THE SON OF GOD

In the history of theological thought, the expression ‘Son of God’ denotes the essential deity of Jesus Christ. He is the Son of God, God the Son, the second person of the triune Godhead
(1) Meaning of ‘Son of God’

The term ‘son of God’ can be used in different ways

(1) all ‘creatures’ of God owe their existence to the immediate creative activity of God (eg. Malachi 2:10; Acts 17:28)

(2) ‘child of God’ can be used to describe the relationship people can sustain to God as the special objects of His loving care (eg. Exodus 4:22 of Israel; Romans 8:14,19; Galatians 3:26; 4:5 of Christians)
(3) the messianic Davidic King is the son of God (2 Samuel 7:14). This usage implies nothing about the divine nature of the messiah

(4) Jesus is the Son of God because He is God and partakes of the divine nature

John 20:31 John in his gospel prologue presents Jesus as the Son of God, the 

                    Logos, who was personally pre-existent, was Himself God, and 

                    became incarnate to reveal God to humanity

Romans 8:3 God sent His Son in the likeness of sinful flesh to do for humanity

                      what the Law could not do
Hebrews 4:14 by placing the two titles side by side “Jesus, the Son of God”

                        the writer suggests the two natures of Jesus Christ

(2) Messianic Son of God in Judaism

2 Samuel 7:12-16 looking beyond the immediate descendants of David to the 

                              greater descendant, the messianic Son of God

Psalm 89:27-29 his throne is established “as long as the heaven endures”

Psalm 2:6-9 the psalm looks beyond David to a greater king and son
While there is Old Testament background for messianic sonship, the expression “Son of God” never became a familiar messianic term. However a reference in Qumran literature to the Davidic Messiah from 2 Samuel 7:14 leaves room that it may have been thought of this way in Jesus’ day

(3) The Divine Man

In oriental religions, all kings were thought to be ‘begotten’ from gods. Greek culture spoke of men and women possessing divine power and so working miracles 
(4) “Son of God” in the Gospels

In the synoptic gospels Jesus never uses the full term “son of God” of Himself, despite its frequent use in the epistles.

· Jesus is called God’s “Son” at His baptism by the voice from heaven (Mark 1:11) and at the Transfiguration (Mark 9:7) 
· the wilderness temptations centred on whether Jesus really was  the Son of God (Matthew 4:3,6)
· demons recognised Him as the Son of God (Mark 5:7)
· the High Priest challenged Jesus as to whether He really was “the Son of the Blessed One” (Mark 14:61)

· Matthew adds “Son of God” in several places where Mark doesn’t have it (14:33; 16:10; 27:40; 27:43)

“Son of God” is not the equivalent to Messiah.” The Messiah is a Son of David, divinely anointed to establish the Kingdom of God in power. Jesus is recognised as the Son of God because of His power over the spirit world (Mark 3:11; 5:7)

· Matthew 27:41-43 clearly the religious leaders believed Jesus had claimed to 

                                     be not only the Messiah but also the Son of God

(5) The Baptism

Mark 1:10,11 these words from heaven bring together Psalm 2:7 “You are my

                       Son” and Isaiah 42:1 “Here is my servant, whom I uphold, my

                       chosen one in whom I delight”

· “well pleased” = “on whom my good pleasure has settled” involving choice
· “beloved” = sometimes a synonym for “only”

      ie. “This is my only Son; Him I have chosen”

· sonship and messianic status are not synonymous; sonship is the prior ground and basis of Jesus’ election to fulfill His messianic office as the servant of the Lord

· the voice from heaven confirmed what Jesus knew was His standing as the Son of God, and it was this standing that was being tested in the wilderness temptations (Matthew 4:3,6)

· “This is my Son” describes Jesus’ permanent status. He does not become the Son; He is the Son, and it is sonship that precedes messiahship. If Jesus was not the Son of God, He could not be the Messiah
(6) The Temptation

Matthew 4:3,6 not “if you are the Messiah …” but “if you are the Son of God …”

Mark 1:24 recognition by demons was immediate and direct, not through 

                  observation of Jesus deeds or listening to Jesus’ words. The demons

                  immediately knew who Jesus was (Luke 4:41; Mark 3:11; 5:7)
(7) Matthew 11:25-27

Matthew 11:25-27 the meaning of Jesus’ ministry could only be understood by
                               revelation; it was hidden from the worldly-wise but revealed to
                               those the Father chose

· “all things” of v.27 = “these things’ (v.25) = the things the Father alone reveals
· God the Father has entrusted truth to His Son to tell others. Jesus has this truth entrusted to Him because He is the Son of God

· Jesus knows the Father in the same way the Father knows Jesus. This knowledge is direct and immediate; it isn’t learnt. The Father knows the Son because He is God the Father. Jesus knows the Father because He is the Son of God. The knowledge the Father has of the Son and the Son has of the Father is unlike any relationship knowledge experienced by humanity on earth
· because Jesus is the Son and has this unique knowledge of the Father, God the Father has given to Him the messianic mission of imparting to people a mediated knowledge of Himself.  A true knowledge of God is only possible through revelation by the Son

· as the Father exercises an absolute sovereignty in revealing the Son, so the Son exercises an equally absolute sovereignty in revealing the Father; Jesus reveals the Father by revelation to whom He chooses. Any knowledge we have of the Father is a mediated knowledge imparted by revelation through the Son
(8) The Ignorance of the Son

Mark 13:32 the Son does not know the time of His return (“not even the angels in

                    heaven”)
(9) The Parable of the Tenants

Mark 12:1-12 after the visit of several servants has proved fruitless, the 
                       landowner sent his son to receive the inheritance. It is because he is

                       the son that the landowner expects the last mission to be 

                       successful. It is because he is the son that he becomes the heir of

                       the vineyard and is sent to enter his inheritance. Jesus is of course 

                       the son in the parable. He is sent because He is the Son. He is also 

                       the Messiah but could not be the Messiah unless He was the Son
(10) The Debate with the Pharisees

Mark 12:35-37 the Pharisees’ concept of the Messiah was not so much wrong as
                         inadequate. The Messiah must not only be the Son of David; He 

                         must also be the Son of God, and as the Son of God He is David’s 

                         Lord. As the Son of God He sits at God’s right hand to exercise 

                         universal sovereignty. David’s son was to rule the world; God’s 

                         Son was to rule the world to come
(11) Before the Sanhedrin

Mark 14:60-62 the claim to messiahship would ordinarily not be enough to incur

                         the death penalty. Jesus’ next statement in verse 62 was what

                         brought the Council against Him. Jesus was saying ‘I am standing

                         now before your court and being judged; but the day will come 

                         when you will see the one you are now judging sitting as the Son

                         of Man to judge the world. Jesus was claiming to be the final 

                         Judge, an office belonging to God alone, and it is this claim that 

                         brought the sentence of death on the ground of blasphemy
(12) Lord

In the early church the title “Lord” was the primary confession of faith in Jesus (Romans 10:9,10) and carried the connotation of deity. As the resurrected and exalted Lord, Jesus was seated at God’s right hand (Acts 2:26,33) where He would reign until all creation recognised His Lordship (Philippians 2:9-11).
But its usage of Jesus in the Gospels is sparing

· ‘Lord’ was used as a term of high respect but without any sense of deity (eg. Matthew 18:26; 15:27)

· the Hebrew equivalent is ‘Rabbi’ – the term pupils used of their master

· sometimes the word was addressed to Jesus but  meant less than its later meaning to the early church (Matthew 7:21,22)

· Jesus even used the word of Himself meaning the master of something or a master in a more general sense (Mark 2:28; 11:3; 12:37)

· But the use of “Lord” in John’s gospel is different. In the first 19 chapters it is used three times (4:1; 6:23; 11:2) aside from the times it is used as a respectful term of address. In the last two chapters however, it is used fifteen times – pointing to the fact that it was not a term used of Jesus in His earthly ministry but used extensively of the resurrected and exalted Christ
This study is largely a summary of ‘A Theology of the New Testament’ by G.E.Ladd. Revised Edition edited by D.A.Hagner (William Eerdman’s Publishing Company: Grand Rapids, Michigan) 1988, Chapter 12 ‘The Son of God’
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