
The Apostles’ Creed: 

I believe in … in Jesus Christ his only Son our Lord, who was conceived by the Holy 

Ghost, born of the Virgin Mary … 

 

The Nicene Creed 

 

We believe in one Lord, Jesus Christ, 

the only Son of God, 

eternally begotten of the Father, 

God from God, Light from Light, 

true God from true God, 

begotten, not made, 

of one Being with the Father; 

through him all things were made. 

For us and for our salvation he came down from heaven, 

was incarnate from the Holy Spirit and the Virgin Mary 

and was made man … 

 

 

John 14:1-10 

‘Do not let your hearts be troubled. Believe in God, believe also in me. 2In my 

Father’s house there are many dwelling-places. If it were not so, would I have told 

you that I go to prepare a place for you? 3And if I go and prepare a place for you, I 

will come again and will take you to myself, so that where I am, there you may be 

also. 4And you know the way to the place where I am going.’ 5Thomas said to him, 

‘Lord, we do not know where you are going. How can we know the way?’ 6Jesus said 

to him, ‘I am the way, and the truth, and the life. No one comes to the Father except 

through me. 7If you know me, you will know my Father also. From now on you do 

know him and have seen him.’ 

8 Philip said to him, ‘Lord, show us the Father, and we will be satisfied.’ 9Jesus said to 

him, ‘Have I been with you all this time, Philip, and you still do not know me? 

Whoever has seen me has seen the Father. How can you say, “Show us the Father”? 
10Do you not believe that I am in the Father and the Father is in me? The words that I 

say to you I do not speak on my own; but the Father who dwells in me does his 

works. 

 

  



I believe in … in Jesus Christ his only Son our Lord. 

There a number of different directions in which we could explore. 

One of them is suggested by the (rather fuller ‘Nicene’ creed), and would take us into an 

exploration of the divinity and humanity of Christ, and about God the Son being at once fully 

human and completely divine: two natures, one person.  I’m not inclined to take us down 

that road; not because I don’t think these things matter—they do, and in the end the 

debates in the first four centuries of the Church’s existence in which the theologians 

hammered these things out were all at root motivated by the need to prevent possible 

distortions of the gospel.  So, a presentation of Jesus which depicts him as less than fully 

human is not the one ‘made like us in every respect’ that the letter to the Hebrews urges us 

to follow as our Saviour and Pioneer.   Or as the second Adam, to use Paul’s language: the 

first, the head of a new redeemed humanity.   And to speak of him as some sort of a super 

angel doesn’t do justice to the wonder of the Word made flesh.   

Why not explore the complexities and the paradoxes of this mystery of the faith:  Jesus 

Christ, fully God and fully human?  If we can grasp just something of the mystery, we are not 

far from something very wonderful.  That Jesus calls God ‘Father’, and at the same time, 

pretty well in the same breath, calls us ‘brothers and sisters’.  See Jesus’ words to Mary in 

John 20.17.   So in a sense to talk about this mystery of Jesus Christ in his own nature, while 

it seems on the face of it to be a matter of terminology, does in fact lead us to the very 

heart of the Good News. 

I don’t think this is the best avenue to explore tonight because I think it doesn’t really 

answer the questions that the majority of people in our own secular culture are likely to be 

asking—those within the community of faith as well as those outside it.  The same goes for 

questions about the Virgin birth, which we debated in one of these groups this time last 

year.    It simply isn’t ‘scratching where people itch’.   

It seems to me that there is an obvious elephant in the room here, which we must tackle 

first before anyone will consider finer points of doctrine.  It is suggested by one short word 

in this second article of the creed.  ‘Only’.   

Or by the text from John 14.6:  I am the way, and the truth, and the life. No one comes to the 

Father except through me. 

The claim to exclusivity, the assertion of the uniqueness of one historical figure, one 

religious leader, one prophet, in a world where there have been so many; such a number 

good and wise men and women, some of whom have claimed to have had divine wisdom 

entrusted to them.  Why this man?  Why this teacher, amongst all the others?  Is this 

apparently totalitarian emphasis on the uniqueness of Christ essential to our faith, or could 

we root it out without much damage to the rest of it? 

Let’s just for a moment think about just how objectionable this is, of how it must seem to 

those of other faiths.  You follow this teaching, that prophet, that wise man or those scared 

writings.  But we follow and trust in One who was and is God himself.  Much of what we 

know of human history and especially what we know of human nature warns us of just how 



readily individuals and groups and whole nations come to believe in their own 

‘exceptionalism’; it’s not surprising to us to read of military or political or indeed religious 

leaders who have no difficulty whatsoever in believing that they, or their country, or their 

cause, or their creed are special.  So, it is not surprising that someone should say ‘Whoever 

has seen me has seen the Father’ (John 14:9); what might seem more remarkable is that 

many otherwise rational people believe him. 

We have first perhaps to step outside our world of faith for a moment, and then consider 

what an extraordinary assertion we are asking people to accept.   

There are hints of it in the gospels:  Jn 6:41f.  

Then the Jews began to complain about him because he said, ‘I am the bread that came 

down from heaven.’  They were saying, ‘Is not this Jesus, the son of Joseph, whose father and 

mother we know? How can he now say, “I have come down from heaven”?’ 

In Mark 3 you have hints that family and neighbours from his home town were questioning 

his sanity.  Not surprising; translate it to our own context and it is easy to see the problem: 

this man claiming this authority, this power?  And we went to school with him, we know the 

street he comes from. 

This amounts to what has been called (as I mentioned last week) the ‘scandal of 

particularity’.  That in this very ordinary place, that at that not particularly special time, from 

that very unexceptional background should come one apparently ordinary man in whom the 

creator of the universe was uniquely present—the more we think about it, the more we see 

what an thunderingly extraordinary thing it is to be asked to accept. 

I think our discussion should begin at that point.  We could go in other directions later; of 

course.  But let’s begin there. 

A bit of ground-clearing first, however.  Let’s be a little more careful to say what it is that we 

are being asked to accept, and what we are not necessarily being asked to accept. 

Some suggestions about what we are not being asked to accept: 

1. We are not necessarily being asked to accept that outside the church there is no 

salvation.  Though plenty of Christians have asserted it.  We can refuse to limit or 

indeed to guess the scope of God’s love and grace even if we firmly believe that it is 

in Jesus Christ that he works it. 

2. We are not being asked to deny the wisdom and truth which may come and have 

come through other teachers and in other faiths.   We are not being required to 

denigrate or devalue other religions, even if the unique claims we as Christians make 

for Christ don’t make us the easiest people to dialogue with for people of other 

faiths.   

What we are being asked to accept seems to me to be expressed most neatly in the opening 

words of the letter to the Hebrews:  



Long ago God spoke to our ancestors in many and various ways by the prophets, but in 

these last days he has spoken to us by a Son 

 


