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In the account of the inception of humanity we discover the Creator fashioning man as 
the impress of Himself. Though throughout church history the two terms rendered “image” and 
“likeness” have been independently contemplated,1 the Hebrew, as well as their usage in the 
Septuagint, doesn’t allow for these synonyms to be apportioned.2 In the Ancient Near Eastern 
traditions, kings would often set up images of themselves in territories over which they had or 
wanted to establish their sovereignty.3 This vice-regent view of the image of God in mankind has 
been well documented, but also adduced as lacking “what the image is itself” in favor for a more 
functional view.4  

Nevertheless, this functional category seems to carry the main melody of the verses in 
Gen. 1:26-28,5 where the reader is at once shown humanity’s “rule over” all the earth and its 
creaturely inhabitants. Humanity’s resemblance to God is connected to their role to rule over the 
earth as physical vice-regents (Ps. 8:6), but this is not the only definition for image-bearers.6 
When we listen to other tones speaking of “image” and ‘likeness,” such as Gen. 5:1-3, we see 
this definition expanding to accommodate for the capacity to emulate the attributes of the one in 
whom the image-bearer is like; just as a child, or in this particular case, Seth, grows in 
relationship to his father, and is thus able to possess and cultivate similar thought processes, 
expressions, or character as his father.7 Though not altogether excluding more philosophical 
categories such as “consciousness” or “conscience,” 8 it seems more consistent within the context 
to describe the image upon humanity as a harmony between the two aspects of kingship and 
capacity to reflect the character of our Creator. Thus, every human being is entrusted with this 
stewardship of authority — to function as God’s representatives. Humanity’s capacity to emulate 
the character of God does not incrementally oscillate to produce a gradient of imagers and non-
imagers;9 it simply stems from their pinnacle place of value to God in His creation and the 
intended way of relationship from which their vice-rule would be executed. Furthermore, in a 
passage that reflects the inestimable worth of human beings, we see that even after the rebellion 
in the garden, the image chiseled upon man remains (Gen. 9:6). Men, made in God’s likeness 
(Jas. 3:9), perpetually retain their design and are still to be held accountable for its function of 
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stewardship when the “days of man” will be brought to righteous examination at the “Day of the 
Lord.”10  

The import of a Biblically sculpted view of God’s imagers produces a dignified as well as 
contrite perspective concerning relations between the creation and Creator. Consequence of sin 
has filled humanity’s stewardship with pain and futility, as well as the penultimate humbling 
agent of death. The imagers’ pursuit to become masters of their own destinies, has been 
mercifully curtailed by God in fashioning a scenario where human beings are forced to reckon 
with their limitations in self-dependence and offered a way of humility and trust to live. This 
steadfast loyalty in relationship with the Creator has always been the ideal for humans to rule. 
The dignity of this interaction between God and man carries over to inter-human relationships as 
well. The significance of life received in mercy from God, should in turn be recognized and 
extended to other image bearers who also exist by His design. Within this worldview, all human 
life is precious, purposeful, and meant to bear the image of the Designer in the earth. Though 
stewardship is marked by futility, and the image mangled and marred by sin, men must bend the 
knee to this scenario of trust and anchor his hope in the One who brings redemption and renewal 
when “the LORD alone will be exalted” (Is. 2:17) and will conform these to the image of His 
Son into freedom and glory (Rom. 8:18-29). 
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