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Who said what?

It was shown in part one of this article that the current Godhead theology of the SDA
Church, taught through its various denominational publications, is that the
terminologies of Father and Son, as applied in the Bible to God and Christ, are only
metaphors. We noted also that through various SDA publications, it has been stated
that prior to anything being created, three unnamed divine beings decided that for the
benefit of all future created beings, they would adopt the roles of a father, a son, and
a holy spirit. From that time on, these divine beings would be known by these
designations.

In April 2008, this role-playing idea was taught in a Sabbath School lesson. It was
explained that any of the three could have taken on any of the roles. This concludes
that the names of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are only metaphorical (figurative). This
means that these designations fail to depict the true relationship of the three.

In brief, this is the present-day theology of the SDA Church that through their official
denominational publications is said to explain the Godhead beliefs that form part of
their Fundamental Beliefs. The latter can be found listed in the SDA Church manual.

In part one of this article | did mention that | would further elaborate on one particular
statement made by Woodrow Whidden PhD. This is found in the SDA publication The
Trinity. This | will do now. | would draw your attention to that which is highlighted in
red. It really is very important. Personally | find it quite alarming.

“Is it not quite apparent that the problem texts become problems only when one
assumes an exclusively literalistic interpretation of such expressions as
“‘Father,” “Son,” “Firstborn,” “Only Begotten,” “Begotten,” and so forth? “Does
not such literalism go against the mainly figurative or metaphorical meaning that
the Bible writers use when referring to the persons of the Godhead? (Woodrow
Whidden, The Trinity, page 106, ‘Biblical Objections to the Trinity’)

According to Whidden, it was the “Bible writers” who used the words “Father” and
“Son” to describe God and Christ. This | regard as a very serious problem. | will
explain why.

There is no argument that those who wrote the Scriptures did actually write the
words Father and Son (this is not in question) but not every time they wrote these
terminologies was it they, the Bible writers, who chose them.

What Whidden fails to tell his readers is that the words, Father and Son, were very
often those spoken by others when they, the others, were referring to God and
Christ. This results in a failure to point out that on many of an occasion when the
Bible writers wrote the words Father and Son, what they, the writers, were actually
doing, was reporting what others had said — and this included God and Christ. This
puts his statement in an entirely different light, and it does make all the difference.

That may sound somewhat convoluted, so | will show you what | mean. It is much
easier understood that way.



Reporting what others said

We are told in Scripture that when Jesus was baptised, a voice was heard from
Heaven saying, “This is my beloved Son, in whom | am well pleased” (Matthew 3:17,
see also Mark 1:11 and Luke 3:22). We are also told that God repeated these words
on the mount of transfiguration. This was when His voice was heard saying, “This is
my beloved Son, in whom | am well pleased; hear ye him” (Matthew 17:5, see also
Mark 9:7 and Luke 9:35)

Peter, James and John were with Jesus that day, so they would have heard God
speak these words. Peter, when recounting this experience, says

“For we have not followed cunningly devised fables, when we made known unto
you the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but were eyewitnesses of
his majesty. For he received from God the Father honour and glory, when there
came such a voice to him from the excellent glory, This is my beloved Son, in
whom | am well pleased.” 2 Peter 1:16-17

Peter tells us that he actually heard God say of Jesus, “This is my beloved Son”. He
says that these words, “received from God the Father”, gave to Jesus “honour and
glory”. Here then is the question. Did God actually speak these words (“my beloved
Son”), or did Matthew, Mark, Luke and Peter choose them? To put it another way:
Did God actually call Jesus His “beloved Son”, or did the Bible writers who reported
these events choose these words? This may seem a rather strange question to ask
but before dismissing it as foolish and unnecessary, please hear me out.

If the Bible writers chose these words (“my beloved Son”), meaning that these were
not the actual words spoken by God, then we really do have a very serious problem.
For one thing we would be left wondering what God actually did say on these two
occasions. It would also mean we could not trust what the Bible writers reported. It
would also be true to say that if we make this application across the board, we could
not trust anything in the Bible that someone is reported as saying. So we either take
these reported words as actually being spoken by others, or we do not? It has to be
one way or the other. The question is though, which way is it? In fact doubting what
people are reported as saying, whoever they may be, and whatever they are
supposed to have said, tends to bring the entire Bible into disrepute. People will
begin to ask to what extent the Bible (the Word of God) can be trusted? Ultimately it
leaves the Bible wide open to criticism, ridicule, disbelief, and possibly rejection.

When others referred to Jesus as the Son of God

When the angel Gabriel announced to Mary that she would have a son, Mary asked
how this would be (seeing that she had never known a man). Gabriel replied

“... The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall
overshadow thee: therefore also that holy thing which shall be born of thee shall
be called the Son of God.” Luke 1:35

The question is though: Did the angel Gabriel use the words "Son of God”, or did he
say something else? If it was something else, why would Luke report that the angel
had used the phrase "Son of God”?



The gospel writer John reported that John the Baptist said
“And | saw, and bare record that this is the Son of God.” John 1:34
The same Bible writer reported that Nathanael said to Jesus
“... "Rabbi, thou art the Son of God; thou art the King of Israel” John 1:49.

The question again is: Did both John the Baptist and Nathanael actually say the
words “Son of God” — or did John the gospel writer supply them?

Matthew reports that Jesus, when retiring one day to the region of Caesarea Philippi
(see Matthew 16:13-15), asked his disciples, “Whom do men say that | the Son of
man am?” In reply, the disciples said that some were saying He was John the
Baptist, and some were saying He was Elijah or one of the other prophets. Jesus
responded by asking, “But whom say ye that | am?”. Peter replied

“.... Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God.” Matthew 16:16

Did Peter actually call Jesus “the Son of the living God”, or did Matthew choose
these words in order to make it look as though Peter had said it?

Two of the Bible writers, Matthew and Luke, reported that during Christ’'s temptation
in the wilderness, the devil said to Jesus, “If thou be the Son of God?” (Matthew 4:3,
4:6, Luke 4:3, 4:9). Again the same question must be asked: Were these the actual
words spoken by the devil, or did the Bible writers provide them to make it appear he
had said them?

How about the men who were possessed with devils (Matthew 8:28-29)? Matthew
records them as crying out, “What have we to do with thee, Jesus, thou Son of God?
art thou come hither to torment us before the time?” Did these demon-possessed
men actually refer to Jesus as the Son of God or not? Mark also records (see Mark
3:11) that unclean spirits, upon seeing Jesus, prostrated themselves before Him
saying, “Thou art the Son of God.” The question again has to be, were these the
actual words spoken by these unclean spirits, or did the Bible writers provide them?

Luke tells us that at the command of Jesus, devils came out of people and cried out
“Thou art Christ the Son of God” (Luke 4:41). Was it the devils though who called
Jesus the Son of God? Were those their actual words, or did Luke provide them?
Which way do you think it was?

Then of course there are the disciples to consider. Matthew records

“Then they that were in the ship came and worshipped him, saying, Of a truth
thou art the Son of God.” Matthew 14:33

Did the disciples actually refer to Jesus as the Son of God? This is the question.



How about the centurion who witnessed the death of Jesus on the cross? Mark tells
us (Mark 15:39) that when Jesus died, the centurion said, “Truly this man was the
Son of God.” Did the centurion actually call Jesus the Son of God — or did he say
something else?

Martha’s confession of faith was (this was when Jesus came to Bethany to raise
Lazarus from the dead)

“...Yea, Lord: | believe that thou art the Christ, the Son of God, which should
come into the world.” John 11:27

It's the same question. Did Martha actually say these words or not?

In the Book of Acts, Luke reported that when the Ethiopian eunuch asked what was
stopping him from being baptised, Philip said to him “If thou believest with all thine
heart, thou mayest”. According to Luke, the eunuch answered

“...I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God.” Acts 8:37

You already know the question. Did the eunuch actually say these words?

When Jesus referred to Himself as the Son of God

Jesus called Himself the Son of God — at least this is what the Bible writers tell us.
John reported that after healing a man who had been blind from birth, Jesus said to
him “Dost thou believe on the Son of God? In response the man asked; “Who is he,
Lord, that | might believe on him? Jesus replied, “...thou hast both seen him, and it is
he that talketh with thee.” (see John 9:35-37)

This was not the only time that Jesus claimed to be the Son of God. The gospel
writer John, after explaining that the Jews sought the more to kill Jesus “because he
not only had broken the sabbath, but said also that God was his Father, making
himself equal with God” (see John 5:18), reports that Jesus said to the Jews

“Verily, verily, | say unto you, The hour is coming, and now is, when the dead
shall hear the voice of the Son of God: and they that hear shall live.” John 5:25

The Jews knew only too well that Jesus called Himself the Son of God. They knew
also that He claimed God as His father (John 5:18). This is why they said to Pilate

“... We have a law, and by our law he ought to die, because he made himself
the Son of God.” John 19:7

When Jesus was taken to Caiaphas, Matthew reports that the high priest asked Him

“... | adjure thee by the living God, that thou tell us whether thou be the Christ,
the Son of God.” Matthew 26:63

When Mark reported this incident (14:61), he has Caiaphas asking Jesus, “Art thou
the Christ, the Son of the Blessed?” Mark reports Jesus as replying
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“... lam: and ye shall see the Son of man sitting on the right hand of power, and
coming in the clouds of heaven.” Mark 14:62

The response of the high priest was that Jesus was being blasphemous (v 64)

Matthew reported that those who were ridiculing Jesus when He was on the cross
mocked Him saying

“....If thou be the Son of God, come down from the cross ...He trusted in God;
let him deliver him now, if he will have him: for he said, | am the Son of God.”
Matthew 27:40, 43

Jesus is also reported as saying to the Jews who were denying His claims

“Say ye of him, whom the Father hath sanctified, and sent into the world, Thou
blasphemest; because | said, | am the Son of God? John 10:36

John reported that when Jesus first heard that Lazarus was sick, He said to His
disciples

“...This sickness is not unto death, but for the glory of God, that the Son of God
might be glorified thereby.” John 11:4

There is no question that the Bible writers tell us that Jesus (as well as others)
referred to Himself as the Son of God — but did He actually use this designation to
describe Himself, or were these words chosen by the Bible writers? What say you?

So as we can from the above, the Bible writers reported that numerous people
referred to Jesus as the Son of God, including Jesus Himself. This is the witness of
the Scriptures. Even God called Jesus His “beloved son”. This in itself makes Jesus
the Son of God (assuming God did actually speak these words).

What did Whidden actually mean?

You may be able to recall other occasions when Jesus was referred to as the Son of
God, but enough has already been noted to realise that these were far from being
isolated instances. We know too that Jesus continually referred to God as His father
(especially as seen reported in John’s gospel), but this would be far too much to
include here - suffice to say that the words “my Father” were always on His lips. In
John’s gospel alone we find Jesus using this expression almost 40 times. This is
hardly surprising seeing that John wrote his gospel to show that Jesus was the
Christ, the Son of God (John 20:31). John would have highlighted and emphasised
these things.

This brings us back to the same question. Did all of these people, including Jesus,
actually say “Son of God”, and did Jesus actually say “my father” when referring to
God? If the answer is yes, then why did Woodrow Whidden, after saying that if we
give a literalistic interpretation to such expressions as Father and Son, say



“‘Does not such literalism go against the mainly figurative or metaphorical
meaning that the Bible writers use when referring to the persons of the
Godhead? (Woodrow Whidden, The Trinity, page 106)

This gives the impression that the words Father and Son were always chosen by the
Bible writers, and that they intended them to be understood metaphorically, but the
fact is, these writers were often only reporting the words that others, including God
and Christ, had actually spoken. This is why | said that Whidden’s statement is
alarming. It could very well be taken as misrepresenting the Scriptures. What
Whidden should have said (if he believed that taking words such as Father and Son
literally was problematic) is something like the following (these are my words)

‘Does not such literalism go against the mainly figurative or metaphorical
meaning intended by the Bible writers, also by numerous persons, including
God and Christ, when they referred to Jesus as the Son of God, also to God as
the father of Christ?”

So why didn’t Whidden say something like that? It would have been much nearer the
mark (that is if he thought that the words “Son” and “Father” are metaphorical when
applied to God and Christ). Reason with me for a moment.

Would it be reasonable to say that those who referred to Jesus as “the Son of God”
(these were such as Jesus Himself, the disciples of Christ, Satan, devils, those
possessed by unclean spirits etc.) were all being metaphorical? Amongst these we
would also need to include God Himself. This is because He referred to Jesus as His
“‘beloved Son” (Matthew 3:17, 17:5, Mark 1:11, 9:7, Luke 3:22, Luke 9:35).

It makes no sense, at least not to me, to conclude that all of those who called Jesus
the Son of God were only being metaphorical. In fact it seems impossible to believe.

Let me ask this question: If it was said in the book The Trinity that all those who
referred to Jesus as God’'s Son (the Son of God) were only being metaphorical,
would you have believed it?

Sanctified reasoning

Let's assume (quite correctly | believe) that the words Son of God were the actual
words spoken by all those we mentioned above. Where does this leave us? It leaves
us asking what these individuals meant by their use of this terminology. In other
words, did they use it in a literal sense, or did they use it metaphorically? Let’s
reason this through and see where it takes us.

We have noted above that on two occasions, God said of Jesus, “... this is my
beloved son”. The question is though: Did God mean this in a literal sense, meaning
to convey to all those who heard His voice that Jesus really was His son, or was He
being metaphorical? The other question is this; If God was being metaphorical, how
would anyone know? Wouldn’t the people who heard Him say these words take Him
at His word and accept that He meant it literally? What else would God expect them
to do? The people would not know any differently. How would anyone know that God
was being metaphorical (if He was being metaphorical)?
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We need to remember here that when God spoke those words at Christ’s baptism
(“this is my beloved Son”), the New Testament Scriptures had not been written. In
fact at that time (27AD), most of the events that the New Testament Scriptures would
eventually report had not even happened. This means of course that those at the
baptism of Jesus who heard God say, “this is my beloved Son”, did not know that
others, in the future, by referring to Jesus as God’s Son (the Son of God), would
repeat God’s testimony — and let’'s be honest here; if God did actually speak these
words (“this is my beloved Son”), then it is God’s personal testimony that Jesus is His
Son — and therefore really is the Son of God. That much is undeniable.

How about Jesus? When Jesus said that He was the Son of God, was He being
metaphorical? Surely those who heard Him make this claim would have taken Him
literally. What reason would they have had for not doing so? The other question
would be of course: When Jesus said He was the Son of God, what did He expect
people to believe? Was He expecting them to believe He really was God’s Son, or
did He expect them to believe He was just being metaphorical? Never did He say He
was being metaphorical. What would you have believed if Jesus had told you He was
the Son of God? Would you have said “No you are not. You are just being
metaphorical’?

When Peter confessed to Jesus that he believed Him to be the Son of God (Matthew
16:16), Jesus said to him

‘Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto
thee, but my Father which is in heaven.” Matthew 16:17

So what was it that God had revealed to Peter? Was it that Jesus really is His Son, or
was it that He was a metaphorical Son — and what did both God and Jesus expect Peter
to understand by this revelation? Were they expecting him to believe that Jesus really is
God’s Son — or were they expecting him to understand that God was just being
metaphorical? After all, no explanation was given. Notice that Jesus, as He did on
numerous occasions when referring to God, said “my Father”. In John’s gospel alone, as
previously noted, He is reported as using this expression almost 40 times. What is that
telling us?

How about the devil when he said to Jesus “if thou be the Son of God? Was he being
metaphorical? — and what about the man possessed by demons, also the demons
themselves? Were they all being metaphorical when they referred to Jesus as the
Son of God? Then of course there are all the others to consider who referred to
Jesus as the Son of God (far too many to mention again here). Were they using this
designation in a metaphorical sense or were they using it in a literal sense?

Personally speaking, | find it very difficult to believe that any of these people who
used the expression Son of God meant it only metaphorically. | can see no reason
why they should have used it this way — and we know that the Jews regarded
Christ’s claim to be the Son of God as being literal. They said His claim was the very
reason why He was deserving of death (John 19:7, also John 5:18). In that respect,
let me share with you a very interesting statement made by Ellen White.



In her book Desire of Ages, in the chapter Bethesda and the Sanhedrin (which was
based upon John chapter 5), Ellen White recalled how Jesus had healed the man
who had an infirmity for 38 years. This man had been lying beside the Pool of
Bethesda waiting for the waters to stir (John 5:1-13).

The healing of this man antagonized the Jews for a number of reasons. First of all it
was the Sabbath day, so healing someone on that day was regarded as working,
which was something punishable by Jewish law, and secondly, Jesus had told the
man to pick up his bed and walk. That too, in the eyes of the Jews, was a very
serious infringement of the Sabbath. What made things even worse was that when
Jesus was confronted by the Jews for doing these things, He said to them “My
Father worketh hitherto, and | work.” (John 5:17). John then commented

“Therefore the Jews sought the more to kill him, because he not only had
broken the sabbath, but said also that God was his Father, making himself
equal with God.” John 5:18

That is very plainly stated. Ellen White, when commenting upon this verse, made this
very enlightening observation

“The whole nation of the Jews called God their Father, therefore they would not
have been so enraged if Christ had represented Himself as standing in the
same relation to God. But they accused Him of blasphemy, showing that they
understood Him as making this claim in the highest sense.” (Ellen G. White,
Desire of Ages, page 507, ‘Bethesda and the Sanhedrin’)

So what would be this "highest sense”? It would be if someone really is a person’s
father. There is no higher sense — plain and simple. This is what Ellen White is saying
here. The Jews took Jesus as saying that God was His father in the most literal
sense. How else would anyone take His words? This is why they said He was being
blasphemous - someone worthy of death (John 19:7). They also said that by making
this claim He was making Himself “equal with God”. They knew what it meant for
someone to claim to be the Son of God. The only way a person can be equal with
God is if He is God. Everyone else falls short of that equality. It was the same when
Jesus said that He and His Father were one (John 10:30). The Jews said he was
making Himself God, so they accused Him of blasphemy (v 33).

When the Bible writers referred to Jesus as the Son of God

There is an abundance of places in the New Testament where the various Bible
writers referred to Jesus either as the Son of God, or God’s own Son, or words to
that effect. Let’s consider some of them here.

In the Book of Acts, Luke reported that the apostle Paul, after spending time at
Damascus with the disciples of Christ, immediately

“...preached Christ in the synagogues, that he is the Son of God.” Acts 9:20

Luke also reported Paul as saying
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"God hath fulfilled the same unto us their children, in that he hath raised up
Jesus again; as it is also written in the second psalm, Thou art my Son, this day
have | begotten thee.” Acts 13:33

Paul, in his own writings, often referred to Jesus as God’s Son.

“Concerning his [God’s] Son Jesus Christ our Lord, which was made of the
seed of David according to the flesh;” Romans 1:3

“‘And declared to be the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of
holiness, by the resurrection from the dead:” Romans 1:4

“For God is my witness, whom | serve with my spirit in the gospel of his Son,
that without ceasing | make mention of you always in my prayers;” Romans 1:9

“For if, when we were enemies, we were reconciled to God by the death of his
Son, much more, being reconciled, we shall be saved by his life.” Romans 5:10

“For what the law could not do, in that it was weak through the flesh, God
sending his own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, and for sin, condemned sin
in the flesh:” Romans 8:3

“For whom he did foreknow, he also did predestinate to be conformed to the
image of his Son, that he might be the firstborn among many brethren.” Romans
8:29

“He that spared not his own Son, but delivered him up for us all, how shall he
not with him also freely give us all things?” Romans 8:32

“God is faithful, by whom ye were called unto the fellowship of his Son Jesus
Christ our Lord.” 1 Corinthians 1:9

“And when all things shall be subdued unto him, then shall the Son also himself
be subject unto him that put all things under him, that God may be all in all.” 1
Corinthians 15:28

“For the Son of God, Jesus Christ, who was preached among you by us, even
by me and Silvanus and Timotheus, was not yea and nay, but in him was yea.”
2 Corinthians 1:19

“To reveal his Son in me, that | might preach him among the heathen;
immediately | conferred not with flesh and blood:” Galatians 1:16

‘I am crucified with Christ: nevertheless | live; yet not |, but Christ liveth in me:
and the life which | now live in the flesh | live by the faith of the Son of God, who
loved me, and gave himself for me.” Galatians 2:20

“But when the fulness of the time was come, God sent forth his Son, made of a
woman, made under the law,” Galatians 4:4
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“And because ye are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into your
hearts, crying, Abba, Father.” Galatians 4:6

“Till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of
God, unto a perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness of
Christ:” Ephesians 4:13

“Giving thanks unto the Father, which hath made us meet to be partakers of the
inheritance of the saints in light: Who hath delivered us from the power of
darkness, and hath translated us into the kingdom of his dear Son:” Colossians
1:12-13

“And to wait for his Son from heaven, whom he raised from the dead, even
Jesus, which delivered us from the wrath to come.” 1 Thessalonians 1:10

“God, who at sundry times and in divers manners spake in time past unto the
fathers by the prophets, Hath in these last days spoken unto us by his Son,
whom he hath appointed heir of all things, by whom also he made the worlds;”
Hebrew 1:1-2

“For unto which of the angels said he at any time, Thou art my Son, this day
have | begotten thee? And again, | will be to him a Father, and he shall be to me
a Son?” Hebrew 1:5

“But unto the Son he saith, Thy throne, O God, is for ever and ever: a sceptre of
righteousness is the sceptre of thy kingdom.” Hebrews 1:8

“Seeing then that we have a great high priest, that is passed into the heavens,
Jesus the Son of God, let us hold fast our profession.” Hebrews 4:14

“So also Christ glorified not himself to be made an high priest; but he that said
unto him, Thou art my Son, to day have | begotten thee.” Hebrews 5:5

“Though he were a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things which he
suffered;” Hebrews 5:8

“If they shall fall away, to renew them again unto repentance; seeing they
crucify to themselves the Son of God afresh, and put him to an open shame.
Hebrews 6:6

“IMelchisedec was] Without father, without mother, without descent, having
neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto the Son of God;
abideth a priest continually.” Hebrews 7:3

“For the law maketh men high priests which have infirmity; but the word of the

oath, which was since the law, maketh the Son, who is consecrated for
evermore.” Hebrews 7:28
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“Of how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be thought worthy, who
hath trodden under foot the Son of God, and hath counted the blood of the
covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done despite
unto the Spirit of grace?” Hebrews 10:29

As | am sure you will agree, the above does constitute quite a lot of times that Paul
refers to Christ as God’s Son (the Son of God).

Peter also spoke of Jesus as God’s Son. Apart from his own personal confession that
Christ is the Son of God (Matthew 16:16), he also reported (as noted previously)

“For we have not followed cunningly devised fables, when we made known unto
you the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but were eyewitnesses of
his majesty. For he received from God the Father honour and glory, when there
came such a voice to him from the excellent glory, This is my beloved Son, in
whom | am well pleased.” 2 Peter 1:16-17

Luke reports Peter as saying to the Jews

“The God of Abraham, and of Isaac, and of Jacob, the God of our fathers, hath
glorified his Son Jesus; whom ye delivered up, and denied him in the presence
of Pilate, when he was determined to let him go. ... Unto you first God, having
raised up his Son Jesus, sent him to bless you, in turning away every one of
you from his iniquities.” Acts 3:13, 3:26

We also noted previously that Jesus, in John’s gospel, was continually referred to as
the Son of God. In fact John tells us that everything he wrote in his gospel showed
Jesus to be the Christ, the Son of God so this is not surprising (John 20:31). It is not
surprising either that in his beautiful epistle we know as first John (1 John) he wrote

“That which we have seen and heard declare we unto you, that ye also may
have fellowship with us: and truly our fellowship is with the Father, and with his
Son Jesus Christ.” 1 John 1:3

“‘But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship one with
another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all sin.” 1 John
1:7

“Who is a liar but he that denieth that Jesus is the Christ? He is antichrist, that
denieth the Father and the Son.” 1 John 2:22

“Whosoever denieth the Son, the same hath not the Father: he that
acknowledgeth the Son hath the Father also.” 1 John 2:23

“Let that therefore abide in you, which ye have heard from the beginning. If that

which ye have heard from the beginning shall remain in you, ye also shall
continue in the Son, and in the Father.” 1 John 2:24
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“‘He that committeth sin is of the devil; for the devil sinneth from the beginning.
For this purpose the Son of God was manifested, that he might destroy the
works of the devil.” 1 John 3:8

“And this is his commandment, That we should believe on the name of his Son
Jesus Christ, and love one another, as he gave us commandment.” 1 John 3:23

“In this was manifested the love of God toward us, because that God sent his
only begotten Son into the world, that we might live through him.” 1 John 4:9

“Herein is love, not that we loved God, but that he loved us, and sent his Son to
be the propitiation for our sins.” 1 John 4:10

“And we have seen and do testify that the Father sent the Son to be the Saviour
of the world.” 1 John 4:14

“Whosoever shall confess that Jesus is the Son of God, God dwelleth in him,
and he in God.” 1 John 4:15

“Who is he that overcometh the world, but he that believeth that Jesus is the
Son of God?” 1 John 5:5

“If we receive the witness of men, the witness of God is greater: for this is the
witness of God which he hath testified of his Son. 1 John 5:9

“He that believeth on the Son of God hath the witness in himself: he that
believeth not God hath made him a liar; because he believeth not the record
that God gave of his Son.” 1 John 5:10

“And this is the record, that God hath given to us eternal life, and this life is in
his Son.” 1 John 5:11

“He that hath the Son hath life; and he that hath not the Son of God hath not
life.” 1 John 5:12

“These things have | written unto you that believe on the name of the Son of
God; that ye may know that ye have eternal life, and that ye may believe on the
name of the Son of God.” 1 John 5:13

‘“And we know that the Son of God is come, and hath given us an
understanding, that we may know him that is true, and we are in him that is true,
even in his Son Jesus Christ. This is the true God, and eternal life.” 1 John 5:20

In this epistle, John refers to Jesus as God’s Son no less than 20 times. This was
complimentary to his gospel in which Jesus is referred to by the actual phrase “Son
of God” 10 times, This is apart from the times in his gospel that Jesus refers to God
as His father, Himself as God’s Son, and Jesus is called God’s only begotten Son.
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In his second epistle John wrote

“Grace be with you, mercy, and peace, from God the Father, and from the Lord
Jesus Christ, the Son of the Father, in truth and love.” 2 John 1:3

“Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not
God. He that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the
Son.” 2 John 1:9

And finally, in the Book of Revelation

“And unto the angel of the church in Thyatira write; These things saith the Son
of God, who hath his eyes like unto a flame of fire, and his feet are like fine
brass;” Revelation 2:18

So let’s ask the question. Were these Bible writers, Luke, Paul, Peter and John,
when they referred to Jesus as God’s Son (the Son of God) only being metaphorical,
or did they mean these words to be taken literally? Remember that Whidden had
written (this was after saying that if we take such expressions as only begotten,
Father and Son literally then this becomes a problem)

“‘Does not such literalism go against the mainly figurative or metaphorical
meaning that the Bible writers use when referring to the persons of the
Godhead (Woodrow Whidden, The Trinity, page 106, ‘Biblical Objections to the
Trinity’)

Did these Bible writers, as Whidden is saying here, only mean these references to
Jesus being God's Son to be metaphorical (figurative)? | certainly cannot bring
myself to believe that — can you?

Interim conclusion
So what can we conclude from what we have read so far?

Obviously | have no idea as to what you, the reader, after contemplating the above
has concluded, but speaking personally, | can only conclude that if it is said that the
terminology of Son of God, as reportedly spoken by numerous people, were words
provided by the Bible writers, meaning these words were not the actual words of
those who are reported as saying them, then this would bring serious doubt as to the
authenticity and integrity of the Scriptures. It could even lead people to ask whether
the Bible can be trusted, or even is it really inspired? On the other hand: If we say
that the words Son of God were those actually spoken by different people, including
Christ, what reason could we give for believing they only meant them
metaphorically? Again, personally speaking, | can see no reason for believing such a
thing. Can you?

What about Paul and John? As we have seen, each of them, in their writings,
repeatedly referred to Jesus as God’s Son? Do you believe that in so doing they
were only being metaphorical (figurative), and that this is what God expects us to
believe? | really do find this very difficult to accept.
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So now we have gone the entire circle. We are back at the beginning. Was Jesus
(and maybe still is) role-playing the part of a son, and was God (and maybe still is)
role-playing the part of a father, or are they really a father and a son? We must also
ask if the terminologies Father and Son, as applied to God and Christ in the Bible,
are simply expressions used by the Bible writers, or were they the actual words
spoken by various individuals? The final question of course must be: If these were
the actual words spoken, did those who used them, which as we have seen includes
both God and Christ, mean them literally or metaphorically? One more thought:
Never did Jesus say to any of these people that they were wrong in calling Him the
Son of God. Have you ever wondered why?

Only-begotten (Gr. monogenes), a disambiguation

In contemplating these things, we need to remember that John wrote his gospel to
show that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God (John 20:31). It also appears that in
order to disambiguate this designation (the Son of God), the Holy Spirit led John to
point out that before anything was created, Christ was begotten of God (John 1:1-3,
1:14, 1:18, 3:16, 3:18 and 1 John 4:9). In itself, this denies that the phrase Son of
God, when applied to Christ, is only a metaphor. | will explain.

We know in Scripture that there are sons of God by creation, also by adoption (see
page 6). This must have been why John was led by the Holy Spirit to clearly
differentiate between these particular sons of God and God’s own Son. By saying
that Christ was begotten of God, John removed any ambiguity that may have arisen
over Him being called the Son of God. This is why God would have led John to write
in the prologue of his gospel

“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was
God. The same was in the beginning with God. All things were made by him;
and without him was not any thing made that was made. In him was life; and the
life was the light of men. And the light shineth in darkness; and the darkness
comprehended it not.... And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us,
(and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,) full of
grace and truth.” John 1:1-5, 14

Commenting on John 1:1-5, Ellen White made this observation

“‘How precious are these words! By them some have been led to believe in
Christ as the Son of God. ... The writer of these words plainly shows that Jesus
Christ is one with the Father. Christ is called the Word. He is the first-begotten
of the Father.” (Ellen G. White, Ms 111 1903, 'October 22" 1903, That they may
be one; As we are one’)

) [13

On four other occasions, John was led to tell us that Christ was God’s “only begotten
[monogenes] Son” (John 1:18, 3:16, 3:18, 1 John 4:9) — and as noted previously, the
Greek word monogenes, translated in these verses as only begotten, when used in
the context of a son or daughter, does mean an only-born into a family — a person
without siblings. This is the reason why Christ really is the Son of God. He is
begotten of God — the only begotten of God. It is not a metaphor used by the Bible
writers or anyone else. Itis God revealing to us the truth about Christ.
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As a matter of passing interest, the SDA Bible Commentary (commenting on
Luke1:35 where the angel Gabriel is reported to have said that Mary’s child would be
called the Son of God), presents a number of views as to what is meant by the
terminology Son of God. It then says

“The writers and editors of this commentary, however, do not find that the
Scriptures set forth any of these views in clear and unmistakable language.
Consequently, to speak dogmatically on the matter would be to affirm more than
Inspiration has revealed. Here silence is golden.” (SDA Bible Commentary, Vol.
5, page 683)

So according to this commentary, none of us should be holding any definite views
(ideas) as to what it means for Jesus to be called the Son of God. It even says we
should be silent on the matter. On the basis of Deuteronomy 29:29, | would disagree.
The evidence is there for us to study — also to draw a conclusion. This is why God
put it there. He didn’t put it there for us to ignore. Nevertheless, it is a very interesting
statement. It is also one that constitutes a veritable mystery. The reason why | say
this is because if it is not known why Jesus is called the Son of God, then why did all
the people we have mentioned above refer to Him as the Son of God? Were they all
calling Him the Son of God without knowing why they were doing so? Is that what we
are supposed to believe? Does that sound reasonable to you? It doesn’t sound very
reasonable to me. If they knew, why can’t we know?

In the light of what we have seen that God has revealed through Scripture, also
through Ellen White, | would say that to conclude we do not know why Christ is called
the Son of God, or to say we should not study in order to find out, is certainly a wrong
conclusion. Both inspired sources are as clear as crystal. Jesus is called the Son of
God because He is the Son of God, begotten of God in eternity.

All by faith alone

Someone could ask, “How do we know that the people in the Bible actually said the
words that the Bible writers reported them as saying”? The answer is very simple.
We do not know, at least not in the sense of knowing scientifically. Allow me to
explain.

| know at this moment there is a yellow van parked across the road from where | live.
How do | know that? It's because | can see it with my own eyes. In other words, | can
prove it scientifically. | could even take a photograph of it. It is in this sense of
‘knowing’ that | cannot prove that what the people in the Bible actually said is the
same as what they are reported as saying. This is because | was not there when
they said it. | can only believe it through faith. It is like if | happened to be away from
home one day, and someone said to me “there is a yellow van parked opposite your
house”, | would need faith to believe that what that person said to me is true.

Faith is a gift from God. It enables us to believe what we have not seen (with our own
eyes), and believe what we have not heard (with our own ears). This is why it needs
faith to believe that all these people we have mentioned above, which includes God
and Christ, all spoke of Jesus as God’s Son. No one can ‘prove’ (scientifically) that
they actually said it.
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We need faith to believe that God said, “Let there be light”, also that He said to Eve
“What is this that thou hast done?, also that He said to Cain, “Where is Abel thy
brother? (Genesis 1:3, 3:13, 4:9). None of us were there when God said it. Whatever
in the Bible is reported as either having been said, or having been done, we need faith
to believe it.

If we do not believe that Jesus referred to Himself as the Son of God (as He is
reported as doing) then why should we believe He said, “I| and my Father are one”,
and why should we believe He said “Before Abraham was | am”? If we do not believe
what Jesus is reported as saying in one place, why should we believe what He is
reported as saying in another place? If we did do such a thing, wouldn’t that be the
epitome of inconsistency. How can doing such a thing be justified?

Just a thought

| realise that this is something of a fast-diminishing likely scenario but just imagine,
as it actually was at times in the past, that a person is living in a civilization where the
Bible is an unknown book. Imagine one day that this person is given a Bible, and he
is told that this book was inspired by the God who created this earth.

As he reads this book, he becomes aware that this Creator God says that He has a
Son (a beloved Son), also that Jesus claimed to be that son. What could this man
believe (assuming he comes to believe that God inspired people to write this book)?
The only thing he could believe is what this book is telling him.

What then, if someone, perhaps a minister or a theologian, tells him that these things
are not really so, and that these terminologies of Father and Son, as applied to God
and Christ in the Bible, are only metaphors (not reality)? What would this person
think about the Bible? Do you think he could continue to trust what it says?

| know that no Christian is ever liable to draw the following conclusion (I am not even
suggesting it is possible), but saying that God is not really the father of Jesus, and
saying that Jesus is not really the Son of God, could be taken as both of them telling
lies. This is because the Bible writers do report that God did say of Christ that He is
His Son, also that Christ says He is the Son of God. Why therefore teach that God
and Christ are not what they say they are? Even if it isn’t concluded that they are
telling lies, it would have to be admitted (if they are not really a father and son) that
what is said by them is very misleading — also very confusing. This could be very
unsettling to someone who is a new (young) Christian, To say that God and Christ
did not really mean what they said (that God is the father of Jesus, and that Jesus is
the Son of God) could lead a person to doubt that the Bible is the Word of God. It
could certainly unsettle a person’s faith.

One final thought on that subject. The Bible tells us (and most Christians would say
that this is the gospel in essence)

‘For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that

whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.” John
3:16
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Let’s think about this for a minute. If God does not really have a son, meaning that
Jesus is not really the Son of God, then what is this verse meant to convey? Is it just
another metaphor — a role playing act? Ellen White made this comment

“Satan is determined that men shall not see the love of God, which led him to
give his only begotten Son to save the lost race; for it is the goodness of God
that leads men to repentance.” (Ellen White, Review and Herald, 20th March
1894, ‘Christ the center of the message’)

That statement, | believe, like many other statements Ellen White made on this very
same subject, is well worth thinking about. Is not this role-playing metaphorical
Father and Son idea destroying the reality and the power of the gospel? Is not God’s
love for the human race revealed in that He really did give His one and only Son to
die for this fallen world? Surely this is what draws us and endears us to Him. Does
not this also reveal to us the true character of God? As Ellen White said “it is the
goodness of God that leads men to repentance”. Is not this “goodness” seen in God
loving this world so much that He sacrificed His very own Son in order to show His
love for us and to save us? That is my final question.

A closing remark
In closing, it would seem profitable to again quote Ellen White where she wrote

“The truths most plainly revealed in the Bible have been involved in doubt and
darkness by learned men, who, with a pretense of great wisdom, teach that the
Scriptures have a mystical, a secret, spiritual meaning not apparent in the
language employed. These men are false teachers. It was to such a class that
Jesus declared: “Ye know not the Scriptures, neither the power of God.” Mark
12:24.” (Ellen G. White, The Great Controversy, page 598, 1911)

She then went on to say

“The language of the Bible should be explained according to its obvious
meaning, unless a symbol or figure is employed. Christ has given the promise:
‘If any man will do His will, he shall know of the doctrine.” John 7:17. If men
would but take the Bible as it reads, if there were no false teachers to mislead
and confuse their minds, a work would be accomplished that would make
angels glad and that would bring into the fold of Christ thousands upon
thousands who are now wandering in error.” (Ibid)

| hope this article has been of benefit to you. If you have any questions you would
like to ask, please email me. My email address is on the first page and below. Please
note the underscore. God bless you as you consider these things.

Terry Hill
Email: terry_sda@blueyonder.co.uk

Return to part 1 - A comparison of the old and new (current) theology of Seventh-day
Adventists
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