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Paul emphasizes a husband’s sacrificial, self-giving love that is more in
keeping with Plutarch’s description of a wife” (p. 347).

Moreover, although she acknowledges, here quoting Margaret Y. Mac-
Donald, Colossians and Ephesians, Sacra Pagina 17 (Collegeville: Liturgical
Press, 2000), 341, that “it is important to acknowledge that the text presents
a vision of household relationships, rooted in an ancient setting, that is
considered unjust today (and, in the case of slavery, completely immoral),”
she also concludes the following: “Paul eliminates the power of the su-
perordinate—husband and (male or female) slave master—and elevates the
importance and worth of the subordinate. By so doing, he effectively cuts
the bottom out of the institutions of patriarchy and slavery” (p. 388).

Cohick also appreciates throughout that—though I am putting this in
my words and not hers—unless we are to have a docetic bibliology and
consequently a docetic view of scriptural inspiration, we ought to ex-
pect the authors of scripture to be, as we often wrongly say with no small
amount of chronological snobbery, “people of their time.” The point of
inspiration is not that the authors of scripture attained to a point of view
that was timeless, somehow completely detached from the (broken) con-
text within which alone they understood God, themselves, and everything
else. Rather, the point is that they said precisely what God wanted them to
say from within and in relation to this broken context.

We owe Cohick a debt: this is now one of the best Ephesians commen-
taries we have.

CHRIS KUGLER
Houston Baptist University
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Dr. R. B. Jamieson contends Hebrews and the ecumenical creeds “tell es-
sentially the same story about the same Jesus” (p. 43). Jamieson is a PhD
graduate of Cambridge University serving as associate pastor at Capitol
Hill Baptist Church. His six classical Christological concepts presented in
The Paradox of Sonship reconcile the Hebrews Epistle with the ecumenical
creeds to retrieve a robust elaboration of the Son’s identity and the story of
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salvation. His argument for Jesus as the eternal Son who became the Messi-
anic Son upon humiliation and exaltation is pushed forward incrementally
through the proof of three thesis statements.

There are two significant components in the body of Jamieson’s book.
The first is his Six Classical Christological Concepts and Reading Strategies,
which he introduces in chapter one. The second is the three theses he pres-
ents and defends in chapters two, four, and five. Jamieson’s strategy is to
harvest information about the Son from a close reading of Hebrews using
the six concepts and then pragmatically apply that information to the de-
fense of his three thesis statements. The “Christological Toolkit” provided
across an introduction, five chapters, and a Conclusion illuminate the same
portrait of Christ in the Hebrews Epistle as the one understood from the
ecumenical creeds.

Three of the six classic concepts are the questions Who?, What?, and
When?. The remaining three are reading strategies and include theology
and economy, or “partitive exegesis,” twofold or reduplicative predication,
and paradoxical predication: the communication of idioms. Jamieson’s ter-
minology is concise and very descriptive of the pressures a close reading
of the Hebrews Epistle will provide (p. 24). The questions, concepts, and
reading strategies obtain and synthesize data from the Epistle that presents
Jesus as the eternal Son who is distinct from the Father and the Spirit and
who took on human flesh in the Incarnation. Tool six, “paradoxical predi-
cation: the communication of idioms,” summarizes the findings of the first
five (p. 39) and embraces the paradox that Jesus, the divine Son, experi-
enced the crucified death as a man and became the Messianic Son.

Intermingled with the explanation of the six concepts runs the three
theses. Thesis one is that “Son” designates Jesus’s distinct mode of divinity,
existing eternally as God and distinct from the Father and the Spirit. The
exordium (Heb 1:2-3), the Catena (Hebr:s—14), the discipline of the Son
(Heb s:8), and the comparison to Melchizedek (Heb 7:3) of the Hebrews
text emphasize the divine designation and distinct person of the Son before
his crucifixion and resurrection (p. 7s). Thesis two, outlined in chapter four
is, “Son” also designates the ofhce of messianic rule to which Jesus is ap-
pointed at his enthronement. This thesis is the core of Jamieson’s overall ar-
gument. Jesus is appointed Son when he sits down at the Father’s right hand
in session. Before his death and resurrection, Jesus is the Messiah-designate;
after it, he is the appointed Messianic Son. Chapter five advances the third
and final thesis. Jesus can become the messianic Son only because he is the
divine Son incarnate. Through the book, Jamieson presents Hebrews use
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of Son to reference both “Jesus’ distinct mode of divine existence and to
name the office of rule he enters at his enthronement as Messiah” (p. 122),
the Son becomes Son.

This review can note three strengths in The Paradox of Sonship, along
with one area of improvement. First, the book utilizes an efhcient writing
style, and the presentation of the Christology of Hebrews is well orga-
nized. The Introduction, summarizing the charted course of the argument
and the Conclusion detailing the findings, nicely bookend the five chapter
body of the work. Chapter one explains the Christological Toolkit, and
chapters two through five support the value of the toolkit through the de-
fense of the three theses.

Second, The Paradox of Sonship is a guide book for reading Hebrews
parallel to the ecumenical creeds to grasp the salvation storyline. It is in
vogue to describe work such as this as “retrieval,” which it is. Jamieson
does more than retrieve; he reconciles the Christology in Hebrews with
conciliar Christology and the statements of the Church Fathers. His ef-
fort supports understanding Jesus as the Son who became Son and explores
the thoughts of the Hebrews author who summarily outlined the story of
salvation.

Third, several scholars have tinkered with the paradoxical use of “Son”
in Hebrews. None have provided a “full-dress” presentation of the paradox
in Hebrews Christology from the perspective of Jesus as the “Son who
became Son” (p. 20). Jamieson boldly goes where no scholar has gone be-
fore to offer the academic community a fresh reading and a new thesis to
contemplate. His argument is adequately supported and compelling. This
book is a solid contribution to Hebrews’ study.

One improvement to this project can be noted and most likely applies
to the BBR community specifically. If you are looking for a resource that
interacts with the original languages of Scripture exegetically, you may
be disappointed with this volume. While Jamieson’s exegesis of the mes-
sage of Hebrews is simulating and accurate, he does not provide in-depth
interaction with the original languages of Scripture. In any event, Jamie-
son provides an excellent resource for the evangelical church for retrieving
conciliar Christology and the serious student of Hebrews.

CHRIS GIBSON
Gateway Seminary, Ontario
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