn 5.17-18.

1.2.
The Earthly Life and Humanity of Christ

1.2.1. The Son was sent into the world by the Father.

The Gospel of John uses this term "sent" more than 35 times: See Jn 3.17; 3.34; 5.37 etc ... See also Gal 4.4; Rom 8.3; I Jn 4:9,10,14.

1.2.2. The Son becomes a man.

According to Heb 10.5-10 why did the Son have to take a human body?

Now look at the following verses: Heb 2.14; Jn 1.14; Phil 2.7; 1 Tim 2.5-6. What do they teach?

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

In Rom 5.17,19 Christ is spoken of as being as human as was Adam.  

This is confirmed by the following points.

(a)
What do the following verses say about His birth?  Lu 1.31; Gal. 4.4.

He was born of the Virgin Mary.  The only way to become a human being is to be born one.

(b)
What does Lu 2:40, 52 tell us about our Lord's development?

(c)
To what different areas of life do the following verses refer?

1.
Matt 4.2; Mk 11.12; Jn 4.6.

2.
Matt 9.36; Mk 3.5; Lu 22.44; Jn 11.35; Lu.10.21

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

So we see that Jesus went through every normal experience (see Heb 2.18; 5.78) but He is and was without sin.  Although He was tempted, He never yielded to temptation. (see Heb 4.15; I Peter 1.19; II Cor 5.21; Jn 8.29,46; Jn 14.30.)

Look at the following passages, indicate the speaker and what he said about Jesus:

(a) 
Matt 27.4

(b) 
Lu 23.41

(c)
Lu 23.4,14, 15.

2.
The Deity of Jesus Christ

2.1
In becoming Man He did not cease to be God.

2.1.1.
What divine attributes are ascribed to Jesus in the following passages?

a.
Matt.28.18,20 (two attributes here)

b.
Jn. 2.24,25; 4.29; 16.30; Col.2.3 (one attribute to which all these

passages testify)

2.1.2.
What divine privileges are exercised by Jesus in the following passages?

a. 
Mk. 2.7

b.
Matt. 2.11; 14.33 (compare Matt.4.10)

c.
Jn. 5,21,26.

 d.

Jn.5.22,27 and Matt.25.31-46

e.
Jn.14.1

2.1.3.
"Christ" is the Greek translation of "Messiah".  What evidence do the following passages in the Old Testament give that the Messiah would be more than just a man?

a.
Ps.2.7,12 (quoted Heb.1.5)

b.
Ps.45.6 (quoted Heb.1.8-9)

c. Ps.110.1 (quoted Heb.1.13)

d. Is.9.6 ……………………. Jer.23.6 ………………………..

e. Dan. 7:13-14 (quoted Matt.26.64) …………………………

f. Mic. 5:2 ……………………………………

g. Mal. 3:1 and Is. 40:3 (quoted Mark 1.2) ……………………

2.1.4
What divine names are attributed to Jesus Christ in the following New Testament passages?

Jn.20.28 ……………….. Col.2.9 ………………. Tit.2.13 and 3.4 ………………

2.1.5
Look up the following key passages and write one or two phrases which affirm the deity of Jesus Christ:

John 1.1-18...............................................………….............................……….

Philippians 2.5-11...............................................…..............................……….

Col.1.12-20...............................................………...…...........................……….

Col.2.9……………………………………………….....….........................……….

Hebrews chapters 1 and 2.............................…........…......................……….

...............................................……………………….......…....................……….

NOW READ "MAJOR BIBLE THEMES CHAPTERS 7 AND 8 (pages 52-59)

3. 
Errors denying either the deity or the humanity of Christ
Already in the New Testament we read of those who professed to believe in Christ but who denied either:

(i) His deity (the Pharisees in the Gospels see especially Jn.5.18 and 10.31-33) or;

(ii) His humanity (1 John 4.2-3 and 2 John 7 and 10).  

These tendencies became more evident in the three following centuries, and the following heresies are to be noted, if only because the same ideas have recurred again and again, though under different names:

3.1
Docetism

"The assertion that Christ's human body was a phantasm, and that His sufferings and death were mere appearance.  'If he suffered he was not God; if he was God he did not suffer.”
This was contested by Ignatius, Bishop of Antioch (c.112):

"There is one physician, fleshly and spiritual, begotten and unbegotten, God in man, true life in death, both of Mary and of God, first passable then impassible, Jesus Christ our Lord.."

"For we have shown that the Son of God did not then begin to exist since he existed with the Father always; but when he was incarnate and made man, he recapitulated (or summed up) in himself the long line of the human race, procuring for us salvation thus summarily, so that what we had lost in Adam, that is, the being in the image and likeness of God, that we should regain in Christ Jesus."

3.2
Gnosticism

Gnosticism endeavored to reinterpret Christian theology in terms of Greek thought, which thought of the body as inferior to the spirit, the source of sin.  Therefore Christ could not have had a truly human body.  This is already being combated in the New Testament by Paul (Epistle to the Colossians) and John (lst and 2nd epistles - see above), and was refuted by Irenaeus, who is also our main source for the teachings of its best-known advocates, Saturninus, Basilides, Cerinthus and Marcion (c 160).

3.3. Adoptionism (2nd century)

Theodotius of Byzantium taught that Christ was a perfect man whom God adopted as His Son.  Christ was the greatest of the prophets.  This view in various forms has been propagated by different teachers down to the present day and many of our contemporaries would admit that Christ is the greatest Man and the finest Teacher Who ever lived while refusing categorically any concept of His being at the same time God.

3.4
Modalism (2nd century) (sometimes known as Monarchianism)

This teaching affirmed that the names of Father, Son and Holy Spirit signify three successive manifestation-- ('modes") of God: i.e. in the Old Testament God reveals Himself as Father, in the Gospels He comes in the person of Jesus Christ and when Jesus disappears from the scene God works as the Holy Spirit.  This view is answered by those passages in which Father, Son and Holy Spirit appear at the same time.  Can you name some of the passages? This heresy is sometimes called Sabellianism, from the name of Sabellius, but was first taught by Praxias in the 2nd century.  He was refuted by Tertullian, who declared, "He says that the Father himself descended into the virgin, was himself
born of her, himself suffered; in fact that he himself was Jesus Christ.  It was Praxeas who first brought this kind of perversity from Asia to Rome he put the Paraclete to flight and crucified the Father." (Tertullian, Adv.  Praxeam, l).

3.5 Arianism (4th century)

This was by far the biggest threat to orthodox belief.  Arius was a priest of Alexander who declared that since there was only one God who has created all things, the "Word" or "Son" was the first created being, created before time, holy, Son of God, but of a different nature from the Father.  Arius denied the deity of the Son and of the Holy Spirit.

Arius wrote, "We are persecuted because we say that the Son has a beginning, but God is without beginning we say that he (the Son) is from what is not ... he is neither part of God nor derived from any substance ....

The first ecumenical council of Nicea (325) affirmed the biblical teaching declaring that the Son is "consubstantial" (of the same substance as) with the Father, using the Greek word HOMO-OUSIOS ("of the same nature as").  This creed is reproduced below.

The Arians fought to replace "homoousios" ("the same") by "homoios" ("similar").  If these two words differ only in that the second has an additional "il”, their meaning is fundamentally opposed.  The decisions of Nicea were opposed.  Only Athanasius resisted this massive departure from the faith, and was twice exiled.  It was said that in 360 "the world groaned and marveled at finding itself Arian": Church and Pope had accepted Arian restatements of the faith.  Hilary and Athanasius however gradually won over the waverers and the Nicene faith and formula were vindicated at the council of Constantinople in 381.

From then until now, orthodox Christianity has been characterised and distinguished by its affirmation of the deity of Christ.  We take this doctrine virtually for granted, but the position was won after tremendous pressure on the Church of that time to accept less than the affirmation of the full deity of Christ.  If this had happened, there would be no Church today.
The Creed of Nicaea (325 ad)

We believe in one God the Father All-sovereign, maker of all things visible and invisible, and in one Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God, begotten of the Father, only begotten, that is, of the substance (Gk ek tes ousias tou patros) of the Father, God of God, Light of Light, true God of true God, begotten not made, of one substance (Gk homousion ) with the Father, through whom all things were made, things in heaven and things on the earth; who for us men and for our salvation came down and was made flesh, and became man (gk. enanthropesanta, taking on Himself all that makes man man), suffered, and rose on the third day, ascended into the heavens, is coming to judge living and dead.  And in the Holy Spirit.

And those that say 'There was when he was not,' and, 'Before he was begotten he was not,' and that 'He came into being from what-is-not', or those that allege, that the Son of God is 'of another substance or essence' or 'created,

or 'changeable'

or 'alterable'

these the Catholic and Apostolic Church anathematizes.

(The so-called 'Nicene' Creed in the Church of England Book of Common Prayer is an orthodox and worthy statement but it dates from much later)

4.
The two natures of Christ.
In Jesus Christ, we have a unique Person who is fully human in His psychological and physical make-up and yet at the same time fully divine, "of the whole deity possessed".  He is not 50% man and 50% God, He is 100% Man and at the same time 100% God.  As they searched for a way to express this truth, theologians of the fifth century formulated the doctrine of the "two natures".  We have one nature, our human nature.  Jesus Christ has two natures, His human nature, derived from Mary and His divine nature, which always existed.

He is not however a dual personality.  These two natures are fully integrated in the same person.  We cannot say, for example, that at one time He is acting as man and at another time He is acting at God.  Everything He does He does as Man and as God.  To express this truth we say that the two natures subsist in one Person.

In Jesus Christ we contemplate the wonder of a fully human nature and a completely divine nature in one Person.

When we have said this, we have not understood it.  This doctrine sets limits, it does not explain truths which are not irrational, but rather suprarational, so wonderful that we cannot comprehend them.  Today we are prepared to accept that the truths of quantum physics are beyond the understanding of most of us.  The truths of theology are ultimately beyond the understanding of all of us!

Man does not like such mysteries.  What he does not understand he cannot fully control, and this is anathema to a sinful human nature that desperately wants to be in control.  Thinkers down the ages have refused this "transcendent" element in doctrine, and have endeavored to reduce it to something man can understand.  Heresies are attempts to simplify the incomprehensible.  But the simplification is at the cost of the truth, and in this realm it leaves us either with a Saviour who is human but not divine, or divine but not human.  In other words, it leaves us without a Saviour....

4.1 Errors concerning the relationship between the two natures.

As thinkers grappled with this truth, they came up with explanations which were found wanting.  The value of looking at these ancient heresies, rejected finally by the Church of the 5th century, is that they keep reappearing!

4.1.1.
"Appolinarius...held that in Christ the logos (divine nature) took the place of the human soul (i.e. the rational soul, or mind."

Gregory of Naziansus, Archbishop of Constantinople, replied (380/1), "Do not let men deceive themselves and others by saying that the 'Man of the-Lord,' which is the title they give to him who is rather 'Our Lord and God,' is without a human mind.

... If anyone has put his trust in him as a man without a human mind, he is himself devoid of mind and unworthy of salvation.  For what he has not assumed he has not healed; it is what is united to his Deity that is saved.....

This error was condemned at Constantinople in 381.

4.1.2.
Nestorius (Bishop of Constantinople, 428-431) explained the two natures of Christ in this way: Jesus Christ was really two persons, a human person in whom a divine person lived.  Where Apollinarius stresses the deity of Christ, Nestorius stresses our Lord's humanity.  His teacher, Theodore of -Mopsuestia, "illustrated the union (or conjunction ... ) by the union of husband and wife, who become 'one flesh' while remaining two separate ... persons.'' Nestorianism was opposed by Cyril, Bishop of Alexandria (412-414) and condemned by the Council of Ephesus in 471.

4.1.3.
Eutyches resisted the ideas of Nestorius, but went to the other extreme.  Christ was one person with one nature, which was a mixture of the divine nature with the human nature.  The human nature was totally absorbed by the divine nature.  "I admit that our Lord was of two natures before the union, but after the union one nature" he declared.  The answer to this heresy was formulated in a masterly fashion by Leo, Bishop of Rome (440-461): Christ had both a divine nature and a human nature but was nevertheless one person.  The divine nature was preserved from human weakness; the human nature was not changed or diminished by its association with His divinity.  But Leo introduced the idea of the "communication of the attributes".  We can attribute the characteristics of one nature to the other.  It is legitimate therefore to say, "The Son of Man came from Heaven" or "The Son of God was crucified".

This summary of the doctrine of Christ was approved by the Council of Chalcedon in 451, and it has never been bettered.

The Definition of Chalcedon, 451

... we acknowledge one and the same Son, our Lord Jesus Christ, at once complete in Godhead and complete in manhood, truly God and truly man, consisting also of a reasonable soul and body; of one substance (homousios) with the Father as regards his Godhead, and at the same time of one substance with us as regards his manhood; like us in all respects, apart from sin; as regards his Godhead, begotten of the Father before the ages, but yet as regards his manhood begotten for us men and for our salvation, of Mary the Virgin, the God-bearer (theotokos); one and the same Christ, Son, Lord, only begotten, recognised IN TWO NATURES, WITHOUT CONFUSION, WITHOUT CHANGE, WITHOUT DIVISION, WITHOUT SEPARATION; the distinction of natures being in no way annulled by the union, but rather the characteristics of each nature being preserved and coming together to form ONE PERSON and subsistence (hupostasis), not as parted or separated into two persons, but one and the same Son and Only-begotten God the Word, Lord Jesus Christ; even as the prophets from earliest times spoke of him, and our Lord Jesus Christ himself taught us, and the creed of the Fathers has handed down to us.

(Credal and other texts quoted from "Documents of the Christian Church" by Bettensoh (OUP 1943)).

The credal expressions of Nicaea and Chalcedon were included in the Reformed Confessions, such as that of Westminster:

"The Son of God, the second person in the Trinity, being very and eternal God, of one substance, and equal with the Father, did, when the fullness of time was come, take upon him man's nature, with all the essential properties and common infirmities thereof, yet without sin; being conceived by the power of the Holy Ghost, in the womb of the Virgin Mary, of her substance.  So that two whole, perfect and distinct natures, the Godhead and the manhood, were inseparably joined together in one person, without conversion, composition, or confusion.  Which person is very God and ver man, yet one Christ, the only Mediator between God and man." Chapter VIII section II

Larger Catechism

Q.36
Who is the Mediator of the covenant of Grace?

A.
The only Mediator of the covenant of grace is the Lord Jesus Christ, who, being the eternal Son of God, of one substance and equal with the Father in the fullness of time became man, and so was and continues to be God and man, in two entire distinct natures, and one person, for ever. (See also questions 38-40)
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