
Christology L0L, Lesson Two: The Communication of Attributes

1) APOLOGETICS PRESS - Is Mary the Mother of God?
(https;//apologeticspress.orglis-mary-the-mothe r - of-god-267 0 l)

First, although the Bible documents that Mary became the mother of Jesus and clearly teaches

that Jesus is God, it never states, or even implies, that Mary was (or is) the "Mother of God." For

a theological syllogism to explain correctly the relationship between Mary and God, it must be

based on biblical truth. We can propose correctly that (1) jesus is God (Hebrews 1:8); (2) God

became flesh (John 1.:1.,1"4); (3) therefore, Mary is the mother of Jesus according to the flesh

(Romans 9:5), i.e., Jesus' physical body....

Mary never was considered the "Mother of God."
There is not a single verse in the Bible that describes Mary as the "Mother of God." In fact, none

of the inspired writers of either the Old or New Testament gave even a hint that she should be

regarded as such. This idea is based purely on human tradition. Mary considered herself as a

"maidservant of the Lord" (Luke L:38, emp. added) and considered God as her "Savior" (Luke

1,:47). Sadty, many have distorted this concept.

When speaking about the blessing of being chosen by God to be the mother of the Messiah,

Mary declared: "For He [God] has regarded the lowly state of His maidservant" (Luke 1:48,

emp. added). Certainly the words "lowly state" would be inappropriate to refer to Mary if she

is the "Mother of God." W.E. Vine has noted that the Greek word for "lowly state" is tapeinosis,

which denotes "abasement, humiliation, or low estate" (1966,3:23). Mary was conscious of the

humble state of her human condition.

Additionally, the New Testament makes it very clear Who became flesh.It was God \tVho took

on the form of a man (lohn 1:14) and was born of a woman (Galatians 4:4). The woman did

not become "divine" in order to conceive the Son of God. The Bible mentions Mary as the

mother of ]esus, but never as the "Mother of God" (cf. Mark 3:3L; Luke 8:L9; Acts 1,:14; et a1.).

2) DID GOD DIE ON THE CROSS?

R. C. Sproul, from The Truth of the Cross

We believe that Jesus Christ was God incarnate. We also believe that jesus Christ died on the

cross. If we say that God died on the cross, and if by that we mean that the divine nature

perished, we have stepped over the edge into serious heresy. In fact, two such heresies related

to this problem arose in the early centuries of the church: theopassianism and patripassianism.

The first of these, theopassianism, teaches that God Himself suffered death on the

cross. Patripassianism indicates that the Father suffered vicariously through the suffering of His

Son. Both of these heresies were roundly rejected by the church for the very reason that they



categorically deny the very character and nature of God, including His immutability. There is

no change in the substantive nafure or character of God at any time.

God not only created the universe, He sustains it by the very power of His being. As Paul said,

"In Him we live and move and have our being" (Acts 17:28). If the being of God ceased for one

second, the universe would disappear. It would pass out of existence, because nothing can exist

apart from the sustaining power of God.If God dies, everything dies with Him. Obviously,

then, God could not have perished on the cross.

Some say, "It was the second person of the Trinity \A/ho died." That would be a mutation within
the very being of God, because when we look at the Trinity we say that the three are one in
essence, and that though there are personal distinctions among the persons of the Godhead,

those distinctions are not essential in the sense that they are differences in being. Death is

something that would involve a change in one's being.

We should shrink in horror from the idea that God actually died on the cross. The atonement

was made by the human nature of Christ. Somehow people tend to think that this lessens the

dignity or the value of the substitutionary act, as if we were somehow implicitly denying the

deity of Christ. God forbid. It's the God-man Who dies, but death is something that is

experienced only by the human nature, because the divine nafure isn't capable of experiencing

death.

3) CHARLES HODGE, SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY, VOLUME II
The third point in relation to the person of Christ, is that no attribute of the one nature is

transferred to the other. This is virtually included in what has already been said. There are

those, however, who admit that the two nafures in Christ are not mixed or confounded, who yet

maintain that the attributes of the one are transferred to the other. But the properties or

attributes of a substance constifute its essence, so that if they be removed or if others of a

different nature be added to them, the substance itself is changed. If you take rationality from

mind it ceases to be mind. If you add rationality to matter it ceases to be matter. If you make

that extended which in itself is incapable of extensioru the identity of the thing is lost. If
therefore infinity be conferred on the finite, it ceases to be finite. If divine attributes be conferred

on mary he ceases to be man; and if human attributes be transferred to God, he ceases to be

God. The Scriptures teach that the human nature of Christ remained in its integrity after the

incarnation; and that the divine nature remained divine. The Bible never requires us to receive

as true anything which the constitution of our nature given to us by God himself, forces us to

believe to be false or impossible.


