 What IS a ‘Hupostasis’?
An Analysis of Hebrews 1:1-3
An ‘Essential’ Theology was Created around a Poorly Rendered Greek Word.  
We should Know the Meaning of that Word, as its True Definition was given to us by the very Author who used it!
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In the animated debates as to the ‘Nature of God’ that came to a head in the early fourth century, a convenient word was identified and set forth that was regarded as adequate to substantiate the opinion gaining support at the time.  Though we today have a variety of word dictionaries and lexicons which could give us clear and concise definitions, those sources in many cases have to a degree become affected by a perception imposed in the early 300’s AD, (and perhaps sooner than that) as to the meaning of that particular word!   In other words, the mis-use of the word has affected what people have come to understand it to mean.
The word in question is the Greek: ‘hupostasis’. It’s used five times in the New Testament, but only in one place is it remotely representative of a usage amenable to its fourth century re-definition.  As the later Athanasian view of the ‘nature of God’ gained acceptance (a different opinion ultimately prevailed earlier at the Council of Nicea in 325 AD), scriptural evidence was sought to support the opinion.  What was found and emphatically presented was this word ‘hupostasis’ as found in Hebrews Chapter 1. It is there translated ‘person’, though only there. In the other four places, it’s translated more in keeping with its correct definition.
The Image of His PERSON 

Hebrews 1:1-3 “God, who at sundry times and in divers manners spake in time past unto the fathers by the prophets,   2: 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;  3: Who being the brightness of his glory, and the express image of his person, (hupostasis) and upholding all things by the word of his power, when he had by himself purged our sins, sat down on the right hand of the Majesty on high;”
As to the definition of the word, a New Testament Greek Lexicon has this: Hupostasis (Strongs #5287)

  1. A setting or placing under 

       a. thing put under, substructure, foundation 

  2. That which has foundation, is firm 

a. that which has actual existence, a substance,       a real being 
b. the substantial quality, nature, of a person or     thing 
c. the steadfastness of mind, firmness, courage,   resolution 

  3. Confidence, firm trust, assurance. 

Leaving the involved theological issue of the Nature of God aside for the moment, let’s consider whether or not this word supports the structure of the idea which it is used to substantiate.  With most Trinitarians, the concept of God manifesting Him-self in any of three hupostases factors-in heavily.
First, let’s consider the definitions given above.  Very noticeable is the frequent reliance on the word or idea of ‘substance’.  Not without good reason.  Substance is the closest English equivalent of the word ‘hupostasis’.   Hupo means ‘under’ as does ‘sub’ when prefixed to an English word.  Stasis is roughly equivalent to a ‘stance’, ones’ position or stand with respect to an idea.  Stanchion, an upright support, is a derivative of ‘stasis’.  So ‘substance’ is a very good translation, but ‘substantiator’, a person or thing providing  support of another would be an equally close rendition of the sense of this word in English.
In fact, it is translated this way in Hebrews 11:1, 
the Faith Chapter, where it says: “Now faith is the substance (hupostasis) of things hoped for, the evidence of things not seen.”  Hupostasis is a word indicating some one or some thing which provides substantial basis, in this case, of ones’ faith or con-fidence.  In the other three places the word hupostasis is used in the New Testament (Heb. 3:14, 2nd Cor. 9:4 & 11:17 ), it is rendered ‘confidence’.  Something upon which ones’ faith is based.  In each of these other uses, it infers something upon which something else is based.  A basic premise or a certain fact which substantiates ones’ confidence or action.  ‘Person’ is the poorest rendition of the three words into which hupostasis is translated.  In Hebrews 1:3, it isn’t substitution, as Trinitarian theory attempts to allege, rather it’s projection.  The wording in verse 3 shows the power of one Being expended to create (duplicate) His likeness in the other!  The word, to be understood properly, has to infer the presence of two Beings!  One acting in support of the other.
Now the odd definition imposed into the scene by Trinitarian theologians of old is the suggestion of the word ‘hupostasis’ meaning one single Being who manifests Himself in multiple expressions.  In other words, a single Being God able to manifest in any of three ‘persons’ depending on the situation.  That to some, satisfies the dictates of the Monothe-istic Discipline, while accommodating the obvious presence of more than one Being as presented in the Old Testament and especially the New.  But they had to ‘morph’ the definition of a well-defined Greek word to do so!  A word, which by its usage in every other place, doesn’t remotely fit the definition given to it in just one verse!
Upholding All Things
Often times, when we’re explaining something new to another person, we’ll use a word or term that might be unfamiliar to the hearer, or not sufficient-ly clear to the hearer.  Two examples of that are highlighted above.  A statement is made and then it is followed-up by a restatement using different wording to help clarify what is being said.
What few have noticed is that the writer of Heb-rews has done this very thing.  After using a word, he then restates his point using different words.  Hupostasis is immediately followed by the phrase, ‘upholding all things’!  It happens, that’s the very definition of the word, as we can see from the Lexicon definition given above.  One entity which stands in support of another: (Standing under in support of.)  This can not be accomplished by any one single entity.  There must be two in order for one to provide that ‘under support’ to the other.  If it was one by itself (or by Himself) we would see a different word choice, (which by the way appears in the very next phrase).  That’ll be examined and discussed momentarily.
Another affirmation of the meaning is seen in the phrase that precedes the word.  “…the express image of his person,”  In other words, showing one as appearing exactly like the other visually!  This can not be stated of one manifesting Himself in various alternating existences.  The word construc-tion itself disallows the odd definition put upon the word ‘hupostasis’ by Trinitarian theorizing.

Considering the Context
But perhaps the most potent refutation of the idea of one single God Being manifesting Himself in any of three ‘hupostases’ (the fundamental Trini-tarian explanation) is the entire context of the passage in which the word is placed.  Virtually every phrase in Hebrews 1:1-3 illustrates one Being in contrast to another.  We should look at that!
“God, who at sundry times and in divers manners spake in time past unto the fathers by the prophets,   2: Hath in these last days spoken unto us by his Son, (● Here we see one speaking thru another) whom he hath appointed heir of all things,  (● One is heir of another. You can’t be an heir of yourself!) by whom also he made the worlds;  (● One was the instru-ment of the other in the process of Creation)  Now, verse 3 is especially interesting, in that it lays down two ways these two are identical, then two ways they are distinct, then concludes with one sitting beside the other!   3: Who being the brightness of his glory, (● Both are equally brilliant in Glorified form) and the express image of his person, (● Both are identical visually in appearance) and upholding all things by the word of his power, (● One carries out the instructions of the other, by power imparted externally) when he had by himself purged our sins, (● One paid the penalty for our sins, the other did not!)  sat down on the right hand of the Majesty on high;” (● One occupies high position in direct proximity to the other!  If we were talking about One Being expressing Himself in any of three ‘hupostases’, then that One would have to be existent in two places simultaneously, in a situation in which there would be no logical reason to do so!)   Here we have no less than eight successive statements, all of which allude to and require, by the phraseology, there be two separate and distinct Beings inter-relating to and inter-acting with one another!
Then, right from the middle of these eight, a word was extracted and given a definition inconsistent with its Greek language meaning.  You would think Trinitarians would have AVOIDED this passage, but being so desperate to somehow substantiate their doctrine, they use it, as they possess no better proof!  (Apparently hoping people won’t examine the scripture too carefully.)   Interesting that Trini-tarians use the word ‘hupostasis’ to substantiate their understanding, when, rather than under-support it, the word itself provides the basis of its most potent challenge!
What we need to understand the phrase in Hebrews 1:3 to be saying is that the Son is presented to us as His Spokesman (v.2) in exact character duplication of God the Father Himself by means of His express ‘substantiation’, through the projection of the power of His Word!

Well Founded Confidence
The Greek word hupostasis affirms the same by presenting the picture of one thing or in this case one powerful entity providing sound basis for the faith or confidence of another.  The other four uses all convey that same sense.  They are:
Hebrews 11:1 “Now faith is the substance (or substantiator) of things hoped for, the evidence of things not seen.”  (Our faith is the basis of those things we confidently hope for, even without any tangible evidence of it at present.)
Hebrews 3:14  “For we are made partakers of Christ, if we hold the beginning of our confidence steadfast unto the end; ”  (Reflecting the same general idea of the previously presented verse, that we have a basis of confidence, rooted in our faith.)
2nd Corinthians 9:4  “Lest haply if they of Mace-donia come with me, and find you unprepared, we (that we say not, ye) should be ashamed in this same confident boasting.”  (Here Paul is confident of their preparedness, a confidence that under-supported his boast to others of that fact.)
2nd Corinthians 11:17  “That which I speak, I speak it not after the Lord, but as it were foolishly, in this confidence of boasting.”  (Same comment as above, except making the point that it wasn’t a matter of God’s inspiration, but he dared brag on the basis of the facts he had become aware of.)
(In each case above, the word translated from hupostasis is in bold print.)

These five, including Hebrews 1:3, are all the Bibli-cal uses of the Greek word ‘hupostasis’.  In none of them do we see anything remotely resembling alternate manifestations of one thing or entity as another!   Rather, we see one thing or one entity acting in support of a distinct and separate other!   A Hupostasis is represented as a pre-eminent supporter, a confidence base upon which one’s faith and conduct is built.                                     Ω  
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Related Topics:  (available from this author)
“The Hypostasis Hoax”

 “The 134 Emendations of the Sopherim”

“The Deadly Revelation in Psalm 110”

 “Who is the God of the Old Testament?” 

“Who IS the Ancient of Days?”

“Who is Elohim?”

“The Doctrine of “The Father and the Son”

 “Did Daniel See and Speak with God?”

“No Man has Seen God!”

“Hear O Israel, The LORD is One”

“The Shema in the New Testament”
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